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in the abridgment of the message and documents there was no 
part of the report of the Attorney-General when it was as smal! 
a report as that of any other head of a Department. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It was simply because of the language 
of the law, which is as it has beenread here. I think the change 
is desirable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 42, line 254, after the word 
‘* President,” it is proposed to insert the words ** or made directly 
to Congress.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would it not be better to say 
directly to Congress by the heads of Departments?” 
make it more specific. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not think that would be animprove- 
ment, for my impression is that there are some executive officers 
who are not of the Departments who make such reports. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, there are. 

Mr. MANDERSON. For instance, the Commissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries is not of any Department. I think this language 
will cover it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I dislike to delay the consideration of 
this bill, but if the chairman of the committee will give me his 
attention for a moment I should like to ask him, inasmuch as this 
bill is designed to economize the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, if this abridgment could not be entirely dispensed with. 
I would suggest that if it should be stricken out (and I should 
like the chairman of the committee to consider the matter care- 
fully befor the bill comes up for final consideration), commenc- 
ing at line 165, we might amend that part of the section so as to 
read: 

The message of the President with the reports proper of the heads of the 
several Departments, without the accompanying documents and reports, to 
gether with the report of the Director of the Mint, the report of the Attor 


ney-General, the report of the Treasurer of the United States, and the report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, shall be printed, et« 


‘or made 
That would 


My purpose in this would be that inasmuch as all this matter 
included in the amendment that I have read is fresh matter and 
could be printed in conjunction with the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States and get to members of Congress almost 
immediately upon the opening of the session of Congress, it would 
be much better than to have it in the form of an abridgment 
which comes to us perhaps a year after date and is really of very 
little account. 

{ do not wish to discuss it further, but I.should like the chair- 
man of the committee to take it into consideration; and of course 
I shall yield to his judgment when the matter comes up for final 
action. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam very glad of the suggestion: and |] 
confess at first blush I am very favorably disposed towards it. 
The committee did not feellike making any very radical change. 
This abridgment of the message and documents has been printed 
for a great many years, and the only change we made concern- 
ing it was that we required absolutely that it should be printed 
by the Ist day of January in each year so that it would be a 
fresh publication, and not come to us, as it has in the past some- 
times, months after Congress had adjourned. 

The Chief Clerk read from line 255 to line 265 of section 77. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the change made by the bill in 
furnishing copies of the RECORD? 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator will turn to note 33 on 
page 457 of the report of the committee he will get it in detail. 

The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. The present law authorizing the printing 
and distribution of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is contained in section 78 of 
the Revised Statutes of 1878, and in the Supplement to the Revised Statutes 
volume 1, second edition, pages 328, 387, 422, 423, 424, and 516. These statutes 
provide for the printing of the RECORD, its distribution to States and Terri 
tories, to legations abroad, to the justices of the Supreme Court, the clerk 
and marshal, the preparation of the semimonthly index, and the distribu 
tion and sale of the RECORD by the Public Printer. This section follows, in 
the main, the present law. It increases the number of copies to meet the re 
quirements of increased representation in the Senate and House of Repre 
sentatives and the increase of State libraries, the total increase being about 
800 copies. The bill makes a new provision, to the effect that the RECORD 
shall be furnished only to foreign legations in Washington whose govern 
ments extend a like courtesy to our legations abroad, and provides for t! 


distribution of RECORDs to depositories in the States by the superintend: nt 
of documents. 

So the only increase is that increase which comes by reason of 
the increase of the two Houses under the apportionment on the 
census of 1890 and by providing that all of the designated depos- 
itories and State and Territorial libraries, amounting to a total 
of 496, shall be furnished with the bound CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
ORD. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the bill directly cut off 5 copies 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to each Senator as now fur- 
nished? 
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Mr. MANDERSON. My impression is that it does not 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that it does. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps the 
certainly was not my impression. 
same number. We get the 37 copir s that are furnished eithe 
daily or in revised and permanent form. Then we get 2 


¢ st . 1 ® 
of the daily RECORD, one sent to the residence and on 


Senator 1s correct, but that 
| thought we should get the 
copies 
1 placed 
upon the desk of each Senator and Representative. My impres- 
sion is that that is an increase over the nt number. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think, if the chairman will permit me, 
that prior to the admission of the new States a Senator had 42 


copies, and now 37 is the number furnished. I think that is cor- 


preset 


+ 


rect. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have not been able to supply half the de 
mands I have with the 42 copies I get What did a member of 


he other House receive at that time? 
Mr. GALLINGER. T we nty-two, if La n correct 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that the 
back to 42. 
Mr. MANDERSON. 
time comes to make the 
Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that change. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I think it well myself that we should 


have more copies. 


numpder wll Chal ed 


[shall 
unendment. 


notonmectto that. when the prom 


The Chief Clerk read from line 266 to line 286 of section 


Mr. MANDERSON. I offer an amendment to come in afte 
the word ** House” in line 285. 1 move to insert 

And to the superintendent of the Senate and H e dk I 

So as to read 

To the elective officers of the Senate and House vnd to the rintende 
of the Senate and House document roon each 1 cor t} dail i 
bound copy 

The amendment was agreed to 

The Chief Clerk read from line 2&7 to line 293, as follows 

To the Library of Congres 5 bound 

To the Senate and House libraries, 10 bound copies to each 

To each standing committee of the Senate and House, 1 bound copy. where 
the chairman makes requisition therefor, to be tiled with the Pub Prints 


during the first sixty days of the sessior 


Mr. MANDERSON. I thinkit is pe 

I should call attention to a very great reduction in the numbe1 
of bound copies of the RECORD supplied to the Senate and House 
Pre atly surprised Lo find 


haps due the Senate that 


libraries. The committee were \ 7 2 
that, apparently without any special authorization of law or reso- 
lution of Congress, there were supplied to the House library 100 
copies and to the Senate library 30 copies of the bound RECORD. 
That seemed to all of us to be an unnecessary number. We all 
realize what 30 or 100 copies of the RECORD would mean at the 
end of a long session of Congress. I do not wonder that these 
centlemen complain that they have not room enouch for the 
books in the libraries. If they are to take them at this wholesale 
rate they would require the whole Capitol in a few years to dis- 
pose of their surplus. So we have changed that and propose to 
require by law (doing away by the law, of course, 
tom which did not seem to have the warrant of 
order) that the number shall be 

Mr. COCKRELL. Besides, that leaves the Congressional Li- 
brary with 45 bound copies? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes. 

The Chief Clerk read the next paragraph, as follows 

To the library of each of the eight Executive Departments, | bouns 


Mr. MANDERSON. 


with this cus- 
law or rule or 


10 bound conic 8s tO each library 


After the word ‘* Departments.” in line 


295, T move to insert ‘‘and to the Naval Observatory: so as to 
read: 

And to the Naval Observator bound co] 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis to come in after the wore Kxec 


tive Departments?” 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, so as-to read fo the library of 
each of the eight Executive Departments, and to the Naval Ob- 
servatory,” which has a library distinct from the Executive De- 
partments. A communication from the head of the Observatory 
urged this very strongly, and it was thought desi 
up the RECORD in the Naval Observatory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreei to 
amendment proposed by the Senator 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


rabie to keep 


from Nebraska. 


| give notice now, unless the Senatoi 
accept an amendment and move it, that I shall move to strike 
out: 
To each standing committee of the Senate and House, 1 bound copy. whet 
the chairman makes requisition therefor, to be filed with the Public Print 
during the first sixty days of the session 


We have struck out asimilar clause in the bill heretofore, an 
L think that clause ought to be stricken out now. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not object to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go out, then. It is a nuisance to 
have a bound copy furnished to the committees. 











I Vik PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 44, strike out from line 290 to 
line 293, inclusive, in the following words 

, ' ttee « » Senate and By one bo ry 
V b vith 1 
PY 

T ‘ acre 

7 ( ( l «wD tO I 310 of section 77 

CO RI V S of the 1 claus 











I \DERSO D t Ss i vnat is the 1 ‘ 
COr g v ¢ hy s a provision that 
he is ) ot the CONGRESS NAL RECORD shall not 
] 
MA } ‘ JUN i> I t a rt 
oO ( M I a GO a 
a mit ( ess tne usual n el hall also b 
printed. The idea is to make thisan exception to thatrule. 
we provi for all we need and make t bution in the 
of the ¢ ,GRESSIONAL RECORD, even to the extentof supply 
libraries with it, it was considered well to make this exception: 
ot number of the ( {RESSIONAL RECORD 
we ed ition to ti extra number. 
Mr. COCKRELL. How much would that be, 1,200 or 1,500? 
Mr. MANDERSON O ousand six hundred and eighty- 
Mr. COCKRELL Che as other documents? 
Mr. MANDERSO y 
Mr. COCKRELL. It never has been printed that way, has it: 
Mr. MANDERSON No, it never has been, but we insert in 
I bill a new p sion that whe documents are printed by 


Congress in extranumbers, the usual number shall also be printed 





























. COCKRELL And you think that clause would require 
1 i mber of the RECORD to be printed? 

Mr. MANDERSON Yes 

Mr. COCKRELI do hen t provision is right as a 
hid v ‘ , mm 

\ MANDERSON ( all Ss 9 

The (¢ Cler} ‘ next paragray} of section 77, as fe 
' 

LOWS 

l > eta Wa hereby directed to ascertain what number of copies 
I Rebe R I required to complete sets 
of t serie n the posses 1 of libraries or other parties supplied with 

er ex I I 5 of law, whether such distribu 
the War Department or otherwise; and the Pub 
l Printer horized ar directed to furnish, upon the requisition of 
the Secretat f War. the number < nies of ea ‘ ime required for th 
purp W shall be use x : the Secretary of War for « 
: 7 : 

\T ( \GEI S oO quire of the cha a 
Or 1 er if ] TAINKS 16 15 sirable to hav« sion 
of that ip anent law, providing for ar ney 
W s ‘ ht to b rovided for by as vil] 
I") i a me 1 iaw s 
cha : g ! e shall pri 4 ni 
1, ; ‘ oO \ nm would be that 
( s it if enacted into a law i 

\ND ISO | fer to é t remain her 

D ¥ ‘ ’ a Kno} 5 80 very exceptiona Che 
effo ‘ for along while to have the first five volumes of th: 
Reb on R dad, \ ch were distributed, as we allunderstand., 
by Cx t ( 1 War Department, reprinted, so 
‘ ) : l by the War Department 

n it b a é 1 Senator will turn to the test 
vy of ) ‘ efficient A oni who has this 

wi e the reason for this action. It w 

f Q —, 

n (s i : I « not <« ~ } ( ~ hi T ‘ tine 
} islat ‘ } } t D rpose W Cn is all 
at i his i I me Chacleda O iaW al 
Ls l purpose wo ye, and 

' \ ata 5 of this kind in a perma- 
’ and la Oo no > DD 1 ) 

) sO | { a e impressio1 
’ <A 
{ ‘GER | t. of ‘ Lo § j 
( 30 ata Ls est to 1 
c i ‘ \ ) s i) I part Co 
; ns 
. DD tSON i ) oO that 
VICE-PRESIDENT. T! e! ent will be sta 
( ( K. On page 45,1 14, strike out the words 
ert the word ‘‘perso1 so as to read 
i I pp sequent \ l 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
ie Chief Clerk read to line 374 of section 77. 
Y 


* COCKRELL. Let us amend that paragraph as we go 


along 
Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not object. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Imove tostrike outthe entire clause which 


| 

provides for the distribution of the Official 

tees of the Senate. 
Mr. MANDERSON. 


the D0 coples l 


Register to commit- 


Then would the Senator propose to leave 


ot the Senate? 


rary la 


Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir; I would cut that down to 30 copies. 
What is the use of 50 co} 1e Senate library? 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is no use for that number if you 
are not going to supply it to committees. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why is there any use for even 30 copies. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I think myself 10 copies would be suffi- 
cient lf you are not going to supply 1t to committees. 

} iLL. As amatter of course, the committees can 
1 l cause wecan not provide asep- 
forevery committee of the Sen- 


ies in tl 











Mr. MANDERSON. It needs no argument. Nobody is ob- 


jecting to the change. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Thencut that number down. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It oughtto be 10copies,I think. I move 
to strike out *' 50” and insert ** 10,” after the words “ to the library 
of the Senate.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 372 strike out ‘‘50” and insert 
‘10” before ** copies,” and after ‘““copies” strike out ‘‘of which 
1 copy shall be supplied to each standing committee of the Senate 
as shall make requisition therefor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read lines 375 to 378, inclusive, as follows: 

To the library of the House of Representatives, 75 copies, of which 1 copy 
ill be supplied to such standing committee of the House as shall make 
requisition therefor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Imove, inline 375, tostrike out ‘* 75” and 
insert **10” before ** copies,” and after ‘‘ copies ” to strike out the 
words “of which one copy shall be supplied to such standing 
committee of the House as shall make requisition therefor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read from line 378 to line 401 of section 77. 

Mr. GALLINGER. An amendment in line 400 I think the 


chairman of the committee will gladly accept: 


‘ 


printing of 


*Patents,.” the addition of the 

words ‘‘ upon the requisition of the Secretary of the Interior. 
Otherwise they will be charged to Conrress. 

MANDERSON. Ithink that amendment will be right. 

l would say that the prov isions on pages 18, 49.50, and 51, which 

ave reference to the printing of the Patent Office, were pre- 


pared by the Commissioner of Patents and submitted by him to 


ould suggest, alter the word 











the joint committee, and were substantially adopted as they were 
pared by him. Let the amendment proposed by the Senator 
rom New Hampshire be stated. 

The CHTEF CLERK. On page 48, line 400, after the word *‘ Pat- 
ents,” insert ‘ upon the requisition of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, SO aS to read: 

S rotP s, up f the Secretary of the 
I $s auth t » co ue go owing 
é ament was eed to. 

The Chief Cle ead from line 402 to lin inclusive 

Mr. MANDERSON. In lines 420 and 421 ve to strike out 
the words ‘not already named as a designated depository.” 


Otherwise the designated depositories would not get the Official 
atent Office. The ‘ds should not be in there. 
RESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


The VICE-P 


y 









amendment proposed he Senator from Nebraska. 
ihe al n it ws ed to. 
The ¢ Clerk read from line 425 to 
Fou T) Commissioner of Patents i 
ing 500 in number, for distribution by him; theC 
nnual report to Congress, without the list of ] nt 
imber; and of the Commissior of Pat I 
f patents, the usual number onl) 
wr. GALLINGER. A change in the 
agraph is undoubtedly desir In place of ‘*Commissioner of 
Patents’ annual report,” which sometimes seems to be in the 
yossessive case and sometimes not, I suggest that it be changed 
to ‘‘the report of the Commissioner of Patents for the fiscal 
veas 


MANDERSON. In what line? 
Mr. GALLINGER. In line 425 and line 427 it should read: 
Che annual report of the Commissioner of Patents,” striking 
t the v ” af ‘*Patents,” and in line 


1e word ‘“‘annual,” after the wv 


oil abil sedis 2 


Sites Mees Sitbine « 
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429 it should read: ‘‘and of the annual report of the Commis- | » nd separate 
~ *s *)_* : bs \ e, Which sha I 

sioner of Patents to Congress, striking out the words *‘ annual os Chantel out 

report” in line 430. That makes it conform with similar para- ind not as a1 

graphs in the bill and is better oo aseology. . COCKRELI Tha 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that amendment is right. classification of { 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment enpaeed by the | hottom’? Is th: rid 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. oe tith 

The CHIEF CLERK. ft is proposed to amend the paragraph so Mr. MANDERSO \ 
as to read: Mr. COCKRELI 

T) he report of the Commissioner of Patents for the fiscal year, not exceed » 9 
ing 500 copies in number, for distribution by him; the annual report « Mn ATANDFEREO 
Commissioner of Patents to Congress without the list of patents, not ex MAIN JOTSIN 
ing 1,500 in number, and of the annual report of the Commissioner of P t i vyhet! 
ents to Congress with the list of patents, the usual number only sh 4 ta ; 
printed. : 

The amendment was agreed to. ai t th 

The C thief Clerk read the remainde r of section 77 and sectio aia 
78, 79, and 80, the last section being as follows: ir. COCKRELL. Tha 

Sxc. 80. The charts published by the Coast and Geodetic Survey sha reports oucht th ‘ 
sold at cost; and there shall be no free distribution of such charts except to ‘h, 5 
the Departments and officers of the United States requiring them for publi wood ptt aa 
use; but on the order of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates not to ¢ MAN DERSO ons 
ceed 10 copies to each may be distributed through the Superintendent of the Mr. GALLINGE!] “1 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. ae - et ; 

. . . ° . ‘ i ti < ‘ A ul Lia 

Mr. M ANDERSON. In line 2 of section 80, after the word rinted on the back of do 

‘cost’ I move to insert ‘of paper and printing as nearly as prac- |“ yy) \WANDERSON. Ix 
ticable. sult of the deliberations 

The amendment was agreed to. Cant Brian of the Print 

Mr. MANDERSON. In line 4 of section 80, after the word | J nerintendent of do 
‘use’ I move to insert: om this subiest it ae 

And the number of copies of each sheet, not to exceed 300, to presented | meet the purpose we a 
to such foreign governments, libraries, and scien tific associations, and inst a a I ae BB 
tutions of learning as the Secretary of the Treasury may direct nent upon the back OF a 

° > an hanve the resent syst 

The reason for this change may be found in a letter from Su- | #24 change the p = 

. ‘ " ° . , port the Senator v I 
perintendent Mendenhall of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. | ae ‘s ~~ a 
ask that the Chief Clerk read part of the letter, commencing vir. COCKREI : ; 

. ‘ 9 : . ) ( re snall have ‘ 
with the words ‘‘the change,” as showing the nec ssity for the pomeyS oa ; 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The partof the letter indicated will 
be read. B 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The change proposed in section 80, line 2, is simply explanatory of the word 
“cost,” and in accord with the present practice. The addition to line 4 is to 
provide for a very important and necessary distribution of charts to the 
principal libraries and institutions of learning in this country, where they 
are valued very highly, and from which we get, in many ways, returns of 
greater value than the material thus expended, ane to foreign governmen 
and cartographic bureaus and institutions, whose charts, maps, etc., we 1 
ceive in exchange and which are of great value to us. Thisisina rd wit 
long-existing practice, and authorized by law as long ago as 1844 Act of 
June 3.) In the act of 1878 this act is referred to, and it is stated that the di 
tribution is to be “in accordance with the act of June 3, 1844 

I trust that the changes suggested may be incorporated in the bill, and I 
will be pleased to answer any further inquiries relating to them whic! l 
may desire to make. But when it comes to do 

Iam, yours, faithfully a Re aa . : 
T. C. MENDENHALL hey moder 01 ul 
Superintende hive, Slx, or elgnt vi 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to th: volume ought to be put on ¢ 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. Mr. MANDERSON 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. COCKRELI SUD] 

The Chief Clerk read sections 81, 82, 83, and 84. number of the volume v 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the chairman of the commit- Mr. MANDERSON. 
tee that section 84 should be transposed and be made section 8%. [he Chief Clerk read t 
It comes in here between two sections that relate to the same sub- Section 87 was read, as f 
ject, and is upon an entirely different subject. So it would be SEC. 87. The Public Prin 
proper that it should be tr: ansposed and made section 89, Pay pene stp her pend. oenhang 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I have no objection to that chang: aman aan Mama ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the proposed change? I did not! th for ref 1cé 

atch it. AS : Mr.COCKRELL. W 

Mr. GALLINGER. I propose simply to transpose section 84 Mr. MANDERSO 
and make itsection 89. Itisasection that seems tobe interjected tho do rooms . 
between two other sections relating to the same subject, and is | plete there. if o7 
upon a different subject. Mr. COCKRELI oO 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The change in number proposed Mr. GALLINGER S 
will be made. talven out. Tt sek Taal 

The Chief Clerk read section 85, as follows: Che VICE-PRESIDED 

SEc. 8. No document or report to be illustrated or accor a [he ¢ tl Cui | 
shall be printed by the Public Printer until the illustration 3 or ™ I ual 
therefor shall be ready for publication; and no order for public printing s! second wore a ) as 
be acted upon by the Public Printer after the expiration of one year The v mes when b 
the entire copy and illustrations for the work shall have been furnished nm ame? nt 
within that period. LHe al Umnen - 

eee acest : J : The ¢ f ¢ k read s 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to insert at the end of section MANDERSOD | 

. v1 \ hw ‘ 
Frovided, That this section shall not apply to orders heretofore mad aoa aco — , . 
the printing of a s of volumes on one subject bye the atventlio! 
Mr. COCKRELL. On what ealoote ee ree Tt 
Mr. MANDERSON. “On onesubject” Itissimplyasaving “>% , 
clat ise for fear that we might cut off some publications that | ” Me. Cx y KI LEI 7 
] ’ r’ Sialis ae T 
already been ordered and that are near being finished. atta ’ 
The ame ndment was agreed to. et 
lhe Chief Clerk read section 86 to line 6, as follows: and file. $ che Secretary of the 5 





Sec. 86. Every public document of suffi 





t size on any one subject committees, and they a 



















































































gre t< : ‘ } | to be indexed and bound, one copy to be deposited 
in the libra i Hy and one copy in the room of the committee from 
whic he r¢ r ina 

That would be just simply nothing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps not. If the Senator will make 


it somethin shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. COCKRELI Each member of the committee ought to 
have a copy of the reports, and we have had that, I will say, ever 
ince the Forty-fourth Congress, anyway. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is a different proposition. I am 
rly speaking now of 
mittees in the committ At a later stage of the bill will 
be found the necessary legislation to provide what the Senator 


ee rooms. 


ELL. Very we 


reports of 


then this is right. It will put 
a committee in its own committee 
, and tl is enough 
The Chief Clerk read section 89, as follows: 
Src. 89. Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, and Clerk of the House of Representatives may send and 
ll public documents printed by order of Congress; 
and the name wh Senator, Representative, Delegate, Secretary of the 
Senate, and Clerk of the House shall be written thereon, with the proper des- 





receive through the mail 





ignation of the office he holds; and the provisions of this section shall apply 
to each of the persons named therein until the Ist day of December follow 
ing the expiration of their respective terms of office 

Members and members elect of Congress shall have the privilege of send 
ing free through the mails and under their frank letters to any officer of the 


ed officially 

sLINGER. I suggest the substitution of the 
in line 5, after the word * of.” 

The amendment will be stated. 


Government when addr 
Mr. GA word 
‘the” fo 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 55, section 89, line 5, strike out 
i ‘teach ” and insert ** the;” so as to read: 

The name of the 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.COCKRELL. **And the name of each Senator, Represent- 
ative, Delegate, Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the House 
shall be written thereon, with the proper designation of the of- 
fice he holds. Does that change the existing law so as to require 
an actual manual writing by a Senator with his own hand of 
y frank he may put upon a public document? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it is exactly the language of the 
present law, and that I understand has been construed to mean 
that there might be a stamp. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator will remember that we once 
ission about that, and at one time the Post-Office 
nent undertook to require that a Senator should sign his 

y publication sent out. Since then it has been 
changed, and we can have the name put on with a plate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. IthinkIcansettle the matter inamoment. 
This is the language of the appropriation act passed last year from 


the Senator’s committee: 


r “each” 


the wore 


senator, et 


every 


nad some aisc 


Depart 


own name to evs 








That from and after the passage of this act Senators, Representatives 
1 Delegates in Congress, the Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the 
House of Represe and receive through the mail all publi 
documents printed by order of Congress; and the name of each Senator, Re] 
entative, D i Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the House shall 
' en ti n ith the proper designation of the office he holds 
So s bad language, it is not the bad language of the Com- 


mittee on Printing but of the Committee on Appropriations: we 
the language used in the appropriation act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
\LLISON | would never permit any imperfect language to come 
in from t committee, and [ am assured thatthe practice under 

; nonstrated the wisdom of it, that wecan goon and 
send documents off in that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of 
he bill what he ‘stands by the words ** when addressed of- 
licia hich I believe is the exact phraselogy of the statute 
which is alluded to by the Senator, wherein he compliments the 
phraseology of the Committee on Appropriations? — 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is always deserving of compliment 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe the language, ‘* when addressed offi- 


follow 


a? 


it has only d 


‘ ma 
unde 


cially,” is also found in the statute to which the Senator refers. 
[t was the intent and purpose of the framers of that statute that 
when a public officer was addressed, the Postmaster-General or 
the Secretary of the Interior, as the case might be, that should 


insure the sending of the letter. But I understand that very 

recently some law officer has examined this phraseology with 

care and has expressed an opinion that the letter must be upon 

yublie business 
Mr. PLATT. Exclusively? 


Mr. ALLISON. Exclusively. For example, if I inclose to the 
Pensions a letter addressed to me by an appli- 
cant for a pension that relates to the private matter of the pen- 
sion applicantand it isnot public business. I think this language 
is asclear as any language can be; and now while we are putting it 
again into a statute I should like to have the construction of the 


e 


Commissioner 0 
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committee that framed this phraseology as to what it means, 
whether it means that if a Senator shall address a letter upon 
any matter to the Secretary of the Interior, that letter, to be en- 
titled to his frank,must be upon official business strictly, or 
whether if it is addressed to the Secretary of the Interior, des- 
ignating the office, it complies with this provision of law? 

Mr. PADDOCK. DolLunderstand the Senator to indicate that 
if in such a letter as that an observation as to the state of the 
weather should be inserted, it would be a violation of the law to 
send the letter under a frank? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that some law officer has con- 
strued the law as I have stated. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have the matter here before me, and 
[ think I can give it fully. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The language of the law as found in the 
appropriation act of last year, which restored in part the frank- 
ing privilege, is practically repeated in this provision. I will 
read it again so that it may appear properly in the RECORD: 

Provided, That from and after the passage of this act Senators, Represent- 
atives, and Delegates in Congress, the Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of 
the House of Representatives may send and receive through the mail all pub- 
lic documents printed by order of Congress; and the name of each Senator, 
Representative, Delegate, Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the House 
shall be written thereon, with the proper designation of the office he holds; 
and the provisions of this section shall apply to each of the persons named 


therein until the first Monday of December following the expiration of their 
respective terms of office. And hereafter 


Then there is the other language that is quoted, that I find 
here 
members and members elect of Congress shall have the privilege of sending 


free through the mails, and under their frank, letters to any officer of the 
Government, when addressed officially 


It seems to me that there could be no question as to the mean- 
ing of that language, that whenever a member of Congress, actual 
or elect, addressed any officer of the United States by his official 
designation, no matter what may be the contents of that letter, 
it is the duty of the Post-Office Department to carry it free. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the intent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thatseems to me to be the plain English 
meaning of the language. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is, when the member of Congress has 
franked it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. When he has franked it; when he has 
said over his own signature that he sends that letter and has ad- 
dressed it toan officer of the Government; he has then addressed 
officially an officer of the Government. The construction placed 
upon that language by the Post-Office Department is found ina 
late volume of their regulations. It is as follows: 

In carrying out this enactment, whichis now operative, the following rules 
must be observed 

1. The privilege conferred applies to members of both branches of Con 
gress—Senators, Representatives, and Delegates—including not only those 
who have taken their seats as such, but those who have been elected, have re 
ceived their certificate of election, and hold the prima facie right to seats 
Senators and Representatives whose terms have expired are not entitled to 
the benefits of this act. 

». Letters to be entitled to free transmission under the act must in every 
case be addressed to a Government officer—not necessarily at Washington 
but anywhere in the United States—whose office title must be given in the 
superscription of the latter, either with or without his name; for example 

Brig. Gen. Samuel B. Holabird, Quartermaster-General, U.S. A., Washing 
ton, D.C.;" ** Postmaster, New York, N. Y.;"* ‘Hon. David M. Key, U.S. Dis 
trict Judge, Chattanooga, Tenn.” The term ‘‘Government officer” includes 
only officers of the United States 

3. The name of the franking Senator, Representative, or Delegate, written 
by himself, must appear on the envelope of the letter, in connection with the 
initial of his office, and preceded by the word “‘ Free;’’ for example, * Free 
John R. Smith, U.S.S.;" or **Free—Richard Roe, M. C.” 

1. The privilege given by the act applies only to letters on official business, 
each letter to a Government officer to be separately enveloped and separately 
franked 

5. The term “letters’’ as used in this law means communications wholly or 
partly in writing relating to official matters and sent under seal, such com- 
munications as are denominated in the laws mail matter of the first class. 

6. Where some other person than a Senator, Representative, or Delegate is 
suspected of using a frank improperly, or where it is suspected that a frank 
is forged, the facts must be reported promptly to the chief post-office in- 
spector. But franked letters must not be detained at mailing or delivery 
post-offices on the mere suspicion that the franks are not genuine 








That is a privilege which is accorded to us that is certainly of 
very great value. 

7. These instructions must not be held to interfere with those relating to 
the franking of seeds and public documents comprehended in section 413 of the 
Postal Regulations, as amended, and which will be found in full in ruling 116 

So the statute seems by the construction of the Post-Office De- 
partment to have been much contracted over what certainly was 
the meaning of Congress when it passed the act. The committee 
did not feel that it was authorized to make any material change 
in the law, and yet I certainly have no objection to making its 
meaning so plain that the Post-Office Department can not err 
again as to the construction of the law. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Does not that construction require that each 
communication to the officer shall be in a separate envelope? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, I sit down and write out 
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fifteen or twenty applications to the Pension Office for informa- 


tion about a pension claim, and I have to put each one in a sepa- 
rate envelope ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It isa very strained construction of the 
law, undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have called attention to this construction of 
the law for the reason that the plain and evident purpose and 
intent of the men who framed the law was that the Post-Office 
Department should only look at the envelope containing the desig- 
nation and the frank of the Member of Congress or Senator who 
sent the communication. Under this ruling, if I shall send a 
communication which an officer in the post-office shall regard as 
a private and not a public communication, I am liable to all the 
penalties, whatever they may be, of violating this law. Now, we 
are reénacting the law and we are using the same phraseology: 
and if there are any words which any Senator can add that will 
more effectively indicate what we mean by the statute I hope 
that Senator will suggest them. As for myself, I do not know of 
any words which will more clearly state that the officer to be 
designated is the rule to be applied by the post-office and car- 
riers, whoever they may be, transmitting these letters. 

Mr. PLATT. Wemightusethislanguage: ‘‘ Whenaddressed 
to such officer by his official title,” or something of that sort. 
But it would make it no plainer than it is now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think we could make it a little more 
specific by saying: ‘‘ When addressed on an envelope directed to 
such officer officially.” 

Mr. DAWES. ‘‘ When the address on the envelope is tosuch 
officer officially.” . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, that might do. 

Mr. MANDERSON. What is the language proposed? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘ When addressed on the envelope.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. You would not address it inside of the 
envelope. On the whole, I think it is absurd. 


Mr.SAWYER. This matter has been brought to the atten- | 
tion of the Post-Office Committee, and certainly it was the inten- | 


tion of the committee to apply the language to any communica- 
tion any member of Congress saw fit tosend. It would not neces- 
sarily be on official business; if we had calculated to have had it 
apply to official business we would have said so. That is what 
we wanted to avoid, because there were so many different con- 
structions put upon what was official correspondence. I showed 
that language to quite a number of Senators, to at least half a 
dozen, before I reported it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Lawyers? 

Mr.SAWYER. Yes, lawyers. I asked them if there was 
any way by which we could improve the language, because ever 
since I have been upon the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads the question of the franking privilege has come up. 
While the committee were willing that there should be a lim- 
ited franking privilege they did not want to putit in ashape for 
future difference, where we would be likely to get into trouble. 
There are so many constructions and so many different opinions as 
towhat would be considered official correspondence, as it wasonly a 
very small matter any way, it was the opinion of the committee that 
the question should be placed beyond doubt. We thought we 
should be likely to get into troubleif we used language by which 


there would be many constructions and many different opinions as | 


to what would be official correspondence. I knowit was the opin- 
ion of the committee, because we talked it over repeatedly, that 
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Mr. SAWYER. I was going to say,so far asthat is concerned 
that I have no pride about it, but I do not think we ought to 
change the language, because it is right now. We ought, how- 
ever, to change the ruling; but still, if anybody thinks differ- 
ently, I have not the least objection to a change being made. 

M:. COCKRELL. I do not wantto be considered by the Post- 
Office Department as violating a law which we have enacted, but 
[ say frankly that I think I have sent as many as fifty inquiries to 
the Pension Office about private pension claims in one envelope. 
I do not pretend to send them in any other way, and I intend to 
continue that until Congress says that the law does not give me 
that authority. 

Mr. ALLISON. Partly printed and partly written? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; I get tablets from the Pension Office, 
part of which is in print, and I write in the balance, and I do the 
same thing with the Second Auditor. He furnishes a blank. | 
fill that in and I send it tohim under myfrank. So I doinregard 
to private matters pending in all the Departments, the Quarter- 
master-General’s, the Commissary-General’s, and as to the mili- 
tary record of a soldier from the Record and Pension Office, and 
all around. I do that, and I certainly have not violated the law. 
I now want it made so that the Post-Office Department will un- 
derstand that we have that legal right and not have it left to 
courtesy. 

Mr. SAWYER. [have no pride about it so that we do not 
put it into such form that it will be worse than it is now, because 
[ think they will change their ruling. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [I think we had better let it alone. 

Mr. SAWYER. If we go on just as we are doing, I have no 
doubt they will change the ruling. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to call attention to another 
change that certainly should be made in the pending section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer this by way of suggestion, and I 
think the Senator will adopt it. In the first place, we ought to 
extend this privilege not only to Members and Members elect to 
Congress, but to Delegates and Delegates elect. We all under- 
stand the distinction there is between a Member of Congress and 
a Delegate to Congress. I think certainly this franking privi- 
lege should be extended to the Vice-President, who is the Presi- 
dentof the Senate, and thereby amember ofthe body. I propose 
to amend the section so as to read as follows: 


The Vice-President, Members and Members elect of and Delegates and 
Delegates elect to Congress shall have the privilege of sending free through 


| the mails and under their frank, letters and communications to any officer 


of the Government when the envelopes containing such mail matter are ad- 
dressed officially. 

It seems to me that that will cover it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To make it more specific, would it not do 
instead of saying ‘‘ letters and communications,” to say *‘ any mail 
matter ?” 

Mr. MANDERSON. That will do, ** any mail matter.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. That covers all the classes, so that the De- 
partment can not take any exception to it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Say ‘‘ any mail matter.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed toamend the paragraph so 
that it shall read: 

The Vice-President, Members and Members elect of and Delegates and Dele- 
gates elect to Congress shall have the privilege of sending free through the 


! : | mails and under their frank, any mail matter to any officer of the Govern 
a member of Congress should have the right to this franking | 


ment official in his official capacity, and that was put in merely | 


so that it would be a guide to the postmastor when he looked at 
the envelope that he might know that such an officer was so ad- 
dressed. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Having found the author of this lan- | 


guage, I think we can undoubtedly get a correct construction of 
it, but I wish to call his attention to the construction given to it 
by the Post-Office Department. This isof value to him as chair- 
man of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. We are 
not only forbidden to address an officer of the Government offi- 
cially on official business, but we are forbidden to send him any 
but a sealed envelope, and we are forbidden to put printed mat- 
ter in a communication we thus send, for that is the regulation 
which has been prescribed. 

_Mr. SAWYER. I can not myself see how any such construc- 
tion can be put upon the law. I did not trust myself altogether 
in this matter, but I showed the provision to quite a number of 


ment, when the envelopes containing such mail matter are addressed off 


privilege when his correspondence was addressed to a Govern- | ““!'Y- 


Mr. COCKRELL. I think, instead of putting in the words 
‘addressed officially,” we had better say ‘‘ addressed to such offi- 
cer by his title.” 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I think any officer of the Gov- 
ernment who would construe the existing provisions of law as 
this: provision has been construed will construe this precisely 
the same way, that the communication must be upon official busi- 
ness and the communication must be to him as an officer of the 
Government. 

Now, if you put it that we may have the privilege of sending 
to an officer of the Government any communication which is 
mail matter, then I do not see how any misconstruction could be 
put upon it; but any officer of the Government who would con- 


| strue the first phraseology, thatthe communication must be in 


Senators before I reported it to ascertain what construction they | 


would put upon it. I thought we would not make any mistake 

about it, but it appears that we have o> that somebody else has. 
Mr. COCKRELL. After the word ‘ when,” which follows the 

word ‘*Government,” in line 13 of section 89, I move to insert: 


‘ . envelope containing such letters is directed to such officer by his official 
itle. 


his official capacity and official matter, will construe this the same 
way; but if you send to an officer of the Government ‘‘ any mail 
matter,” I think it would trouble him to misconstrue it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the sugge 


gestion of the Senator from 


Massachusetts is an eminently wise one, and in pursuance of it 
I will move to strike out all after the word *‘Government.” I 
think that will fix it. 
Mr. SAWYER. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
amended. 


Let us hear that amendment read. 


Let us hear the clause read as it will be when 
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The CHIEF CLERK. 
so as 7 read: 

The Vice-President, Members 
dines select to Ci 
the mails and und 
ment 

Mr. DAWES. 
the Government” 

Mr. SAW YER. 
frankin 


cua’ 


It is proposed to amend the paragraph 


and Members elect of and Delegates and 


r their frank any mail matter to any officer of the Govern- 


‘ Any mail matter.” Stop before ‘officer of 
and let it end with ‘‘ any mail matter 

Would there not be a question there about 
g to one another? They have ruled upon the other lan- 

li ‘any Government official,” that we could frank from one 
Senator to another, being Government officials, but we are not 
Government officers. I think we had better leave that word in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What word in? 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘“ Official” instead of 
distinction made by the Senator from Wisconsin, as I understand, 
is that we are not officers of the Government, those of us who are 
of the Congress of the United States. We are Government offi- 
cials, but not Government officers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Make it read ‘‘ to any Government official.” 

Mr. DAWES. Why not authorize us to send free any mail 
matter? If you send to a Government official any matter that 
you want to send through the mail that shall go free without 
saying ‘‘any communication to an officer,” they are then invited 
to the tion heretofore adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that we make it read “ any mail 
matter to any Government official.” 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Sent to any Government official free of post- 
age any mail matter.” Stop there, and then no one can say 
that that ‘‘ mail matter” means matter on official business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theclause will be read as proposed 
to be amended. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is 
to read: 

The Vice-President, 


egates elect to Con 


construc 


proposed to amend the clause so as 


Members and Members elect of and Delegates and Del- 
gress shall h: uv the privilege of sending free through the 


mai nd under their frank, any mail matter to any Government official 
Mr . Di AWES. I move to strike out ‘to any Government of- 
fi ce r.’ 
Mr. HAWLEY. Itis not “ officer;” it is ** official.” 


Mr. COCKRELL. 


question Of promiscuous, 


[ hope Senators will not raise the whole 

indiscriminate franking all over the 
D AWES. I] 

you eave it the 


about it, but when 


is more open to the construction if 
than it was in the originallaw. I donot care 
you make the communication to an officer, 


think it 


} 











you certainly invite the construction that the matter must be an 
of al co 1unication to him on official business, as it seems to 
m 

The VI "RESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to the ai endment. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the clause so as 

) reac 

i Pi ent, Members, and Members elect of, and Delegates and 

Delegates elect to Congress shall have the privilege of sending free through 
the mails and under their frank, any mail matter to any Government official 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
Wl1ll De stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the words “ to 


any Government official.” 
Mr. MANDERSON. I hope that will not be done. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 


The amendment to the amendment was rejec ted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The on is on the paragraph 
as amended. 

The paragraph as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest an amendment to section 90, 
rning which there will be no controversy. 


que sti 


cone 





out the word ‘‘except” in line 2, and substitute the word ‘‘ un- 
less 

The VIC an DENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Th | CHIEF CLERK. In section 90, line 2, before the word ‘‘ au- 
thorized ” it is ail to strike out ‘‘ except” and insert ‘ un- 
less,” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 90. No printing or binding shall be done at the Government Printing 
Office unless a orized by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I offer an amendment 
end of section 90, which I send to the desk. 


The CHIEFCLERK. At the end of section 90 it is proposed to 


to come in at the 


Binding f« 
shee} r clot 


r the Departments of the Government shall be done in plain 

, except that record and account books may be bound in Russia 
leat he r, sh ee eD “™ shers and skivers, when authorized by the head of a Depart- 
ment: Pr That the libraries of the several Departments, the Library 
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| of Congress, and the Naval Observatory may have books for the exclusive 


yngress shall have the privilege cf sending free through | | 


| aratesection, and Iam sure the committee will accept it. 


use of said libraries bound in half Turkey, 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is the same as the present law. It 
is simply to make this bill conform to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have examined this bill very carefully 
and find no provision requiring all the printing and binding to 
be done at the Government Printing Office, as is provided in sec- 
tion 3786 of the Revised Statutes. I wish to offer that as a sep- 
[ move 


| to insert: 


All printing, binding, and blank books for the Senate or House of Repre- 
sentatives, and the executive and judicial departments, shall be done at the 


| Government Printing Office, except in cases otherwise provided by law. 


“ officer.” The 


[ do not find that in the bill. ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator will withhold that 
until the committee amendmentsare concluded. My impression 
is that the provision which the Senator read is in the bill. Cer- 
tainly that is covered by the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly the amendment will be with- 
held if the Senator so desires; but, though I have sharched dili- 


| gently for it, I have not been able to find it in the bill. 


I move to strike | 


Mr. MANDERSON. That may be so. 

Section 91 was read, as follows: 

SEc.91. The Public Printer shall execute such printing and binding for the 
President as he shall order and make requisitions for, and deliver to the Ex- 
ecutive Mansion 2 copies each of all documents, bills, and resolutions as soon 
as printed and ready for distribution 

«Mr. ALLISON. I desire to inquire of the Senator in charge 

the bill if that is a new provision or is it the existing law? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is a new section, according to my 
recollection. 

ALLISON. [I have no recollection of any appropriation 

having been made for this purpose 

Mr. MANDERSON. We found this to be the fact: That in the 
Printing Office, on the requisition of the President of the United 
States, printing had been done. There did not seem to be any 
warrant in the law for it. It was like many of the other cus- 
toms which have grown up in connection with the Printing Of- 
fice. ‘There seemed to be no limit to the power of the President 
of the United States to order printing for his official or personal 
use. It seemed to the committee that there ought not to be any 
restriction upon him, that he ought to be permitted to have 
printed at the Government Printing Office anything that he 
might desire in connection with his office; but he ought to have 
some warrant in law for it, and therefore it was that the com- 
mittee concluded to introduce this section, so as to provide that 
the Public Printer should execute such printing and binding for 
the President as he should order and make requisition for, sim- 
ply reporting the fact to Congress. 

The idea of this bill was to do away with all the abuses which 
had grown from habit and custom and find within the statute 


| the warrant for everything that is done. 


| cal year in excess of the 


ALLISON. Lagree to the provision. The only reason I 
made the suggestion was that I knew of no appropriation ever 
having been made for this class of printing, and I suppose 
hitherto the printing ordered by the President must have been 
charged to some one or other of the Departments. I think the 
section is a wise one. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not know positively, but I presume 
it would be paid for out of the appropriation for the printing of 
Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. It must be paid for out of some fund. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read from line 1 to line 14 of section 92, as fol- 
lows: 

SEc, 92. No printing shall be done for the Executive Departments in any fis- 
amount of the appropriation, and none shall be done 


| without a special requisition, signed by the chief of the Department and filed 


with the Public Printer. 

No report, publication, or document shall be printed in excess of the num- 
ber of 1,000 of each in any one fiscal year without authorization therefor by 
Congress, except that of the annual report of the head of the Department 
without appendices there may be printed in any one fiscal year not to exceed 
5,000 copies, bound in pamphlet form, and of the reports of chiefs of bureaus 
without appendices there may be printed in any one fiscal year not to exceed 
2,500 copies, bound in pamphlet form. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How does this number compare with the 
number that has heretofore been printed of these documents? 

Mr. MANDERSON. In some of the documents it is agreater 
number, and in other instances it is a very much less number. 
That question would take a very long time to answer, because it 
is such a question of detail, but the Senator will find full infor- 
mation upon it in the report furnished from the Printing Office, 
showing the number of all documents printed upon requisition. 
It commences on page 385, and shows the list of documents 
printed during the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty- 
first Congresses. In it will be found every document printed, 
whether it is by order of Congress, and, if so, reciting the reso- 
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rinted, or whether it was by requisi- 
“he list covers many pages of this re- 


lution under which it was 
tion of the Department. 
port. J s " ‘ 

It seemed to the committee that where it was proposed to print 
on requisition for a Department more than 1,000 copies, it would 
be well for the Department to come to Congress for its authori- 
zation. y 

I have in my hand an amendment to the section that reaches 
the matter of the printing of the Agricultural Department, which 
prints a large number of monthly crop reports and bulletins, and 
also reports of the Weather Bureau. As to those, the commit- 
tee proposes to leave the number unlimited, or rather leave it 
in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture. I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk to come in at the end of that 
section. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 56, section 92, at the end of lin 
14, it is proposed to add: 

Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture may furnish such number o 
copies of the monthly crop reports and of other reports and bulletins, con- 
taining not to exceed 100 octavo pages, as he shall deem requisite; and this 

rovision shall apply to the maps, charts, bulletins, and minor reports of th 

Weather Bureau, which shall be printed in such numbers as the Secretary 
of Agriculture may deem for the best interests of the Government. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read the following clause of section 92, begin- 
ning at line 15: 

Heads of Executive Departments shall provide by order and direct whether 
reports made to them by bureau chiefs and chiefs of divisions shall be printed, 
typewritten, or written. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend, in line 15, by striking 
out the words “‘ provide by order and,” and in line 17, by striking 
out the words “typewritten, or written,” and insert the words 
‘‘or not;” so as to make the clause read: 

Heads of Executive Departments shall direct whether reports made t 
them by bureau chiefs and chiefs of divisions shall be printed or not 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following clause of section 92, beginning with line 18, was 
read: 

The Public Printer shall include in his annual report a full statement of 
the number of each and every publication or document printed upon requi 
sition of the Executive Departments, and the cost thereof, and in the annual 
report of every head of the Executive Departments there shall appear 
statement of all publications printed upon requisition of the Department 
and the number in each instance. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator having the bill 
in charge that the provisions of that clause are fully covered by 
section 20. If he will refer to it he will find it is a duplication 
of the language there in almost the exact words. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I intended to offer such an amendment. 

Mr.GALLINGER. The clause just read should be stricken 


u 
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out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator move to strike it 
out? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from Nebraska agree 

to it? 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
effect. é‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
to strike out the clause from line 18 to line 24 of section 92, which 
has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Section 93 was read, as follows: 

Szc. 93. The heads of Executive Departments, and such executive offi- 
cers aS are not connected with the Departments, respectively, shall cause 
daily examination of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for the purpose of noting 
documents, reports, and other publications of interest to their Departments 
and shall cause an immediate order to be sent to the Public Printer for the 
number of copies of such publications required for official use, not to exceed, 
however, the number of bureaus in the Department and divisions in the office 
of the head thereof. The Public Printer shall send to each Executive Depart- 
ment and to each executive office not connected with the Departments, as 
soon as printed, five copies of all bills and resolutions. Where the head of a 
Department desires a greater number of any class of bills or resolutions for 
official use, they shall be furnished by the Public Printer on requisition 
promptly made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 13 of that section, I suggest that 
the word “‘ when ” should be substituted for the word “ where.” 

I will take the liberty to suggest that it impresses me that it 
will require a good many clerks to do this work of examining 
the CONGRESSIONAL REOORD, and I can not see myself what prac- 
tical good is to come from it. Still, if the committee think it 
ought to be in the law, I will not object to itor move any amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 93, line 13, before the words 


I do. I had a memorandum to that 

































































“the head,” it is proposed to strike out 
‘when;” so as to read: 
W hen the head of a Department desires a greater number of any ‘ 
bills or resolutions for official u l 
Printer on requisition promptly made 
The amendment was acreed to. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I think the Senator from Nev 
shire will not make the criticism whi as just n 1€1 
he fully understands the reasons for this provision. Of course 


e, they shall be furnished byt ul 











the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD has its dail) ! ion in th 
Departments. The custom heretofore has b to l ever} 
document, every report, and every bill, whet! ite or pub- 
lic, in very large numbers to the Departments, w hey hav 
accumulated to their inconvenience and disturbance The idea 
of the committee simply was that there should be furnished to 
m only such documents, reports, and oO her } ) ations as 

they required for the performance of their official d S, and a 
suggestion of this character comes from many of the Departments, 
vhere they say that they do not desire that they shall be fur- 
nished with this entire matter which is published, but only such 
as pertains to them. We leave the to select that which they 
want, and that only is furnished to 

Section 94 was read, as follows: 

Sec. 94. The annual reports of e3 officers shall be printed in t 
same type and form as the report ¢ ! he I rtmen I 


companies, unless otherwise ordered by the Joint Committee on Printing 








Mr. GALLINGER. I had arecord, which I have lost for the 
moment, in relation to a preceding section of this bill, giving to 
the Public Printer authority to d rimine what size of type shall 
be used, which is manifestly right. It seems to that Cor 
cress does not want to legislate as to what kind of type shall b 

ed in the Government Printing Office, when we have a Public 
Printer who, presumably, knows more abr it than Congress. 
I make the criticism for that for ano yurpose, 
that a previous section gives the Public Printer that power, 


which ought to be lodged in his hands and not in the hands of 
Congress, and I will move an amendment at the proper time, un- 


less the committee agrees to strike out the section. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The reason of section 94 is simply this: 
The attention of the committ was called by 1 officers of the 
Printing Office tothe fact that on the requsition or order of heads 


of Departments the same matter was frequently ] two differ- 


















ent forms. Take, for instance, the reportof the Superintendent 
of the Geological Survey. So far as the letterpress is concerned 
there is no reason in the world why it should be l arto form. 
It should be in octavo form, and should conform t printed 
report of the Secretary of the Interior,of which Department the 
Geological Survey is a part, and this section 94, 1 thin Sena- 
tor will find, is valuable for that purpose, and that it shall only 
be in quarto form when there are particular reasons for it, b 
cause, perhaps, of some particular plates requiring a larger for 
that there should be a departure from the octavo form of bind- 
ing. 

The Chief Clerk read section 95. 

Section 96 was read, as follows: 

Ssc. 96. When any Department, the Supreme ( ( tof ¢ 
or the Library of Congress shall require ] I binding be ne, i 
shall be on certificate that such v ry f the pul rvice 
whereupon the Public Printer shall f es ite of st by tl 
principal items for such printing iding so called f t hich re 
sitions shall be made upon him theref ry the head of D rtment, the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, chief justice of the Court of Claims, o1 
the Librarian of Congress; and the Pu *rinter shall place t ‘ thereo! 
to the debit of such Depa f in itsa appropriation for prin rand 
binding 

Mr. GALLINGER. Out of ord: | ca e attention ¢ 
the chairman of the committee to section 52, which provides that 

The forms and style in which the p ti r bindit rade l by any of the 
Departments shall be executed, and the materia ind t f f type to be 

1d, shall be determined by the Public Pr 

[f the section just read is retair in the b section 52 oug] 
to go out. One or the other ought to go o Il call the atten- 
tion of the committee to it 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes: section 52 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. T on will out 
the absence of objection. 

The Chief Clerk read sections 97 and 98. 

Section 99 was read, as follows: 

SEc. 99. All blanks and letter heads for use by the l and r officials 
of the United States courts other than such as are required to be paid for by 
any of these officers out of the emoluments of their offices shall be printed at 
the Government Printing Office uy rms prescribed by the Department of 


Justice, and shall be distributed by it upon requisitio 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
tofore? 
Mr. MANDERSON. You mean as required by section 99? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MANDERSON. But very few of them. This section is 
inserted on the recommendation of the Attorney-General, who 


Have not these blanks been furnished here- 
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says that these blanks, letter heads, etc., have usually been pur- 
chased by the officers of the courts and the account rendered for 
them and paid for outof the appropriations. He says thata very 
great saving can be had by having them furnished from the Gov- 
ernment Office here. If the Senator will turn to footnote 99, he 
will find that the Attorney-General says: 

It would be in the line of economy and in the interest of the public serv- 


ice to have all blanks, letter heads, and envelopes for the use of the judges 
and other officials of the United States courts throughout the country, other 


| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 


than such as are by law required to be paid for by any of theseofficers out of | 


the emoluments of their offices, printed under the direction of the Depart- 
ment of Justice and distributed by it, for the reason that uniformity would 
be secured in the size, style, and expense of returns and reports; and no ex- 
cuse would exist for failure on the part of any officer to render his reports 
and returns promptly. The handling and consideration of accounts and re- 
turns by the officials of the Treasury Department would be greatly facilitated, 
and there would probably be a saving of 25 to 30 per cent to the Government. 


it was for that reason that this section was inserted. 
Section 100 was read, as follows: 


Sic. 100. The libraries of the United States Military Academy and United | 


States Naval Academy are hereby constituted designated depositories of 
Government publications, and the superintendent of documents shall supply 
one copy of said publications, in the same form as supplied to other deposi- 
tories, to each of said libraries. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that section 100 is an addition 
to the list of depositories now authorized by law; that is, adding 
the United States Military Academy and the Naval Academy. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They have libraries there, have they? 

Mr. MANDERSON. They have libraries, and the 500 docu- 
ments furnished to the superintendent of documents will be 





same section, I move to insert ‘‘ Vice-President,” the purpose 
being to retain the franking privilege in the Vice-President that 
he now has, I believe, under the law. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 89, line 5, after the word “‘the,” 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ Vice-President; ” so as to read: 

The name of the Vice-President, Senator, Representative, etc. 

Mr.MANDERSON. The word “each,” inline 5, before ‘‘Sen- 
ator,” was stricken out and the word ‘‘ the” inserted by a former 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move an amendment to section 77, line 
150, after the word ‘‘courts,” which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 77, line 150, after the word 
‘‘courts,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and to State supreme court 
libraries;” so as to read: 

To the Department of Justice, including those for the use of the Chief Jus- 
tice and associate justices of the Supreme Court, and the judges and the offi- 
cers of the United States and Territorial courts, and to State supreme court 
libraries, 500 copies. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish tosay that I offer this amendment 
at the request of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], who 
was called from the Chamber. I donot present it as having had 
the action of the committee, but at hisrequest. Hecalled my at- 
tention to the fact that some of the State supreme courts have a 


| supreme court library, distinct from the State library, and he 


sufficient to supply them, because the designated depositories | 


under the new apportionment and the State and Territorial libra- 

ries number 496, and these two libraries will make 495, and the 

number we turn over to the superintendent of documents is 500. 
Section 101 was read, as follows: 


Sec. 101. All future orders or requisitions for printing shall be governed 
by the provisions of this act; and hereafter all orders for printing by any of 
the committees of the Senate or House of Representatives, or any of the of- 
ficers thereof, shall receive the approval of the Committee on Printing of 
each House, respectively. No Government publications shall be delivered to 
officers and employés of Congress unless authorized by this act or upon 
requisition approved by the Joint Committee on Printing. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move to strike out all after the word 


after ” and down to the period after the word ‘‘ respectively,” in 
line 6, and insert in lieu thereof what I send to the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 101, line 2, after the word 
‘‘and,” it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the 
word ‘*‘ respectively,” in line 6, as follows: 

Hereafter all orders for printing by any of the committees of the Senate or 
House of Representatives, or any of the officers thereof, shall receive the ap- 
proval of the Committee on Printing of each House, respectively. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


All printing, binding, and other work required for the Senate and House of 
Representatives or the committees and officers thereof, together with the 
material necessary for such work, shall be furnished by the Public Printer 
on requisition of the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives: Provided, That each Senator and Representative shall be en- 
titled to binding in half Morocco, or material no more expensive, of but one 
copy of each public document to which he may be entitted, an account of 
which with each Senator and Representative shall be kept by the Secretary 
and Clerk, respectively: And provided further, That in printing preliminary 
reports and other papers for the use of committees, no more than 50 copies 


shall be ordered, unless expressiy authorized by the Committee on Printing | 


of each House, respectively 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
present law, is it not? 
Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, and it permits the binding for mem- 
bers of committees, as suggested by the Senator from Missouri. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is what [ thought. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I move to insert after the word ‘“ print- 
ing,” at the end of line 1 of section 101, the words “ or binding.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend line 1, of section 
101, so as to read: 


That is substantially the same as the 


All future orders or requisitions for printing or binding shall be governed 
by the provisions of this act 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have one or two other amendments to 
propose in behalf of the committee. On page 54, section 89, I 
move to insert the words ‘‘the Vice-President” before the word 
**Senators.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHTEF CLERK. In section 89, line 1, before the word 
‘‘Senators,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘the Vice-President;” so as 
to read: 
The Vice-President, Senators 
oer 


Representatives, and Delegates in Congress 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MANDERSON. After the word ‘‘the,” in line 5 of the 


suggests, and I think very properly, that the Statutes at Large 
should be sent to such supreme courts as maintain libraries. [ 
think it is right that it should be so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Are the State libraries provided for? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; this provides,wherea State supreme 
courtis maintaining alibrary separate from the State library, that 
it shall also have a volume of the Statutes at Large. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In the same section, in line 266, I offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 43, section 77, line 266, after the 


| word ‘‘ copies,” it is proposed to insert ‘* and to the Secretary and 


i | Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate each 25 copies;” so as to read: 
‘‘and,” in the second line, commencing with the word “ here- | 


To each Senator 37 copies; and to the Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the Senate each 25 copies. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The Secretary and the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate, I understand, have heretofore received the same 


| number of copies of the RECORD as have been given to members 
| of the body for distribution, and it seems to be desirable that 


these gentlemen should have for distribution the number which 


| I have named. 


Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will permit me, returning to 
the section previously considered, I do not see any mention of 
State libraries. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator in 
charge of the bill what is the purpose of giving to the Secretary 
and the Sergeant-at-Arms 25 copies each, I suppose it means? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Twenty-five copies each they have had 
heretofore under some custom. The difficulty is that there has 
been no law for the distribution of the REcorp. It has been 
published in enormous numbers and without any fixed method 
of distribution. 

Mr. TELLER. Is this the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD? 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. TELLER. I misunderstood; I thought it was the statutes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no; itis the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not care how many they have of that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 1 offer another amendment, which I send 
to the desk. 

The CHTEF CLERK. In line 267 of section 77, after the word 
‘‘copies,” it is proposed to insert: 

And to the Clerk and Sergeant-at-Arms of the House each 2% copies 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like toask the Senator from Nebraska 
if there is any objection to inserting, with reference to the dis- 
tribution of the RECORD, an arrangement by which one copy can 
go to the executive chamber in each State? It is a very desira- 
ble thing that that should be done in my opinion. I have sent 
one to the executive of my State every day from my own num- 
ber. Itseems to me that the governor of each State should be 
allowed to receive a copy regularly from the Public Printer as a 
matter of course. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Under the law, if this bill shall become 
a law, a copy of the RECORD will go daily to each State library. 


That was an amendment adopted to the 
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It has never gone there heretofore. We have increased the braska, and move the insertion of ‘‘ 500,000” instead of *' 300.000” 


number of the 


CORD as to the distribution apparently about 800 
copies. 


We send 500 copies under this bill to the superintend- | 


ent of documents, one for each designated depository in each | 


State and one to the State library. 


Mr. PASCO. Still, if one goes regularly to the executive | 
chamber it gives the governor an opportunity every day to see | 


the proceedings of Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. Pasco). 

Mr. PASCO (to Mr. MANDERSON). 
amendment? 

Mr. MANDERSON. We have made so much of an increase 
that I would prefer the Senator should offer it as a separate 
amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. It would only make about 50 copies including 
the States and Territories. I will offer an amendment to insert 
‘governors of States and Territories,” if the Secretary will put 
it in the proper place. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator will delay for a moment 
until we get through with the committee amendments, there 
wasone that was suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire 
{[Mr. GALLINGER] which I desire to offer on behalf of the com- 
mittee, for I was under the impression that it was in the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


Offer that amendment. 
Will the Senator offer the 


in line 6. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In section 77, page 32, line 6, after the 
word ‘* Report,” it is proposed to strike out ‘*3” and insert ‘‘5;” 
so as to read: 


Of the Agricultural Report, 500,000 c: 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out ‘‘5” and inserting ‘‘ 4.” 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I 
amendment will not prevail. We had, before the incoming of 
twelve new Senators here, 400,000 copies of the Agricultural Re- 
port, and of course the quota of each Senator has been reduced 
by this longer division. ‘This bill reduces the number to 300,000 
in addition to that. 

There is no report published by this Government which is so 
much in demand as the Agricultural Report. It is the only re- 


pies 


hope that amendment to my 


| port which is published for the use and benefit of the farmers of 


this country, who constitute nearly one-half of the voting popu- 
lation. Itis the only report of this Government that they get. 


| I do think that we ought not to economize so far as they are 
| concerned. 


It is the same amendment I offered some | 


minutes ago, which is contained in section 3786 of the Revised | 


Statutes: 


All printing, binding, and blank books for the Senate or House of Repre- 


sentatives, and the Executive and Judicial Departments, shall be done at the 
Government Printing Office, except in cases otherwise provided by law 
That will be a new section and come in after section 90. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That will be section 91 if you make it a 
new section. 


throughout the bill when it is reprinted, as we have incorporated 
several new sections. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be reported in full. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert the following as 
a new section: 

All printing, binding, and blank books for the Senate or House of Repre- 
sentatives, and the Executive and Judicial Departments, shall be done at the 
Government Printing Office, except in cases otherwise provided by law 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is simply to prevent jobbing out the 
work. It is the present statute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Now, loffer an amendment to come in 
on page 43, section 77, line 266, after the first word *‘ to,” which re- 
fers to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, by inserting the words 
‘*the Vice-President and.” The Vice-President has always been 
furnished with the same number of copies of the RECORD as has 
been furnished to a Senator. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 77, line 266, after the first word 
‘**'To,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ the Vice-President and:” so as to 
read: 

To the Vice-President and each Senator, 37 copies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ihave no more amendments to offer on 
the part of the committee, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itissuggested that the same amend- 
ment should be made in line 271. 

Mr.MANDERSON. That iscorrect. 
ment at that point. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 271, of section 77, after the first 
word “To,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ the Vice-President and:” 
so as to read: 


T move a similar amend- 


There are numbers of Senators and Representatives from the 
Agricultural States in the two Houses whoevery year spend from 
two hundred to five hundred dollars in purchasing Agricultural 
Reports for their constituents. The Government is better able 
to afford this than we are. 

[t is true, as has been heretofore stated by the Senator from 


| Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], that these reports sell here some- 


| times for as low as 10 cents a copy. 
| sentatives or Senators from agricultural States. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The numbers will have to be changed | 


They are not sold by Repre- 
L do not know 
where they come from, but they are on sale here, and I imagine 
they must be sold by Representatives from city districts, who 
have no use for them. The Senators and Representatives who 
represent agricultural States have use for all they can get, and 
I do think that 500,000 is as small a number as ought to be pro- 
vided for here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the amend- 


| ment of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. COKE]. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I simply desire to call at- 


| tention to the number of Agricultural Reports which have been 


heretofore printed. In 1883 there were printed 300,000 copies for 


| distribution by Congress; in 1884, 400,000; in 1885, 310,000; in 


1886, 400,000; in 1887, 1888, 1889, and 1891, 400,000 copies. They 
never have exceeded 400,000 copies, and it seems to me the best 
and most convincing proof of the fact that they are printed in 


| sufficient numbers to supply the demand is the very fact sug- 


To the Vice-President and each Senator, Representative, and Delegate there | 


shall be furnished 2 copies of the daily REcoRD. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I now offer the amendment I suggested on page 
43, section 77, line 280, to insert as a separate paragraph: 


To the governor of each State and Territory 1 copy of the daily and 1 
bound copy of the RECORD. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
pleted? 

Mr. MANDERSON. They are. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr.PADDOCK. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] has an 
amendment. 

Mr. COKE. I move, in line 6, of section 77,0n page 32, before 
the word “ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ three hundred ” and insert 
‘*four hundred and fifty,” so as to provide for the printing of 
450,000 copies of the Agricultural Report. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to the Senator that he make his 
amendment 500,000. 

Mr. COKE. 


Are the committee amendments now com- | 


[ accept the suggestion of the Senator from Ne- | 


gested by the Senator from Texas that they are to be purchased 
at 5 and 10 cents a copy when they arefresh from the press, cost- 
ing the Government 40 to 50 cents a volume to print them. 

Now, certainly, if they were not adrug in the market they 
would not be thus disposed of. What the price may be that is 
obtained by those who dispose of them I do not know, but the 
dealers sell them at 5 and 10 cents a copy, and they are bought 
in large numbers by parties interested in their distribution; fre- 
quently, I presumes by members of Congress. 

The sale of public documents has been a very difficult thing to 
inquire into. I do not think that many members of Congress 
have made that sort of disposition of their books. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator think that any have? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am afraid that there have 
stances of that kind—rare instances. 

Mr. FRYE. That isa most amusing thing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In this exploration the only case we 
were able to discover was the case of an ex-member of Congress, 
and those who feel any interest in the character of his sale and 
the distribution will find the testimony of the gentleman who 
disposed of the books for him on page 255 of the report. It ap- 
pears that this ex-member of Congress, to whose credit they had 
been placed before his term expired, sold them immediately after 
his going out of Congress. 

He said that he had for sale 800 copies of the Agricultural Re- 
port of 1881, and 216 copies of the work known as ‘' Diseases of the 
Horse.” The ‘Diseases of the Horse” sold, the witness said, for 
40 or 50 cents: I do not remember forcertain. The Agricultural 
Reports, freshly printed, sold, he says, at a value of about 5 cents 
a book. 

If there is to be that sort of distribution of public documents, 
costing ten times that amount, within a very few weeks after their 
issue, it seems to me we do not need to increase their number. 
| much prefer to allow the number to remain at the amount fixed 
in the bill, 300,000, and I think with the system of exchange we 
have attempted to inaugurate by the provisions of the bill, that 
those who represent agricultural States can make an exchange 


been in- 
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and get more of the documents that are desired by their own con- 


stituents. 


Now, as will be found upon reference to the testimony, on page | 


255, thissale of these books was not by an ex-memberof Congress 
who represented a municipal constituency, but his was a rural 
district, and I can imagine the very great disgust there must 
have been on the part of his constituents when they found that 
this valuabl ‘* Diseases of the Horse,” which they are 
calling for in such great numbers, had been thus disposed of by 
their Representative. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of my colleague if 
he knows at what season of the year the sales were made? Were 
they not made during the recess of Congress, when Senators and 
Representatives were not here and could not reach the market 
to make purchases? 


| do not know what 


book, th 


he experience of my colleague has been, 
but I know th year has passed that I have not been required 
to buy the Agricultural Report in considerable numbers, some 
years largely, and I have been in the habit of exchanging other 
documents for the Agricultural Reports, because our 
pply has been wholly inadequate to meet the demand. I ven- 


nat no 


Valuadie 


ture the assertion here now that if we should authorize the pub- 
lication of a million copies and should get our due proportion 
thereof, we would not have enough, nor half enough, to meet the 


demand of the agriculturists of our States who desire this most 
valuable book. It is infinitely a more valuable book now than it 
ever has been. It has increased in its value enormously during 
the past five or six years, as will be seen by an examination of the 
yearly reports. 

{ do not think that it is necessary to say anything to induce 
Senators to vote for this amendment, beyond what has been said 
by my distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. COKE], who repre- 
sentsa largeagricultural State,as Ido. 1 know beyond any ques- 
tion whatever thatif every copy of the Agricultural Report pub- 
lished every year should be distributed in six Western States of 
the Union, there would be an inadequate supply. 

The case to which my cclleague refers is certainly a sporadic 
one. Iti i There may have been a sale sometimes 
by somebody who has been in a hurry to get away from here, and 
at a time when Congressmen were not here to make purchases. 


‘ 


IS CAC ptional. 


I should be glad 

Mr. PEFFER. Iwish to emphasize the remarks which have 
been made by the Senators from Texasand Nebraska. Their ex- 
perience has been mine, brief as mine has been. The Depart- 
ment of Agriculture has grown so much within the last few years 
and its publications have become soimportant tothe people that 
the demand for them is growing wonderfully. The territory west 
of the Mississippi has been largely extended so far as the agri- 
cultural population is concerned, and the demand for this class 
of publications is growing not only yearly butI may say monthly. 

The people are seriously in earnest about this matter, the 


} 











farmers more particularly. They are anxious to have more of 
these publications; and, speaking for a large number of them, | 
do hope that the amendment of the Senator from Texas will 
pats 

Mr. MANDERSON. I want to call attention to figures, which 
{ think are a little instructive. By referring to the testimony of 
the superi dent of the folding room of the House of Repre- 
sentatives it will be found that at the commencement of the Con- 
gress, I think at the Fiftieth Congress, there were 900,000 un- 
distributed books to the quota of members of Congress in the 

x room of the House of Representatives. 

Now, if Senators will turn to page 464 of this report they will 
find the number of documents on hand at the beginning of the 
l‘iftieth Congress in the folding room of the Senate. There were 
on hand and received during the Fiftieth Congress 592,999 vol- 
umes, the quotas of Senators. By turning to the table found on 


page 464 we find of the report of the Department of Agriculture 
for the years 1886, 1887, and 1888, at the beginning of the Fiftieth 
212,439 copies in the folding room of the 


Ss. there we 





senate. 

One would suppose, if there was this enormous demand for this 
particular publication—and I recognize its value and I recognize 
that it is very difficult for those of us who distribute books with 
some order or system to meet the demand for it—thatof the Ag- 
ricultural Reports of 1886, 1887, and 1888, of 212,439, there would 
be an enormous distribution during that Fiftieth Congress when 
Senators were here to attend to their duties of every grade and 
legree, even to that of distributing seeds and public documents. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Will my colleague allow me to make a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. At the commencement ofa Congress, after 
Senators and members have been away for a long time and have 
not been here to make their distribution of documents, the ac- 
cumulation is large. 


at ( 
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Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Agricultural Report made during the 
preceding session of Congress has only been published a short 
time before the convening of the next session. I distributed 
none during the summer, but I know since I came back here I 


| have distributed 200 or 300 copies of the Agricultural Report, 


and I suppose that is the experience of all Senators. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I quite agree with my colleague that the 
time of activity in labor of all sorts is during a session of Con- 
gress, and when we are here, urged by letters we receive and 
urged to that renewed activity which sometimes comes immedi- 
ately before a session of the Legislature that is to elect a succes- 


| sor, that one becomes exceedingly active, especially in the way 


o buy athousand copies at 10 cents each myself. | 


of distributing public documents. With this incentive, one would 
suppose that a large percentage of these 212,439 copies of Agri- 
cultural Reports would have been distributed during the Fiftieth 
Congress; and yet during all that Congress, running for two 
years, with that long session, which lasted, as I recall it now, to 
the 20th of October, but 38.66 per cent of those Agricultural Re- 
ports were distributed. In other words, the exact number was 
82.137 copies only. 

Mr. TELLER. Where do you find that? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I find it on page 464, Table No. 9, being 
‘statement of the superintendent of Senate folding room,” show- 
ing that of over 200,000 of these Agricultural Reports less than 
10 per cent were distributed during those seasons of activity re- 
ferred to by my colleague. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator if he means to state 
they are not distributed at all, or that there is a tardy dis- 
tribution? It is easy to find whether they are distributed at all 
or not, 

Mr. MANDERSON. The figures speak for themselves. 
are distributed to the extent of 38.66 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. Are they still here? 

Mr.MANDERSON. Theyare still here to the quota of Sena- 
tors unless they have been distributed since the end of the Fifti- 
eth Congress. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does my colleague on the committee make 
allowance for the annual supply that came in, those that came in 
during that time? 


They 


Mr. PADDOCK. And does my colleague make allowance for 
the reserve that each Senator and Member keeps to respond to 
calls that may come to him for back numbers? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, I think I make the proper allow- 
ance. I think this enormous difference of percentage between 
38.66 per cent and 100 per cent would be ample for that purpose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is a pretty large percentage. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not desire to be considered as want- 
ing to save too much of the public funds. I do not think I have 
had that reputation. I think my reputation has rather been in 
the other direction. I am usually for the largest possible appro- 
priation and the largest amount; but it seems to me that, with 

he facts developed by this report staring us ir the face, we cer- 

tainly do not need an increase in the number of the Agricultural 
Reports. If we goto the number that has been printed by concur- 
rent resolution of Congress for the last five or six years, itseems 
to me that 400,000 copies would be ample. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator who 
has the bill in charge that if he goes to 425,000 it would give to 
each Senator and each Member and Delegate a thousand copies 
of the report. It seems to me that is a better number than to 
take 400,000. 

Mr. BATE. 
o'clock. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. 
It is important that there shall be a brief executive session to- 
aay. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly; I withdraw my motion for that purpose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. We can easily get through with this bill to- 
night. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not finish this bill to-night. I 
hope the bill as now amended will be printed, so that we can have 
it in the morning and dispose of it to-morrow. It will facilitate 
the final disposition of the bill very materially by having it 
printed. It can be sent down to the Printing Office and be on 
our desks early in the morning. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope that that order will be made. 1 
should like myself to see the bill printed in its amended form. 
[ earnestly hope that we may be able to finish this bill te-mor- 
row, and it may take whatever fate is to come to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If any order to print is to be made, I 
should like to make a suggestion to the Senator in charge of the 
bill. The suggestion I wish to make is that in sections 3, 7, 8, 9, 
10, 11, 12, 14, 15, and 16 there are certain duties defined as be- 
longing to the Public Printer, while section 18 provides for the 
' appointment of that official. He is appointed after the duties 


I move that the Senate adjourn. It is after 5 
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are defined that he shall perform. 
the bill that those sections be transposed so as to make section 
18 section 1, section 7 section 2, section 8 section 3, section 9 sec- 
tion 4, section 10 section 5, and then section 1 section 6, etc. 

Mr. MANDERSON., 

ard to that matter. 

e refers describe the duties of the Joint Committee on Printing 
rather than of the Public Printer. Iwould sooner not make the 
transposition until we see the reprint of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well; [ have no objection to that. 
I will move an amendment in that form when the bill comes 
back. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print the bill as | 


amended will be made in the absence of objection. 
SXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. : 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 


10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- | 


day, February 11, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 10, 1892. 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

Walter H. Sanborn, of Minnesota, to be United States circuit 
judge for the eighth judicial circuit, as provided by section 1, 
chapter 517, volume 26, laws 1891, United States Statutes at 
Large. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME ‘“OURT OF OKLAHOMA. 

John H. Burford, of Oklahoma Territory, to be associate justice 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, vice Abra- 
ham J. Seay, resigned. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

Joseph Buffington, of Pennsylvania, to be United States dis- 
trict judge for the western district of Pennsylvania, vice James 
H. Reed, resigned. 

COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 

William A. Kelly, of Portland, Oregon, to be a commissioner 
in and for the district of Alaska, toreside at Wrangel, vice James 
Sheakley, term expired. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Henry L. Beese, of Butternut, Wis., to be register of the 

office at Ashland, Wis., vice Gilbert W.Carrington, term expired. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 8, 
POSTMASTER. 
Louis G. Rathbun, to be postmaster at Elmira, in the county of 
Chemung and State of New York. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, February 10, 1892. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Richard Butler, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
De Witt and State of Lllinois. 


John E. Chatten, to bs postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Butler and State of Ohio. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 10, 1892. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
W.H. MILBuRN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. WIKE. [rise to correct the RecorpD. I introduced yes- 
terday, under the third clause of Rule XXII, a resolution or series 
of resolutions which I find are not printed in the Recorp this 
morning. Now, the point I desire to submit—— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that the title 
of the resolution appears in the RECORD. 

Mr. WIKE. The title of the resolution is printed, but the res- 
olution itself isnot. Now,I wish to state in this connection that 
every resolution that has been introduced except the one that I 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


introduced yesterday has been printed at length in the RECORD. | 


I wish now to prosecute the inquiry as to what the standard is as 
to when a resolution is entitled to be printed. 


I will suggest in reprinting 


| way were published in full. 
I think the Senator is mistaken with re- | 
I know that some of the sections to which | 


| RECORD a resolution introduce 


land | 


LOLY 


I will say that the rule on this subject is a substantial if 
verbatim copy of the rule of the last Congress; 
the practice of the last Congr 


not a 
and that under 
ss all resolutions pres¢ nted in this 
If there is any discretion as to these 
matters, I desire to find itout; and if the length of the resolution 
is to be measured by any man’s foot or his hand, or, what may be 
more to the point, by his judgment, I want that clearly un 
stood. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will stat gentleman from 
[llinois that there is no provision in the rules for printing a reso- 
lution in full in the RECORD under such circumstances. 

Mr. WIKE. I have stated that much myself. 

The SPEAKER. Then what is the gentleman’s complaint? 

Mr. WIKE. Under the practice of the last Hous 
tions were printed in full, every resolution submitted; and so far 
in this Congress since the adoption of these rules the same prac- 
tice has been followed except in the case of my resolutions. There 
were four other resolut 
lished in full in the RECORD, but mine are not. 
mit to the Chair what is to be the criterion 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
the attention of the Chair has never been called to this matter, 
but under the rules there is no provision for printing in the 
Rule 


ler- 


to the 


Zz 1 
ali PeSOLU- 


ions introduced yesterday which are pub- 


i ¢ s1re Tos l)- 


{in this way. Clause 3 of 
XXII provid S: 

All other bills, memorials, and resolution 
ered, indorsed with the names of members ir 
to be by him referred, and the title 
on the Journal and printed inthe RE 

Mr. WIKE. But, Mr. Speaker, if I may beindulged a moment, 
[ desire to say that the present rule is a literal copy of the rule 
on this subject which prevailed in the Fifty-first Congress; 
the practice then 


troducing them, to the Speaker 
and references thereof shall be entered 
IRD of the next d 


and 


under the same rule was that all resolutions 


thus introduced should be published in full,and the practice thus 
far in this House since the adoption of our new rules has been 
the same. 

The SPEA K ER. The Chair will have to look into the mat- 
ter—— 

Mr. WIKE. But I want to submit one further point. The 
Chair stated the other day in reference to permitting member 


to vote after a roll call had been completed, that he was disposed 
to follow what had been the ordinary practice on the 


subject not- 


| withstanding the rule. 


TheSPEAKER. That is true, 
the interest of justice: 
strict rule of the House, 
RECORD with resolutions 

Mr. WIKE. Not necessarily. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see the 


because such a practice was in 
but the Chair can not, in the face of a 
permit a 


practice which micht fill the 


propriety ot suc! 


acourse. The gentleman understands that if every resolution 
introduced were printed in full in the RECORD it might ma 
that publication quite cumbersome. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lonly wish to say that the gent 
from Illinois is altogether mistaken in saying that it was ¢ 
tomary in the last Congress and in preceding Congresses to pri 
resolutions in full in the RECORD when introduced in this wa 
such has not been the practice since I have been a member. 


Mr. WIKE. lI[eall the gentleman’s attention 


The SPEAKER. There is no question before the House. 

Mr. WIKE. Before we leay » this s ibject | ask ind gence to 
submit a request for unanimous consent that these re utions b 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair w submit that « stion. T 
cventleman from Illinois asks unanimous consent to print in tl 
RECORD aresolution which he will send up, so that the title may 
be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk proceeded to read as lo 

By Mr. WIKI 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this Hi 

The SPEAKER. TheChair desires the title of the resolution 
only to be read. He will ask the gentleman to state what th 


resolution refers to. 
Mr. WIK Ke. To the question of revenue and taxation. 
TheSPEAKER The gentleman from Illinois asks unani 

consent that there be pri 


printed in the CONGR 
resolution the title of which the Clerk will report. 
Mr. RAINES. Let the resolution itself be read for informa 
tion. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair will first cause the title to be reac 
after which objection will be asked for to the 1 t 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolutions declaratory of some of * principles governing just taxatio 











and instructing the Committee on Ways and Means to report a billor bills 
enlarging the free list and reducing compensatory, specific, and ad valorem 
tariff duties; also to report a bill to levy a graduated income tax on all in 
comes in excess of 85,000, to meet any increased demands of the Treasury 


arising from any such reduction of tariff duties or from any other cause 


' whatever. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Is that the title of the reso- 
lution which has just been read by the Clerk? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 7 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. If it bears any proportion 
to the length of the title I object to ‘the printing of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

RECIPROCITY TREATIES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with theaccompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means: 

To the House of Repr 


I transmit herewith, in answer to the resolution of the House of Represent 
atives of the 13th of January last, a report from the Secretary of State and 
accompanying papers 





sentatives: 


BENJ. HARRISON 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 9, 1892 
REFUND OF CUSTOMS DUTIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a detailed state- 
ment of the refund of customs duties, etc., for the year ending 
June 30, 1891; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

IMPROVEMENT 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, the reportof the examination and surveys for the im- 
provement of the Yazoo River, Mississippi: which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


YAZOO RIVER. 


IMPROVEMENT, CYPRESS BAYOU. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter 
Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, the report of the examination and survey of Cypress 
Bayou to the lakes, between Jefferson, Tex., and Shreveport, 
La.: which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, the report of the examination and survey of the Red 
River of the North and tributaries above Fergus Falls and 
Crookston, Minn., and Big Stone Lake, Minnesota and South 
Dakota: which was referred to the Committee on 
Harbors. 

DAVID MILLER VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings 
of the court in the case of David Miller against the | 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES ON STEAMERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2056) to 
repeal the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend sec- 
tions 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes, requiring life-saving 
appliances on steamers,” approved March 2, 1889, so far as they 
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from the 


Rivers and | 
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BRIDGE AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. SEERLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill H. R. 4631. It isa very short bill, and 
relates to the building of a bridge at Burlington. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SEERLEY] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to amend an act entitled “‘An act to authorize the construction of a 


railroad, w agon, and foot-passenger bridge at Burlington, Iowa, approved 
August 6, 1888,’ as amended by act approved February, 21, 1890. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the commencement and completion of 
said bridge, authorized by said act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construc- 
tion of arailroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge at Burlington, Iowa, ap- 
proved August 6, 1888,’ as amended by act approved February 21, 1890, be, and 
is hereby, each extended two years from the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. SEERLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid upon the table. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, the bill (S. 297) to increase the accom- 
modations at the marine hospital at Detroit, Mich., was, by unan- 
recalled from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

ADDITIONAL MESSENGERS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privilered report from 
the Committee on Accounts, and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution entitled 
“A resolution to appoint special messengers for the House of Representa- 
tives,” have examined and considered the same, and report it back ® the 
House and recommend its passage: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and empowered to appoint two special messengers, to 
be employed as such generallyin and about the business of the House during 
the Fifty-second Congress, who shall be paid a salary of $100 each per month 
out of the contingent fund of the House. until other provision shall be made 
for such payments by order of the House or of Congress. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I will make 
referrence to this resolution. 
Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. Mr. 


a brief statement with 


Speaker, I would like to call 


| the attention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] to 
| the fact that this is a Congress of retrenchment and reform. 


Tnited States: | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RusK] 


| is entitled to the floor. 


| had the Doorkeeper of the House before them, 


| 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Accounts have 


and are satisfied 


from his statement that additional messengers are necessary. 


| The messengers provided for in this resolution will bring the 


| force up to the numbet 


relate to steamers plying exclusively upon any of the lakes, bays, | 


which was referred to the Com- 
and Foreign Commerce. 


or sounds of the United States; 
mittee on Interstate 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted for ten 
days to Mr. POWERS, on account of important business; and also 
to Mr. NORTON, on motion of Mr. DOCKERY, indefinitely, on ac- 
count of sickness. 


LEAVE TO PRINT 


Mr. STOUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution I have just sent to the desk may be read, and printed 
in the RECORD. 


the resolution to be 
asked for its printing in the 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause 
read, after which objection will be 
RECORD 

The resolution was 


read at length. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the printing of the 
resolution in the RECORD? 
Mr. RICHARDSON, It has never been customary to print 


resolutions in the 


RECORD, and I object. 
COMMITTEE ON 
Mr. HERBERT. M 


NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

r. Speaker, I am instructed by the 

mittee on Naval Affairs to ask unanimous consent that the com- 

mittee may have leave to sit during the sessions of the House. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 

tleman from Alabama. 


There was no @bjection, and it was so ordered. 


| minority of the House. 


Com- | 


‘in the last House. The Doorkeeper has 
informed the committee that he has been required to take men 
from the folding room and designate them to perform messen- 
gers’ duty, w hile their services are required in the folding room. 
I will state further that the Committee on Accounts passed the 
resolution with the understanding that the messengers provided 
for in this resolution are to be accorded to the minority of the 
House. ; 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of order. 
There is so much confusion on the floor that it is impossible to 
hear what is being said. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The 
business transacted at this hour is sometimes extremely impor- 
tant, and members are entitled to hear what is going on. 

Mr. RUSK. I had stated that it was apparently necessary 
from the statement of the Doorkeeper that there should be some 
slight increase in the force of messengers, and I was about to 
further state that the understanding was that the two messen- 
gers provided for in this resolution were to be accorded to the 
So far this session one messenger has 
been allowed to the minority of the House, and this provides two 
more, 80 as to bring the number up to the number of messe ngers 
allowed the minority in the last House. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RUSK. Fora question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If that side desire to allow extra 
messengers to the minority, why not discharge two messengers 
that are already on the roll on the majority “side, appointed by 
the majority, and fill the places with Republicans, without im 
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creasing the expenses of the Government. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!” on the | that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors recently, by a spee 


Democratic side.] resolution, had a messenger appointed to sit at its door duri 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I want to ask the gentleman if | the sessions of the House. My understanding is that the ot 
it is not true—— messengers performing the duty of keeping the doors of the con 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The passage of this resolution | mittees during their sessions are 1 ired at noon to vo th 
will simply put things in exactly thesame condition as they were doors of this House 
in the last Congress in this respect. It is no increase at all. Mr. COBB of Alabama. would like to ask the gentleman a 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But thisisa Congress of retrench- question. 
ment and reform. The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It wilt make the situation inthis | to the gentleman from Alabama. 

regard the same as it was in the last Congress. Mr. RUSK. I vield for a question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I want to ask if it is not tru Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is it not true that in the last Cor 
that the man whom it is proposed to appoint isa Federal soldier, gress we had such a superabundance that we had assigned two 
blind in one eye? Does the gentleman object to his going onthe | men toopen one door? 
roll? Mr. RUSK. [am not aware of that. I was not a member 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I would like to ask the gentleman from | the Committee on Accounts in the last Congress. 

Maryland a question. Mr. COBB of Alabama. It was so stated to the Committe: 

Mr. RUSK. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. on Accounts of the last Congress. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. It hasbeen stated by the gentleman from Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman from Maryland yield n 
Alabama that the men sought to be put on here are ex-Union | two or three minutes? 
soldiers. I want to know if these same soldiers are not alread) Mr. RUSK. In behalf of this resolution? 
under the pay of the Government and drawing pensions, and | Mr. ENLOE. No, against it. 
vant to know further what necessity there is for adding to the Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I vield three minutes to the or 
force this extra number? tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RUSK. Iwill state for the information of the gentleman Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, [ understand the gentleman from 


that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] evidently , Maryland to say that this is to make the complementof employés 
misapprehended this resolution. He was referring to another | granted to the minority equal to that granted by the majority of 
resolution which specifically names the person who is to go | the Fifty-first Congress to the then minority. I understand that 
upon the roll. there were three men puton the roll by special resolution in the 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland is entitled to , Fifty-first Congress. We had Mr. Hill put on for the minority, 
the floor, but there isso much confusion that he can not be heard. | and Mr. Chauncey has been appointed by this side now to cor- 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Iowa | respond in that respect with the action of the last Congr . We 
for a question. then had Mr. Thomas Coakley put on by special resolution, and 


Mr. BUTLER. Is it necessary to have as many messengers we have now had a Republican put on by this side to correspond. 
for a minority of 88 as it was in the last Congress for a minority | Then we had coupled with the resolution in the Fifty-first Con- 
of 160? gress a provision that another man should be appointed, but he 

Mr. RUSK. In answer to that question I will state that by | should be named by the older Republican member of the Com- 


the rules of the last House there were accorded to the then mi- | mittee on Accounts. That employé received $1,200. We met 


nority some ten officers, including messengers and pages, three | that with another Republican appointment. All these, I say, 
of them being appointed by special resolution. All these have | were additions to the pay roll in the Fifty-first Congress. We 


been sworn in as officers of the present House. Wenow propose | have already given, by the action of this side of the House, thre 
by this resolution to give the minority three messengers, and | equivalent appointments. 


they have already had one page allowed by resolution. This House does not need any more messengers or doorkeepers: 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. How many messengers are there | they run over each other now, they are so numerous. I do not 

in the House, compared to the number in the last House: want this House, after its declarations to the country of its in- 
Mr. RUSK. By the adoption of this resolution there will b2 | tention to retrench and reform, to begin by increasing the num 

the same number. ber of these employés, especially while we are condemning the 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then there will be the same prod- | last Congress for the increases they made. 

igality of expenditure on the messe nger questi ionin this Congress Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman | wil 





as in the ‘ billion-dollar Congress.” repeat what I have already stated, that in the last Congress three 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Mary- | messengers were allowed to the minority by resolution, and that 


land a question. seven other Democrats, since sworn in as officers of this House 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? were also carried on the rolls of the last House. 
Mr. RUSK. [yield to the gentleman for a question. The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu 
Mr. MCMILLIN. What I want to know is, what duties these | tion. 

messengers are expected to perform, and whether their employ- Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, it does notseem to me that ther 


ment is necessary for the conduct of the business of the House. | is any necessity for more messengers, but if there is any such 
Magnanimity is a great thing and I would not interfere with its | necessity, I see no reason why the Democratic side of this House 
operation, but I think that the fact that the services are neces- | should not have at least one of the two proposed to be appointed. 
sary should at all times be the prerequisite in all employment of | We Democratic members have hustled around here ever 
additional officers. we came to Washington trying to get positions for our friends 

Mr. RUSK. Unfortunately, when I made my opening state- | and have been told in many instances that there were no places 
ment there was so.much confusion in the House that the gentle- | for them, but now we are undertaking to create new places, and 
man did not catch its spurport. I stated that the Doorkeeper had | if these new places are to be created, [ insist that it is no more 
been before the Committee on Accounts on two occasions, and | than fair to make an equal division between the two sides of the 
that it was evident from his statement he had not a sufficient | House. Therefore, if we are to have two additional messengers, 
number of messengers to perform the duties assigned to messen- | [ claim that fairness requires that the appointment should be 
gers, with the number of messengers stationed at the doors of | made one from each side, and that nothingelse isfair. But, Mr 
the House and also employed at the doors of committees during | Speaker, I believe we do not need any more messengers, and, s 
the sessions of those committees, and had to detail employés of | believing, I shall be compelled to vote against this report. 


since 


the folding room to perform that service; and he is unable, and Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this matt 
will be unable, even with these additional men, to fully supply | of economy is being whittled down to a ridiculously fine point 
the demands of the committees for messengers at their doors think there ought to be something in the nature of re riprocit 


Mr. McMILLIN. With the exception of those committees | here. In the last Congress the same number of attachés con- 
that are authorized to sit during the sessions of the House, mes- templated by this resolution was voluntarily accorded to this 


senger service is not performed when the House is in session—— | side of the House by the party then in control, and I think we 


Mr. RUSK. No, sir. ought to reciprocate: the more esp cially as the additional en 
Mr. MCMILLIN. When the doors have to be guarded— ployés contemplated by the resolution will undoubtedly be ho 
Mr. RUSK. No, sir. orab ly dise harged veteransof the war. Gentlemen have repeat 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I think a portion of the committees have | edly stated on this floor that they do not believe that any ad 
messengers assigned to them regularly. I know that the Com- | ditional attachés are necessary. They seem to ignore absolutely 
mittee on Ways: and Means has, and I believe that the Committee | andentir ly the recommendation of the Doorkeeper of the Hous« 
on Rivers and Harbors and the Committee on Appropriations | a Democratic official who is thoroughly conversant with the 1 


also have. What other committees have special messengers I | quirements of the case, and who has stated to the Committee on 


do not know. Accounts that these additional messengers are absolutely neces 
Mr. RUSK. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee ' sary for the proper performance of duties outside of this Hall. I 
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aylor, V. A. 
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ownsend 
Tucker, 


T 
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Turpin 

Van Horn, 














- McKeigha Wadsworth 
McKeen W eadock 
Re p W ever, 
. N.Y y ) Wheeler, Ala 
P ON M White 
| rR] Whiting, 
‘ ‘ ) Williams, N.C. 
Pat I Wilson, Wash 
oO Wright 
Ss res ion was adopted 
. > ) e ann nent of th 5 - 
McKENNA. I desire to vot 
SPEAKER. Was e gent an the hall during the 
‘ ick \. Iwas notin during the first roll call, but I 
) ed the] , during the second call. I heard my name called 
a \ ( k, but it was passed before I had an opportunity to 
espond 
eo The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that he was in the 
rn , Hall during the second call? 
a div hon Mr. MCKENNA. [entered during the second call. Just as I 
came into the Hall, and while I was back of the screen, the Clerk 
called my name, but I did not have time to respond. 
The SPEAKER. Of course, if the gentleman was deprived of 
opportunity to vote because the Clerk called the roll too rap- 
s 132. navs 95. not | idly. he ought to be allowed now to record his vote. : 
; Mr. MCKENNA. Ido not know that I can state my case quite 
30 strongly as the Speaker has put it. 
Q s The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 
R Mr. MCMILLIN. I will make no point now upon the right of 
the gentleman to vote; but in view of the fact that in this case 
ere is not a compliance with the terms of the rule, and thata 
Reybu similar question may arise another time 
ieee: ite Mr. MCKENNA. If Iam not clearly within the rule, I do not 
wish to vote. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I say that Ido not make any point. I am 
entire willing that the gentleman shall vote. And I would be 
\ ng that should have unanimous consent for that purpose, 
t we necessary: but lest this question should be raised here- 
SPEAKER. If any question is raised, perhaps the gen- 
W man had better withhold his vote. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Ido not raise any questio1 
0 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California does not 
- ; = Mr. ANDREW. I desire to state that ifI had been present 
during tl ll call I should have voted ‘‘aye” on this question. 
Walker Che following pairs were announced: 
\heener wi Ur til further notice: 







Washingtor WHITING with Mr 





Willcox Mr. NORTON witl r. LODGE 
Nd —_ Ma Mr. COWLES with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR 
W Mr. STEVENS with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. CALDWELL. 





. 


Mr. KYLE with Mr. SANFORD. 





- - oe Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. WEVER. 

Shea Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island with Mr. MORSE. 

Si n For this day: 

S1 a Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. STORER. 

Sencieoune Mr. DuNPHY with Mr. QUACKENBUS 

Steward, Il) Mr. BRYAN with Mr. WRIGHT. 

Stewart, Tex Mr. DICKERSON with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
a Mr. HARE with Mr. HERMANN. 

Tillman Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
rurne! M 


Mr. PATTI 


aay next. 
Waugh se 


tSON of Tennessee with Mr. TOWNSEND. until Thurs- 





wi Mr. ANDREW with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, on this vote 
~ a rhe result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Wilson. Mc On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
W W.\ wi aid on tl ta 
\) 
‘i INVESTIGATION OF PENSION BUREAI 
¥ \ CATCHINGS addressed the Chair. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.CATcH- 
INGS] rises to submit a report from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Before that matter is take: 
Donovat ) I desire to withdraw my objection to printing in the RECORD 
oe 1 resolution of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WIKE]. 


SPEAKER. The Clerk will read th 


om the Committee on Rules. 


resolution reported 


Clerk read as follows: 


Gant ? That } ‘ Li sist of ive members be appointed 
Gillet S have pow ul Lu ity to investigate and re- 
I 10ds of business in the Bureau of Pensions, to inquire 


OTD 


LOSE 


oie « . 


we 2eeNe 


oes 


see 


iawn 


Velen.) talib. 


1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


whether use has been made by the Commissioner of Pensions of his offi 
position to promote his private affairs or partisan political purposes; wheth« 
there has been discrimination between applicants for pensions, or between 
attorneys practicing before the Bureau; whether any of the clerks or subo 
dinate officers of the Bureau have abused their power or taken advantage 01 
their position to make profit for themselves or others; whether the civil-ser 
ice law has been violated by the Commissioner or other officers of the Bu 
reau in the matter of appointments or promotions; and generally to inqui 
into all alleged abuses pertaining to said Bureau, or any of its officers or e1 
ployés. Such committee shall have power to s¢ nd for persons and p 
examine Witnesses under oath, and may employ a stenographer al 
clerk, and shall report the result of its investigation to the House with 
recommendation as it may deem proper to make. The expense of ‘ 
vestigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 











The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report which ac- 
companies this resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to which were referred resolution No. 5, int 


Mr. COOPER, 
inst the Burea 
have had the same under co1 
ion of the accompanying resolution in 





duced by Mr. ENLOBR, and resolution No. 8, introduced 
ing to the investigation of certain alleged charges <¢ 
Pensions and the Commissioner thereof, 

ration and recommend the adopt 
of both of them. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the consideratio 
this resolution; and if no discussion be desired, I ask that it bh 
now adopted. 

Mr. ENLOE rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]}? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to offer an amendment to the resol 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. 
for that purpose? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to hear the resolution read befo 
any amendment is submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has just been read, but can 
be read again. 

Mr. OATES. 
the reading. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee submits an 
an amendment, which the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words ‘Bureau of Pensions,” insert 
pension appeals.’ 

Mr. ENLOE. Now read that part of the reso 
stand if the amendment is adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The methods of business in the Bureau of Pensions and before the boar 
pension appeals. 





t 


Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 


There was so much confusion we could not hear 


‘and before th yard 


ution as i 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 
Mr. ENLOE. I desire to be heard briefly on this question. 
Mr. BURROWS. There is no objection to it. 
Mr.CATCHINGS. How much time does the gentleman want? 
Mr. ENLOE. Fifteen or twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman 

Mississippi yield? 
Mr. CATCHINGS. 

utes if he needs so much. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, [think it is proper for me to sta 
at this time some of the reasons that influenced me in introduc- 

ing the resolution which I offered in the House proposing an il 


[ will yield the gentleman fifteen n 


vestigation of the Pension Bureau. I recited in that resolutior 


a fact which I think might be properly stated here, that a gr 
amount of money is annually disbursed through this Bureau, a 
the immense interests involved before it require that we 
have a thorough understanding as to the methods of conductir 
the business of the office. 

The resolution reported back by the Committee on Rules is, | 
think, broad enough toenable the investigating committee t 
quire into all of the facts connected with the administratio: 
the affairs of that office. But the amendment I have offered 
plies to and directs the investigation also in regard to the met 
ods of transacting business and the rendering of decisions 

hat is known as the board of pension appeals. 

That board, Mr. Speaker, is a kind of fifth wheel 


in the 
rior Department, which the Secretary of 


he Interior creat 








In the last Congress the House emasculated it by striking out 
the appropriation for it, but the Senate restored it. It is inde- 
: 


pendent of the Bureau of Pensions and 
reau on questions of law. Therefore 
junct to the office, and it isgq 


is superior to that Bu- 


+ 3 ‘ *~ ity ‘ + « 
it 185 &@avery important a 
: 


ite important that we should know 
on what principle or by what methods it proceeds when i 
dertakes to overrule decisions of the Commissioner of Pensions 
and admit to the rolls cases that would not come under th 
except for these decisions. 

_ Now, I will say, sir, that I have been watching the decisions of 
this board of appeals with some degree of care, and I 1 


ay 
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Statute and the action of the Secretary was taken in the premises, after 
eareful deliberation, with a view to correcting the irregularities, asserting 
the true practice of the Department, and maintaining the integrity of the law 
itself. The necessity of correcting such irregularities in the administration 
of the Bureau of Pensions became obvious, in order to protect the pension 





system itself and do justice to the mass of equally a st pens ione rs and 

claimant its deserving beneficiaries rardiess of either political influence 

or personal favor. | 
In reply to the inquiry as to whether any action has been taken in rerated 


cases to recover the money Wrol 
upon full consideration of the 1 





ully allowed and paid, I have to state that, 
r, the conclusion was reached that, under 
the circumstances relating to the financial ability and responsibility of a 
numt yf the beneficiaries ld be impracticable to recover by litiga- 
tion or otherwise the m y that had been actually paid. However, in two 
cases in Which pensions were rerated upon a manifestly erroneous construc- 
tion of law by ¢ Tanner, viz, the cases of George J. Bond (cer 
tificate No. 40779) and James Engle (certificate No. 79852), the pensions were 
suspended to abate the overpayment. 

It does not conciusively appear to what extent all the rerated employés 
were directly concerned in rerating themselves. Certainof them, no doubt, 
obtained by personal solicitation undue advantage, or priority, in the adju- 
dication of their cases by reason of their respective official positions, and 
more favorable action was evidently secured by such means; but these facts 
are not demonstrated upon the record itself in all the cases that 








ommissioner 






face of the 





have come tomy attention. 

The foliow ing is alist of rerated employés who have been dismissed from 
the Bureau cof Pensions, their dismissal being based upon considerations ap- 
pertaining to a correct public service 
Frank A. Butts Wi iam Goodloy James E. Smith 
John E. Carpenter Will iam H Helpbring Philip H. Barton 
James B. Coit William J. Hilligoss Joseph C. Squires 
James E. Engle Henry A Phillips 

The following persons resigned in compliance with requests based upon 
considerations growing out of the illegal rerating of their pensions: Hiram 
Smith, jr., William M. Barnett 

It is proper to say that in some of the cases of rerating the beneficiaries 


themselves were not so directly engaged in the matter as were othersin their 
behalf. Owing to these and other extenuating circumstances, the facts as 
‘rtained did not seem to justify the dismissal of all who were rerated, nor 
any hasty action upon the question of their continuance in office. The cases 
of some are yet held under consideration by the Department 
Very respectfully 


JOHN W. NOBLE 


Hon. THOMAS B. REED 
Speaker of the H se of Repres itives, Washinglo dD. ¢ 
[ shall not now go into a discussion of the testimony, or into 


the question of what I consider a conspiracy against the public 
‘reasury, which wasorganized in that office under Commissioner 
anner. I understand, however, that those persons who were 
engaged in it, who were the beneficiaries of their own acts and 
increased their own pensions, and should have been discharged, 
are there yet, or a great majority of them, and have been occu- 
pying y responsible public positions up to the present time. | 
tl “ee n contemplated having these men discharged, for I believed 
hat they had been guilty of a great wrong, and had shown their 
itrustworthiness and unfitness to ipy responsible public 
But it seems the Secretary of the Interior, in the let- 
transmitting the document tothe House, did not find any ex- 
for these men or give any reasons why he had not held them 
to a proper accountability for their illegal and dishonest acts. 
[ suppose that this investigation may develop the reasons why 


‘I 
mm 
i 






Occl 
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some of them were turned out for having encouraged this re- 
rating while others were retained. The committee reported in 
this document 3,122 rerated cases. “Those cases will furnish a 
fruitful subject for investigation. I have examined the evidence 
n a number of these cases, and I must say that itseems to me that 


during that time there was an absolute 


suspension of the rules 
of the Depar 





itism and 
Office. 
the 


fraud, and that they reigned supreme 
The result of it was that Commissioner Tanner was made 
goat for this Administration; and when he commenced 
dipping his shovel into the Treasury, and you could hear the rattle 
of it upon the Treasury floor as he was shoveling out the money, 
in redeeming the promises that he had made on the stump, 

the Administration, before his appointment, they turned around, 
when the public began to clamor against it, and sacrificed Mr. 
T and put in his place the present Commissioner of Pen- 


in the Pension 


scape 


for 


ianner 


’ 
sions 





Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ENLOE. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. BURROWS. desire tolnquire of the ventleman, in view 
of the fact that an investigation has been ordered in this matter, 





whether it is not alittle improper to prejudge this case in ad- 
vance; whether propriety does not suggest to the gentleman that 
he had better defer this until the investigation is completed? 


Mr. ENLOE. Iwill answer the gentleman by saying that I do 
not expect to sit as‘A judge in this case except in my capacity as 


House. 


a member of the [ will not serve on the committee. 
Mr. BURROWS. But some one will sit as a judge, and you 
ought not to influence then 
Mr. ENLOE.- I want to direct the attention of the committee 


vhich may be appointed, of which I do not expect to be a mem- 
ber and do not wish to be a member, to the lines upon which I be- 
lieve this investigation ought to be made. 


Mr. BURROWS But would not the proper course be for the 
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gentleman to appear before the committee whe: 
and not prejudice the whole House. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think I may conform to the criminal practice 
in a good many of the States and state what I expect to show be- 
fore that committee before we get to taking test imony in the case. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly, after the committee is appointed; 
but in a criminal case you would scarcely expect to prejudice the 
vhole county in advance before the jury was drawn. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker,I do not think there is any danger 
that I will affect the judgment of the gentleman in the least par- 


it is appointed, 


| ticular, and it is hardly probable that I will affect the judgment 


of the House. And now, 
any further interruption. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think the gentleman ought not to be in- 
terrupted. I think he ought to be allowed to proceed, on the 
theory that probably he Will be more successful now than he will 


Mr. Speaker, I must decline to yield to 


| be after he has some facts that will interfere with his eloquence. 


ment, and that nothing prevailed there except favor- | 


| Laughter on the Republican ss 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, can I have the protection of the 


| Chair against the gentleman ‘baa Maine? 


The SPEAKER. 
to the floor. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that not one of these 
men has been made to disgorge the money that he illegally re- 
ceived from the Government. Not one of these men has been 
compelled to refund the money to the Government, or any effort 
made to recover it. Many of those who illegally received this 
money are still to-day drawing salaries from the Government. 
Why, to show the extent to which this robbery was carried in 
one instance, I understand that a United States Senator was 
rerated without asking to be rerated, and he received back pay 
to the amount of about $5,000, if I remember correctly. I have 
not seen anywhere that he has paid it back, because I believe it 
is the rule here never to give up anything you get your hand on. 
[t is one of the rules at least that obtains in some localities. 

Now, another thing that is peculiar about this investigation 
that was conducted at that time, and which shows that it was not 
a complete and thorough investigation into this matter, is the 
fact that the name of Mr. W. W. Dudley, the ex-Commissioner 
of Pensions and a prominent attorney practicing before the De- 
partment, does not appear upon this rerated list, though the rec- 
ord shows that he was, during thistime, rerated. I shall notsay 
how it happened that this occurred, because [ hope that is a 
matter that the committee will find out. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I wish simply to make 
statement. The gentleman referred to the 
States Senator had been rerated. As I 
States Senator did not take any of the money 
Mr. ENLOE. You understand he did not take anything. 
Mr. MCKENNA. I understand that to be the fact. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am glad to hear it. 

A MEMBER. Mr. Dudley has been shot at before, 
g¢ in defense of his country. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will say further that I have what purports te 
e the diagram of Mr. Dudley’s leg that was filed in the proceed- 
ing for the rerating. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. ENLOE. 
get through. 

Mr. BOUTELLI If you will bring back 
doubt he would sadly give up his pension. 

Mr. ENLOE. And I will guarantee that he has been paid as 
much for it as any man that ever lost one; andthe trouble about 
that matter is that many gentlemen who have been paid for their 
patriotic service to the country donot seem willing to accept any 
sort of satisfaction that shall have a conclusion anywhere. | 
find that there were a great many good soldiers who did not 
serve the country for money, for the 1 purpose of putting filthy 
lucre into their pockets, who think this business has gone far 
enough; but you will find another class who did serve for the 
bounty, who have been paid and are now pensioned as bounty 
jumpers and deserters under the decisions of the board of pension 
appeals. These latter are the men who are never satisfied, and 
are continually clamoring for more pay for their patriotism. 


The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled 


a correction of one 
fact that a United 
understand, the United 


and lost his 
le . 


You have not restored the leg? 
No: I expect to get his scalp, though, before | 
have 


his leg, | no 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Of which class do you speak? 
Mr. ENLOE. I speak of that class that is always clamoring 


for an increase of pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask the gentleman from Mississippi to yield 
to me further time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Idislike to disoblige the gentleman. 
much time does he ask? 

Mr. ENLOE. I think I can get through with what I desire 
to say in ten minutes, if the gentle smen on this side will nut take 
it away from me by inte rruptions. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yie Ta five minutes to the gentleman. 
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Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman will not be illiberal in 
granting me time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Fk think I have not been illiberal, and I 
will yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, there were several other things 
to which I wanted to call attention. I would likeevery member 
of this House to have an opportunity to investigate the cases of 
these rerated employés who were run through on the forty-eight 
hour plan—the railroad schedule; and I will say to gentlemen if 
they will examine this document which has been sent in by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and is known as Executive Document 
No. 360, Fifty-first Congress, first session, they will find acomplete 
record of the rerated cases of employés, from pages 230 to 2 
and it is very valuable and interesting reading toa man who 
wants to know anything of the methods that have prevailed in 
that office. 

I am not going into a general discussion of the record of the 
present Commissioner of Pensions. What I would call attention 
to now, and it has been done repeatedly through the newspapers, 
is the fact that there does not seem to be any improvement in 
the atmosphere that surrounds that office since he took charge 
of it. While they put poor Tanner out for trying to redeem his 
promises made on the stump during the canvass, one of the sons 
of the present Commissioner has issued an advertisement—I have 
seen itin circular form, and also in the newspaper press—claiming 
that as the son of the Commissioner he enjoys special advantages 
in the prosecution of pension claims, and especially in rerated 
cases. Then there was another one of the sons of that Commis- 
sioner, holding a place under his father by appointment, who 
peddled out the patronage of the office, and when found to be 
guilty of that practice he was permitted to resign from office on 
that account. The Civil Service Commission, [ am informed, 
called attention to this matter and asked the district attorney 
to prosecute him for violations of the civil-service law; but I un- 
derstand there has been no prosecution instituted. When this 
investigation shall have been made, we ought to know why it 
was that this recommendation of the Civil Service Commission 
was not heeded by the district attorney. 

I want to goa little further. I will not speak of the completed- 
file system at this time. I will incorporate in my remarks at 
this point a speech that was made by Col. E. B. Huse at the 
twenty-fifth annual encampmentof the Grand Army of the Repub- 
licof New Hampshire,calling attention to various discriminations: 
PENSION METHODS CRITICISED—DEPARTMENT COMMANDER HUSE, OF NEW 

HAMPSHIRE, MAKES POINTED REMARKS. 
CONCORD, N. H., February 4 

The twenty-fifth annual encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic 
Department of New Hampshire, convened here this forenoon, with a very 
large attendance of delegates. Col. E. B. Huse, of Enfield, department com 
mander, in speaking on the subject of pensions, said: ‘‘ Why is it that some 
claims slide along easily and quickly and in a few weeks are granted, while 
others just as deserving, made as early or earlier, and requiring no more 
evidence, are pigeonholed, and no power is able to resurrect them? Letters 
of inquiry once, twice, and three times fail to receive a reply, the soldier 
suffers, lingers, and dies, his family left in poverty and distress. Comrades, 
there is something wrong. If there is favoritism it should be unmasked; if 
there is negligence on the part of those having these matters in charge they 
should be removed and more faithful servants put in their places. I trust 
this encampment will speak in no uncertain tones to ‘the powers that be’ in 
these matters, and demand that these things shall no longer continue 


20, 
0d, 


[I will say furthermore that I have a letter here, written bya 
Republican from the State of Maine, which would make very in- 
teresting reading; but in the time allotted to me I can not have 
itread. I have a number of letters, received from different 
States, from men who are pensioners themselves, Democrats and 
Republicans, claiming that there is political discrimination, and 
that men who are in sympathy with the present Administration 
can get their claims acted upon earlier than men who differ with 
the Administration. I say that is a justification of my effort to 
have this investigation made. We have demanded that this in- 
vestigation be had, so that if these facts are true the country 
may know it, and if these wrongs exist in the administration of 
that great Bureau of the Government they may be corrected by 
this Congress. This Bureau ought to be conducted in a manner 
that will command the respect and the confidence of every citi- 
zen of the country. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to extend my remarks for the pur- 
pose of showing that the Commissioner of Pensions, in another 
instance, has plainly disregarded a provision of the statute passed 
in the last Congress directing him to make a report to this Con- 
gress in regard to matters in his office. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I shall object to the gentleman ex- 
tending hisremarksinthe REcorRD. I donot think that he ought 
to make any charges against this officer that are not made in the 
House. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield now to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois{[Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr, ENLOE. 


XXIII 


[ understand that the gentleman from [Illinois 
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[Mr. HOPKINS] objects to my extending my remarks in the REc- 
ORD. I therefore hope that the gentleman from Mississippi will 
allow me to have five minutes so that I may include these items 
in my remarks. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isubmittothe gentleman from Tennessee 
that it seems to me that the remarks he desires to make are 
hardly of that character which should be incorporated in his 
speech under a leave to extend his remar He is aware of the 
fact that that is in the nature of an indictment, and therefore 
they ought to be made before the Hous 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized. 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I shall not extend my rema 


but will await a future time. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. at this time to 
say Only a few words, as this matter is sprung upon us without 
notice, although we mightreasonably have anticipated that a res- 
olution of a similar character would be sprung at any time in this 
House,as it was done repeatedly the during 
as though the Pension Office were a special target for a number 


of the gentlemen composing this House, severalof whom were in 


Mr. Speaker, [ desir 


last ¢ ‘ongress. Itseems 


the last House. I do not know why that Bureau of the Govern- 
ment, more than any other. is always singled out for political 
speechmaking and political buncombe. We have been told by 
the gentleman who has preceded me|Mr. ENLOE] that there are 
many irregularities going on in the Pension Office, that it is 
badly conducted, that it is used for political purposes, that polit- 
ieal discriminations are made there, and that he has numerous 
letters in his possession showing such to be the fact. Well, sir, 
if I saw fit to refer to letters which have been written me with 
respect to matters of that character, | could probably more than 


offset the letters which he has received. 

[ frequently receive letters from Republicans, alleging that a 
discrimination is made in the Pension Office in favor of Demo- 
ecrats. I do not know whether that is the character of discrimi- 
nation that the gentleman speaks of or not, but I desire here and 
now to say that Gen. Raum is not afraid of an investigation at this 
time, or at any time, with reference to the work and the conduet 
of the Pension Office. I assert, and the records \ 
that never since that office was established has there been such 
fine work done there as has been done since Gen. Raum has been 
atitshead. Why, sir, for the six months from the Ist of July to 
the last day of December. 1891. there have been allowed in that 
Pension Ot 


ill bear me out. 





» to old soldiers of the war. to the men who stood 
face to face with many whom I now see occupying seats in this 
House, fighting for the old flag 


) 
raf *+} . 1 . 
1G fOr country 





there have 





been allowed, I say, to those old soldi . to their orphans, and to 
their widows, as a pittance to assist them while they stand amidst 
the shadows which surround their gray hairs—there have been 
allowed, in the period I have mentioned, pensions in 151,851 cases. 
| suppose my friendfrom Tennessee objects to the number, and 
wishes that it was much smaller. There are others inthis House 
whose sentiments I believe I would truly voice if I were to say 
that they would be glad to wipe out of « xistence all pension legis- 
lation, and cut off all appropriations for that purpos Mr 
Speaker, I think that talk such as we have been listening to thi 
morning on this subject is wholly uncalled for, improper, and out 
of place, and I reply to it in this v ay now, only because [ do not 
care that such a political sp ech should go to the country as ha 


ing been made on this floor without stamping upon it at least m 
own condemnation. I would have preferred to wait before dis 
cussing thissubject until after the committee shal 


i na ) iD 
pointed and shall have made its investigation [ understand 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions has received from the 
Commissioner of Pensions an invitation to go to tl Pensior 
Office as a body, Democratsand Republicans, to call for the books 
and papers, and to investigate th orkings of the office and the 


methods there pursued. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I hope we shall now have a 
vote. I demand the previous question 

The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. The question is first on tl amendn t 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIES. I understood, Mr. Speaker, that the gentl 
man from Mississippi[ Mr. CATCHINGS| had accepted that amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not » understand The 
Chair understood the gentleman from Mississippi to say that he 
had no objection to it, but this is the report of a committ 


The Clerk will read the am 
nessee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After ‘‘ Bureau of Pensions” insert ‘‘and before the boa of 
pension appeals.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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of ( ttee as ami nded was then adopted. 
HINGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
ypted, a ilso moved nab the unetlen to eeeee ider 
ta 
Wi agr “dd to 


rin ) RES UTIONS IN THE RECORD. 
RDSON. Mr.Speaker, I rise toa question of order. 
KER Che gentleman will state it. 


\RDSON. On this morning and on former days re- 


to have printed in the RECORD resolutions 


he d , and I have objected. I ask the attentior 
vuse 3 of Rule XXII, which governs the pre- 
solutions to the House, and I ask the Chair to con- 











of that rule in order that we may have a regu- 
established in regard to the printing of resolutions. 
W I to clause 3 of I XXII he will find this 
3,1 ria is, May in like manner be delivered, 
the nu 8s oO oducing them, to the Speaker, to 
rre he srences thereof shall be entered on 
th | RD of the next day 
e because that is all of the language of the rule that 
to the question which I raise. It seems from the 
and referenc = resolutions are to be entered 
il and printed in the tECOR > oF he DOES Say One 
friend from illinois | . WIKE |, preferring his 


morning, referred to a Senas r vustom or usage in 




















find by an examination of the RECORD that he 
. t in his statement on that subject. 

by t Congress, where resolutions were sent to the 
are n and the proper references were made by 
t were in many instances published in full. | 

terday a number of resolutions presented under 
rred by the Speaker are printed in full; but 
e resolution presented by the gentleman from 
W [ find thatit is not printed in full, but merely 
dig of it Now, sir, it seems to me that we 
( ity in this matter, and that either all res- 

ld | l in full or none should be. 

AKER. TheChair will state to the gentleman from 
it s att mn has never been called to this matter 
rl [he provision in the rule is very explic i 
a tered in the Journal and printed in 
t and references of resoluti 

fthe Journal Clerk, \ harge of 

he sta what the Chair knows to be the fact, 

these resolutions thus presented, particularly the 

1 toth h pre nted; the member, 

t e upon t! re nay ap simply putting 

t to the desk. “Now , the cle rk states that 

‘t—a st as short as at enh be if 

puts the resolution in the Semcon but in ref- 

S has gone to the labor of making a 

lied by gentleman presenting the 

u ng had] a ntion called to the question, 
Clerk that ir ) instance, unless thei 

the Hous must 1e resolution b print a 

I itt yng or snort cause the rule for- 

Th ( alr has nm instructed the clerk 

tl he¢ a member presents a resolu 

3 ( be returned to the gentle 

‘ ng at put upon it, that being a 

o t m wr introducing the resolution 

( So far as the « k can manage this busi- 

as the Cha states. In no case willa 

te n t RECORD, but only the title, as pre- 

»N ymit that tl e should be a uniform 

elt a resolutions 

\ , [ ( lr is very glad that attention has 

Speaker, I wish simply to set myself right 

ive not wanted any special favors in this par- 

raisir is question this morning I wanted to be 

as stating thatneither in the last Congress 

( ress, under the rules as they have existed in 

ess has there been a case where a resolution 


ough the petition box under the third clause of 


has not been printed in the RECORD. That is the 
ich I wish to be distinctly understood as taking: that 


ons introduced by me, relating to a subject in : which 
» peop le take « sper ‘ial interest, present the first case in 
ication has been refused. I did notdesire the line to 


me—not that I cared personally about this matter, 
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but I thoug! 
be made in 


there was nor discrimination should 


this case 


Line 


ason why 





The SPEAKER. But the Journal states the subject-matter 
of the resolution. The attention of the Chair has been called to 
the question, and he will endeavor to enforce the rule as made 


by the Hou oF 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jers y- 
ular matter, I wish to withdraw my tion to the request of 
the gentle man from Illinois for unanimous consent that the res- 
print d in the REcoRD. I s se that while the 
} Speal cer states, it is nevertheless in order to 


In reference to this partic- 
objec 


olutions be 





. < L- 
ruie is @s tpn ask 





unal an is consent in this way. 

he EAKER. The Chair will submit the request. The 
gentler an from III inois [Mr. WIKE] asks is consent tha 
the resolutions referred to by him, the title of which has been re- 
ported, may be printed inthe REcorpD. Isthere objection? The 


Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The resolutions are as follows: 


Resolutions declaratory of some of the g just taxation, 





and instructing the Committee on W d rta bill or bills 
enlarging the free list and reducing compensato : ific and ad valorem 
tariff duties,.and report a bill to levy a graduated income tax on all in- 






comes in excess of $5,000, to meet any increased demands of the Treasury 
arising from any such reduction of tariff duties, or from any other cause 
whatsoever; 

Resolved That, in the judgment of this House, these truths are self-evident, 


ation: 
ist be 


sput 


and beyond the realm of rational doubt or hone st li 
, such tax ml 


First. That the “tariff is a tax,’’ and that 
paid by the consumer. 

Second. That, in the language « 
the Senate of the UnitedS every duty onimported merchandise 
to the manufacturer an advantage equal to the duty 

Third. T h: at, in the lang John Quincy Adams's 1 
gress in 1832, **The that duties on imports chea 
article upon which they are levied, conflicts with the 
mon sé 

Fourth. That 


ultimate ly 


f Senator SHERMAN of Ohio, as declare 


lin 


tates, * gives 





ge of 





port made to Con 
pen the price of the 
first dictates of com- 


doctrine 


ase..”” 
in the 1 ruage of that master of ec: 
Smith, written more than a hu d years but 
controvertible, ‘‘The subjects of eve ry state 
support of the government as near! 


ly as possible 
spective abilities; that is, in pro] yn to the 


nomic writers, Adam 
which to this day is in- 
ought to contribute towards the 
in proportion to their 1 

revenues Which they respect 


ago 











ively enjoy under the protection of thestate;” * * * and 

Fifth. That “‘every tax ought to be so contrived as both to take out and 
to keep out of the pockets of the people as little as possible over and above 
what it brings into the public treasury of the te;”’ and, further, that the se 
maxims of taxation are grossly violated by prote ctive riff taxation, which 





by imposing tariff duties on imported articies nece and indispensable 



































for the consumption of the masses, of the same kin roduced or manufac 
ured in this country, compels the payment by, the « sumer to the protected 
manufacturer the amount many times over that it carries into the publi 
treasury, While the enforcement of these maxims should be invoked to make 
the burden of national taxation rest more easily upon such const ump tion by 
the masses by transferring a portion of it to capital and by n ir t rest 

m the rapidly increasing wealth of the country and upon t u ural 
ind excessive accumulations of trus ‘ stions, and rant monopo 
lies. 

And beli« d sch of last Congress, aided 
by the Rep 0 loot and bank1 t the Treasury by un 
precedents opriations, aggregating over a billion of 
dollars 1 into execution, for the most part, to mak« 
areduct yurdens of tariff taxation more difficult, if not, indeed, abs 
lutely impossible, by givi rise to anapparent necessity for greater reve 
nues, and believing firmly that no such nefarious scheme should be counte 
nanced by this H se nor permitted to interfere with ‘the overwhelming 
demand of the people for lower duties and lower price = : , inthe 
guage of the resolution una dopted by the c caucus of 





the last House of Repres 


**Beitresolved, Thatwe, the * ers of the H of Representa 
tives, * * * atthe beginning n, here nd greeting to 
the people of the country. the tou ry! é ft t and 














votion to the principles of tat embrace nt Cleveland's 
message On that subject to ¢ embo 1e platform of p 
ciples adopted by the Democrati ul é it St. Louis in 1888 
and that we hail with delight the ppl ‘ hose principles t 
the people in the ree sctions, and pledge them to renew and continue 
in Congress the cont« a redu 1 of W taxe yably begun and p 
cuted by our Dem Representati nd § tors in former 
geTesses ” 

And to the end that the public may rest in the cor lief that the per- 


nicious doctrine of prote ‘tion is being put int » tl 


> of ultimate ex- 





tinction, and that the demand and expectation of t! for the continu 
ance of the struggle for tariff reform may be realized, as well as that the 
promises and pledges made to the péople in that behalf by the Democrati 
party and its part ~aiers, in power and out, shall in the utmost of good 





faith be keptand performed: Theref« re s 

Be tt further resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Me 
are hereby, instructed to report as soon as possible such bill ‘or bills as shal 
at once, when enact ,8o0 enlarge the free list, especia as to raw material 
and so reduce compensatory, specific, and ad valorem tariff duties as to give 
the public assurance that the policy of the party in power in the House is now 
and will be in the next campaign, favorable to a sweeping reduction of tariff 
duties on the necessaries of life, and the consequent 1 iction of war price 
and of making that question the paramount issue in the coming and all sub 
sequent elections until that consummation shall be realized by appropriate 
legislation. 

And in order to anticipate or supplement whatever reduction of the public 
revenue that may be reasonably anticipated by the committee in 
quence of any such reduction of tariff duties; and to provide as well for any 
deficit in the Treasury that can not be avoided by a repeal and reduction of 
the profligate and outrageous appropriations of the last Congress, and by the 
application of the rigid principles of retrenchment and economy in publi 
expenditures in all the Departments of the Government,as outlined in the He »L 
MANresolutions adopted by this House on the 15th day of last month, the said 
committee is further instructed to report with such tariff reduction bills, or 
whenever it shall appear to said committee that additional revenues shal! 
become necessary from any cause or for ¢ me oni whatever, a bill levying 
an annual graduated income tax on all net incomes in excess of $5,000, suffi 
cient to supply any and all deficits that may occur in the Treasury from a re 
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duction of the tariff duties hereinbefore mentioned, or from any cause what 

soever that makes additional revenue necessary; such income tax to be 
assessed and collected through the agency of the Internal Revenue Bureau in 
such manner and under such rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by 
the committee in said bill; but norate of income tax shall be less than3 cents 
in the dollar for the lowest class of incomes above 5,000, and such rate shall 
be so graduated as to increase the amount in the dollar ratably at each in- 
crease of $10,000 income, above the said $5,000 limitation, so as to produce only 
the amount aforesaid that may become necessary to supply the demands of 
the Treasury. 

OHIO WOOL-GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman ris 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. For the purpose of submitting 
a request for unanimous consent. I hold in my hand resolutions 
adopted by the Ohio Wool-Growers’ Association which met in 
the city of Columbus a few daysago. These resolutions have 
been sent to me by the president of that body. [ask unanimous 
consent that they be printed in the RecorbD. They are very 
short. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 


FREE COINAGE OF GOLD, SILVER, BTC. 


The SPEAKER proceeded, as the regular order, to call the 
committees for reports. 

Mr. BLAND (when the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures was called). I am directed by the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures to report favorably the bill which I 
send to the desk, and toask that the committee and the minority of 
the committee may have leave to file, onor before Monday next, 
their reports. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, re- 
ports abill, the title of which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4426) for the free coinage of gold and silver, for the issue of 
coin notes, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committ 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLAND. The bill makes no appropriation whatever. 

The SPEAKER. Does it involve any charge upon the Treas- 
ury? 

Mr. BLAND. None at all. Under all the rules which have 
prevailed heretofore the bill would go to the House Calendar 

The SPEAKER. Then it will go to the House Calendar now 
The Chair supposed that it involved some appropriation. 

Mr. TRACEY. The understanding in the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures this morning was that the minority 
of the committee would be allowed time to file their report. That 
was the desire of the entire committee. The request I wish to 
make in behalf of the minority is that the printing of the report 
of the committee be withheld until the minority have time to file 
their views. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the bill is finally referred I want to 
call the attention of the Chair to the fact that it must necessarily 
involve an appropriation. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider that question in 
moment. a 
ish his statement? 

Mr. TRACEY. It seems to me that on behalf of the minority 
of the committee I am entitled to protest against the chairman 
bringing in the report in this way, because it was distinctly 
understood that while the chairman would not 
we desired until Monday, time would be 
file their views. 

Mr. BLAND. I had already asked leave that the minori 
should have leave to file their report on or before Monday next 
and stated to the gentleman that I was quite willing to wait as 
long as I possibly could without jeopardizing the bill. 

Mr. TRACEY. Iam only desirous, Mr. Speaker, that the re- 
port made by the majority of the committee and the minority 
views may be printed simultaneously. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, I have no objection to that; but I 
it will be ready in time, as I can not wait always. 

Mr. TRACEY. Only until Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the order will 
be made by which the minority will have leave to file their views 
on or before Monday next, to be printed with the report of the 
committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order 
that this bill should be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, inasmuch as it necessarily in- 
volves an expenditure from the Treasury. It is inevitable 
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given to the minority to 


hone 
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that it must involve an expenditure, because you can not have | 


coinage free without incurring an expense for that purpose. 
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Mr. BLAND. The il] maces noi pre lation of mo in 
any shape. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not juire that it should make an 
appropriation, but if it indirectly involves an expendit tis 
subject to the point of order. , 

TheSPEAKER. Thereisno cha ( eT ir as 
the Chair can ascertain from such examination as he has been 
a to givethe bill. On the contrary, it it a tain 
fund, the seigniorage arising from the c ie, shall go into the 
Treasury as a profit 

Mr. DINGLEY. May I ask if the ¢ 

The SPEAKER. Notentirel 

Mr. DINGLEY. I assume th: 
free coinage of silv If so, the Gen ( 

SAarliv D l V 1 i la t 

doubtedly be re quire d. 

The SPEAKER. The Cha ill look into th and 
termine that question. 

Mr. BLAND. Ishould state that 1 is one amendment to 
the bill as reported. This I negle 0 state befor 

In response to the gen leman from Maine, there is no possib! 
charge on the Treasury and no appropriation required. — 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will examine and make the Y 


reference of the bill. 
Additional reports were filed as follows 


THE NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
MITCHELL, from the Committee on Militar 


OFFICERS OF 
By Mr. 

A bill (H. R. 3867) to amend the act concerning officers of the 

National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and for other 

purposes, with an amendment—to the House Cal 


Affairs: 


endar. 
DRY DOCK, GOVERNMENT RESERVATI sA. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 5762), as a substitute for the bill H. R. 2681 for 
the establishment of a dry dock on the Government reservation 
Algiers, La., with an appropriation therefor—to the 


ALGIERS, I 


Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
TOWN OF FERRON, UTAH. 
By Mr. STOUT, from the Committee on the Public Lands 
| A bill (H. R. 1080) for the relief of the inhabitants of the town 


Did the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] fin- | 


of Ferron, county of Emery, Territory of Utah—to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 








LICK OBSERVATORY, UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 

By Mr. SEI LEY, from th ( mmit¢ ( e | ) iand 
\ bill (H. R. 3) to set apart a tract of land i e State of Ca 
fornia for the use of the Lick Obs ( asti omica 
department of the University of California—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the U2 

PA‘ IC R I A} 

By Mr. REILLY, from t Committ the Pacifie Rai 
A resoluti ( 0 D it } i] 
being a message from the Pre nt transmitti repo yf th 
United States Pacific Railway Co i , Fiftieth Congress 
to the Committee on Printi 

CHA) 
1iotion of Mr. TARSNEY, the < i eon La 
ged from the further con era ) 
S.and th sam ré { ( 

A bill (H. R. 5089) 1 i or i 
of tl iccounts of lal rers ay > , ( 
hour law: and 

\ bill (H. R. 5156) provi 
laborers, workmen, and mecha 

On motion of Mr. HEND SON i ( 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roas cha 0 

| the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2148) for t r f of 
| Thomas Chambers, and the same was ) ( 
on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. BYNUM. the ¢ tee on the J ary 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
3635) to amend section 3241 of the Revised Statut ‘elating to 
internal revenue, and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF CERTAIN STATES. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. STONE}, who is necessarily detained from th 
House by reason of sickness, [am directed by the Committee on 


War Claims to report back the bill (H. R. 42) to reimburse the 
States of California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them ex 
pended in the suppression of the rebellion, with a favorable rec- 


' ommendation. 
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all reflecting men, and they are not occupying that strict rela- 
tion of trustee which should render unlawful their use under any 
circumstances of the funds of the bank. In addition, sir, it has 
been found wise, owing to the extent to which these institutions 
are connected with the business of the country, to act slowly and 
tentatively in amending the national currency rather than to in- 
troduce new and extreme provisions, however sound they may 
seem, but which are untried and the results of which are to some 
extent uncertain. We have thovght it wise, therefore, not to 
enact at this time an absolute prohibition upon the use of the 
fundsof the bank by the directors and officers, afterr the giving of 
fair and proper security 

We have been led to that conclusion by the consideration that, 
particularly in the Southwest and Western portionsof the coun- 
try, in new places, where accumulated capital is least, it is nec- 
essary to the organization of these banks that business men, men 
who sometimes need accommodation, but whose credit is unim- 
paired, should be asked to become members of the board of di- 
rectors. We fear that should the prohibition against their hav- 
ing thataccommodation be written into the charter of these banks, 
it would be found impossible to get the class of men in the com- 
munity whoare best fitted for the management of such institu- 
tions to accept the positions. The committee have, therefore, 
recommended that no such stringent forbidding of the borrowing 
of funds of the bank should be enacted. 

Butit having become apparent that banks have become wrecked 
by the improper acts of their directors, taking the shape of loans, 
your committee were led to inquire into the circumstances which 
surrounded the wrecking of these banks; and we found that in 
almostevery instance, ay,inevery instance of which we had cog- 


| nizance, these loans were secretly obtained: no record of them was 


made upon the books of the bank; they were covered up in one 
way or another, and the directors of the banks and those who 
might examine its books, unless they actually handled the paper 
itself, would not discover that while the loans were standing in 
the names of other people, they were practically loans to the offi- 
cersofthebank. We have therefore recommended that hereafter 


| no person employed by the bank and _no officer connected with its 
| active management, shall borrow a dollar of its money until the 


proposition to borrow shall have been submitted to the board or 
to its executive committee, and shall have been voted upon and 
the record of that vote taken and entered upon the minute book. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt 
him I would like to call his attention to this proviso in the bill; 

Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall require or be deemed to 
require the publication of such schedule of the debts due or to become due 
1 h association from each of its directors, or officers, or employés in any 
statement published in a newspaper as now required by law 

Mr. BACON. ILhavenotreachedthat. Ifthe gentleman from 
Missouri will pardon me, I will come tothat in a moment. 

That record, sir, is put in the minute book of the bank, and it 
does not require that the stockholders or other persons exam- 
ining the books shall be accountants and be able to understand 
he account books of the bank in order to reach this exact infor- 
mation, but it can be obtained by turning to the minute book of 
the bank, seeing what the loan was, and see the mames of the 
parties who favored loans, and what the security. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. When you speak of the funds 
of the bank, do you mean the money deposited by its depositors? 

Mr. BACON. I mean any money that is in its possession. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Including that of depositors? 

Mr. BACON. Including that of depositors. 

Mr. HOOKER. Now, I want to ask another question for in- 
formation. What protection does your bill propose to give to 
the depositors in national banks? Everybody assumes that so 
far as their circulation is concerned that the deposit of Treasury 
notes in the Treasury is ample protection; but what protection 


Oo sue 
u 


does your bill give to depositors in national banks? 


The SPEAKER Che bill and report will be referred to the 
e Wh¢ House on the state of the Union. 
SOCLETY OF COLONIAL DAMES OF AMERICA. 
CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library: A 
.. 1519) to incorporate the Society of the Colonial Dames 
ri e House Calendar 
IMMI RA’ »N 
S MP 1 the Committee on Immigration and 
} : a A bi H. R. 5809), as a substitute for the bill 
R. 4575, to abs tely prohibit the coming of Chinese labor- 
s into t { States, whether subjects of the Chinese Em- 
r f gn gov nent, and for other pur- 
aos s 4 i 
NSES AGAINS rHE INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 
=i AK . The morning hour begins at 2 o'clock and 
s : - all rests with the Committee on the Judi- 
‘ 
NUM Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent that the 
s question which was ordered yesterday upon the pending 
= S i ask ive to withdraw that bill from con- 
SPEAKER... The gentleman from Indianaasks unanimous 
< tt : t ote by which the previous question 
s - . and that the committee have leave to 
S AKER. Thecall rests with the Committee on Bank- 
: IN SANKS 
f } Speaker, I ca p the bill H. R. 5681, be- 
ry a substitute for tl ill H. R. 4281, introduced by the gen- 
f Ohio [Mr. HARTER]. It is a bill for the better con- 
‘ f and to pr te the safety of the national banks. 
> R k W report the bill. 
: k association shall make any loan 
I f its clerks, tellers 
sons inits employ, unti 2 propo 
gt al int, terms, and security offered | 
ng by the person desiring the same 
rs such banking association, or of the 
f accepted and approved by a 
Zz At such meeting the per 
T acceptance and 
s l be vote ipon 
Z alled, anda 
s 4 f all persons 
* Same 
e su 
f rs at lengtt 
ng. N ssocia shall per 
= eepers, are s 
- ble it } r @ 
’ r i I eller. clerk 
Ss l of S 
i i ass 
l Sta s a @X.l tin a sche li¢€ 
. nsa i1such forms as the Comp 
) S f de S < e&. or to be 
f ea f its r rs, and fr n 5 ish 
- | s, or other per- 
ndorsers, s guarantors, or other- 
fr t ther assets of said bank, and shall also 
f ts to such association which are past 
!, That nothing contained in this act shall 
e the publication of such schedule of tl ebts 
ation from each of its directors, or o 
hed a newspaper as now re- 
M \CON Mr. Speaker, the bill for which the bill read 
fro e Clerk’s desk is a substitute was introduced by the gen- 
tleman from O . HARTER], and was intended to meet, and 
if possible to prevent, a kind of iniquity which has developed 
and is threatening the safety of these banking institutions, and 
particularly the security of their depositors and stockholders. 
The proposition as it originally came from the gentleman from 
Ohio contemplated the absolute prohibition of the borrowing by 
officer or director of the bank, or by any employé of the bank, 
of any funds of the bank, no matter what security might be ten- 
dered to the bank for such loan. This prohibition was strictly 
and logically in accordance with the principle of law which de- 
nies to any trustee the right to make use for his own benefit of 


e funds or property of the cestui que trust. 


But, sir, your committee have believed that the application of 
that principle in its strictness to the directors of national banks 
was neither possible nor proper. The distinction between their 
official relations to the bank and those of a trustee is obvious to 


Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, direct pecuniary protection this 
bill does not give them, but leaves them where they are now, 
protected by the reserve which the law requires the banks to 
retain. Indirect protection itdoes give them, because an officer of 
a bank under this law can not, as he does now, borrow the money 
of the bank secretly wfthout anybody but himself knowing of it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On the point which you have just an- 
swered the gentleman from Mississippi, do I understand that a 
provision of this bill repeals the limitation now provided for by 
law for the amount which any person may borrow of a national 
bank? 

Mr. BACON. 


Not at all, sir. It leaves it just where it is. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. 
be guarded. 

Mr. BACON. I think it is guarded, and the members of the 
committee determined to leave it undisturbed. 


I do not know but what that point better 
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In addition, Mr. Speaker, to the publicity thus provided for by | 


the books of the bank itself, this law requires that in the reports 
to be made to the Comptroller of the Currency, five of which re- 
ports are to be made annually, each loan or the loan to each di- 
rector and officer shall be reported separately, so that the Comp- 
troller may be advised and he may be enabled to know exactly 
the amount of and the circumstances surrounding every loan to 
any individual officer or member of that board. 

There was one thing to be guarded against which was of such 
importance that your committee deemed it proper to advise the 
House to pass a law to prohibit it. Thatis the practice of a bank 
in lending, not through direct loans, but by way of overdraft. It 
had come to your committee’s knowledge that that form of loan 


tain banks, and that he did not publish that 


| Now, if these statements were required to be 


by overdraft had been permitted to officers and directors of banks, | 


and there was no way that the openness and fairness of dealing 
which these officers should have with their stockholders and de- 
positors could be preserved and at the same time these overdrafts 
be permitted; and, therefore, overdrafts are prohibited in this 


bill, and the willful making of them, like the making of a loan ir | 


secret, is made a penal offense, punishable by both fine and im- 
prisonment. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have gone over the purposes for which | 


this act was being prepared and which have lead us to recom- 
mend its passage. I have also sketched to the House briefly its 
provisions, and I do not desire to take any further time, unless 
some gentleman has some inquiry to make, which I can answer. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
is the necessity for this proviso at theend? Why not make pub- 
lications of these debts of officers of the bank? 

Mr. BACON. I will answer that question, Mr. Speaker. If 
such publication was made it might be injurious to the bank. It 
often happens thateven upto the limit fixed by law, and referred 
to by the gentleman from Texas, an individual who may bea 
director of the bank desires to borrow, and he may borrow up to 
the limit, but may not borrow any further. 


make known the fact that he was a borrower to that extent, al- 
though the loan might be amply secure. 

Now, we do not care to injure the general credit of any man, 
and we are not seeking to protect his credit, except so far as pro- 
tection is necessary to the bank. It is necessary to the bank 
that that class of men shall be brought into its directory. In 


not get into the directory of the banks men of that business ex- 
perience that is needed in that position; and in order that such 
men may be induced to come into the directory and not tempted 


It would injure his | 
business credit, it would be injurious and dangerous to him to | 


| for the keeping of a record which is always accessible 


to substitute in their place others less capable, we have provided | 
that that information shall be sent to the Comptroller of the Cur- | 
rency of the Treasury, and by him used as the interest of the | 


stockholders and the depositors may require. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then the management of the 
that extent, is kept from the depositors? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. It is kept in the interest of the 


Ly 
bank, to 


depositor himself, in order that substantial men may be kept in | 
the directory rather than men who do not borrow and who are | 


not experienced business men, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, if there is collusion between the 
president and the board of directors, no one can know it? 

Mr. BACON. The stockholders can know it. The books of 
the bank are open to every stockholder. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But the depositor can not know it. 

Mr. BACON. The depositor can not know it unless the mis- 
chief reaches the point where the Comptroller gets knowledge of 
it; but there can be no collusion to the injury of the depositor 
that does not include the Comptroller’s office, and no man has 
ever occupied the position of Comptroller since the national- 
banking system was created who has beensuspected of collusion 
with anybody in any such improper purpose. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood that this bill changes the 
ing law in this respect. 

Mr. BACON. No, sir. That schedule is not required to be 
made at all by the existing law. 

Mr. BLAND. It says here: ‘‘As now required by law.” 

Mr. BACON. The publication of the report is now required 
by law. The report as it exists under the present law states, as 
among the items of account, the aggregate of the bills receivable 
by the bank. Now, that item will remain in the report under 
this proposed change, butattached to the report will be a sched- 
ule showing how much of those bills receivable is represented by 
the obligations of the officers and directors of the bank. That 
schedule is not required to be published. 

Mr. BLAND. Then how are the depositors and the general 


exist- 


| Currency, 
some small communities, particularly, without that you could | 
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public to be protected by this bill from just such frauds as are 
stated to have been practiced on the banks in Philadelphia and 
Boston which have gone into liquidation? 


Mr. BACON. I have already said that they are to be pro- 
tected, as far as we thought they could be protected, by the fact 
that these reports are to be sent to the Comptroller, so that that 
officer, whose interest it is to protect them, will have knowledge 
of the facts. 

Mr. BLAND. It is pretty generally alleged, however, that 


reports were made to the Comptroller as to the insolvency of cer- 

and that de- 
made t im. 
published so that 
the depositors and the public could understand the condition of 
the bank it would be a much better means of protection than 
leaving them to wait for the Comptroller, who n« 
public until it is too late. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, there are tw 3in that state 
ment which require comment. In the first place, I do not know 
that there is any justification of the statement that the Comp- 
troller never informs the public of the condition of a bank until 
it is too late. 

Mr. BLAND. 
charge is made. 

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. Speaker, if my fri: 
pose of all the ** charges” that are made, we have to spend 
a great portion of our lives in that kind of business. 

Mr. BLAND. But that is the very subject that is before the 
House, and a resolution passed this House a short time ago pro- 
viding for an investigation of these matters. 

Mr. BACON. It may be possible that such information wi 
be put in the possession of the House as to require further amend- 
ment, but no such information is in my possession at this time, or 
in that of the committee. 

Mr. BLAND. These directors are not private individuals; 
they are officers of a bank, public institutions, and it seems to me 
that their condition ought to be publicly known. 

Mr. BACON. I now yield two minutes to the gentlema 
Illinois [Mr. WIKE]. 

Mr. WIKE. Mr. Speaker, [ wish to say a word in 
to the inquiry of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
The stockholders have access to the bank, 


fact, 


posits were made long after those reports were 


ver informs the 


oO thing 


I do not so state myself, but I say that that 


nd and [| are to dis- 
shall 


Lromy 


respons@g 

» a ? 

BL ALND] 

and this bill provides 
] + + ly 

t OCK- 


) 
So that their ability to get infor- 


- 


holders, made so by this bill. . 
mation does not depend entirely upon the Comptroller of the 
because the stockholders may ascertain the facts for 
themselves. That is, through the provisions of this billa way 
is provided for them to ascertain fully the condition in this re- 





spect, and no such way exists under the present law. That 
all that I desire to say 

Mr. BACON. i yield five min ites to the gentleman from T* 
nessee [Mr. Cox I. 

Mr. COX of Tennesse¢ Mr. Speaker, the qu stion raised b 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is easy of solution 
when we come to understand the details of the matter. Unde 


the present system the banks are re 
the Comptroller of the Currency may o make publication 
as to the condition of the banks. Now, in those publicatior 
there is nothing set out except the aggregates on the debit and 
on the credit sides, but the amendment which this b 
contained in the provision that there shall | 

troller of the Currency an additional statement showin, 

the indebtedness of the bank from any of its trustees, officers, o 


employés. It is asked why not make that statement 





juired, five times a year as 





ve filed with the‘ 


put it in the statement that goes into the public print? T 
question was answered, and very properly, by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BACON]. In the banks in small plac nen 
of business have to he induced to <o int »~the directory a 
credit and business of such men is general mited to tl rt 
where the bank is. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman a oO int ? 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. If I understand the proviso it chang 
isting law in this respect. 

Mr. WALKER. It does not 

Mr. BLAND. It says: 

Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall require or be deeme 
require the publicati mn of 1 ft ir to become ) 
such association from each of i directors, or officers, or employé 


tatement published in a newspaper as now required by law 


Now, I do not understand the 


necessity of tha nless it 
tended to change the existing law. , 
A MEMBER. There is no law now requiring that. 
Mr. BLAND. Is there no law requiring the statement to 


published—— 


Mr.COX of Tennessee. There isalaw authorizing the general 
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publication; but there is no law now requiring that a schedule 
of the debts due from officers or employés of the bank be furnished 
to the Comptrollerof the Currency. There is alaw—I[do not wish 
to S ma ring that ti statement shall 
be published under the orders of the Comptroller of th Tr asury; 
but there is nothing in any statement published from any bank 
th: hows : individual creditor or debtor. 

ir. BLAND Then this simply prohibts the Comptroller him- 
Si ‘Oo ning the amo nts du by the president, directors, 
Oo! ‘ ilvés of the , 

Mr. C X of Te ee. That does no :o in the general pub- 
licatior 

M BLAND. Does it not go in under the existing law? 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Theexisting law does not require this 
schedule to be sent to the Comptroller. Under the proposed law 


this information is conveyed to the Comptroller in the schedule 


Mr. BLAND. The prohibit it? 
r. COX of Tennessee. The present law makes it imperative 


present law does not 


to publish the condition of the bank when such a publication is | 
called for by the Comptroller of the Currency, but that statement 
does not set out the name of any individual debtor or creditor. 
Mr. BLAND. Then how does this change the existing law? 
Vr. COX of T nnessee, Lt require aschedule to bes nt tothe 
Comptroller of the Currency showing how much the officers of 


the bank owe. 


A KT 741 . a. ie 
Mr.BLAND. Andthatis not to be published in the newspapers 


as now required by law? 
Mr. COX of Tennessee. It is not required by law now. 
Mr. BL AN D. Wh it is meant, then, by the la 





guage, ** as bow 
required by aw : 


Mr. COX of Tennessee. This requires the publication of the 
same sort of a statement that has been required ever since there 
was a national-banking law. This does not change the law in re- 


; +; y ‘ all 
rard to p plication at all. 


Mr. BLAND. What does it do? 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. It submits to the Comptroller of the 
Currency an inspection of the transactions of the bank with its 
indi vidua officers and employés, so that those officers and em- 
ployés may be p1 ym absorbing the funds of the bank. 
That is the object 

Mr. BLAND. If there is no existing law which requires this 
publication, what is the necessity for this proviso, that it “ shall 
not be published as now required by law?” 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. [ will answer the gentleman. 


{Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. COX of Tennessee. I would like a few moments more. 

Mr. BACON. [yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. COX of Tennesse: The publication now required by law | 
is a general statement of the aggregate condition of the bank. 
That all that is now published under the law. There is not 
required any publication as to the condition of any funds loaned 
out toan lividual officer or anyoneelse. The statement shows 
the aggregate debtsand the aggregate credits. Now, the present 
bill requires that the proper officers of the bank shall send to the 
Comptroller of the Currency a special report, showing how much 
funds the officers or employés of the bank have drawn out of the | 
bar . 

Mr. BLAND. But the Comptroller can not publish that fact 


Mr. COX of Tennessee. He may or not, as he pleases. 
Mr. BLAND. Does not this prohibit 
Mr. COX of Tennessee. No, sir. 
Now, t question submitted here in regard to the publication 
the bank is annie presents this difficulty: In 


his doing so? 





small communities most of the business men are generally stock- 
holders in the local banks. The officers generally receive no 
compensation, except the cashie rand clerks; the president and 
directors are not paid. Now, i if you publish at the location where 
the bank is organized, a detailed statement of its business, you 
subject it ansactions tosuch criticism as will in effect prohibit 
useful men from engaging in the business. Such a proceeding 
would, in fact, be juivalent to A reing every man’s business to 
b nie lin the new pi apers where he resides. 
IL AN D. Now, Iv ish to ask the gentleman whether this | 
t a matter that th public en some interest in in regard to 
Mr. CO f Tennessee. Ce rtainly; and I will show you what 
vision is made in that regard. 
BLAND. It seems to me that the matters involved here 
are matters in which the public has a great interest. 
Mr. COX of Tennessee. That is tru : and the way they get at 
it is that whenever any money is loaned to any director or othe r 
officer of a bank the loan becomes a part of the records of the 


bank upon the minutes of the meeting 
Mr. BLAND. But howcan private individuals know anything 
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Mr. COX of Tennessee. The stockholders have the right to 
inspect the minutes of the bank at any time, and the public, or 
depositors, have the active aid of the ¢ ompt roller, whose duty it 
is to prohibit the offic rs of the bank abusing the funds of the 
bank. 

Now, the depositor who puts his money into a bank, and nota 

«kholder of the bank, has no such right. They have not that 

ght now and never had it. No bank could ever be organized 
that would permit every man to run in at pleasure and examine 
its books and determine the character of its business. Such a 
thing would be unheard of. 

Mr. BLAND. Then there is no way on earth for the private 
individual to know anything about the solve ney of the institution 
in which he has deposited his money. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BLAND. You may investigate the booksof the bank and 
| determine its condition, but this bill absolutely prohibits publi- 
cation. 


| Mr. COX of Tennessee. Oh, no; the gentleman is in error. 
Mr. BLAND. Ido notsee how. 
Mr. COX of Tennessee. Why, if there is a report sent to the 
Comptroller of the Curreney which shows that there is danger 
| that the bank will be absorbed by its own officers, the Comptrol- 
| ler has the power to make publication at onee. 

Mr. BLAND. Yes; but thatis after the insolvency oceurs, 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Oh, no; not atall. It may be done 
at the very moment that any officer of the bank undertakes to 
use its funds illegally. 

Mr. DE FOREST. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow 
me a question? 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. DE FOREST. Is it the understanding of the committee 
| that the language of the bill as drawn includes also the direct- 
| ors? 
| Mr. COX of Tennessee 
| the bank— 
| Mr. BACON. As I understand it, the question of the gentle- 


The bill applies only to the officers of 


man is whether the language of the bill which restricts the 
officers of the bank also covers the directors. 

Mr. DE FOREST. My question is whether it is the under- 
standing of the committee, as the bill is drawn, that it prohibits 
loans to the directors of the bank? 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. No, sir; not absolutely, but the bill 
under consideration has proper precautions. 

| Mr. DE FOREST. Did 1 understand the gentleman first on 
| the floor explaining the bill to say that the committee understood 
| that at common law, upon the principle that a trustee should not 
| use the funds of the cestui que trust, that upon that principle of 
common law the directors and officers of the bank could not bor- 
row from the bank? 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. That was the statement of the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Mr. DEFOREST. I would like to have the opinion of the com- 

ttee on that point 

Mr. BACON. If th gentleman addressed that question to me 
and I answered on my individual responsibility only, I should 
say, as a matter of first impression, that that would be my view 
| of the question. But the law has been decided upon that point, 


| me . > : 
. | and the “oe of a director to borrow from a bank, except as re- 


strained by this act, is perfectly well settled. No question re- 
mains to be raised about it. He can borrow as any other indi- 
vidual can borrow. 

| Mr. DEFOREST. Then allow a further question: Why the 
| same reason that pr ohibits the loaning by the bank to its officers— 
| its eae nt and vice-president and others—would not also pro- 
hibit the loaning of money to its directors? 

Mr. BACON. This is the reason: While it does not apply to 
cities and not to the more thickly settled parts of the country, 
| the facet is that in the country men are selected as directors of 

banks who are individually and actively engaged in business, but 
| who are often located at long distances from the banking house, 
and have no actual handling or control of the money of the in- 
stitution. These men have never wrecked a bank; they are not 
the class of men who succeed in wrecking banks. The men 
who wreck them are the men who are in the habit, daily, « 
handling the funds of the bank, of making entries on its books, 
to make plain or to conceal, as the case may be, the daily 
2 of the bank; and the purpose here was to correct the 
evil which has been discovered, which has been known to exist 
for a long time; not to reach an ideal perfection, but simply to 
correct as far as practicable this evil, to wit, that the men en- 
| gaged in the actual business of the bank, w ho have in the past 
appropriated its funds and crippled its resources under the form 
. law, shall not have that opportunity now. And to reach that 
lass, the men who daily handle this money in the business of 
he bank, and who have access to and contro! of its books, and 


ome eats 16 


' 
j 
, 
‘ 
‘ 


eee. 


a 
7 
; 
‘ 
j 
f 
9 
x 
: 
2 
5 
3 
4 
; 
& 
= 
. ‘ 
* 
4 
4 
' 
i 
' 
, 
: 
* 


ade ttre tate 


nt aces 


De kad 


1892. 





who control the loans and business of the bank, this bill was 
drawn. 

Mr. DE FOREST. Is it not true that a majority of the direct- 
ors of the bank, whether it be in the country or in the city, have 
to pass upon these loans? 

Mr. BACON. They do on these loans, yes—loans under this 
bill. 

Mr. DE FOREST. On any loans? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; they do not do it, as a matter of prac 
tice, in one-quarter of the banks in the country. 

Mr. DE FOREST. Either as a board or by a committee ap- 
pointed from the board? 

Mr. BACON. No; not even that. The cashier does it in 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred in small banks. 

Mr. DE FOREST. Well, this bill provides that loans- 

Mr. BACON. This bill does not provide for the borrowing of 
the money by the director. It provides thatcertain people shall 
not borrow, except in the prescribed way; that is all. It will 
not interfere with the general common law rule. 

Mr. DE FOREST. If it forbids a loan to its president or its 
vice-president or its cashier it allows the directors, sitting as a 
board, to make loans to themselves, does it not? 

Mr. BACON. No,sir. It neither allows nor forbids it. It 
leaves that question undisturbed. 

Mr. DE FOREST. Is it your understanding of the common 
law that it can be done? 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the law, as applied to thes: 
banks, is that it can be done, and that that construction has m 
with the approval of the courts. 

Mr. DE FOREST. Then the question comes back wheth 
there is not just as much reason for prohibiting loans to the di- 
rectors who make those loans and sit upon them and pass upon 
them as to the officers of the bank. 

Mr. BACON. I have stated to the gentleman why I do not 
think it applies to them, and I can not add anything to the fact. 
Mr. Speaker, I call for the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman will yield for an amend- 
ment. I have an amendment which I wish to offer. 

Mr. MILLER. I have an amendment to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands 
the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. Lhope the gentleman will permit me to move 
to strike out that proviso. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. If you do that you will ruin it. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York[Mr. BACON] 
demands the previous question. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Ther 
are two or three clerical corrections that need to be made in this 
bill by way of amendment. Does the moving of the previous 
question prevent the making of those slight amendments? 

The SPEAKER. If they are merely clerical I suppose the 
gentleman could have them made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BACON. Then I ask on page 2, line 24, after the word 
president,” the words ‘‘ its vice-president” be insert 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to that? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BACON. And on the same page, in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘ cashier,” insert the words ‘‘ any of its directors,” and 
on the third page, in line 8, after the word ‘“‘ from,” insert the 
words ‘‘its president, vice-president.” On line 9, of the same 
page, the word “‘ or” should be ‘‘ and.” 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BACON, Now, Mr. Spe aker. I call for 1 he pre 
tion. 

Mr. BENTLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard 
in some remarks against this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman of course understands that 
if the previous question is ordered it will cut off further debate. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But I understand the gentleman 
to withdraw that, and we have been acting by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BACON. How long does the gentleman desire to speak 
against the bill? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Only a few minutes. 

Mr. BACON. Very well, sir; Iam entirely willing to yield to 
the gentleman for ten minutes or five. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Give me ten minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of NewJersey. Do I understand that these 
amendments are being made to the original bill that was reported 
back to the House or to the substitute? 

The SPEAKER. The committee reported a substitute for the 
original bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. When was that reported? 
a The SPEAKER. February 9, and placed on the House Calen- 
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Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 1 
at that time. 
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Mr. DICKERSON. Do 
direct line of this bill? 
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be very embarrassing and entirely unnecessary, and they are 
often the best patrons of the bank and oftentimes the very best 
loans made by the bank are made to these persons, and when a 


business man wants money he wants it. He does not want to go 





thro a rigmarole of proceedings which will take two or three 
days to find out whether he can makea loanor not. Business 
men do business ina business way, and would not bear such re- 
strictions as are in thi [tis astroke at our national-bank- 
ing system and an unnecessary restraint on business and busi- 


hess men, 


[f a business man in New York wants a loan at the Chemical 
National Bank he can know whether he can vet it or not in a 
moment, for th is always a man there who can answer him at 
once, without consulting a board of directors, a discount com- 
mittee, or anybody else, and this is one of the sources of the suc- 
cess and strength of that bank. Business men do not propose to 


lay their paper before a committee to-day and get an answer to- 
‘ r next week. That is not the 
should always be 
her he Cal 


zen times 


morrow o7 
There 


man whet 


way business is done. 
somebody in a bank to tell a business 
make a loan or No one wants to go 
half a de to a bank to know whether he can have a loan 
or not. He wants to know it atonce. He wants a prompt an- 
swer, whether favorable or unfavorable. That is the business 
i this country This bill would interfere 
n and business methods, and in my judgment 


not . 


ness in 


way of doing bus 


with business m¢ 


would do no cood whatever. 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. I would ask the gentleman if it isnot 
a fact that nearly every bank that he can name that has been 


ruined is attributable to the evils that this bill is intended to 


remedy? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It would not re medy them. If 
the law we have will not remedy them, then certainly this bill 
The same course of precedure which was followed in 
‘Iphia and Boston will defeat the provisions of this bill 


banking business depends upon the board of directors. If 


you have an honest, capable, and competent board of directors 
your money will be safe. If you have not, it will not be safe. 
No legislation, no law of the American Congress, will ever make 
a dishonest man honest, and if men want to steal and plunder 
they will do it; and they will do it just the same under this bill 
as they will do it under the laws we now have, and these offenses 


are committed and will be committed where there is conspiracy 
l complicit one hand, and negligence 
law we have, only 10 per 


a) , a 
scaie on the 





Under the 


cent of the capital stock can be loaned to any one individual or 





firt The president or vice-president who wants more than 
this gets his friends to borrow it for him, and in this way he gets 
half of the capita This is the common method of stealing the 
money, but this bill will not prevent this: on the contrary, it 
ather in lt > t] = I et Ou 

Mr. DICKERSON. Do I understand the gentleman to inti- 
nate that because men will steal in spite of the law therefore it 

hetter to make no attempt to restrain them? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Not at all: but I want a practical 
aw. I wanta law which will permit a bank to do business i 
Dusiness Way Under this bill an officer. agent. or employ of a 
har ho desire » ma a loan must first make an applicatior 
n W 1 sila I 1 I ter ana secu ty that he pro- 
poses to give Pe » are not officers of a bank can get 
noney without s f they are regarded responsible, but 
Tic f bank : at n writing what s ty they propos 
tO @1V \ 1 O board of directors must then be called 
or al el vr of the executive committe 

I a ca e loan, whether he be the president or the 
anitor, is sent out, upstairs, or into the cellar, while the board in 

eret se es his so Che resolution shall be drawn up and 
pres is and nays shall be called and every member 
s \ has been found difficult to make people vote in 
this Hous ut : rovides that all shall vote and a record 
of t rte the executive committee shall pass upon 

s question, the res tion and the vote thereon shall be read 
at the 1 eet of the board of directors and entered at 
length in the minutes. And section 1 further provides that none 
se bank officers or agents or employés shall be permitted 
to overdraw their accounts. All these provisions are in section 
1,and section 2 provides that in case the president, vice-president, 

rect s teller, clerk, agent, shall know ingly violate any 
of the provisions of section 1, or whoever shall aid or abet the same, 
shall be guilty ofa sdemeanor, and shall be punished by a fine 
‘ ‘ ‘an $5,000, or be imprisoned not more than five years, 





or both: and one of the provisions of section 1 is overdrawing an 
a int, no matter how litth l regard this as amost extraordi- 
nary bill, and as extraordinary as it is unnecessary. Under this 
bill, Mr. Speaker, no president, or vice-president, or cashier, or 
elerk, or agentof a bank, or other employé, can knowingly over- 
draw his a nt without incurring the penalties of this bill. 
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Any man is liable to overdraw his account, and if he does the 


| only escape from the penitentiary or punishment is that he did 


not know it, and on this would hang the result. Who does not 
overdraw his account at times? A man may be away from home 
and not know whether he overdraws it or not, and he may know 
that he can make hisaccount good before the check is presented 
for payment. Be this as it may, if he knowingly overdraws his 
account he is a felon under this bill, subject toa fine or imprison- 
ment, or both. These are the penalties provided by this bill for 
a man who knowingly overdraws his account in any sum what- 
ever. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that the laws we now have are ample if 
properly executed, and that the safeguards which we now have 
and which have operated satisfactorily for a quarter of a century 
are sufficient. No other system of banking that we have ever 
had in this country, or that has ever existed in any other coun- 
try, ever sustained such a small proportion of losses as the na- 
tional banks have under the laws under which they have been 
operating ever since 1862. Iam satisfied that the Comptroller, 
now that his attention has been called to the evil results growing 
out of loans such as were made by the banks which have recently 
failed, can prevent the repetition of this calamity. 

These banks were broken, not according to law, but in viola- 
tion of law, else the guilty parties would not bein prison. This 
shows we now have law enough, and we can never prevent the 
violation of law, no matter how many laws we pass. And it is 
remarkable that in thirty years the attention of the public was 
never before called to this matter. This kind of crime has cer- 
tainly not been very frequent, although we have had bank fail- 
ures ever since we had banks. 

Mr. BACON. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to answer the 
remarks made by the gentleman from Ohio|Mr. JOSEPH D. Tay- 
LOR] in detail, because he has been talking not about this bill, but 
about some imaginary bill. A man who overdraws his account 
toany amount whatever, unless it is done willfully and knowingly, 
will not be subject to any fine or to any imprisonment under this 
law, and no law can be made that will touch the vicious, who are 
guilty of intentional wrongdoing, but that it must be so framed 
as to leave a possibility by construction to include in some cases 
persons who do not intend to do wrong. 

\gain, the gentleman says that the ** bank examiners examine 
a bank in all its details from the beginning to the end.’ Any 
man who is familiar with the business of the country and with 
benking knows that such examination is impossible. The great 
advantage of the bank examination is that it is known that the 
examiner will come into the bank to make an examination, and 
that he may get on to this, that, or the other thing; certainly 
this has a very great restraining influence and is a great advan- 
age, and he does discover many things, and he keeps the banks 
inder regulation and control, but anyone who has any idea of the 
usiness of banking knows that it is impossible that the exam- 
iner should know every transaction of the bank. 

Furthermor slightest particu- 
lar the existing law as to the right of men borrowing of a bank, 
not atall. It only provides certain safeguards for certain per- 
sons connected with banks, in their borrowing: that is all. The 
facts shown in connection with the failure of several banks dem- 
onstrates the necessity of just such a law as is here proposed. 
this bill does not touch the directors in anyway 
whatever, in their borrowing from the bank, except to require 
that overdrafts shall be reported to the Comptroller. 
Again, it provides in the last section, the section about which so 
much talk has been made, that there shall be an additional re- 
port made to the Comptroller of the Currency; and, as the law 
required certain reports to be published, and it was not desira- 
ble that these additional reports should be made public, and as 
there might be a misunderstanding upon the part of the bank 
officers, or upon the part of the Comptroller of the Currency, we 
put in this proviso. 

Again, let me remind the 


are volunteer officers. 


, this bill does not touch in the 


Furthermore, 


their 


House that the directors of banks 
They perform an immense amount of la- 
bor in the interest of the public, a thousandfold more than in 
their own interest, and it is not desirable to include them is the 
‘sstrictions which are made to govern the executive officers. 
the business of individuals, in this city for in- 
or in any city, was made public in the papers each morn- 
ing, it would absolutely drive every particle of business out of 
the city except, perhaps, the smallest retail business, because a 
knowledge of the liabilities of business men without the knowl- 
edge of the provisions which business men have to make to meet 
their liabilities would cause the failure of men a hundred times 
where now they fail once, or not atall; and, as a matter of experi- 
ence, we do know that failures are frequently caused by publica- 
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tions that ought not to be made. 
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There is absolutely no change in existing law in this bill, ex 
cepting— ~ 

First. To compel officers of banks to apply for loans in writing. 

Second. That a record shall be kept of those directors, giving 
each loan made at the time or subsequently. 

Third. Punishing officers who knowingly and wilfully over- 
draw their accounts. 


Fourth. Reports to the Comptroller of the liabilities of each and | 


every officer to the bank, which reports are not to be published. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I call for the previous question. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion if he will permit me. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BACON] 
demands the previous question upon the bill and substitute re- 

orted by the committee. (After a pause.) The ayes seem to 
ave it. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. [Icall for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 25. 

Mr. MILLER and Mr. LOCKWOOD. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that there is no quorum 
voting. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BACON] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Conon 

Mr. MILLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, 18 
voted in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Notasufficientnumber. The yeasand nays 
are refused. The ayes have it; and the previous question is or- 
dered. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Was not the questionof a quorum raised? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman whoraised that point waived 
it, as the Chair understood, by asking for the yeas and nays. [If 
the point is renewed 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I renew the point so that we 
tellers on the question of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lock- 
Woop] makes the point that no quorum has voted. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BACON] and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. LocK woop] will please take their places as tellers. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Iask permission to state that my colleague 
[Mr. GOODNIGHT] has been called home on account of the sudden 
illness of his wife. 

The tellers proceeded to count; but before the result of the 
count was announced 

The SPEAKER said: The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] will take the chair. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the point was made by the gentle- 
man from New York that there was no quorum, and that point 
had not been decided. 

The SPEAKER. That point had been made on a particular 
bill. At the expiration of the hour the Chair understood the bill 
would go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. REED. But the point of no quorum is pending. 

The SPEAKER. No question has been raised except as to a 
matter which, under the rules, has passed from the House. 

Mr. REED. That question expired, then, with the morning 
hour? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there can not be any 
trouble about it. There was a bill before the House 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. _I withdraw my point of ‘‘no quorum.” 

The SPEAKER. The point was made that no quorum voted 
on that particular bill. At the expiration of the hour the Chair 
declared that the morning hour had expired, and the bill then 
went over. The Chair will state to the gentleman that in the 
judgment of the Chair it does not follow that there may notbea 
quorum in the House, although a quorum may not have voted. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The pointofno quorum has been 
withdrawn. That settles the whole matter. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER. The motion was then made that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, and no question as to 
want of quorum was made upon that. Perhapsthe difference on 
this question arises from the fact that the present occupant of 
the chair recognizes that there may be a quorum present, al- 
though a quorum does not vote. 

Mr. REED. Yet I have heard the present occupant of the 
chair—I speak respectfully—declare that a bill has received a 
certain number of votes, and although the total number voting did 
not amount to a quorum, the Chair has declared the bill passed. 

The SPEAKER. Because no gentleman made the point that 
no quorum had voted. 

Mr. REED. But if there is not a quorum voting it makes no 





may have 
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difference whether any gentleman makes the poiny or not: the 
Chair knows the fact. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows very w that when thi 
question was determined in the last Congress in a manner about 
which so much issue was raised, it w: hen the yeas and nay 


were ordered 
Mr. REED. Not at all. 
The SPEAKER. And the constitutional right of a member 
to have hisname entered on the Jou was involved That was 
the only case in which, as the Chair remembers, « 


taken to the ruling of the gentleman from Maine now on the flo 
Mr. REED. The doctrine can not be maintained that when 

the enumeration made by the Chair does not amount to a quorum 

the point may be waived, because so far as the Chair knows, no 





quorum has voted; and if it be essential, under the Constitution, 
that a quorum should vote, then nobody has authority to waive 
that constitutional requirement. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Maine (if the Chair may 
be permitted to say so) is doing now as he did sometimes in the 
last Congress—dodging the question. Laughter. | 


Mr. REED. y to the Speaker that I was not : 


[ re spectfully sa 
cused at that time by anyone of dodging any question. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union (Mr. MCCREARY in the chair) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4636) making appropriations for 
the supportof the Military Academy for the year ending June 30, 
1893. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thirty minutes remain for general debate, 
fifteen minutes on each side. The gentleman from Missouri | Mr 
DOCKERY | is first recognized. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iyield tomy colleague on the Committee on 


Appropriations, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], the fif- 


teen minutes on our side, or so much of that time as he may desire. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, in the remarks which the ven- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] on yesterday submitted while 
his bill was under consideration his allusions to those who had 


criticized the appropriations made by the Fifty-first Congress 


} 
were not very complimentary. | have not had an opport inity tor 





reading his speech, as it has not appeared in the RECORD; but] 
understood the gentleman to say while he was addressing the 
House, and to take the position, that the appropriations of the 
Fifty-first Congress were not out of proportion in their 4 
over the Fiftieth to the appropriations of the Fiftieth Cor 

as compared with those of the Forty-ninth. Am I cor t? 


Mr. DINGLEY. Outside of pensions. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, outside of pensions. Now, if the co 
mittee will give me its attention for afew minutes only I t 
that I will be easily : 


¢ } 
everyone present that the gentleman from Maine is greatly in 


able to demonstr% 





error, so far as regards his comparison of the appropriations of 
the three Congresses. 
The appropriations, Mr. Chairman, of the Fifty-first Congress 
that is, the regular annual appropriations, amounted to the s 
of $764,301 ,922.34. Now, if we add t 
priations the permanent appropriat 
193,07, we will find that the total apy 
and permanent, of the Fifty-first Congress, a1 nt to $1,039,468 
115.41 in the aggregate. 
Mr. DINGLEY. es the 
Mr. SAYERS. The permanen 


$147,598,288.07, and for 








sums added together make $275.166.1%: ; 
Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not know from what t! 


reading. 


4 


. read from the statements i h 

wo committees. 

Mr. SAYERS. lw not sav, M { AL? an. as the 
man did in reference to some of us « esterday afternoo 
in his statements to ead the Ho 

but I will say 


, 
is by the Secretary of the Treasury he v fine 


he intended 





*¢ 4% , 4 
li tone pre n 


rect and that he isin error. The mistake made by t 
man from Maine is this, that he has fa 1 to t 

é ration the rey ised estimates o as 
the present Congress. 


Mr. DINGLE 


mates—their 





added %20 
500,000, which make substant ally the same fig 
But I will ru gentleman nov 
sion to answer in my own time. 


Mr. SAYERS. 


+ int . + +) 
inter? Y 
now in 


Mr. Chairman, [ trust the committ 
me its attention, for I intend to demonstrate by proof 
be found on examination to be conclusive that 


penditures of the Fifty-first Congress being in proportion 


appropriations of the Fiftieth Congress they were mo. 1aD 
three times as much, when comparing the excess of the Fifty- 
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first ov t Fiftieth Congress with the excess of the Fiftieth | FIFTIETH CONGRE 
over the Forty-ninth Congress. | Regular annual appropriations made by the Fiftieth ( 

ln i} tates n to the countrv last March by the chair- gress, namel; 

i a ] c ven ne coun ry a : March by Uae La I LRRD = ' Ly ae: J $306, 985, 544. 63 
me l Ur tees on Appropriations of the Fifty-first | 1890 2 . Cee ie 226, 646, 460. 32 
( ress, t d to take into the account the expenditures | - 

. a | nm ~ 
\ ant mated to result from the indefinite j , i“ ‘ . 63, 632 004 9% 
} that Cor . for back pay and bountv Add forpermanent appro priations for fiscal years 1889 and 
a) a > Maude Vy tia ODETCSS ie ac ay « arty 1890, as stated in the Books of Estimates for 1891 and 1892, 
to \ s; and such gentlemen as were members of the [Fil- namely: 
34 “1] . } os evain w ‘ ! 1889 $101, 638, 512.7 
tic ( 38 W remember how again and again we called 1990 os "98 875, 907. 29 
. ; . . . . e ° $uiboeadeece - 2 : 0,3 —~—_ 
up the majority to strike out these indefinite appropriations | aaa 200. 514, 420. 03 
and insert definite amounts. These two amounts aggrega i a a 
. ‘= - . 7 7 1 | : Totalapvronpriations. Fifttieth C yreac - , 4o4 ¢ 
$2,347,059.16, and should be added to the sum total to which I have x al appropriations, I ; Cong! a as’ ore @8 
» . Veauct pensions and Stal service JU, 482, 943. US 
already referred, making in all $1,041,815,174.57 as the appropri- ; ™s . leiulemiiaaiiien 
ations of the Fifty-first Congress. 491, 663, 446. 96 
" st fen eonnntatt he Biftiet] ‘ rage ¢ inted _—______—— 
lhe entire sppropria ons of the Fiftieth Congress amounted . y ae — 
‘ = | z opriz ons, ortv-n I megress 740, 342, 40. ¢ 
to $794. 14¢ 124.1 D SR Rn ee ee eae z iattol Total appropri ations, Forty-ninth Congre 2m 495. 51 
LO Dit i . educt that amount [rom the appropriations | Deduct pensions and postal service 7 275, 288, 213. 40 
of the Fifty-first and we have an increase of $247,668,- - —— 
a came : : ntpas > | : 229 | 
itv »Dy the Fil Congress over the Fiftieth. And I chal- = ‘fttathC s : = ; a : 171, 054, 28 I 
4 2 a8 a ei : aaa a 7 é ‘¢..7)., | Excess Fiftieth Congress over Forty-ninth Congre exclud 
ler the gent Maine [Ma . DINGLEY | to suck essfully cluding pensions and postal service ~ =f 20. 609. 164. 85 
ref! this stater — = 
- : ci 5 
rT ; } son4 } ss te } 4 ;» | Total appropriations, Fifty-first Congress 1, 041, 815, 174. 57 
here were three points made or atte ited to be made, Mr. ne ’ . 5 . , ~ ) am an 
: ‘ ree pol - © Or tter — l ee . 2 | Deduct pensions and postal service ak we 438, 463, 673. 29 
Chairman, by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy]in favor silenced atten. 
of the at iations of th Fifty-first Congress. One was be- 603, 351, 501. 28 
ct i the enormous increase n thee eI litu es on accoun t of m . . r — —— 
en penagaen Net tpatii in a shew a - . a ae __ | Total appropriations, Fiftieth Congress a 794, 148, 424. 98 
pel ns; another was the increase ol the expen itures on a |; Deduct pensions and postal service._......................-.... 302, 482, 978. 02 


count of the postal serv ice; and the third was the increase ef ti 
expenditures on account of the purchase of certain lands from the e 


Indians \ , re Excess Fifty-first over Fiftieth Congress, excluding pensions 
Eliminating from the appropriations of the Forty-ninth, Fif- | _ and postalservice “0 ai 111, 688, 054. 32 


191, 668 3, 146. 96 


tieth, and Fifty-first Congresses the items for pensions and for Excess Fiftieth over Forty-ninth Congress, excluding pen 


. ! : sions and postal service 20, 609, 164. 85 
the postal service, and we have an excess of $20,609,164.85 in the ' 

















: apl ropriations. by the Fiftieth Congress over those of the Forty- = , ; 91, 078, 889. 47 
ninth; and an excess by the Fifty-first Congress over the Fiftieth | I peg oe eg = en ee mg ate aay yO 
of 111,688 004. . But the gentleman from Maine may claim Actual and estimated for 1892......_......_.... 16.000.000.00 
that we ought to take from the appropriations by the Fifty-first —_———— 39, 553, 208. 50 
Congress the sum of $39,553,298.50 for the national-bank note re- S15. Gon. 9 
demption account. Allowing thatreduction we will havestill left <atiammamiadde 
the sum of $72,134,755.82 as an excess of appropriations by the | Excess of Fifty-first over Fiftieth Congress, after deducting 
rf if y-first Congress over the EF iftieth ( ongress. — ; poms ne _s rvice, and national-bank note rede — a 
Mr. DOCKERY. hat is, xcluding appropriations for the pos- | Excess of Fiftieth over Forty- ‘ninth Congress, after deduct- 
al serviee and for pens ons. ing pensions and postal s ice a _— wae 20, 609, 164. 85 
r. SAYERS. Yes,and also excluding the appropriations by | appropriations FOR RATIFICATION OF INDIAN TREATIES AND PURCHASE 
the Fifty-first Congress for the national-bank note redemption OF INDIAN LANDS. 
account. Fiftieth Congre 
The gentleman from Maine, Mr. Chairman, congratulated the | First session, 1889 oo — -- - $1, 458, 000. 00 
Fifty-first Congress because of the expenditures by that Congress | ~°°O"° *sston. ~~ ; ——— ee 
for the } hase of lands for settlers, and he told us that that | 9, 041, 499. 10 
was one of the reasons why the account was so large against the | Fifly-first ( 
Fi irst Congress, and that the money would be returned into he all ee oe Pe . 6743. 240.75 
tl resets ‘y, and that homes would be given to the homeless. | aut 
U pon an examination of the laws passed during the Fiftieth Con- XCes Fd ape ee stions by Henman ty r Fifty-fir . wn noannennee 2) 2068 258. 35 
gress—I would like for the gentleman from Maine to give me his | “Sescion of the Fiftieth Congress. to Tay the Choctaw jude 
attentior n this point—I find that $9,041,499.10 was appropri-| ment stalls eta iteadiaiens --ee-- 2,885,798. 62 
ated by the Fiftieth Congress for that specific purpose, whereas ay st the & a I sessi ne of the Fifty-first Congress,to pay the — area 
the Fifty-first Congress appropriated but $6,.743,.240.75, being Il 83 | ee ee ee =, 901, 450. 00 
by $2,298,258.35. The C HAIR _ AN. Under the order fifteen minutes are now 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. | allowed to the other side. 
Mr.SAYERS. I ask leave to append to my remarks the tables | "WHEELER of Alabama. I yield to the gentleman from 
from which I[ have beer qu iting, | Ohio (Mr. Hot UK] as much time as he desires 
The ¢ AIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas[Mr.Sayrsrs]| Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, in the few minutes I pro- 
asks unanimous consent to append to his remarks the statement | pose to. ocet ipy the attention of the committee I will speak upon 
to th he has referred. Is there objection? the provisions of the bill, and will not pursue the discussion of 
There was no objection. | the question of the financial condition of the Treasury, so largely 
The ¢ is as follows: | entered upon by the gentlemen who have preceded me. 
FIFTY-FIRS® CONGRESS. | This bill, as | understand it, proposes to make the requisite 
r annual appropriations of the Fifty-tirst Congress, | and necessary appropriations for the maintenance and support of 
t ent » by the chairmen « of the ¢ oo es the Military “Academy for the next fiscal year. 
>. 1801. name nt COMGREMSSONAL BOOED Maren [f there are any provisions in it that call for any ‘‘ unneces- 
sé : 1.55 | sary” or ‘* improper ” expenditures, it is proper that that should 
7? | be shown to the committee, and such provisions should be elim- 
"B4 301. 922. 34 inated. , " ; 
Add for permanet ppropriations for fiscal years 1891 and | if the appropriations, upon the other hand, are necessary and 
1802, a ute 1 the Book of Estimate Litted to th proper they should be retained, and are not obnoxious to any 
i 1 - : ” ae oe $147, 5K, 288. 07 | valid obj ctions on the score of economy. ; 
293 127, 567, 905. 00 | Even the distinguished gentleman who is at the head of the 
275, 166, 193.07 | Appropriations Committee, if he were present in his seat before 
1.039. 468. 115.41 | Me, could enter no such valid objection, on the strictest construc- 
Add amount rv ed in Book of Estimates for 1893 as ex- tion of the resolution he offered afew days ago, and which was 
umount estimated to be expended in | adopted by the House in respect to the rule to be observed in the 
18 e appropriations for “ back pay, bounty | sat ale “4 rahe nn a aed ' 
3 . ne . _ making Of appropriations by this Congress. 
962, 059. 16 | Lunderstand him distinctly to hold that his resolution would 








985, 000. 00 


— ee 2, 347, O59, 1¢ 


not apply to any appropriations required by any of the Depart- 

abdake | ments of the Government in the judicious and economical admin- 
1, O41, 815, 174. 57 | oe of public affairs. 

A propriation ule by Fiftieth Congress ----e---+ 704, 146,424.98) Now, althoughthe Military Academy is not strictly a “ depart 

247, 668, 749, 59 | ME ont of the Government, it is a most essential and nece ssary 


Increase Fifty-first over Fiftieth Congress r tan 3 
part of the War Department, and in its origin antedates many, 





a alpaca as cad. os, ipl a 


Sana al 


- PRIN. S aP ier AAAS IN 


ao Ps dE." 


1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1035 





2—— —————__—$ NS ANESASSRRS 








—— 
if not most, of the departments at present existing in the public | of disorder in the Hall at this time . ng f v 
administration. talkin ig loudly baals of the 

§ The Military Academy is the oldest institution of the kind in TheCHAIRMAN. The: sper 

3 the United States. The Continental Congress, which gave to | we have order. 

the country and the world the Declaration of Independence, Mr. HOUK of Ohio. It \ ( an. te 
passed a resolution in October, 1776, ap pointing a committee to this committe: whi th he ey é t \ tiled to ¢ ecia 
report a plan for the establishment of the Military Academy. | attention and consideration to every t made it ( 

In 1783, when Gen. Washington was occupying his last mili- | appropriation of public provide 
tary headquarters at Ne wburg, and when the sun of Americar It will not do to say the comm d their dut 
Inde pende nee, so long obscured, had just broken through the The CHAIRMAN. ‘Tl enm ‘ vrentleman 
clouds of the Re wobuthonery war, surrounded by a few, that de- | from Ohio have expired. 
voted band of heroe ‘who had borne with him the vicissitudes and Mr. OUTHWAITE | vie m OmMv co 
sufferings of that grand struggle, he called the attention of his | league. 
brother officers to the important subject of the peace establish- Mr. HOUK of Ohio. I was not aware, Mr. Chairman, that 
ment. had consumed so ich time. I have but little more to say. 
It was at this solemn and pathetic crisis, when a veteran army In addition to the consideration of this « nit [w 
was about to be disbanded,and whenits maimed and battle-worn | say further that under a law that has been in force f ’ 
officers, broken with long service, were about to be cast destitute | thirty-five years, as | know. there has been a Board of \ 
and disabled upon the country they had fought to make free, that | appointed annually to the Milita ademy, composed of seven 
the matchless wisdom and patriotism of Washington shone with | gentlemen appointed at large by e President ( ( 
a luster even more brilliant than that of his fortitude and abili- House of Representatives, and two by the Senate, to whom | 
ties in war. been committed the duty of investigating the matters embraced 
It was then that his capacious mind, anticipating the future | in this very bill. 

needs of the nation, conceived and recommended for adoption in The accomplished gentleman from M gan [Mr. BURROWS 
the plan of that peace establishment the permanent organization | was upon that Board last June. 

{ and maintenance of the Military Academy at West Point. It sat a number of weeks at West Point, divided itself into sub- 

, Col. Pickering, his accomplished Quartermaster-General, in | committees to whom was assigned the duty of investigating all 
an elaborate and exhaustive report, set forth the necessity of | the branches of administration and the needs of the institutio 

4 such an institution: and afterwards, in 1793, when his message as The very able report of that Board [ have in my hand, and 

4 President was transmitted to Congress, Gen. Washington pressed | considersand reports upon almost all the matters contained in this 
the recommendation for the Military Academy, which was ap- | bill. It was made to the Secretary of War for the informati 
proved by Mr. Randolph, Gen. Hamilton, and Gen. Knox, and | of Congress, has been published, and accessible to every mem- 
afterwards supported by Mr. Jefferson also, who approved of | ber upon this floor. 
legislation favoring and increasing the efficiency of the institu- Now, after all this information, obtained from all accessible 
tion. sources, the Committee on Military Affairs have made their re- 





This Academy, then, Mr. Chairman, was born of the throes of | port, recommending to the House the appropriation contained 
the American Revolution. Its founders were the foundersof the | in it as requisite, necessary, and proper. I am not ready to ap- 
Republic, with the smoke of the Revolution stille linging to their | ply to that report the Procrustean rule of economy which 


©LU5S 


hs Lr 





garments. It had itsoriginintheir wisdom and patriotism and | to find favor with the Committee on Appropriations. 
love of liberty. [t still preserves in itsorganization and admin- [listened with much interest to the vehementand distinguished 
istration features that recall the purity, simplicity, andthe grand | gentleman from Missouri in regard to this matter of economy and 
thought of the heroic age that gave it birth. the necessity of cutting appropriations. 
It has been cherished and sustained from thattime to the pres- [ am in favor of the same economy precisely, in principle, pro 
4 ent hour as an institution indispensably necessary to the effi- | fessed bythe distinguished gentlemen of that committee,ineludit 
3 ciency of the military arm of the Government. my respected friend [Mr. HOLMAN], its chairman, that is, that all 
: It has educated the youth of the country, who, by a system of | public expenditures should be limited to the necessities of the 
impartial distribution and appointment from all sections of the | Government intelligently and economically administered. | make 
Republic, have been called to receive and enjoy its advantages; | no rule for the action of others; and will allow none to be made 
% and I may say that no abler or more accomp lished bi dy « f men | for me, except that upon any and every appropriation J may b 
3 have ever been called to the service of this or any other country of called upon to vote so long as [am a member of this House, | 
q the world than the men who have graduated from that Academy. shall vote solely from a sense of public duty, and with a view to 
i I may recall, without the disparagement of a thousand others, | meet the reasonable and just requirements of an efficient public 
: the name of one who is the son of a plain farmer of my own | service in all the Departments of the Government 
: county, who was born and raised upon a farm. I refer to Gen. Mr. OUTHWAITE. The tin closing ( i 
; George Crook, whose services to the country, even in the last | has so nearly expired, that | ask to proceed 
: ten or fifteen years of his life, in the management of Indian af- | eration of the bill. 
fairs, by his wisdom, tact, and bravery saved to the Government Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. If no gentleman: es 
of the United States a larger amount of actual money than all | [ will ask that the bill be read by paragraphs 
the amounts of appropriation in this bill put together. The CHAIRMAN. There is one minute remaining for general 
The maintenance of the Military Academy is the wisest, and, I | debate, but without objection, the bill will be read by paragra 
undertake to say, the most truly economical measure of public There was no objection. 
expenditure that can be found in the administration of this Gov- The Clerk read as follows: 
ernment. It saves to the country more than ten times its cost For pay of one superintendent of the Uni M , 
annually to the people in rendering unnecessary the continuance | onel), in addition to pay as li bl 
of a large military establishment. It is scarcely possible to over- | °°“ 
estimate its value to the people of the United States. Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike « the last 
The real military force of the country is enrolled and organ- | word. 
ized, as all know, through the action of the State governments. Mr. Chairman, one morning last w [ stepped into the ro 
By maintaining in constant readiness a thoroughly educated | of the Sergeant-at-Arms and received $417, my sala for o1 
body of officers, trained in the same institution and skilled inall month. | pocketed it with gratification, and proce yt 
the details of the art of war, this entire military force of the | room of the Committee on Military Affairs, of wh con 
people of the United States is susceptible of almost instantaneous tee | have the honor to be a men ber. As I stepped into 
organization and mobilization as a substantial unit, thus saving | room] could not help thinking how pleasant that room q 
to the country during the long period of peace the fruits of the sd is ap leasant room, lighted with four large windows, enough 
productive industry of millions of men, who might otherwise be ‘the daytime. At night there is a large six-lighted chandelier 
required, as in European countries, to pass a stated number of | and seven side lights [t is beautifully furnished. As I walked 
ke years in early life under arms in time of peace. into th room the soft carpet gav: back no sound of my footfall. 
- And now afew words as to the details of this bill. I under- | The clerks w re in their places. Everything was elegant and 
‘ stand the principle upon which this House is organized, and by | nice. Ww hy, when [ looked upon that room the words of an old 


which alone it is practicable and possible to transact the public song that | h: uid known when I was a farmer’s boy in the oa 





business brought before it. Itis necessary that it be divide " into | openings of Wisconsin came bounding back to me, and [ asked 
a number of standing and select committees; and to this Commit- | my wife what they were, so as to get them right. [] 
tee upon Military Affairs has been committed, under the rules of (nd I said: 
the House, the matters embraced in this bill. If there's peace to be found in this w 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the at- The heart that is humble might lo 
tention of the Chair to the fact that there is an unusual amount [Laughter]. 
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Having 


easy, Cu 


heart, sir, I sat down on one of those nice. 
ed chairs and fell into a meditation. I meditated 


hiumb!l 
Nn OUMDLe 





for some time at the rate of $14 a day, or thereabouts [laughter], 
upon the burdens resting age the taxpayers of this country, 


burdens might be lifted. Just 
1an, my eye fell upon some of the items in this 
rst that L noticed was $100 for a bowling alley, 
andI said. ‘*‘ What do the cadets want with abi eee allev? A 
t billiards or mee in a while, 


Congressman wants to play 
but why should the cadets want to play any omeiill * Sol struck 
| Laugh- 


problem of how those 








that out. I began *‘ reforming” the bill right there. 
ter.| The next item was $200 or $300 for a band. 

Now. of course it is ne cessary for ¢ ‘ong ress 
theater occasionally to see the play and hear some good music, 
t I would like to know what the cadets want of a band? Sol 

that out. [Laughter.] Next came an appropriation for 
$50,000 for a gas plant. Mr. Castrasen, we have over three 
hundred of those on hand here [laughter], and what do we want 
to buy any more for? If they want a new "gas plant up there, let 
us send them some of these. The 
sinks and bathrooms. [ reduced that to $500. Then I came to 
he item of $166,000 for cadets, and I thought I would strike off 
$100,000. Then I began to figure: $540 a year, $45 a month, $1.50 
aday. By the time [ got down to that point the case begs ran to 
look a little different from how it appeared in the aggregate. 
One dollar and fifty cents a day to pay for board and clothing and 
washing, and the cadet must look clean and be in good order all 
the while. 

{Here the hammer fell, but by unanimous consent Mr. 
was permitted to proceed. 

Mr. BOWERS. Why, Mr. Chairman, only the day before I had 
paid a dollar for an indifferent lunch in the House restaurant, and 
when I got down to that $1.50 a day I began tochange my mind. 
The figures began to fade and there came suddenly between my 
eves and that bill a picture of one of those rooms at West Point 
where two of my young friends who graduated there with honors 
was the picture: a plain room with 
plain walls, no place to hang a picture: with bare floors, with 
two chairs for the two occupants: no no cush- 
ioned chair or sofa in that room: one side light, acommon table. 
and two cots in tl I looked at that picture and then at 
the pleasant 1 | was sitting, and I quit ** reforming” 
this bill right there. canes’ 

If I had voted to cut it down more | never could have 


men to go to the 


BOWERS 


spent some years. There 


visitors allowed: 


1 corn = 


room in wl 


taken 


any further comfort in that beautiful room of the Military Com- 
mittee [lauchter], and I thought I would leave this bill for some 
other member to practice *‘economy” upon. Mr. Chairman, I 


do not care whether this appropriation for the support of the 


Military Academy is greater or less than any that may have been 


made in years past. The appropriations of two years ago, or 
three years ago, are in the dead past. The question is, what is 
required now? A gentleman on the other side,speaking yester- 


day, said that there was not a Democrat in this House but would 











denounce t appropriations of the last Congress in the aggrre- 
gat 

I guess he was oht “Aggregate” is a good word in that 
connection. But the man that I want to see, the me amber of this 
House that I want to see, either Der *{ * Republican, is the 
man who will rise here and say that the appropriation made b 
the last Congress for a publie building in his district, or for the 
imp tof rivers ai harbors, or of dry creeks, in his dis- 
trict as extravagant Chat is the man that I want to see 
[laughter]|,and I want tosee how the man will look who proposes 
to cut down this bill when his own local bi!l comes up appropri- 

$100,000 or $200,000 for rivers or harbors or public build- 

ines in the community that he represents. Shall we then hear 

m throug his fog-horn hoarsely howling “Cut it down! 
‘¢ + + ‘ Ps 

[ trow 1 Mr. Chairman, lam a party man when a manshould 
be a party man, but when I was elected a member of this House 
[ supposed that, while | was to be no less a party man, I was to 


be something more, I was to be a representative of the people: 


and, as a Representative, I propose to judge of these bills for my- 
self and to act accordingly, and I do not care what effect my de- 
cision may have upon the Republican party or the Democratic 
party Laughter.] I say to yo 1, gentlemen, you should 
pass t las itis printed withoutachange. I tell youl would 





either maintain this great national Military Academy ina decent 
respectabl anner, or else I would abolish it altogether. I 
would not make a starved cat of it. [Laughter.] It is our duty 
to maintain it decently, and to treat the young men who propose 
service of their country fairly and 
generously, and that is all that this bill undertakes to do. 

Mr. WATSON obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California [Mr. 
BOWERS] withdraw his amendment? 


to devote their lives to the 
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Mr. BOWERS. I do. 

Mr. WATSON. I renew the amendment. Mr. Chairman, 
when an increase in appropriation is asked there should certainly 
be shown some strong reasons for such increase. Yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.WHEELER], coming from 
the Democratic side, which is pledged, if pledged to anything, 
to that criminal procedure which is here characterized, with 
some sarcasm, as ‘‘retrenchment and reform”—the gentleman, 
with aconfidence which is cheerful and almost approaches to the 
frolicsome, asks us at the very beginning of these appropriation 
bills to increase the appropriation for the Military Academy some 
$63,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that gentlemen on either side of this 
floor will regard me as sincere when [ assert that I have no less 
pride in this e ountry as a country than any gentleman who will 


address you during this session. But, sir, I state as my convic- 
tion that the necessity for this increase does not exist, and that 
the condition of the Treasury and of the country does not warrant 
it. As my colleague [Mr. BLOUNT] well said, this economizing 
muststartsomewhere. If we are to begin, let us begin; and there 
is no place so fitting for a beginning as the commencement. 

[ beg leave to call the attention of gentlemen to the expense of 
our militar y establishment as compared with that of other gov- 
ernments. We have to-day, gentlemen of the committee, the 
most expensive military establishment known to any country 
which has a place on the mapof the world. Great Britain’s mil- 
itary establishment costs $150,000,000; the military establishment 
of France costs substantially the same; the military establish- 
ment of Germany about $175,000,000. Ours, Mr. Chairman, in 
round numbers, has approached the stupendous total of $200,000,- 
000. To-day, Mr.Chairman and gentlemen,we are absolutely pay- 
ing more for our military e stablishment than is paid by Germany 
for hers, although she maintains the finest army that the planet 
has ever seen. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What does the 
‘military establishment” when he 
tablishment costing $200,000,000? 

Mr. WATSON. When I say military establishment I mean 
all expenditures, from army commanders down to disabled vet- 
erans—everything. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 


gentleman mean by the 
talks about our military es- 


Does that include pensions? 

Mr. WATSON. Including pensions, of course. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Our military establishment costs less 
than $25,000,000, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How much of the amount which the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. WATSON] names is for pensions? 

Mr. WATSON. One hundred and twenty million dollars, of 
course. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
of the $200,000,000, 

Mr. WATSON. Butif the gentleman will examine my state- 
ment as to the relative expenditures of these different nations for 
their military establishments he will see that I put the pensions 
of England into the account; I put the pensions of France into 
theaccount: I put the pensions of Germany into the account: and 
they are by no means insignificant in amounts. 

Here the hammer fell. |] 

Mr. SIMPSON. I ask that the 
Georgia [Mr. WATSON] be 

hg was no objection. 

WATSON. I say again that the sum total of our military 

establishment is staggering in itscost. I say again that our con- 
dition does not warrant— 

Mr. MEREDITH rose. 


One hundred and twenty million dollars out 


time of the gentleman from 
extended for five minutes. 


The ¢ H AIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
W \TSON] yield ? 
. WATSON. I hope the gentleman will remember that I 


am restricted as to time. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I only wish to ask the gentleman what con- 
nection the pensions have with an appropriation for the Military 
Academy? 

Mr. WATSON. I am coming to that. The 
part of our military establishment. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. The gentleman will allow me to interrupt 
him a moment for acorrection. I would like to have him add to 
his budget $1,000. I am myself supporting a veteran who costs 
me about that much. 

Mr. WATSON. That is very much to your credit; I am glad 
you are doing it, and I presume the veteran is. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, if the gentleman will investigate the budgets of these va- 
rious countries he will find that pensions are put to the expense 
of the military account. 

Now, I say, Mr. Chairman, that the condition of our finances, 
individual and national, does not warrant an increase of these 
appropriations, does not warrant setting an example of enlarg- 
ing expenditures. Take the newspapers that come to your desks 
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every morning; read the record there displayed. Great bank- 
ing houses go ‘crashing down to financial ruin; great mercantile 
houses are closing their doors; the reports of the Southern and 
Southwestern railroads show diminution of profits such as has 
not been — within the life of any man on this floor. 
tress is everywhere. Gentlemen on both sides of this Chambe1 
are matching themselves in intellectual strength, on the one 
side to show that we have a deficit, and on the other toshow that 
we have not. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the very first bill that comes be- 
fore us and raises this question. 


Dis- 
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Shall we face the scorn of those | 


who have contempt for economy or shall we brave their contempt | 


and demand that there shall be retrenchment and economy in 
theseappropriations? Forone, whatever contemptit shall bring, 
I shall favoreconomy. Ishall notavoid the duty which I believe 
is imposed upon me, as I shall not vote to add one single dollar 
to the expenses of this Government where it can be possibly 
avoided. I believe the point where forbearance ceases and the 
patience of the taxpayers is exhausted has much more rapidly 
been approached than any gentleman on this floor seems to ap- 
prehend. 

Mr. BABBITT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that general debate on this bill 
was closed by a vote of the House. 
the items of the bill as we reach them 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state that the bill is 


It should be confined now to | 


| alike from their hands their daily food. The 


now being read by paragraphs for amendment and debate under | 


the five-minute rule. 

The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment as having 
been withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of eight professors, 237,000. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to bring to the 
attention of the Chair Rule XXI, and reserve the point of order 
against this paragraph of the bill until I ask the gentleman from 
Alabama if this appropriation is not in direct conflict with the 
rule? It is an increase of the salary of $252.77, and I wish to 
ask—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is caused in this way. One 
of the professors last year was a lieutenant-colonel— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
and then I hope the gentleman will answer it. 
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I want to say here that the farmers of my section are in favor 
of appropriations which shall give to the coming soldiers of the 
Republic, and to the coming defenders of the nation, every advan- 
tage in the power of this great people to give to those on whom 
we must rely in times of danger. And, sir, I should go home to 
my constituents shamefaced and feel keenly the disgrace, if ] 
should refuse to vote liberal appropriations from first to last, such 
as have been advocated by the disting chairman of this com- 
mittee. 

[ do not propose, gentlemen, at this time to occupy your valu- 
able time, but I want to enter my protest here and nor w for the 
balance of this session against that principle which shall be par- 
simonious and beneath the dignity of an American farmer: and 
[ want to say that we are prepared to vote for those appropria- 
tions which will bring peace and happiness to our land. Why, 
gentlemen, the farmers supply every need of the country. It is 
to them that we must look in times of peril and times of trouble. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the oo has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, [ move to strike 
out the last word, and ask to be recognized onl yield to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that will be 
done. 

Mr. BABBITT. I wish to say that their brothers till the 
fields and gather the fruits which keep starvation from every 
dwelling. “Re »presentative, President, priest, aud people receive 
timid warbler that 
never leaves its native groves chants their praise in melody and 
White-winged commerce spre ads its — to bear to other 
climes the surplus of their indefatigable en« Patriotism is 
strengthened and made courageous by the oe inteous sup pl , 
which their munificence lays at its feet; and all should inspire 
you, gentlemen, to vote honest appropriations for the defense of 
the whole country, North and South. [Applause. | 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Having read as follows 

For pay of one teacher of music 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I move 


out the last word. At the annual meeting of the Wool Growe oa 
Association of the State of Ohio, a very large 


uished 


$1,080 


LO str} 


assoc iatior 1 com 


| posed of Democrats and Republicans, a nonpartisan association, 


Allow me to complete my statement first, | 
I wish to ask | 


how this increase can be made in the face of existing law under | 


Rule XXT? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
the law. 
the office of the Paymaster-General. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, I hope the gentleman will 
us how. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Last year one of these profess- 
ors was a lieutenant-colonel. He has been promoted since to 
the rank of colonel, and is, therefore, entitled to larger pay; and 
if we do not appropriate it he could sue the Government and 
get it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The law, I will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Georgia, is embodied in section 1336 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. This provision is in strict conformity with the 
statute. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
to read the statute. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
are increasing this salary 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

was passed in 1870. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the 
upon the point of order? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No; I only reserved the right to make it. 

Mr. BABBITT. Mr. Chairman, there are all kinds of farm- 
ers, as well as all kinds of statesmen. As I amafarmerand rep- 
resent a farming community—I believe the best in the glorious 
old Commonwealth of Wisconsin—and inasmuch as [ have not 
appeared before the House heretofore, I am glad of the privilege 
of speaking on this question for a few moments, inasmuch as it 
vitally interests me and my constituents. 

[approve most lreartily the views which have been so ably ex- 
pressed in favor of economy on this floor. I believe in the prin- 


Because it is in conformity with 


That is what [ wanted to ascertain. 
There is no need of taking up the time 
You are aware that under Rule XXI you 
Yes; 


but it results from the law, which 


gentleman from Georgia insist 


These estimates for pay of officers are calculated in | 


show | 


and one of the highest character 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. How many Democrats are there in it? 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. A great many of the Democrats 
in my district belong to this association and I 
case all over the State. 


resume this is th 


A great many Democrats raise wool. <A few of them had th: 
wool pulled over their eyes afew years ago, but they are getting 

| their eyes open now, as you will see presently. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The y do not belong to that little coterie 


who call themselves the Ohio Wool Growers’ 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The 
meeting in Columbus the other day, 
tions which I desire to have read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The resolutions can be read in the ti: 
of the gentleman. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Of course. 
Somebody on the other side 


Association. 
ld its annua 


some resol 


associs ttion hel 
and adopted 


This is what [ pro 


pose, might object if I did not ha 


them read in my own time. 


ciple which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY ERS] has advo- | 


cated. But above economy, and above all the principles whicl 

are involved in economy, I regard the liberty, the prosperity, fad 
the welfare of the nation as superior. And, gentlemen, I must 
say, as a representative farmer, that I am in favor of such appro- 
priations as in times of peace may prepare us for war. [Ap- 
plause.] 


The Clerk read as follows: 
The following res 
Resolved, 


ne were adopted 
That this ass« ion condemn the monstrou 





and ruinous prop 





osition made by Members of the House of Representatives at Washington 
to place wool on the free list. Free wool, whether under cover of recipro 
treaties or by any means, is hostile to all our agricultural industri und 
should be condemned by every farmer at the ballot box and in every other 
practicable method 

Resolved, That while the general policy of a protective tariff is main l 


we demand such improved protection for the wool in du try and on 
portation of mutton sheep, and of raw cotton, as will, within the near f 
give to American farmers the privilege of supplying all wool, and m 
and cotton used in the United States, and we recommend to the farn 
the United States such increase in sheep as will allow them to accor 
this desirable object a 








S to wool and mutton 











Resolved, That we appeal to the President of the United States to 
the laws now in force xe wr the promotion of the wool industry be 
enforced and that all officers found wanting in capaeity p 
of duty — be speer aily rem We declare our pur ‘ ) I l 
islation as fully beneficial t l-crowe is to th ( 
manufact urin r industries ! | pl 
for wool industry shall cor lemal r en iS @ part « 
the same policy, and wool-growers are earnestly urged to oppose the nom 
nation of any citizen for any politica nd he pu 
pose of this resolution 
Resolved, T we ask Congress to provide an officer in the Depa i 
Justice whose duty it should be to aid in the enforcement of the la 
| toimports of sheep, wool and other fibers, as well by insp 
of customs officers as by argument before the ward of 
the Treasury Department and in the court 


During the reading of the resolutions 
Mr. FITHIAN said: Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 


that these resolutions are not in order 
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the issue of retrenchment and economy as well as + the issues 
raised by the force bill and the McKinley bill, and if we pr pose 
to begin to retrench at all we must begin somewhere. We in- 
tend to stand by our guns and fight the battle of ec onomy to the 
finish, whatever may happen 

I do not care how smail the item may be—I do not care how 
insignificant it may appear, gentlemen should remember that it 
is the little grains of sand that make up our beautiful earth, and 
the little drops of water that make the mighty ocean, and when 
you come to count up the total you will find that a little economy 
1ere and a little economy there, and a little economy all round, 
will make an aggregate sum that will command the admiration 
and the indorsement of the American people. 

Some time ago our friends on the other side were denouncir 
this asa ‘‘ five-cent Congress,” but, thank God, they have gotten 
their eyes open. They ‘have discovered that the American peo- 
ple loved that title and have found that that is a popular phrase 
with which to go to the American people, and they will find that 
in the elections of 1892 a ‘‘ five-cent Congress” will be ten times 
more popular with the American people than a “‘ billion-dollar 
Congress.” [Applause on the Democratic side]. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Mr.Chairman, I hope the Democratic party 
will send the gentleman as asample. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PENDLETON. The people have dispensed with such 
‘‘samples” as yourself in many cases. [Laughter.] 

The question was taken on the motion to strike out the para- 
graph, and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PENDLETON and others called for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 85. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

For clerk to the disbursing officer and quartermaster, $1,200 


Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out lines 9 and 
10 and to insert what I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out lines 9 and 10 and insert: 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve all points of order 
on that amendment, if it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No point of order can be made 
on that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not know about that 
points. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, 
meaning of that amendment. The Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, for some reason which they will probably explain, have 
selected three civilian clerks in the in, so of the Military 
Academy for a reduction of salary. They have cut off from the 
salary of each one of those clerks $300 per annum. The amend- 
ment offered by me is to restore this salary to the amount which 
these employés of the ¢ A he rnment have received continuously 
since 1887. Now, Mr. Chairman, in respect to all just measures 
of economy and every th ing that looks to a fairly economical ad- 
ministration of this Governn 1e nt [ shall always be found voting 
and speaking for the report of any committee tending to that re- 
sult. 


“For clerk to disbursing officer, $1,500.” 


, but I reserve all 


desire to explain the exact 


But, sir, t am opposed to the kind of economy which selects 
out individual « mp loyés of the Government and reduces their 
aries below on figure which gives them, according to the expe- 
rience Ofeyears, only a fair compensation. This reduc 
@ year isasmall matter to this Government, but it may make the 
difference between comfort and discomfort to the men affect 
by it, and I insist that when we start out to economize it 
be by reaching out to salaries larger than ee of $3100 a mon 
and to persons having more important functions to perform t 
those of mers asta the ; 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. I desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. I call hisattention to line 9, which reads: ‘*‘ For clerk tothe 
disbursing officer and quartermaster.” Let him then look at line 
15, where he will find this: ‘‘ For two clerks to the quarter- 

raster and adjutant, respectively, at $1,000 each, $2,000.” Now 
my question is, how does it happen that so many clerks are re- 
quired in that office? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, the additional clerks have been 
provided for by a law heretofore passed; they have beene mployed 
there and no doubt they have been found necessary. I desire to 

say one word about the work which these clerks perform. In the 
ordinary routine of the Military Academy they are busy enough. 

The particular clerks here referred to I know; the y have been 
there for a number of years and have discharged their duties to 
the satisfaction of the officers in charge, so that no criticism has 
ever been made upon them in that respect by anybody. Now, 
as I have already said, in the ordinar y routine of the business of 
the Academy these clerks have sufficient work to do, but this is 
& time of extra and large expenditures there, for the erection of 
new buildings and other matters, and the work which these men 
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have to do is largely icreased b ! mol tbe eas 
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Mr. OU THW AITE. The qu : a few mo ts aco 
by the gentl non my left {[Mr.Cox« i e |" 
tinent. It will serve to explain tl ) 

The Committe. Milit 
j et. four thatt tn ( Lie ‘ 
1 1 rec \ 3 LO TV oO yea acre hoa es 
BACON. I know th ntleman dé t want 
an erroneous statement, an 1 i117 n bi a 
in 1887 and continuously from that tin these en have re ‘ 
$1,500 each. , 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I tell my is mistak 
statement. The committee found that two « the clerks re 
ing $1,500 each were becoming incapable of } orming the 
and that the increase of salary had been allowed to them asa 
of gratuity, and that in addition they had been furnis 
two additional clerks 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. The gent ian will pardo a ) 
ment. As I understand his statement, there are twocler 
who on account of age are unable to do the work, and they ar 


put upon a salary of 31,500 eacl 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. C¢ yX of Tennessee. And two additional clerks also rec 
ing salary are e mploye l to do their work. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the fact very clearly « resst 





Therefore the committee decided to reduce the salaries of thos 
three clerks and also of the twoclerks [tmust be borne in n 1 
that some of these clerks—of the former three, perhaps a 
them—are furnished with quarters. T have a hom: 
for them, and have other advanta which cler} n civ edo 
not enjoy. Their ‘icine there is not expensive ven in a¢ 
$1,200 a year would be ample for th: clerks, and assista 

could be obtained at $900 a vear f vy qualified to 1 : 
deaiduinson which in this instance we \ 1, T f 
committee made this reduction, b vi that upon an 


principle these clerks were not e 
pose to give. 

Mr. SCOTT. As I derstand, ea 
$1,200. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Th cl 3 at $1,200 an it $1 
to do work which was formerly « 1 ( a 
tailed enlist 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 1 
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omy by cutting off one, two, ort 


the salaries of these few clerks, at « tt as | t 


has pending at the same time b t H tion 
for the appointment of an additional clerk to that « ti 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The ntl ; mista a 


The committee has not 
clerk. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I am correct in stating that the com- 
mittee already, before bringing in this proposition, ha cured 
the appointment and employment of an additional « k to their 
own committee at d salary which would fully cover, if not exceed 
this proposed saving. I am led to believe that y they 
trying to pay for thei r additional clerk out of thes nfortunate 


anyt that Kind p YS 1 as the 














L040 


people at West Point. This does not seem to me to rise to the 
dignity of that kind of economy upon which I should like to pose 
before the American people. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment that | 
would like to ha read in this connection. 

The CH \TRM. AN, An amendment is now pending, but the 
centlieman can offer ar nendment to the am« ndment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very [ will address myself to the amend- 
ment pending first 

Mr. BACON. Mr.Chairman, if I may be perm [ desire 
to add a word in re = to this amendment. 


‘ 


The CHAIRMA 
the floor 


Mr. DAVIS. I will yie 


lhe gentleman from Kansas is entitled to 


d to the man if the time can be 


rentle 
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awarded him without taking it out of my time 

Mr. Chairman, I fall in line most heartily and agree with the 
gentleman from Maine[Mr. BOUTELLE]. It seems to me that we | 
are grown-up men here and should not commence to economize | 


at the little end of the horn. Weshould not be quarreling over 
ollars are going to waste, or quarreling 

ars when thousands and millions are going to waste. 
in my ‘thodox authority, orthodox for 
s authority comes from a leading Sena- 
who for fifteen years stood high inthe 
publican party He certainly ought to be ortho- 
dox as to party. H« a colonel in the Union Ar my during the 
war, and ought to be orthodox on military matters; and he 
a national bank president, and ought to be orthodox on that ques- 
tion. I will a » that the authority to which I refer now is the 
ate Senator P. B. Plumb, of Kansas. He says: 
‘he retirement of the national-banking circulation during the past twelve 
months has been 5 per cent of the total amount of the currency outstanding 

[ ask the attention of the House to this statement: 

TI n during that period a phenomenal depreciation of the price 


of propert 


en the doll 


the pennies 





over 1 
L hold 


many r 


hand some 
, First, thi 
tor of the United 


councils of the Rx 


food oO 
asons. 


States, 


Was 





(And speaking of the agricultural interests he says: 
There has been the greatest depreciation of the price of agricultural prod 
ts the country has ever known 


He then goes on to show that the contraction of the currency 
by 5 per cent i its volume means the depreciation of the property 


of the country three billions of dollars. 
That statement, Mr. Chairman, indicates that to pay the ex- 
penses West Point, and all other monetary obligations, the 


people of thiscountry must sell three bill 
labor than before 
tures. What was the 


contraction of the curt 


ions more of the products 
in order to meet the current expendi- 
cause of this? Senator PLUMB says the 
ney prod iced it. 

food authority that 


ot then 


[ have some further [ would like to have 





ibmitted. I will not occupy the time of the House by reading 
it now, but I will insert it with my = marks, being largely quo- 
tations from the same Senator, Mr. Plumb. There is very little 


of my own with it, I will say. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I would vote to maintain the bill as it is; 
would stand by the report of the committee in every detail, 


unless some provision is shown to be excessive, and I would add 


| of abrasion and loss. 
was | 


| greatest depreciation of the price of agricultur 


| #1. 300,000,000. 


to the bill a proviso somewhat in this form: 

Provided, That the said sums herein appropriated shall be paid out in the 
form of newly issued legal-tender Treasury notes, in the usual form and of | 
the usual denominations, thus increasing by the amount of the said sum the 
present volume of the currency in circulation and not adding anything to | 
the tax burden f the pe ple. 

[see my friends on my left are sometimes taunted with the 
costs of the war, but here we have, according to the statements 
of this national-bank president, the assurance that the banks, 


with their tremendous monetary ae r, did as much harm finan- 
cially in twelve months asthe wardid infour years. And that is 


not my statement either, Mr. Chairman. 








[ will publish with my remarks the documents to which I have 
eferre 
[ call attention to the following table and remarks from the 
Chicago Inter Ocean, a leading Republican paper of Illinois, in 
1878 
Jar 
Yea Currency Population Pet 
capita 
865 81, 651, 282, 37: 34,819,581 | 847.42 
1 ROM 1, 803, 702, +5, 537, 148 5). 76 
1 8 1, 330, 414, 677 36, 269, 502 36. 68 
1868. . an 817, 199, 773 37, 016, 949 22. 08 
1RA9 750, 025, 989 37, 779, 800 19. 85 
IRTO 740, 039, 179 38, 588, 371 19.19 
is 734, 244, 774 39, 750, 073 
1872 736, 340, 912 40, 978, 607 7.§ 
1873 738, 291, 749 42, 245, 110 7.48 
1874 779,031,589 | 43,550,756 7.89 
Tr i 5 44, 806, 705 7.3% 
ITE 7 46, 184, 344 5. 89 
1877 47, 714, 820 14. 60 
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“ The 7.30 three-year notes whose circulation as currency is most scouted 
were outstanding on the Ist of September, 1865, to the amount of 830,000,000, 
every dollar of which was legal tender for its face value under the terms of 
the law, ‘to the same extent as United States notes.” 

It is, in our opinion, the height of folly for the opponents of the so-called 
National party to deny facts so well-established as is that of the contraction 
the currency. If that party can not be defeated by a fair and honest state- 
ment of the truth, then it had better be allowed to win.—Jnter Ocean, 1878. 

I now call attention to testimony recent, but equally 

rthodox and truthful. 

In April, 1888, Senator 
traction subject as follows: 

But this contraction of the currency, by n the retirement of na- 
tional-bank circulation, has been going on for more than ten years, and all 
the committee has to say now is that it has considered some bill, but it is not 
yet completed. If the committee will not complete some measure the Senate 
must. If the Senate will not, and if the other House will not, then the country 
is going upon the breakers of financial disturbance. As a Senator saysin my 
hearing, **It is there now I think itis there now. We are dealing with a 
question which has more to do with a welfare of the people of the United 
States, which is more concern to them than any other thing that is pending 
in either House of Congress, or which can be pending—the volume of the cir- 
culating medium of the country, the value of its property, the difference be 
tween debt and bankruptcy, on the one hand, and freedom from debt and 
prosperity on the other. 

It is estimated that there are in circulation, including that which is locked 
up in the Treasury and held in the banks as a reserve fund, about $1,600,000,- 
000 of all kinds of currency of the United States, gold and silver, the over- 
plus of gold and silver certificates, greenback notes, and national-bank notes 
all told; and there are more than 860,000,000,000 of property which must finally 
be measured by this volume of currency. It has been contracted during the 
last year more than 5 per cent in addition to all that has occurred by reason 
No man can tell the volume of greenbacks outstanding. 
Nominally it is $346,000,000 and a fraction, but that volume has been subject 
to all the accidents which have occurred during the past twenty-five years, 
whereby money has been consumed, worn out, lost, and it is doubtful if the 
amount is really over $300,000,000 to-day. 

But saying nothing about that,the retirement of the national banking 
circulation during the past twelve months has been 5 per cent of the total 
amount of the currency outstanding. There has been during that period a 
phenomenal depreciation of the prices of property. There has been the 
al products the country has 


ol 
more 


Plumb. of Kansas, discussed this con- 


eans of 


ever known 
* * * - ~ * 

The contraction of the currency by 5 per centof its volume means the de- 
preciation of the property of the country %3,000,000,000. Debts have not only 
increased but the means to pay them have diminished in proportion as the 
currency has been contracted. Events based upon nonlegislation have proved 
of advantage to lenders, but disastrous to borrowers 

* * * * > f * 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Saulsbury] the other day spoke with 
great feeling about the mortgaging of farms in this country. So far as that 
( omplaint relates to a general condition, to the lack,and to the short-com- 
ings of legisl« ution, it is more nearly related to the diminished volume of cur- 
rency than to any other one thing 


In June, 1890, Senator Plumb contin 
subject as follows: 
Letus see, therefore, how much money i: 


ied the discussion of this 


available for actual use among the 


people. From the total of $1,560,000,000, arrived at as above, must be de- 
ducted an average of #260,000,000 which the Treasury always keeps on hand, 
and about which something has heretofore been said in the debate on this 


bill, and that leaves as the maximum which can by any possibility be used 


There ought, in fairness, to be deducted from this #150,000,000, 
estimate of gold in the country, which would reduce the 
treasury to $1,150,000,000. From thisisto be subtracted the %600,000,000 kept 
as reserve, as before computed, leaving a balance of %550,000,000 which is 
available for delivery or use in the transaction of the business of all the people, 
or a trifie over eight dollars per capita. But the force of my argument is not 
materially weakened by conceding the good coin to be as estimated by the 
Treasury Department, which would leave in actual circulation #700,000,000, In 
order to make up this amount, all doubt must be resolved in favor of the Treas- 
ury and against the people, both the doubt as to the amount of lost and de- 
If I were deciding this case 
upon whatI consider the best evidences I would be bound to say that I be- 
lieved the money in actual circulation, did not much, if at all, exceed #500,- 
O0t, O00. 


“Upon this narrow foundation has been built the enormous structure of 
credit of which I have spoken. It is the greatest of the kind that was ever 
built, because it was built by the best people that ever built anything. Over 
twenty thousand million of debts, the enormous and widely extended busi- 
ness of 65,000,000 of people, all rest upon and must be served by a volume of 
currency which must seem to the most veteran financier as absolutely and 
dangerously small.” 

Mr. Chairman, it is my opinion that instead of cutting down our 
national expenditures by hundreds of dollars, we should increase 
our ability to pay by restoring the hundreds of millions of cur- 
rency which the national banks have robbed usof. Restore to the 
people their money in fair and just amount, and they will not 
grudge liberal appropriations for proper national expenditures. 

Mr. BAC ON. Mr. Chairman, 1 move to amend the pending 
amendment by striking out the last word, for the purpose of oc- 
cupying the attention of the committee for afew moments longer. 
I do so for the purpose of putting before the House clearly what 
the situation of these men really is. 

The original salary paid to the clerk whose salary is now un- 
der discussion was $1,650. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What year? 

Mr. BACON. That was the original salary; the date I am un: 
able to give. I am using the statement made by the Military 
Committee. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. The salary was $1,650 until 1877. 

Mr. BACON. In 1877 the salary was reduced to $1,200 and i 
1887 was restored to $1,500. That is true of these other clerks. 
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Now, sir, from 1887 to thistime the salary has remained at 
$1,500, and I insist that the Military Committee can not be heard 
to say that this amount is enough, because the work for which 
he was paid $1,500 is just as arduous now as it was then. 

He is not $300 worse than he was in 1887,in my judgment. In 
addition to that, sir, I insist that the kind of economy as devel- 


oped in this bill is all wrong. Attention was called yesterday in | 
the debate upon this bill to the fact that the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs had added nearly $6,000 to the money to be drawn 
out of the Treasury to pay for the police force at the post. | 
know as a fact, and it will not be controverted, that that police 
force exists and that it has been paid out of the cadets’ salaries: 


and the proposition is tantamount to this—that we shall give to | 
the cadets $6,000 more and take from the clerks who dothe work | 


of the Academy $1,300. 

I insist that this is not economy and that the committee ought 
not to be supported in such a proposition. These cadets are young 
men sent there to be educated at the expense of the Government, 
boarded, fed, and clothed by the Government, and their salaries 
are paid to them, for what? That they may themselves consent 


to be educated. And yet gentlemen tell us that it is necessary for | 


economy that $6,000 shall be given to these young men and $1,300 
be taken away from these poor employés whose pittance of a 
salary mustsupport themselves and theirfamilies. Ifthey be old, 
yet if they be fit to do their work, all the more reason why their 
faithful service of years should be recognized by a provision 
which makes them comfortable. If they are unfit for their work, 
the committee stultifies itfelf when it asks us to appropriate $1,200 
for their support. I say to you that these men are entitled to this 


because of their faithful work, and it would be the wise economy, | 
that any man engaged in large business would exercise, to con- 


tinue to pay an old and faithful servant the salary which he had 
earned because of his faithfulness and long-continued service. | 
implore the House to vote with me on this question and not to 
be led away by the specious ery of economy. I withdraw the 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIES. Mr. Chairman, [only wish to say a few words 
in relation to this matter. It occurs to me that the Committee 
on Military Affairs are certainly as liberal as any member could 
expect. We certainly ought not to increase any recommenda- 
tion that they have made. Now, as a matter of fact, as I under- 
stand it, a few years ago two additional clerks were provided for. 
These clerks, five in number, are civilians. I am inclined to 
think that the same duty could be performed by enlisted men, 
with the ordinary extra pay that is given them for such service. 
But the committee are better able to judge of that fact than I am 
myself, and by their judgment I am willing to abide. Ido not 
think we ought to increase this appropriation one single dollar. 

It is quite reasonable and quite probable, as has been intimated, 
that some of these persons who have been there in the capacity 
of civilian clerks for many years, have grown old, and that they 
are not able to perform their service as well now as they have 
been in the past; and if they are not capable of performing that 
duty, perhapsit would be just that they should be retired and that 
others should receive their compensation. But I am convinced 
that the amount given to them, with the house rent, with the 
quarters, with all that goes to aid them, will enable these civil- 


ian clerks at West Point to save up more than any clerk of acom- | 


mittee in this Congress, at the very highest salary that is paid. 


* . | 
[ am convinced that some of these features connected with the | 


Military Academy need overhauling, that the class of young 
men who are now attending that school are crowded too much in 
their studies, and that it is at the detriment of their physical 
constitutions. I am inclined tothink that if Gen. Winfield Scott 
were to come upon the earth now and look over the cadets at 
West Point, he would be surprised to see what dwarfs and pig- 
mies we are getting there, simply because we are crowding their 
brain work at the expense of their physical constitutions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. DAVIs] asks permis- 
sion to print in the RECORD extracts from certain speeches, and 
without objection that permission will be granted. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BACON]. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. BACON) there were—ayes 28, 
noes 78, : 

Mr. BACON. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BACON] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER]. 


X XIII1——66 


Pending the division under the demand for tellers, Mr. BACON 
withdrew the point of no quorum. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For clerk to adjutant in charge of cadet records, $1,200 


Mr. BACON. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 5, strike out lines 11 and 12, and insert 
For clerk to adjutant in charge of cadet records, #1500 


‘The amendment was rejected. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
For clerk to treasurer, #1.200. 
| Mr. BACON. I offer the amendment which | send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 5, strike out lines 13 and 14. and inse 
For clerk to treasurer, #1.500 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


each, $2.000 


Mr. BACON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


| For two clerks to the quartermaster and adujant, respectively. at #1000 


Page 5, strike out lines 15, 16, and 17, and insert 

‘For two clerks to the quartermaster and adjutant, respectively, at #1.200 
each, #2,400."" 

Mr. BACON. Attention has been called in the discussion upon 
| the first amendments offered by me to the appointment of these 
twoclerks. They have been at the Academy for two years. ‘They 
have no quarters, as I understand it, and they were employed 
originally at a salary of $1,200each. They have the same service 
to perform that they had been called upon to perform, only that it 
has been iner@ased by the additional expenditures at the Academy 
consequent on construction of the new buildings which Congr Ss 
has ordered to be erected there. 
| The committee has been informed that they were put there to 
do this work, and that they have done it satisfactorily up to this 
time. Itseems to me, sir, that clerks who are able to do that 
work are able to earn $1,200 a year. That was the salary at 
which they were originally employed, and I see no reason why 
that salary should be reduced. It is true, Mr. Speaker, that 
this House has the power to take this $400 away from these two 
men. It imposes upon them no less duty, but it does pay then 
less money by sheer force of its physical power to vote down this 
amendment. It seems to me unfair and unworthy of the Govern- 
ment, and nottrue economy. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Of course they have until the Ist of J 
to get another place, if they do not want to stay. 

Mr. WALKER. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the perform 
ances on this floor on this question are very singular. It appears 
that there are five men at West Point whose salaries are in the 
power of this House, which the Democratic majority propose to 
cutdown. Ihave no right to criticise the action of this House 
but for myself, who have employed from 500 to 1,000 men for forty 
years, I can say I have never reduced a salary, especially of this 
kind, excepting to adjust greenback to gold salaries: and I should 
feel it to be dishonorable, having the power as this House has it, 
to take out of the pockets of these men these salaries witho 
the slightest reason except that we have the power. 

[It would be as dishonorable for me to do that as if I were to 
meet them down on Pennsylvania avenue and put my hands into 
their pockets and take the money out. These men are rende) 
ing faithful service to the Government. They have their wives 
and children to take care of and to educate, and [ presume that 
more or less of them have aged fathers and mothers dependent 
upon them for support, and possibly invalid children and orpha: 
grandchildren, some of them. 

[t does seem to me strange that for no other reason than b 
cause we have the power to doit, and want to make a record fi 


economy we should reduce their salaries. The only reasor 
given why we should do so is that we may ero into the byw avsand 
hedges in our respective districts and claim merit for economy 
in thus cruelly robbing the defenseless Such aetion is a d 
grace to the country. 

[ protest against it with a the power | have, as a ta a 
[ protest in the name of the wage-workers of this country, whon 


[ never knew to do athing in seeking to raise their wages whi 
for me to do I should consider as mean as this. I never 
life, in my factory, undertook to reduce wages by taking al 


thing from a man getting S800. $900, or 31.200 a vear. to increas« 


the wages of those earning $400, $500, or $600, but that the man 
earning the smaller sum would say to me“ I do not want my 
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s raised ich means as that. 





wag by any s If you can raise my 
wages, rai 1em, but by no means cut down the wages of my 
fellow-workmen in order to do that, even though they get much 
m< thar ’ Their action is always as chivalric, under such 
circumstances, as ours will be small and mean. 

: CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
and the « tion ison the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
I from New York 

‘I question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move that the committee do 
ni ? i 

mot was agreed to. 

co ttee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MCCREARY, from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, re ¥" ted that that com- | 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4636, and had 
co to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

\ message fro e President, in writing, was communicated 

to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following concurrent 
resolution: 

Resolved by H Representatives (the Senate concurring, That there 
be printed 10,000 extra copies of the report of the United States Board on 
Geographic Names, transmitted to Congress by the President on Decem 
ber 1891, 1,000 copies of which shall be forthe use of the Senate, 2,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 7,000 copies for distribution 
by said Board among the Government Departments, public libraries, and 
othe uitable depositories 


[t also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1971 
providing for the appointment of representatives from the United 
Ste 
in w vhich concurrence was requested. 

*. SPRINGER. I move that the House do noW adjourn. 
T he SPEAKER. Before putting that motion, the Chair will 
wfore he House a request for leave of absence. 


lay 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BRosIvs, for one week, on account of important business. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





,EPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under « se 2, Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and | 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, | 
with an amendment: A bill (H. R. 1424) for the relief of Hiram | |! 
Stin (Report No. 258.) 

By . SCOTT, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. J for the relief of William B. Payne. (Report No. 


By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on 


Claims: A bill (H. R. 1021) for the relief of Stephen Duncan 
Marshall and George M. Miller, executors of the will of L. R 
Marshall, deceased. Report No. 260.) 

By Mr. WINN, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
H. R. 4053) for the relief of Alexander Stoddard, of New York. 
(ht port No. 261.) 

sy Mr. SHELL, from the Committee on War Claims, with an 
amendment: A bill (H. R. 1700) for the relief of Rachel Dyer, of 
Fairfax County, Va. Report No. 262 

By Mr. COX of Tennessee, from the Committee on Claims: 
bill (H. I 84) for the relief of the le; gal represe ntatives of 


\delicia ¢ Gov- 


eatam for money il legally assessed and paid the ( 


ernment under protest. Report No. 263. ) 

By Mr. WINN, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. 5394) to refer the claim against the United States | 
( the Metl odist Episcopal Church of Huntsville, Ala., to the 
Court of Claims. (Report No. 264.) 

\ bil H. R. 953) for the relief of Robert Spaugh. (Report No. 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 


authorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas 
late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to 
Army, and providing that he be placed on the list 

of retired officers. (Report No. 266.) 
By Mr. STONE > Kentucky, from the 
luims: _ = ll (H. 2930) for the relief of 
the Washington ae Works. (Report No 


H. Carpent 
‘ 
t 


Committee on War 
George M. Clapp, of 
268.) 





ites to the Columbian Historical Exposition at Madrid in 1892; | 


War | 


A | 
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ADVERSE I 


Under clause 2 of Rule 


REPORTS 


> XITI, sRelensmateeere tal ivered to 


the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 1532) to restore Chaplain C Blake, United 


States Army, to rank and pay. 


(Report No. 2 


JOINT RESOLU 
XXII, bills of the 


67 le 


BILLS AND 

Under clause 3 of Rule 
introduced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 5744) to provide for 

he purchase of a site and erection of buildings for the Girls’ Re- 
ioe m School of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

3y Mr. BACON (by request): A bill (H. R. 5745) to authorize 
and require the restoration and preservation of the fort situate 
on the lands belonging to the United States, in the county of 
Orange and State of New York, known as Fort Putnam—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 5746) to refund certain 
revenue taxes to Bonner & Merriman—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5747) to improve the discipline of the mili- 


TIONS. 


following titles were 


S 


tary band at West Point, N. Y.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
By Mr. MANSUR: A bill (H. R. 5748) to construct a United 


, and 


States jail and prison at Muscogee, in the Indian Territory 
-to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


for other purposes 
Grounds. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 5749) legalizing the records of 
Indian Office and authorizing use of seal—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 5750) to equalize the grade of offi- 
cers, to prevent desertions, and to increase the effici iency of the 
| United States Marine Corps—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHELL: A bill (H. R. 5751) to extend the limit of ex- 
penditures of aGovernment building at Greenville, S.C.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. )to amend an act ap- 
proved August 6, 1888, entitled “‘An act 'to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Alabama River ”—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5753) to amend section 1417, Revised Statutes, 
in relation to the number of enlisted men in the Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARVEY: A bill (H. R. 5754) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue patents to certain Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
| By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 5755) to provide for terms of 

the United States circuit and district courts at Cumberland, Md. 
| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HEMPHILL: A bill (H. R. 5756) for the relief of holders 
| of District of Columbia tax-sale certificates, and for other pur- 
yoses—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 5757) concerning the burden 
of proof of soundness and forbidding the discrimination against 
evidence of witnesses on account of want of official rank in ap- 
plications for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FELLOWS (by request): A bill (H. R.5758) appropriat- 
ing funds for investigations and tests of American timber—to 
the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. CROSBY: A bill (H. R. authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell certain lands in the city of Spring- 
field and Commonwealth of Massachusetts—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill(H. R. 5760) to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to authorize the registration of trade-marks and protect the 
same,” approved March 3, 1881—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 5761) to promote the effi- 
| ciency of the enlisted force of the N Yavy—to the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs. : 
| By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 5763) to provide for the purchase 
| of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Hen- 
| de in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

“By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 5764) to amend section 1 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to set apart certain tracts of land in the 
| State of California as forest reservations,” approved October 1, 

1890, and to add a new section thereto relating to forests, and 
| for other purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were severally dis- 
charged from the consideration of the following billsand resolu- 
tions; which were respectively re-referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5227) for the relief of Mary A. Swift—Committee 
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on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committ 
on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 5428) for the relief of the widow and heirs of Sam- 
uel Kramer—Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and r 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5288) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck 
of the United States steamer Tallapoosa—Committee on Nava 
Affairs discharged, and referred tothe Committee on Claim: 

A bill (H. R. 4286) for the relief of Cora Robinson—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5505) to remove charge ‘of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Winfield S. Barnett—Committee on Invalid Pensions ¢@is- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

A bill (S. 297) to increase the accommodations at the marine hos- 
pital at Detroit, Mich.—Committee on Commerce discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (H. R. 5698) for the relief of Capt. John T. Bruen, lat 
of Tenth Independent Battery of New York Volunteers—Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5089) providing for the adjustment and payment 
of the accounts of laborers and mechanics arising under the eight- 
hour law—Committee on Labor discharged,and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5156) providing for the adjustment of accounts of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour 
law—Committee on Labor discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A resolution to reprint Executive Document No. 51, first ses- 
sion, Fiftieth Congress—Committee on Pacific: Railroads dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were 
introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. STOUT; Tosecure uniformity in regulating the organ- 
ization and government of corporations—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLAND: Making House bill 4426 the special order for 
Wednesday, February 17, 1892—to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. BRODERICK: Concurrent resolution that article 4 of 
said agreement be, and the same is hereby, construed so as to | 
authorize and direct the proper officers of the Department of the | 
Interior to make the payments as they fall due to the members 
of said band residing in Kansas at some point in their original 
reservation in said State as will accommodate the greatest num- | 

ber of said Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: Toemploy acompetent party to look after 
closet in the terrace, with adjacent corridor, to be under manage- 
ment of the Architect of the Capitol—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

By Mr. OTIS: Resolution, calling upon the Committee of the 


Eleventh Census to collect information and furnish facts in re- | 
lation to statistics upon mortgage indebtedness—to the Commit- | 
| mittee on War Claims. 


tee on Rules. 

By Mr. SEERLEY: Resolution in reference to evidence in 
pension cases and providing that affidavits of privates shall re- 
ceive the same consideration as the affidavits of officers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolution to pay George B. Cooper the 
difference of salary of a page in folding room at $40 per month 
and of clerk in folding room at $75 per month—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: That Walton W. Brown, of Ten- 
nessee, be appointed a page during the present Congress—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 


MEMORIALS OF LEGISLATURES. 
Under clause 3 ef Rule XXII, the following memorial was 
troduced and referred as follows: 
The Legislative Assembly of Utah, setting forth the intoler- 
able political conditions of that Territory, and demanding relief 
therefrom in the form of home rule and statehood. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 5765) to relieve Nathaniel H. 
Williams of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. . 

By Mr. BUNTING: A bill (H. R. 5766) granting a pension to 

fiss Adda Boodger, of Lockport, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H.R. 5767) to grant a pension to Kate 
lL. Pearson, widow of Thomas Pearson—to the Committee on In- 

id Pensions. 

(Also, a bill (H. R.5768) for 1 relief of William H. Schrivei 
late of Company G, One hundred a twenty-sixth Illinois V« 
inteer Infantry—to the Cor if oh Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: A | H. R. 5769) for relief of 
‘ of Francis S. Jones, Marengo County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (BH. R. 5770) to rem the charge o 
desertion from the military record « ‘ Pa 
Kans.—to the Committee on Military Aff: 

By Mr. ELLIS: A biil (H. R. 5771) for of Frank W 
Clark to the Committee on War Claim 

by Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 5772) for the relief of James M. 


Brandon—to the Committee on Milita \iTairs. 

By Mr. EVERETT (by request): A bill (H.R. 5773) for the re- 
iefof W.H. Pierre lid Pensions. 

By Mr. FELLOWS (by request): A bill (H. R. 5774)for the re- 
lief of Mary A. Kenn ay and thers—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A’bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of Jacob 
Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 5776) to purchase a portrait of 
Daniel D. Tompkins, late Vice-President of the United States, 
painted by Jarvis, in 1812—tothe Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 5777) granting a pension to 
Mary M. Hadley, late Mary M. Crozier, an army nurse—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 5778) for the relief of G. M. 
Hazen and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5779) granting an increase of 
pension to Milton Iseman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5780) granting an honorable discharge to 
Wilson Kale—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5781) granting an honorable discharge to 
John H. Randleman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 5782) to increase the pen- 
sion of Lucinda Stamper, of Lee County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 5783) for the relief of Catharine 
Dougherty to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5784) for the relief of George 
W. Mannix—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 5785) for the relief of the 
estate of Joseph D. Crabill, deceased, Shenandoah County, Va. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill 


to the Committ@e on Inv 





H. R. 5786) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin 


| Hoover, deceased, Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee 


on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5787) for the relief of Morris 
andoah County, Va.—to the Committee on W: 
lso, a bill (H. R. 5788) for the relief of Mrs. 
ren County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr.O’NEILLof Missouri: A bill (H.R. 5789) recognizing the 
Mound City Body Guards as United Stat di 


Lutz, of Shen- 
laims. 
‘ienna Roy, War- 








rs 1o the CC l- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5790) for amendment of the military record 
| of Thomas Kehoe as a member of Company A, of the Sixty-firs 
New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affair 

Also, a bill (H. R.5791) granting William Linderworth a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 5792) fe t} ief of Jennies 
Turut—to theCommittee on Milita \ ffai 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5793) era ng an i 
ere ase of pensi n to Franklin Baldwit to the Co ttee on In- 
valid Pensio1 

By Mr. TUCKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 5794) for the relief 
of William Crosby, Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee o1 
War Claims. 

sy Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 5795) authorizi the S 
tary of War to grant an honorable discharge to Thomas Saul, 
late second lieutenant Twenty-fifth Ma . tts | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. WINN: A bill (H. R. 5796) granting a p 
line Howren—to the Committee on livalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5797) relative to 
the payment of pensions to widows of soldiers of th var of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5798) making an appropriation for the im- 


provement of the Cumberland River in Kentucky above Cum- 


berland County—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


5y Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 5799) authorizing the purchase 
of the Ourdan & Kolb letter-engraving machine for the use of 
the Navy Department—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 5800) to correct the military 
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record of George Coulson—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5801) for the relief of James E. Southard—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5802) granting a pension to Willis Alex- 
ander—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5803) granting a pension to Louisa White— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pénsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5804) granting a pension to Richard R. Ja- 
cobs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5805) granting a pension to William Scott 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5806) to increase the pension of John Hard- | 


ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5807) granting a pension to Joshua Jones 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EVERETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 5808) for the re- 
liefof Patrick Carroll—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ET 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of citizens of Bollinger County, 
Mo., praying Congress to place upon the pension roll the name 
of Corydon N. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the matter of George B. Stone, to accompany 
House bill 5689—to the Committee on Invalid: Pensions. 

By Mr. BABBITT: Petition of 125 citizens and shippers of Ra- 
cine, Wis., for an appropriatiun of $50,000 to improve Racine 
Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BACON: Petition of Joseph Greenleaf and others, favor- 
ing a conference of governments to sit during the World's 
fair—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 55 citizens of Washington, 
against the passage of a bill to repeal the law prohibiting the 
sale of intoxicating liquors within one mile of the Soldiers’ 
Home—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of John C. L. Campbell, for increase of pension, 
to accompany House bill 5692—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BUNN Pap rs in tl claim of Frederick Goodwin, of 
Samuel Norris, and of William P. Forrest, of Wake County, 
N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUSEY DY request): Petition of A. Y. Tragdon, of 
Paris, Ill.,to simplify pension practice—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ' 


By Mr. BYRNS: Petitionof Eliza Korn for dependent mothers’ 


Bpecia act, to accompany Hous bill 4656—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 

By M1 CAINE: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly ol 
Utah, setting forth the intolerable political conditions of that 
Territory and demanding relief therefrom in the form of home 
rule and statehood—to the Committee on the Territories. 


By Mr. COMPTON: Papers to accompany the claim of Zadock 
M. Waters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Copy of the resolutions passed (unani- 
mously) at the last session of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
approved May 23, 1891, by Robert E. Pattison, governor—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial relative toan appropriation for a public build- 
ing at McKeesport, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds is 

By Mr. FITCH: Papers to accompany House bill 5760, to au- 
thorize the registration of trade-marks and protect the same 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Jacob Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition, to accompany House bill, of the 
heirs of Christian Turner to refer their claim to the Court of 
Claims under the act of March 3, 1887 (Tucker act)—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Mrs. M. M. Hadley, then Mary 
M. Craigen, for pension as army nurse—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIES: Petition protesting against the opening 
of the World’s Columbian Exposition on the Sabbath day—to 


the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
Also, petition of F. Fitres and 56 others, of Fillmore County, 
Minn., for the passage of a bill imposing a tax on compound 


lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of O. G. Clark and 24 others, of York, Fillmore 
County, Minn., in favor of imposing a revenue tax on compound 
lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. HATCH: Petition of cotton-factors of the city of St. 
Louis, Mo., urging the speedy passage of House bill 2699, intro- 
duced by Mr. Hatch—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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By Mr. HERBERT: Papers to accompany House bill 5752—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of citizens of Forest- 
ville, N. Y., against the opening of the Exposition on Sunday— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HALLOWELL: Forty-eight petitions, containing 1,72 
names, citizens of Pennsylvania, praying the enactment ofa law 
by Congress subjecting olemargarine to the provisions of the laws 
of the several States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition and proof of James O. Bryant, 
to accompany House bill-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCREARY: Petition of J. Baker Blumer and L. Mc- 
Intyre and others, asking for the amendment of the laws to pre- 
vent the exportation of alcoholic liquors—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the benefit of the 
Baptist Church at Nicholasville, Ky.—tothe Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers in the matter of Washington 
Haines, for damage to property—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition for an appropriation for the World’s 
Fair on the condition that it be closed on Sunday, by Millard F. 
Johnson and other members of the Central Baptist Church of 
Middleboro, Mass.—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 
Exposition. 

Also, petition of G. R. W. Scott and other members of the 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Lowell, Mass., 
asking for the suppression of the alcoholic liquor traffic with 
Africa—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. O°'FERRALL: Petition of citizens of Powhatan, of 
Bland, of Bedford, and of Hanover Counties, Va., for the free 
delivery of mails in country districts—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Noah Foltz, of Page County, Va., praying for 
the reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: Petition of William Luider- 
worth, for the correction of his record of service—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of the Reform Presbyterian Church of 
Topeka, Kans., asking that $5,000,000 be loaned to the Columbian 
ISxposition provided it be closed to visitors on the Lord’s Day— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. PAGE of Maryland: Petition for a survey of Black 
Walnut Harbor on Tilghmans Island, at the mouth of the Great 
Choptank River, with a view to finally deepen said harbor—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STEWART of Texas: Petition of the voters of Red 
River County, Tex., asking for an appropriation for deep water 
at Sabine Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of Fleming United 
Presbyterian Congregation, of Emsworth, Allegheny County, Pa., 
to close the World's Fair on the Sabbath—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of Young People’s Unionof Allegheny, for closing 
the World's Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Co- 
lumbian Exposition. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition officially signed by the 
United Presbyterian Congregation of Ridge, Guernsey County, 
Ohio, representing 44 persons, praying that Congress take such 
action as will insure the closing of the World’s Fair of 1892 and 
1893 on the Lord’s Day, in accordance with the law of God, the 
rights of man, and all precedent of American history—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition officially signed by the United Presbyterian Con- 
gregation of Clear Fork, Guernsey County, Ohio, representing 56 
persons, praying that Congress take such action as will insure 
the closing of the World’s Fair of 1892 and 1893 on the Lord’s 
Day, in accordance with the law of God, the rights of man, and 
all precedent of American history—to the Select Committee on 
the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of Joseph Wackerly, for correc- 
tion of his military record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of John H. Humphrey, 
of Benton County, Ark., for removal of the charge of desertion- 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, claim of Mrs. Mary P. Waters, widow of Henry T. Wa- 
ters, deceased, Company C, Sixtieth Illinois Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts: Petition of the profess- 
ors of Yale University, relating to the appointment of the director 
of the United States Naval Observatory—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of citizens of East Smithfield, 
Bradford County, Pa., against opening the World’s Fair on Sun- 
days—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 11, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMERON. Imove that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ihopemy friend from Pennsylvania will not 
make that motion yet. The printing bill has been dragging 
along here fora week, and we certainly ought to have an oppor- 
tunity to conclude that bill. There is another bill of very great 
importance to follow it, and that bill ought to be taken up and 
considered as speedily as possible. 

Mr. FAULKNER. We can not hear, Mr. President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not hear a word on this side. | 
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I shall have to object to anything that is offered unless I hear | 


what it is. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iwill say to the Senators from Missouri and 
West Virginia that I am making an appeal to my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania not to press his motion yet for an ad- 
journment over to Monday. Possibly in the after part of the day 
it might be satisfactory to those of us who are desirous to press 
some bills here. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is in charge 
of the printing bill, which has been dragging its slow length along 
for a week or ten days, and I do not know but that a week or ten 
days more will be required by it. 
as I hope it may be, it will be my duty to call up, if possible, the 
bill known as the pure-food bill, and I desire, if it is a possible 
thing, to get a consensus here which will allow the consideration 
of at least one day to that proposition, and I think one day ought 
to be sufficient to pass it. If these two bills can be gotten out of 
the way this week, it will be a very useful thing to do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must protest against the charge that the 
printing bill, a very long bill with an elaborate report and in- 
volving very important interests, has been dragging along. I 
think it has been disposed of very properly, and as rapidly as it 
ought to be, and in some respects a little too rapidly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not mean by what I have said to dis- 
parage or reflect upon anybody who has had to do with the con- 
sideration of that bill. It is, as my friend says,a very importaft 
bill, and is necessarily voluminous, and it requires attention. 
Necessarily from its very great length it drags along slowly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I feel constrained, unless that motion 
shall be postponed until a later hour of the day, to call for a di- 
vision, and perhaps a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr.CAMERON. Let us have a yea-and-nay vote at once, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. MANDERSON. } make this suggestion because of my 
very great desire to finish the pending business. I think it can 
be concluded to-day, and after it is over, then I would perhaps 
feel at liberty to agree to such a motion. 

Mr. CAMERON. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr.CAMERON. If my colleague [Mr. Quay] were here I 
think he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then I will vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). [I am paired on all 
questions with the Senatorfrom Colorado[Mr. Wo.Lcort]. Ifeel 
quite satisfied, however, that he would vote ‘‘ yea” on this propo- 
sition, and therefore I will vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINs]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I recall the fact that 


[ am paired 


[ am paired 


-the other day I was temporarily paired with the Senator from 


California [Mr. STANFORD]. 
continued or not. 
me. 

Mr. CASEY. 

I understand. 
Mr. VANCE. Then I am at liberty to vote, and I vote “‘ yea.” 
Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). [ am paired with 

the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT], and therefore with- 

hold my vote. 

The roll cail was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN], but I am assured by his colleague that there is 
no objection to my voting on this question. So I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I deem it proper to take occasion to say that 


[ do not know whether that pair is 
I ask some Senator on the other side t« tell 


The arrangement made was only for that day, as 


But if it is concluded to-day, | 
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I have a general pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
SQUIRE], but not regarding this as a party question, I feel at lib- 
erty to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 20, as follows: 


YEAS—36 
Barbour, Davis, Harris Stockbridge, 
Bate, Faulkner, Kenna reller 
Blackburn, Gallinger, MeMillar Turpie, 
Cameron, George. Mitchel Vance, 
Carey, Gibson, La Morgan, Vest 
Carlisle, Gordon, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gorman Pasco Walthall, 
Coke, Gray Sanders, Washburn 
Daniel, Hale, Stewart, White 

NAYS—20 
Allison Dixon, Kyle Platt 
Call, Dolph, Manderson Proctor 
Casey. Dubois, Morril Sawyer 
Chandler, Frye Paddoc] Sherman, 
Dawes, Hawley Peffer Shoup 

NOT VOTING—2 

Aldrich, Cullom Irby Quay 
Allen, Felton, Jones, Ark Ransom, 
Berry, Gibson, Md Jones, Nev Squire, 
Blodgett, Hansbrough McPherson Stanford, 
Brice, Higgins Perkins, Vilas 
Butler, Hill, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Chilton, Hiscock, Power Wilson 
Colquitt, Hoar Pugh Wolcott. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
CREDENTIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of ARTHUR 
P. GORMAN, elected by the Legislature of Maryland a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1893; which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, calling attention, in pursuance 
of law, to the fact that many consular officers are encumbered by 
the accumulation of useless official papers which have served their 
purpose, and recommending that authority be given to dispose 
of the same in the manner prescribed by law, or that authority 
for such disposition may be otherwise granted; which was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senate Select Committee on the Meth- 
ods of Business in the Executive Departments reported a bill 
which provided for the disposition of documents of the kind re- 
ferred to in the communication, and that is the law quoted. Under 
that law of February 16, 1889, the Treasury Department and the 
War Department made a report to Congress of the documents in 
their Departments. Underthe law when areport is made by the 
head of a Department to Congress of the accumulation of papers 
of the character specified in the law, then it becomes the duty of 
the President of the Senate and of the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives to appoint a select committee, whose duty it 
shall be to examine the report of the Department, and also to 
examine the documents and see whether they are of a character 
which ought to be disposed of for waste paper. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is to be a joint select committee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. A joint select committee. Under the pro- 
visions af that law, at the last Congress such a committee was 
appointed, and they made awritten report, and that directed th: 
Departments to dispose of all the papers except certain papers 
that were designated. 

In the last Congress, after that joint committee had disposed 
of its work, I found that a report was made from the Treasury 


Department, if I am not mistaken (I have a copy of it, but I have 


it noton my desk here), of the accumulation of papers in the cus- 
tom-houses of the country, and in different places of that kind, 
and attention was called to it. I ask that that communication 


and the one made at the last Congress, which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and on which no action was taken. be re- 
ferred to the joint committee authorized to be appointed under 
the law, and I shall ask the Chair to appoint such a committee 
on the part of the Senate, so that the House of Representative S 
may take action upon it and appoint the committee on the part of 


that body, and that the Senate notify the House that such com- 
mittee has been appointed. 
Mr. HARRIS. How many Senators and how many Repr 


sentatives constitute the committee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will read the law. The law provides: 

That whenever there shall be in any one of the Executive Department 
the Government an accumulation of files of papers which are not needed o1 
useful in the transaction of the current business of such Department and 
have no permanent value or historical interest, it shall be the duty of the 
head of such Department to submit to Congress a report of that fact, accon 
panied by a concise statement of the condition and character of such pape 
And upon the submission of such report, it shall be the duty of the presidin 
officer of the Senate to appoint two Senators, and of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives to appoint two Representatives, and the Senators 





| and Representatives so appointed shall constitute a joint committee, to 


which shall be referred such report, with the accompanying statement of the 
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nm of tl United Presbyterian Congregation of Pleasant 
Ridge, Ohio, praying for the passage of legislation looking to the 
closing of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which 


W refe 1 to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Se- 


Mr. MITCHELL. I presenta olution recently adopted by 


re 
the Coos Bay Board of Trade, of Marshfield, Oregon, favoring 
he taking of final proof in timber and stone land applications be- 


fore the commissioner of the United States circuit court at Marsh- 
field, Oregon. instead of at Roseburg. Oregon. I move that the 


resolution be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
rhe motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I present a resolution recently adopted by 
the Coos Bay Board of Trade, of Marshfield, Oregon, favoring 

beral appropriations for the continuation of work at the entrance 
0 Coos Bay, Oregon. 1 move that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Congregational 
Church, of East Andover, N. H., praying for the ratification of 
the so-called Brussels treaty; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation, of Sturgeon Bay, Wis., praying for the purchase by the 
Inited States of the Sturgeon Bay Canal; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of A. E. Wallin and other citi- 

ns of St. Croix County, Wis., and the petition of C. A. Pear- 

y and other citizens of St. Croix County, Wis., praying for the 
ree bimetallic coir ave oO! cold and silver coins: which were re- 
erred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial adopted by the Milwaukee ( Wis.) 
Clearing House Association, remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bill 1757, known as the Washburn antioption bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of members of the Young Peo- 
ple’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Oneida, S. Dak., praying 
for the passage of a law looking to the closing of the World’s Co- 

! in Fair on Sunday: which was referred to the Committee 
on the Quadro-Centennial (Select 





| 
f 
f 


Vir. PERKINS presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the passage of what is commonly known as the “ option 
bill: which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
JACOB BARR. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Reports of committees are in order. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Under this call I desire to move that Order 
of Business 224, the b 5S. 1510) for the relief of Jacob Barr, 
which is on the Calendar with an adverse report, be recommitted 





to the Committee on Military Affairs. I have the consent of the 
Ne \ vine 0 a tne hi 

W to call the attention of the clerks to the fact that the 
pa on f in the Seeretary’s office were not referred to that 
co ttee, and that was one reason fer the adverse report. | 
eall atten n to the order which requires that to be done. 

Vik PRESIDENT. The bill will be recommitted to the 

( Litite ( lilitary Affairs, if ther ye no obj ction. 


Mr. MANDERSON. In this connection I[ think it well to call 
the attention of the Senate toRule XXXI. It has been a matter 


of frequent occurrence tately that sp cial orders have been asked 

of the Senate ordering papers sent to committees where bills are 
pending. The. that I refer to provides that 

en there is no adverse report, it shall be the duty of the Secretary to 

in which such claims are pending 

‘he introduction of a bill at a sueceeding Congress where it 


failed to become a law ata pr 


wit 


ling Congress carries the papers 





with by this rule, under the action of the Secretary. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
ir. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Mi itary Affairs, to 
hom was referred the bill (S. 2097) for the relief of George A. 


Orr, report d it without amendment, and submitted a report 
bnereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 213) granting a right of way across the Scarboro Hill 
military reservation to the Ilwaco Railway and Navigation Com- 
amendments, and submitted a report 


+ ;+} 


pany, reported it wi 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1480) for the relief of James Campbell, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1423) for the relief of Jacob I. Cohen and J. 
Randolph Mordecai, administrators of M. C. Mordecai, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


wih bP OY Tet 





ao 


1892. 


1 


whom was referred the bill (S. 882) to repeal the proviso in 
tion 1 of the act of October 1, 1890, providing for the examination 
of certain officers of the Army and to regulate promotions 
therein, and to extend lineal promotion to first lieutenants. 1 

ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Select Committee on Indian Depre- 
dations, reported an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (H. R.5399) making appropriations to supply a defi 
ciency in the appropriation for the expenses of the Eleventh Cen- 
sus, and forother purposes; which was referred to the Committe: 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Cr \- 
bia, to which was referred the bill (S. 2045) to provide ior 
rebuilding of the bridge across Rock Creek, at M streeet NW 
in the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations instr 
me to report back a document, being the findings filed by 
Court of Claims in the case of the New York Indians vs. The 
United States, and ask to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ought not that to go to the Committee on 
Indian Depredations? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; it is a matter submitted to the Court o 
Claims by the Committee on Indian Affairs and reported bac! 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1678) for the relief of William Smith 
and others, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1496) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Commitiee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 671) to provide for the biennial 
publication of a book which shall be known as the Military Reg 
ister of the United States of America, and for other purposes. 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 498) for the relief of Thomas F 
O’Reiliy, submitted an adverse report thereon: which y 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military 
was referred the bill (S. 917) for the relief of Francis J. Conla 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, a! 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred th: 
bill (S. 913) for the relief of Henry L. Mulvin, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 133) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Eliza} 
Holroyd, widow and administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd 
deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
bill (S. 131) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of Willi 
E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the United Sta 
of his invention relating to projectiles, for which letters pat 
were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852, reported it wit 


amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2147) for the relief of t 
heirs of Peter Poorman; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred te the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2148) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Edward Whitehouse, alias Edward Willian 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commi 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 2149) for the relief of 
James McKeever; which wa’ read twite by its title, and, wit! 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2150) in regard to a monumental 
column to commemorate the battle of Princeton and appropri- 
ating $30,000; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2151) to perfect 
the military record of Capt. Jacob H. Hay; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


i 


Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2152) for the relief of the | 
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Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2157) fo 1e relief of A 
J. Campbell, son of Scott Cangpbe dec which was read 
twice by its title,and referred to the Com [Indian Affairs. 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2158) for the erection 
of an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. Joh wk in the city of 
Manchester, N. H vhich was read twice by tit] 


Mr. GALLINGER. lIaskthatthe bill lie onthetable. I may 


have some brief observations to make upon it at a future time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the tab 
Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2159) to remove the charge 
of desertion and grant an honorable discharge to Helmuth F 
Seeckel: which was r twice by its title, and referred to tl 
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Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana introduced a bill(S. 2169) toimprove 
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the navigation, and to afford ease and safety to the trade and com- 
merce of the Mississippi River, and to prevent destructive floods, 
with an appropriation therefor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 4631) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger 
bridge at Burlington, lowa,” approved August 6, 1888, as amended 
by act approved February 21, 1890, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


FLORIDA SENATORIAL ELECTION. 

Mr.CALL. If the order of bills and joint resolutions is through, 
I offer a resolution, which I ask may be printed and lie upon the 
table, and I may have some remarks to make upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections are hereby in- 
structed to inquire and report to the Senate whether efforts were made by 
railway or other corporations, their agents, employés, or officers to control 
the election to the United States Senate by the Legislature of Florida in the 
year 1891; whether money and free transportation were used by them or any 
of them to influence the vote of the people for members of the Legislature, 
or to influence the votes of the members of the Legislature after their elec- 
tion; whether money was used by combinations of persons made under the 
influence of agents or persons acting in the interest of corporations to con- 
trol the election of members of the Legislature and to control their votes 
after their election; whether newspapers were bought or subsidized by them 
or by persons acting in their interest or with money obtained either directly 
or indirectly from them or persons in any way connected with them to op- 
pose the election of some persons and support the election of others; and to 
report to the Senate the evidence taken by them; and further to report what 
legislation, if any, either by anamendment tothe Constitution or otherwise, 
is necessary to protect the people in their right to elect members of the Leg- 
islature, who are to choose Senators of the United States, and to protect the 
members elected from the influences of corporations and their foreign bond- 
holders 

Resolved, That the committee have power to employ a stenographer, and 
to send for and compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of 
papers 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. What action is desired by the Sen- 
ator on the resolution? 

Mr. CALL. ILIask that the resolution lie upon the table, and 
at an early day I will call it up and submit some observations in 
regard to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

AMOUNT OF CIRCULATING NOTES. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted the following resolution: which was 
read and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to report a bill re- 
quiring the issue and keeping in circulation of legal-tender Treasury notes 
to an amount equal to $10 per capita of the population of the United States, 


and that such issue shall be increased each year so as to keep pace with the 
yearly increase of said population. 


PRIVATE CLAIMS AGAINST FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





Mr. MORGAN. Ioffer the resolution which [ send tothe desk, | 
and I ask that it may be referred to the Committee on Foreign | 


Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That all private claims of citizens of the United States against 
foreign governments, presented to the Senate by petition or otherwise, shall 
be referred to the committee now styled the Select Committee to Inquire into 
ali Claims of Citizens of the United States against the Government of Nica- 
ragua, Which shall be hereafter styled the “Committee on Private Claims 


ugainst Foreign Governments,” and is hereby made a standing committee of 
the Senate 


Resolved, That said committee shall receive any proofs that shall be offered 
in support of any such private claim and refer the same to the Department 
of State for consideration as to the legality and value of the same as evi 
dence; and if said committee shall make any recommendation in respect of 
any such claim the same shall be reported to the Senate for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations in the absence of objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That resolution ought to go by the estab- 
lished custom of the Senate, to the Committee on Rules. While 
[ am not a member of the Committee on Rules I think that is the 
custom. 

Mr. MORGAN. I chose the Committee on Foreign Relations 
because this is an infringment upon its present jurisdiction. The 
Committee on Foreign Relations now exercises the jurisdiction 
provided here to be conferred upon the select committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Rules 
not being here and as the custom has always been to refer these 
resolutions aboutrules to that committee, I think it should be so 
referred or it may lie on the table until the chairman of the com- 
mittee comes in. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill say to the Senator from Ohio that I 
would not introduce a resolution of this kind to take from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations any part of its jurisdiction with- 
out first consulting that committee, and therefore I wish the res- 
olution to be referred to them for their consideration, and if 





FEBRUARY 11, 


they approve it they can send it back here and send it to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not insist upon my suggestion. I will 
not stand upon a point of reference, but I think the resolution 
ought to go to the other committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committée on Foreign Relations, if there be no objection. 

LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands are hereby instructed to re- 
port a bill providing for opening to settlement under the land laws of the 
United States the reservations alleged to have been made of public lands in 
the State of Florida under the act of Congress approved on the 17th day of 
May, A. D. 1856, entitled ‘An act granting alternate sections of the public lands 
to the States of Alabama and Florida to aid in the construction of certain 
lines of railroads in said States,” and for granting patents to all bona fide 
homesteaders and all actual settlers who have made improvements on such 
lands, and further granting patents to all innocent purchasers in good faith 
of land in quantities not exceeding 2 sections of land not including the im- 
provements and the settlement of any actual settler to the extent of 160 acres, 
and further providing that the corporations claiming said land under the 
said act of Congress shall have the right to bring suit in the circuit court of 
the United States with the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States against the United States to decide whether under the said act of Con- 
gress and the acts of the Legislature of the State of Florida said railroad 
companies have ever acquired any right or title to said lands, and further 
providing that the Attorney-General of the United States shall bring suit 
against the corporations or the persons who have sold and og Any eg the 
said public lands for their own use and benefit,and further for the indict- 
ment and prosecution under the acts of Congress of persons who have been 
engaged wilfully and ee A in any conspiracy to defraud the United 
States and the actual settlers and homesteaders of the said publiclands; and 
further, to report such legislation as will protect actual settlers under the 
homestead laws of the United States who have been deprived of their homes 
under fraudulent practices and false statements either under the act of the 
17th of May, 1856, or under the act of 1850 granting to the States the swamp 
or overfiowed land thereby rendered unfit for cultivation to the States on 
condition that the proceeds of sale of said land should be applied to the con- 
struction of levees, ditches,and canals necessary for their reclamation and 
drainage or under any other laws of the United States. 


Mr. CALL. I ask that that resolution lie upon the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie upon the 
table and be printed. 

EXTENSION OF NORTH CAPITOL STREET. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I offer a resolution of inquiry and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are directed 
to inform the Senate the cost of the poepeees extension of North Capitol 
street to the Soldiers’ Home Park, and of grading and regulating the same, 
and report upon the expediency of such extension. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is that a resolution of inquiry? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, purely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

HEARINGS AS TO UTAH TERRITORY. 

Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be authorized to employ a 
stenographer to report hearings on all bills relating to the Territory of Utah 
at the present session of Congress, and to print the testimony taken for the 
use of the committee, and that the expense of reporting such hearings shall 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate when certified by the chair- 
man of said committee when audited and allowed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. PLATT. Tinquire of the Chair if that resolution must 
not be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I move that it be referred to that com- 


| mittee. 


The motion was agreed to. 

RECOMMITMENT OF A BILL. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask unanimous consent to move a recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the bill (S. 519) for the relief of 
Francis Irsch was indefinitely postponed, and that it be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

PUBLIC BPILDINGS FOR POST-OFFICES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, that order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. The first bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 477) to provide for the erection of public buildings 
for post-offices in towns and cities where the post-office receipts 
for three years preceding have exceeded $3,000 annually was 
announced as first in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, that bill has always excited 
debate, and therefore I think it ought to go over under Rule IX. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope that course will not be taken. I call 
the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to this. 
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Mr. VEST. Is it the post-office building bill? 

Mr.PADDOCK. The post-office building bill. Iwish tomake 
a suggestion to the Senator from Missouri that the Senate be 
asked for unanimous consent to make this bill a special order— 
say a week from next Monday. It will be impossible to consider 
it as it should be considered, in the situation in which it is at 
present placed, in the morning hour. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All that I ask is that the bill may be placed 
under Rule [X, so that we shall not be confined to five minutes’ de- 
bate on a general bill of this kind. I-donot think that would be 


right. I have no hostility to the bill, but itseems to me that we | 


oughtnot to be required to discuss it under the five-minute rule. 


Mr. VEST. The bill was taken up some days ago and consid- | 


ered for three-quarters of an hour or an hour probably. Then 
2 o’clock arrived and the bill was laid over to come up again 
as unfinished business during the morning hour. 

I am instructed by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds to urge the consideration of this measure. The Senate 


should either amend it and pass it or reject it so that steps may | 


be taken in the way of this public-building matter of which we 
hear so much from time to time. Since the bill was considered 
heretofore I have obtained information from the Post-Office De- 
partment that was necessary in regard to the probable expendi- 
ture under this bill. If the Senate will agree to make it a spe- 
cial order and take it up and dispose of it—and it can be done in 
the course of two or three hours—I shall be very glad to accede 
to any such proposition, but I am unwilling to allow the bill to 
go over without some definite arrangement in regard to it. It 
is a matter in which I have not the slightest personal feeling or 
interest,but my committee instructed me to press the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [am in the fullest sympathy with the Sena- 
tor, as he knows, on this line of legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will object to the consideration of the bill 


cluded I shall move to take up the other bill, and that has been 
the standing notice from me for a week at least. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the Senator's bill is not a special order? 

Mr.PADDOCK. Therefore itis not at present a special order, 
and I have not sought to make it such; but if my friend from 
Missouri will agree to make his bill a special order for a week 
from next Monday there will be a clear way to it. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not care about the time so that it is consid- 
ered. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What is the Calendar number of the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is Order of Business No. 18. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not desire to object to any arrange- 
ment, but I am alittle fearful that as between the matter of pub- 
lic buildings and the pure-food bill the rest of the Calendar may 
be crucified, and as it hasmore merit than both of them together 
[ hope that will not be the case, but I shall not object to any rea- 
sonable agreement which may be proposed to give the post-office 


| building bill a hearing. 


under Rule VIII. The Senate can take any course it pleases, and | 


I have no objection to any motion that any Senator chooses to 
make in regard to the bill, except that I do not want it consid- 
ered under the five-minute rule. I object toits being considered 
under Rule VIII. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
go over under Rule IX. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The suggestion I made was in the interest 
of the measure itself. 

Mr. VEST. If the billcan be made the special order for a day 
next week, I shall be very willing to accede to that poposition. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to make it a special order for a 
week from next Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That can not be done under this order, be- 


cause the rule requires, a single objection being made, that a bill | 


must go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
statement. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Ohio object to making the 
bill a special order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can move that at any time. | 
do not think we ought to obstruct the whole Calendar to do that 
now. 

Mr. VEST. I move now, as I have the floor, that the bill be 
made the special order for Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 


The Chair has already made that 


of a special order for Monday, a bill which has been before the 
Senate for avery long time and which I have given notice should 
be taken up immediately after the printing bill is disposed of, 
and an adjournment having been ordered over until Monday, I 
can not for myself, heartily as I am in favor of the measure of 
the Senator from Missouri, consent to have the day named which 
he suggests. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the motion of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST] shall prevail it doesnot affect in the slightest degree 
the special order of the Senator from Nebraska, because special 
orders, even though they may be named for the same hour of the 
same day, are taken up in the order in which they were made 
special orders, so that his order would take precedence of the 
order of the Senator from Missouri, and the order ofthe Senator 
from Missouri would take effect when the order of the Senator 
from Nebraska had been disposed of. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [understand that perfectly well; but the or- 
der to which the Senator refers in my case has not yet been ab- 
nemo | formally made. The notice is before the Senate that 
immediately after the consideration of the printing bill is con- 


[ hope the Senator will not make that mo- | 


tion. He knows the situation in which I am placed in respect | Wit®.& description of the kind and quar 


| port a manifest setting forth that fact 


Mr. VEST. I will modify the motion, then, and ask that the 
bill be made a special order for Monday week. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri, that the bill be made a special order 
for Monday week. 

Mr. FRYE. After the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After the morning hour. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whatis the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That Order of Business No. 18 be 
made the special order for Monday week after the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds of the Senators present 
voting in the affirmative. 

COASTING TRADE ON THE GREAT LAKES. 

Mr. VILAS. Ifin order, I ask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of Order of Business 238, being Senate bill 1310. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1310) to amend section 3117 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to the 
coasting trade on the Great Lakes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. VEST. Is that bill to be taken up out of its order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the request made by the 
Senator from Wisconsin. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why ought that bill to be taken up out of 
its order, I should like to know? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, lk suppose the bill will take but 
a moment for consideration. It has been unanimously reported 
by the Committee on Commerce, and the disposition of this mat- 
ter, affecting the commerce of the Great Lakes, will facilitate the 
disposition of some other matters of interest which may depend 
upon it. It is simply to provide for certain statistical informa- 
tion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend sec- 
tion 3117 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to read: 

Sec. 3117. If any vessel so enrolled or licensed shall touch at any interme 
diate port in the United States and there discharge cargo taken on board at 
an American port, or at such intermediate port shall take on board cargo 
destined for an American port, the master, owner, or agent of such vessel 
shall report such lading or unlading at such intermediate port within twenty 
four hours from the time such lading or unlading of cargo is completed, 
by delivering to the collector at such intermediate port a manifest setting 
forth the name and tonnage of such vessel and the name of the master thereof 
y of cargo laden or unladen at such 


intermediate port and the name of the port or ports from which such cargo 


was received or to which it is shipped, as the case may be; and the master of 


such vessel shall enter the same on his manifest obtained at the original port 
of departure, which he shall deliver to the collector at the port at which the 
unlading of the cargois completed within twenty-four hours after arrival, 
and shall subscribe and make oath as to the truth and correctne of the 
same. In case any vessel so enrolled or licensed shall touch at any interme 
diate port and not take on board or discharge any cargo, the master, owner 





or agent of such vessel shall deliver to the collector of such intermed 
All manifests herein provided f 
any intermediate port shall be subscribed by the master, owne 


such vessel, who shall make oath as 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishould like to have the Senator from 
Wisconsin state in what respect this bill changes existing law, 
as I could not catch the idea from the reading. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the change in the existing law 





ier, or agent 
to the truth and correctne of the same 


| effected by this bill if it shall be enacted consists simply in re- 


quiring the owner, the agent, or the master of a vessel touching 
at an intermediate port in the course of its journey upon the 


| lakes to make a statement of the amount of goods and the char- 


acter and the quality of goods or the nature of goods delivered 


| or shipped at that point. The objectofthe bill is simply to pre- 


serve at the various ports on the lakes correct statistical infor- 
mation of the business done at those ports. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. 


















































































































































The bill was: rted to the Senate without amendme nt, or- om 
ae 1 ossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 
and passt | 

WEST VIRGINIA DIRECT TAX. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order. 

N FAULKNER. WI! has become of Order of Business | 
74, being Senate joint ggg gee! 

I VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
at oint resolution (S. R. 9) to direct the Secretary of the | 
[reasury to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia | 
1 m appropriated by the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act | 
to dita pay to the several States and Territories and tl 
District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861.” 

Mr. COCKRELL W hat has become > on of Business 72, 
being Senate bill 1030, for the relief of . White, a bill that | 
was discussed, and I thought an amendme - was pending which | 
ought to be accepted and the bill passed? We might dispose of | 
that in a moment. | 

\ FRY] | wish, if the Senator pleases, to object to the con- 
sit ution of the joint resolution, the title of which has been | 
stated. 1 gave notice y« sterday that I should feel obliged to ob- | 
ject to the further consideration of that joint resolution in the | 
morning |} . Lamentirely willing that it shall retain its place | 
( Calendar, so that it can be taken up on motion, but not 
for debat er Rule VIII. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is satisfactory to me, Mr. President 
as representing the Committee on Claims. [ realize the fact 

hat the joint resolution will produce discussion and will inter- 
feré t Ca lar, and fo 1e time being I fully acquiesce 
lt I \ ( penal om Main 

| VICE-PRESIDENT Che joint resolution will be pass 
Mr AULKNI] Retaining its place 
VICE-PR DENT Retaining its place on the Ca 
ai 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
W hole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1030) for the re- 
lief of F. F. White. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read at length, 
and is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an amendment pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 


That neither the judgments heretofore rendered for the possession of lots 
at — time occupied by Aaron Ware, Henry States, F. F. White, H. J. Mc- 
a ld, W. J. Henning, and Lewis Nado, in the town of Juneau, in favor of 

the U nited States and against said parties, respectively, nor the execution 
thereof shall bar or affect the respective rights of said parties to said lots un- 
der the provisions of an act extending the town-site laws of the United States 
to the district of Alaska, approved March 3, 1891, when the site of said town 
shall have been entered unde : said law or any y amendment thereof; but the 










rights of said parties and of the United States to said lots shall be open to 
inquiry and determination upon application to enter such lots under said 
law 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be 
the third time, and passed. 
APPROPRIATION OF PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The bill (S. 1057) to punish the unlawful appropriation of the 
use of the property of another in the District of Columbia, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
Mr. PALMER. amendments to criminal laws are very 


engrossed for a third reading, read 


These 


and I should be very glad to hear some explanation 
of the bill by the Senator who reported it before being called on 
to vote upon it. Iam familiar with the administration of crim- 
inal laws to a considerable extent, and I am very suspicious of 


— legis lation. 


*‘AULKNER. It is to meet one of those takings in the 
Distr ict found to occur very frequently, which can not be con- 


sidered as larceny for the reason that the property is not taken 


with the intent to convert it to the use of the person who takes 
t, and I will give the Senator an illustration, one of a numbe1 
1ich have come to the attention of the law officers of the Di 
eee yee 2 ¢ 4} ne +4 Day 4 +< 
ct of Columbia and also of the commit J or instance 


Judge 
trict of Colum- 
out of church, 


Kimball, 


la, ( 


ee vdge of the police 1e Dis 
Su aay di iring the winter, after coming 
found | ths at bin aoes riage and horses had been taken. After thor- 

gh search he ascertained that two men had jumped into the 
carriage and driven th e horses off, had driv them from about 
half past 11 in the in the a. When 
» fe horses they were in an alley t 


court ot tT 





morning to 5 o'clock g 
he church 
vithout any covering upon them, and had been driven very hard 
igh it wasaverysevere andcoldday. T 


it. 


jund those bac} Nn rf 


ho horses were seri- 








ously injured by The only punishment that could be meted 
out under the present laws of the District in such cases as that 
was the penalty imposed by the statute in relation to cruelty to 
animals, and no other. 

Chere are anumber of instances. Bicycles are being used, asa 
general rule, by almost all of the clerks of the Departments. 
hey can not take them inside of the building, and so they leave 
them on the outside. Umbrellas also come under the same cate- 
cory. A snei ief gets into a house, and he quietly appropri- 
ates for the t yeing, without the purpose to convert it to |} 
Own use, the overcoat or the umbrella or some other property of 
the owner and occupant of that house. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator does not propose to interfere with 
the acknowledged common property in the umbrellas of the coun- 


sAK NER. 


yes he 
FAUI 


erson who uses it: 


try, de 


Not where 
but we 


the 


DS 


the umbrella is owned 
want to to all t 


D> put a stop thos » pett 5 
offenses which do not come under the designation of larceny, and 
as the Senator rom a VOORHEES] has suggested, that 
come under the head of‘ temporary loans.” Those are some of 
t illustrations that | simply refer to. 

"Th bi is been submitted to the law officers of the District 
of Columbia, approved by the Commissioners, and unanimously 


approved by the committee, and was passed by the Senate at the 


s ssion. 
as »-ALMER. Mr. President, 
1 North Carolina [Mr.VANCE] t 


Senato! 
assisted in the prepa- 


I am assured by the 
hat he 


ra ain of the bill and that it is all right, and I am entirely satis- 
tied. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
he third time, and passed. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of | eral) and the 














a pre sident of said Erie Railv ay 
; Columbia with an amendment, in section 3, line 5,after the word | and acknowledged by John A. J. C: Pos ( 
; “not,” to strike out ‘‘ less than one nor; so as to make the sec- | on the 10th day of January, 1874, a by P. H. \ 
tion read: dent of the Erie Ri ay Cr 2 Is74 
Sec. 3. That for the second violation of the provisions of either of the pr The bill was rep« a De! 
ceding sections the person or persons offending shall be proceeded against by dered to be engrossed for a t f a xy. read the third t 
indictment in the supre me court of the District of Columbia, and upon « : ama oe 
viction thereof shall be imprisoned in the penitentiary for not more than _ ; ae 
three years. I IULENT TRANS INS OI S ISS 
Mr. HARRIS. I have not a copy of the bill before me, but, CH 
from the reading, it appears that that bill contains one sentenc The bill (S. 1058) to prevent fraud 
which I think defeats the entire object of the bill itself, as it pro- | of egmmission merchants and other consign 
hibits the carrying of the various deadly weapons named with in- | property in the District of Colum} - 4 : ; 
tent to unlawfully use the same. I apprehend that it would be mniténe of the Whi 
very difficult, if not absolutely impossible, to prove that intent, lhe bill was reported from ( mittee on the Dist 
and I think the object and purpose of the bill is to absolutely pro- | Columbia with amendments. in line 3. after the wor ' 
hibit the carrying of such weapons. I ask that the bill go over | ehant.” to strike out “ or.” and. after t vord 
Z until the next legislative day, holding its place on the Calendar, | ctrike out ‘of ” and insert “‘or:” so as to mak e bill rea 
4 and when the District Committee meets to-morrow morning wt nth cattiel ote. Seek 2 ome tacks ; 
; will look at the objection that seems to my mind now to exist to | any person selling goods on com! 
it. such pe rson, shall con rtt ) WI use in the Di tr I i pi 
Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Tennessee is entirely | S0oe 00" ooo Lames egiee ym otntean ety tee pe Bye 
mistaken with reference to the meaning and intent of the bill. | or proceeds, less his proper “8, Within i re tl 
He will find that the question of intent in only in the second sec- | Mouey or its equivalent fron r purchase aid 
tion, and that is where a party carries a weapon openly. The | POC8*™ ane ee or her dat aii te Gana atl 
first section refers to the carrying of concealed weapons misdemeanor, and upon info ! m in the poli 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the bill may go over until Monday, | D!strict of Columbia shall be fined no an. $1,000 ¢ I 
and when the committee meets to-morrow we can look at it, and | “*°°®C3# SX Months, oF Hoth, ane e 
if it is not liable to the objection I make, of course the bill can ihe amendment was agreed to 
be called up again. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amer 
Mr. FAULKNER. It is an important matter, and the police | Ment was concurred 
officers and the courts have been urgent in favor of the passag« The bill was orde1 » be engrossed for a t ut 
of the bill. It has been submitted to them, and the only objec- | the third time, and pass 
tion they may make to it is that which Judge Kimball suggests, PROTECTION OF PROPERTY IN THE DISTR 
that the exception under the last proviso might be a little too its OE ais Oh Cl ae ee er 
liberal. But the other clauses, and the one to which the Sen-| * 20 Bee ee ee eet eg 
= a rs, they all ap prove. Se ~ Tikekdan of Pate ce “pega we eh - p = cae cine ae 
> secti » rovides i S ( Ol nola. whicn as cad 
a be. MARIS. oe eens Sale ee Mr. SHERMAN. I understand it is the desire that 
( imbia to « vyeapons as hereinbefore describe WW ma l OVe inv Orit row, a5 some »¢ ators wis to 
intent to unlaw , am . it. I she d like to have a brief executiv ssion. 
[ think the language does obviate the objection that I raise« fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill wil a 
; ar r 1 av any suggestion in regard to it. } Es 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend: Mr. SHERMAN. Tr ut 
reported by the committee. ae an ¢ e j ah anal 
The amendment was agreed to. i ele aarvand tor = sa 
; The bill was reported to the Senat¢ as amended, and the amend- | .oncideration of executive bus 
; ments were concurred in. tive session e doors ¥ — 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, ar 
was read the third time. PRESI 
Mr. PALMER. Allow me to ask the Senator from West Vir- A messa rom t Pre e | , 
ginia if the object of this bill is to punish persons for carryin O. L. PRUDEN. one « tha 
onnapee: O s day a ( ( t wt (S 
Mr. FA ULKNER. It also p inishes those who carry them provide for th creatlo of a t ala t | Ts 
- a for an unlawful purpose, but that has got to be proven. ritorv of Utah. 
. PALMER. That is right; but should it punish the bear- ee < om ; 
sam of arms openly in the District, as for instance, winery or- af eee eee eee 
ganizations with their arms and muskets in their hands? _ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLA 
Mr. FAULKNER. That isexpre ssly excepted also in tl pro- | | ol £0 CLOCK Nay arr the ( 
viso, and there can be no questionof misconstruction. It app ies | the uniinished busit 
to private citizens. It only makes the carrying < arms openly senate, as in Comm Y 
an offense when it is proved that they have beencarried with an | * ition Of the | >. Lotd) P 
: unlawful intent. and binding, and the distributior 
: The bill was passed. | PRESIDING OFFI 
The title was amended so as to read: amendment Of the Senato! ae 
A bill to punish the carrying or selling of deadly or dangerous weapo1 the amendment of the senator trom Lexa ir. ¢ 
= within the District of Columbia, and for other purposes ; Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest, a 
5; NEW YORK, LAKE ERIE AND WESTERN RAILROAD CoMPANy. | /@ the © han HP Pr, that the am 
ti Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to inquire what became of Order ir. MANDERSON.,. 1 men Sena f 
Fs of Business 73, Senate bill 68? t seems we have passed over to | Texas was to strike out ‘‘t e’ an is toma 
Onder of Dainese No. 75. the number « ypies printed of thi al Re} 1) 4 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. Order of Business No. 73 was not | I moved to amend the a ! ‘ t 4 
cal d up, it having been passed over heretofore. of 500.000. 
; _ Mr. McPHERSON. I ask that that bill be taken up for con- Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the amendment m: 
> sideration. passed over until the Senator from T: I 
; There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of th Mr. MANDERSON. There is on t 
q Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 68) for the relief of th The PRESIDING OFFICER we I 
: New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad Company. seeummant now } ling wssed ove 
[t authorizes the Court of Claims, notwithstanding the lapse | T he hair hears n 
P of time, to take jurisdiction of and adjudge the claim of th Mr. GALLIN( t. When Senate ad ed 
F New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad Con ipany, succes- | gave notice tl 


sor of the Erie Railway C ompany, for the transportation of the | partic t nt of ections of » | 


particulars the arrangem« 


u mails of the United States from January 1, 1874, to June 30,1877, | Senator having charge of the bill assures me that tl] a 
¥ = routes (old numbers) numbered 1201, 1207, and 1208, the | ment in the bill is the same that prevails in th: ing 
Q laim being base d upon alleged contracts between the United | Upon that statement from the Senator having charge of the} 
R Stat es of rc rica (ac ting in that behalf by their Postmaster-Gen- ! I shall not offer the amendment of which I gave notice yest 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Arethere further amendments 
to the bill as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GALLINGER. At the end of line 7, section 45, I move 
to add: 

And such superintendents and assistant superintendents as the public 
good may require, at such compensation as the Public Printer may deter- 
mine 

Mr. MANDERSON. Whatis the purpose of the amendment, 
I beg to ask the Senator ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Simply this, that without the form of law 
the Public Printer appoints these officials. There are a large 
number of them in the Printing Office. It occurs to me that it 
would be well to give him authority of law to do what he is now 
doing without authority. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I donot know of any officials of that char- 
acter in the Printing Office. There are the different foremen 
and those who have in charge certain branches of the work of 
the Public Printing Office. I am a little afraid that this provi- 
sion would give a latitude to the Public Printer beyond what we 
might desire. Of course I realize that the Senator from New 
Hampshire, from his experience in the other House and from 
his intimate knowledge of the business of printing, has a degree 
of information upon these subjects that I myself am not possessed 
of, but I am a little afraid of the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that I am not strenuous about 
the matter; but the factis that the Public Printing Office, which 
originally had two superintendents, has grown to be, I think, 


3,000 people. There are superintendents of press room, the 
stereotype foundry, the job room, the folding room, and also su- 
perintendents of the different branch offices. As I before re- 


marked, the Public Printer is appointing these officials and they | 


bear the title of superintendents and assistant superintendents, 
and he is doing it without authority of law. It occurs to me that 
it would be well to incorporate the provision in this section. 
Still, if the Senator having charge of the bill objects to it, I 
shall withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Theonly question in my mind is whether 
he would not have the power to employ these persons, giving 
them whatever title he might see fit, under the warrant of the 
general bill. I ask that the amendment be again read in con- 
nection with the entire section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 45 the 
following: 

And such superintendents and assistant superintendents as the public 
good may require, at such compensation as the Public Printer may deter 
mine 

Mr. HARRIS. That amendment, if agreed to, it seems to me 
would leave to the discretion of the Public Printer the number 
of and the salaries allowed to all such employés. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


The Chief Clerk will report 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 11, 


attention to the fact that the amendment proposed by him on 
page 23 was passed over temporarily. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest, before we take that up, in line 
4, page 10, if the Senator from Nebraska has not already had the 
amendment made, to insert the word ‘' to” before ‘*‘ each Mem- 
ber or Delegate,” so as to read, ‘* to bedelivered to each Member 
or Delegate.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
word ‘* to” appears in the desk copy. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It was evidently a mistake in the print, 
and it has been corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
COKE] moved to amend section 77, line 6, by striking out **3” 
and inserting ‘‘5” before the words ‘‘ hundred thousand.” The 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]| moved to amend the 
amendment by inserting ‘‘4.” It relates to the number of copies 
of the Agricultural Report to be printed. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senatorfrom Nebraska to the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska to the amendment proposed by myself will be 
voted down. I offered an amendment striking out ‘‘ 300,000” 


Thatisamisprint. The word “ to” was 


| and inserting in lieu of it 500,000” as the number of copies of 


| the Agricultural Report to be printed. 


The Senator from Ne- 


| braska proposes to cut down my amendment to 400,000. 
the largest printing establishment in the world, employing some | 


Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to say simply that if the amend- 


| ment to the amendment prevails it will be an increase of 100,000 
| in the number of these reports beyond the amount reported by 


the committee, and will print the exact number of this report 
heretofore printed. I asked the superintendent of the House 
folding room to give me the number of Agricultural Reports on 
hand in the folding room belonging to the quota of members of 
the House of Representatives. [ have from hima report, that of 
the Agricultural Reports up to the year 1890 heretofore published, 
that being the last one issued, there are to-day in the House 
folding room undistributed 270,352 copies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What page is that on? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I say I have that in a communication 
just received from the superintendent of the House folding room. 
[t, of course, is not in the report of the committee, because the 
information has just come to me, and is up to date, February 11. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I inquire of the Senator if the statement 
he has from the superintendent shows whether the reports re- 
maining in the folding room are not the copies to which Repre- 
sentatives from city districts are entitled? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is not shown by this report. I ap- 
prehend that some of those who are from city districts have Ag- 


| ricultural Reports to their credit and that many who are from 


[ suggest to the Senator from Tennessee | 


that that is precisely what the Public Printer is now doing. He | 


is employing these men, some of them at $6 a day, some of them 
at less, and I think a few of them at a larger per diem. He is 
doing it, however, without the authority of law, in the proper 
discharge of the duties of his office. They are required, and he 
appoints them. 

Mr. HARRIS. It occurs to me that this is a much larger dis- 
cretion than ought to be lodged in the Public Printer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the amendment be again read, 
please. 

The Chief Clerk again read Mr. GALLINGER’S amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Whatis the intention? Are there not other 
officers than those named already there necessarily? I should 
like to have some explanation of the amendment. I didnot hear 
the Senator’s explanation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
glad to do for the benefit of the Senator from Missouri, and say 
that in the Government Printing Office superintendents are now 
appointed by the Public Printer of the press room, the stereotype 
foundry, the job room, the folding room, and likewise the heads 
of the printing offices in the different bureaus of the Government. 
They bear the title of superintendents and assistant superintend- 
ents, and get asalary perhaps notexceeding $6 a day, but as high 
as $6 a day. 
‘The Public Printer finds it necessary to have those officials, and 
he appoints them and fixes their compensation. 
simply gives him the authority to do by law what he is now do- 
ing without law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas [Mr. 
COKE] having returned to the Chamber, the Chair will call his 


country districts have Agricultural Reports to their credit. 

Mr. HARRIS. The latterstatement, unless it was established, 
I should doubt very seriously. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it will be found on exploration 


| that those who represent city districts make some distribution 


of the Agricultural Reports, and that they exchange them pretty 
liberally with members of Congress who are from rural districts. 
[ give these figures simply that we may realize the existing con- 
dition. The report, to which I referred yesterday, shows that 
during the Fiftieth Congress, a period of two years, but 38 per 
cent of these reports were distributed by members of the Senate, 
and now we have a showing that there are nearly 300,000 copies 
of these reports to-day in the folding room of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It seems to me that this fact, taken in connection 


| with the others which have been heretofore stated, shows pretty 


j 


{shall have torepeat myself, which I am | 


| conclusively that the number heretofore printed is sufficient for 


all purposes. 

[ realize the value of this report; I realize the great demand 
there is for it; but it seems to me we are meeting any reasonable 
demand for it, good as it is, by the number heretofore printed. 
Realizing the facts I have given, that here this immense number 
of this precious document remains undistributed, and that in ad- 
dition to that they can be bought, and that this Agricultural Re- 
port for 1890 was purchased in June last (having been issued from 
the press in May) at from 5 to 10 cents a copy, it costing the Gov- 


| ernment from 40 to 50 cents, I hope the Senator from Texas will 


There is no authority of law for their appointment. | 


My amendment | 


accept the proposed amendment. Iam willing tocompromise on 
that, which has been the usual number printed. 

Mr. COKE. The statement made by the Senator from Ne- 
braska as to the number of copies of this report lying in the 
folding room, it seems to meshould cut no figure. The fact that 
there are Senators and Representatives who neglect the inter- 
ests of their constituents and allow their books to lie in the fold- 
ing room should not prejudice other Senators, who frequently 
have to buy these reports in order to fill the demand of their 
constituents for them. Nearly one-half of the voting people of 
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this country are farmers; and it is proposed by this bill that 
300,000 copies of the Agricultural Report, the only book issued 
for their benefit, and confessedly the most valuable report issued 
by the Government, shall be all that shall be distributed to them. 
I have asked by my amendment that the number be increased to 
500,000 copies. 

I venture the assertion that there is no Senator or Represent- 
ative from an agricultural constituency who does not distribute 
these books. I know my experience is that I never have enough 
of them. I know the experience of other gentlemen to be that 
they have to buy copies in order to comply with the requests of | 
their constituents. When we do this, should we be prejudiced 
by the neglect of duty by other gentlemen? 

I submit, Mr. President, that while we should economize, we | 
should not commence with the agricultural class, who derive less | 
benefit from the operations of this Government than any other 
class of people in this country. If there is any class of people in 
this country who are entitled to some little favor now, it is the 
agricultural people. 

I hope the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to my 
amendment will be voted down, and that we may be permitted | 
to have 500,000 copies printed. For instance, I would receive, if | 
my amendment should pass, some 1,200 volumes. I would have 
to distribute that number of volumes in a population of 2,500,000 
people, agricultural people almost exclusively. It is the same 
way with other Senators. I hope the Senate will vote down the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to my amendment in | 
order that the amendment I have proposed may be adopted. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Supplemental to the statement of my col- 
league [Mr. MANDERSON] as to this enormous surplus, I desire 
to say that I also have received a statement to-day from the super- 
intendents of the folding rooms of both Houses, and from the 
House statement I discover that the accumulation there which 
the Senator gives is the result of nearly thirty years’ distribu- 
tion. It commences with 1864; and it is not at all astonishing 
that during all that great period of time there should be an ac- | 
cumulation of 200,000 copies. Itis fair to state, taking the state- | 
ment in my hands as to the present accumulation of the report 
of 1890, that in the other House it does not greatly exceed 70,000 
copies of that document on hand at the present time. 

Mr.M ANDERSON. Doany statements show that, or is it only 
a guess? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have only the statement to which I refer 
te fortify my estimate. “I judge of the condition of the House | 
surplus by the number now left of the Senate’s proportion. From 
this statement I think it would be safe to say there can not be 
very many more than 75,000 copies of the report of 1890 on hand 
in the other House. There may be some more; there may be 
100,000 copies, but if there are 100,000 it is not a very large num- | 
ber to have on hand for members of the House of Representa- 
tives, who are called upon for copies by their constituents every | 
day. My colleague knows how itis himself. I do not believe 
he gets a mail any day in which he does not receive one or more | 
letters asking for the Agricultural Report. AsI have before 
stated, when [ came here at the commencement of the present 
session I began to distribute the Agricultural Report. I have 
already distributed between 500 and 600 copies. I have not to- 


' day the number of copies of the report that I ought to have on 


hand to meet the individual applications that come to me for it 
from day to day, let alone the thousands of farmers in our State 
who, if I had it, I should be glad to distribute it to, and who 
would be most delighted to receive it, because they have very little 
other literature on the distant frontier in the newer States of 
that Western country and they place great store upon this pub- | 
lication. 

In the Senate folding room there are 45,000 copies only of the 
publication of 1890, and the accumulation in the Senate, which is 
only 96,000 copies, commences with 1875. I venture to say that 
in the case of no publication anywhere by authority of Congress 
of any kind or nature, considering the number that are published, 
is there so slight an accumulation for that period oftime. Thirty 
years is a good while, and I do not think it is quite fair to parade 
this enormous surplus of documents as being a surplus which has 
been brought about within two or three years from the printing 
of an excess of the Agricultural Report. 

For myself I think it would be an injustice to the agricultural 
people of this country, who have so little valuable reading mat- 
ter and who are so anxious to get information on agricultural 
subjects, to reduce the number as proposed. It would be an in- 
justice in the Western States particularly to limit the number 
below 500,000. 1 believe the adoption of the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas would be a matter of only common justice to 
the farmers of the West, who could consume the entire 500,000 
copies themselves if they were obtainable, and then cry for more. 

I do not agree with my colleague, who is generous always and 
who himself has purchased I have no doubt from time to time 
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many copies of the Agricuiturai Report and exchanged other doc- 
uments for them and got them as best he could to meet demands 
made upon him from day to day and month to month. That is 
the experience of every one of us from the agricultural States. 
I know, ofcourse, the great desire of my colleague to reduce the 
cost to the Government of the public printing, but I ask him to look 
more strongly insome other directions than he may possibly have 
done, although [ have no doubt he has done the best he could, 


| as he always does—but at all events I want him to try to keep a 


sort of blind eye towards these Agricultural Reports which our 
people in Nebraska, and the West generally, want by hundreds 
and thousands more than they can get under the most liberal rule 
of distribution possible to secure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the 


| question onagreeing to the amendment to the amendment? 


Mr.MANDERSON. One moment, Mr. President. If guess- 
ing is to be in order, I guess my guess will be as good as my col- 
league’s. He guesses that of the 270,000 copies of the Agricul- 
tural Report heretofore printed- 

Mr. PADDOCK. Of 1890. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of the number remaining in the folding 
room of the House he guesses that 75,000 are copies of the Agri- 
cultural Report of 1890. As it is a matter of guesswork I would 
guess that it is nearer 150,000 than 75,000. He has information 
that to-day there are 45,000 copies of the Agricultural Repori for 
the year 1890 in the folding room of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is true. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, thatistrue. It is also true that 
this report came to the Senate folding room in May of last year, 
and that it was then subject to distribution. It is also true that 
the whole amount of the Senate’s quota was 75,000, so that of the 
75,000 delivered to the Senate folding room in the spring of last 


| year, notwithstanding the enormous demand that my colleague 
| speaks of, there are still 45,000 left, and but 30,000 copies have 


been distributed. 

L know it is a fashionable thing, and it is perhaps a very cap- 
tivating thing, to talk about the necessities of the farmer and 
his crying demand for literature. There has been no petition 
that I have known presented to either House of Congress for an 
increased publication of this book. Petitions have come galore 
asking for greater economy in the public service. It seems to 
me that the interest of the agriculturist is better guarded when 
we prevent waste than when we go into extravagance. I think 
the printing of 500,000 copies annually of this publication, valu- 
able as it is, isin the nature of great waste, in the presence of 
these figures. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I only desire to say a single 
word in reference to the distribution of these documents to which 
my colleague refers. The Agricultural Report for 1890, it is true, 
was delivered in May to the folding room here, but every Sena- 
tor and every Member of the House of Representatives was ab- 
sent from the Capitol. The farmers donot read Agricultural Re- 
ports in the summer. They are at work trying to make their 
crops. The Senators and Members are not here to distribute 
them in the summer; but when théy do come in December they 
begin to distribute them, and then the farmers begin to call for 
the book. It isin the winter that they desire these reports, when 
they have plenty of time to read them. To illustrate it by my 
own case, i did not distribute any copies during the summer, ex- 
cept avery small number, but since the session commenced I 
have distributed between 500 and 600 copies, and that, I have no 
doubt, is the experience relatively of all Senators and of my col- 
league himself, with all others from agricultural States. So Ido 
not think there is great force in the fact that there happens to 
be at this time 45,000 copies on hand under the allotments to 
Senators. 

Mr.MANDERSON. You have had nearly three months of the 
session in which to distribute it. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly, and I have made good use of the 
time myself. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment to the amendment. If the amendment to th: 

amendment prevails it will fix the number at 400,000 copies. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I wish to say just one word 

in regard tothe accumulation of documents in the folding rooms 


of the Senate-and House. I realize that th: reports of the 
officers show quite a large number of. documents stili on hand. 
A considerable number of those documents are not in large quan- 
tity, and some of them are of a cia vhere a Senator ought to 
keep some of the copies in order to make sets and give them out 
in complete sets. I think it would bea very unwise and improper 
distribution that every Senator should be compelled, as soon as 
he receives a document, to send it off, regardless of the doe 

ments of the same kind before received or that will be thereaft 


received. 
We have a beautiful illustration of that in the first five vol- 
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umes of the Records of the War of the Rebellion. They were is- 
sued and given to Senators and Members of the House and they 
were distributed promisc ously all over the country when re- 
ceived, as there was aconsiderable demand forthem. What has 


been the sult? The fith volum«s 


volumes subsequent to the 
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have been distributed through the War Department so that they 
will go in unbroken sets, and now we have to print the first five 
volumes in order to complete those sets. Knowing asI did when 
those volumes came out that they were only apartof from ninety 
to « hundred and twenty volumes, I refused to distribute any 
of mine and kept them in the document room. They have been 
a source of very great annoyance to m People knowing that 
th wert re have been constantly coming to me to get them. 
i e kept them, and I have, therefore, been able to complete 
t] of as many as the number of copies I received of the first 
five volumes. Probably that will be more than will be completed 
by those of all the members of the House [ think it was only 
proper and just that we should do it. 

Ve have another example in the Medical and Surgical History 
of the War of the Rebellion. There were six separate books is- 
sued there. They were in procese of publication for about fifteen 
years, and now it is almost impossible to find a complete set of 
them any whe They have been distributed first to one and 
then to another. They ought to have been kept and distributed 
together. 

It is tl Sar way with the Agricultural Reports. Whil 
1 e is at dea the annual Agricultural Report that is of 
very great value for the time being, there are also in these re- 
ports articles and subjects, matter of permamentand lasting value, 
which will be just as valuable twenty years hence as to-day. 

| think it would be a matter of only justice and right that Sena- 
tors should retain a number of these copies in order that as libra- 
ries develop in the agricultural sections of the country and insti- | 
tutions ars ilt up, the proper officers canfurnisha large number 
of th: vol s in successive order to libraries and to individ- 

al; are al stributed that ends them. 

A compulsory distribution of all of them would be a great thing 


for the second- hand} bookstores, and make them excee dingly prof- 
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have a large population engaged in other branches of industry 
besides agriculture. Pe ‘rhaps the State has been somewhat more 
noted for its mineral productions than for its agriculture, al- 
though the agricultural productions — veryr apidly increased; 
but Ido know that since I have been in public life Ihave never been 
able to meet the demand for the Agricultural Report t, and I have, 
as have my colleagues from time to time who have served with 
me, been in the habitof purchasing, when we could, Agricultural 
Reports for distribution. My colle ague a few days since pur- 
chased a couple of thousand copies, which he has distributed in 


the State. 1 shall probably purchase some; and then the agri- 
culturists of the State whom we have upon our lists will not be 
~ pplied. [ should myself like to see every agriculturist in the 
country (I do not mean every man who labors on a farm, but I 


mean every man who carries on a farm) supplied with a copy of 
he Agricultural Report. 

" know that in some sections there is a feeling that it isa worth- 
less publication. Mr. President, that not true. The Agri- 
cultural Report is a valuable production. There is not any man 
in public life who can not derive some benefit from an examina- 
tion of it. There is not a farmer or a farm laborer in the coun- 
try who would not be benefited by reading it. 

The Senator who has charge of this bill seems to think that in 
the interest of -economy we must cut down the provision to the 
very lowest possible amount. If he should agree to make the 
1umber 450,000 copies that would leave 25,000 for the Agricul- 
tural Department, 1,000 copies for each member of this body, and 
1,000 copies for each member of the other House. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That would not quite do it. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood that that would doit. It would 
be in that neighborhood, at all events. I have no doubt that if 
500,000 copies are published they will be distributed so far as the 
agricultural districts are concerned. Of course the men repre- 
senting the great cities have no interest in distributing the Ag- 
ricultural Reports. If there could be any method by which only 
the members representing the agricultural districts could be sup- 
plied, it would be, perhaps,a good thing. I do notknow whether 
that could be done or not. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the 


is 


Senator will permit an interrup- 


| tion 


itable if they were.all given out at once, because the surplus 
would be immediately absorbed into the stores and the prices on 
them raised, and Senators and others who are buying them occa- 
sionally would not be able to get them at 5 or 10 ce nts a copy. 

| know it is agreat abuse that these documents should be found 
upon sale at such alow price in the bookstores; but because some 
Senators and Members of the other House give to their clerks or 
to their friends a few copies of this book and that book. and 
those friends, instead of appropriating them to their own use, go 
off and either sel m or swap them for some other book they 
want, « Ca 1 lanc ome member, as in the case of the 
n per 1! ( ( ] report, § should sell his co} vies, are all 
the rest w punished? I think not, Mr. P resident. 

[a ) ain as to the exact number of these reports that 
ought to be published, but I certainly think that a much greater 
nut r should be published than is provided in the bill—300,000. 
I 3 » vreat a reduction, and therefore I shall sus 
tall le @ ndl nt of the Senator fre = as 

j ESIDING OFFICER. TI estion is on agreeing 
t I two amendment 

T ! amendment was rejected. 

P | G OFFICER. The question recurs on a 

ent of the Senator from " [Mr. Cok] 

\ND SON I move to amend the amendment by in- 

! 125,000” instead of ‘*500,000.” That will leave 400,000 

3; of the two Houses and 25,000 for the Agricul- 

tu D [tseems to me inall conscience that isenough. 
CO Dp is amendmen ) my amendment will 

my amendment fixing the number at 500,000 

. President. if 500,000 copies of the Agricul- 

ance, it is simply because of the ina- 

of int st on the part of Senators and Members 

aocument There can be no que stion that 500,- 
the A ltural Report can be profftably distrib- | 
\ the people and there will still be a great demand for | 
t the class who are especially interested in the subject of 

t treats. With the vast pop" uation of farmers who ar 

‘ at to some consideration, as ap Ree ye ete ge hough 
th lo) vet a great deal nowadays, at least when the Gov- 
é nt 1 a large amount of money in publishing 
250,000, 300,000, or 400,000 copies, it is not much additional ex- 


4 


pense to anc r 100,000; and then there will be a great num- 
ber of agriculturists in the country who will be un able to secure 
tha ch t ey desire. 

I do n now elf but that there is a lack of attention to 
this )) t and a failure to distribute thisreport. I do not rep- 
resent a State tha specially noted for its agriculture. We 





My, TELLER. Certainly 

Mr. MANDERSON. I want to call his attention to the fact 
that a concurrent resolution has come to Congress year after year 
providing for the printing of 400,000 copies of this publication. 
It has been introduced at the request of the Secretary of Agri- 

iulture, and I have never had personally, and I donot think that 
the Senate or either House of Congress has ever had, an intima- 
tion from him that a greater number was required. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that I have ever had any such 
intimation from the Secretary of Agriculture. I presume he is 
by the same spirit that movesthe Senator from Nebraska, 
who has charge of the bill. He desires, in the interest of econ- 
omy, Il suppose, to keep the appropriations for his Department 
as low as possible. It is not at all improbable that he is moved 
to make the number 400,000 because he thinks that it is difficult 
more than 400,000 copies. Iwill venture tosay that if this 
question were submitted to the Secretary of Agriculture he would 


mov ed 


to get 


| admit that the re is a demand for more than 400,000 copies of the 


Agricultural Report in this country. 
fair demand for more than twice that amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The que stion is on agreeing to 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment 
the Senator from Texas. The amendment to the amendment 
proposes to print 425,000 copies of the Agricultural Report. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qu stion recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas fixing the number at 
DUO O00, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COKE. The section must now be further amended. Thi 
mainder of the section goes on, as it now stands, to divide th: 
copies that are be printed, and gives 50,000 to the Senate 
225,000 to the House, and 25,000 for distribution to the Agricul 
tural Department, on the basis of 300,000. I move, in line 7, to 
strike oa ** fifty ” and insert ‘‘ one hundred and twenty; ” in lin 
8 to strike out ‘* two hundred and twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ thr: 
hundre od and fifty; and in line 9 to strike out ‘ twenty-five” and 
insert ‘‘ thirty.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFIC 
by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. 
in line 8 strike out 
out ‘'25” and insert ‘‘ 3( 


a“ 


I think myself there is a 


the 


ol 


rw 


SER. ndment will be stated 


The a 


In line 7 strike out ‘'50 
a. and insert ‘* 350,’ 
so as to read: 


>and insert ‘*‘ 120,” 
’and in line 9 strik« 


Of the Agricultural Report 500,000 copies, of which 120,000 shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 350,000 for the use of the House, and 30,000 for distribution 
by the Agricultural Department. 


ao 


oe 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- The PRESIDING OFFICER. 17 on is on acr ‘i 
ator from Texas to the fact that if he gives 350,000 to the Ho the amendment proposed by the Senator f Vlissoun 
of Representatives it will not be 1.000 to each member of t The amendment w ac) 


House. I suggest whether a better division would not be to make Ir. COCKRELI [ move to st of section a 
it 360,000 to the House, 110,000 to the Senate, and 30,000 to the | ask that it may be read 

Department of Agriculture. By that means we give nearer 1,000 The PRESIDING OFFICER | : met 
to each member of Congress. be read 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Texas Mr. COCKRELL. It does ni th t t of th 


accept that modification of his amendment? bill at 


Mr. COKE. I accept the modification of the amendment. I : » SECRETARY. Itis propo out { '4. in t] 
want to make the division as nearly equal as possible. following words 

Mr. PALMER. [should like to ask for information wheth EC. 74. Alldo ents it 5; 
as a matter of fact the copies that have been printed of this re- | 8 1m the folcimes room of tl nate or | t t ur 


port by the Agricultural Department are really distributed to | Snail be turned o a: Siaieentiens 4 ees 
the country. Of course, representing largely an agricultur: libra t sin} , i 
constituency, I realize the importance of having many copies , Subserve the put 
printed of the reports of the Agricultural Department, but | The PRESIDING OFFICER L tion 1s on agreeing to 


have heard it intimated that as a matter of fact they reach the | Ye amendment proposed by th 
bookstores and jobbers and do not reach the people for whom he amendment was agreed 

they are intended. If that is true, it would seem to me entirely Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator 
useless and needless to incur the expense oi printing a very large | having charge of the bill as to the ¢ aning of section 49. 
number. I hope the Senator from N¢« braska will be able to give | [t provides for the employment of tiv rks at a stipulated sa 
us some information on that point, so that we need not be put to | #"y, the fact being, as Senators wt Lif t refer to the in 
the useless expense of providing for people who will never get | VesUgation of the Government Printing Office on page 83, that 
the benefit of what the Government expends. SDEEO BFS twenty Other Clerks Oomph yy the Public Printei 


Mr. COKE. I will answer the Senator from Illinois by saying | My purpose in making the inquiry is because this section is som: 
that whether the people get these books or not depends upon | Wat misieadin [think it would give people to understan 
the personal integrity and theenergy of their representatives | ' 
here; and I do not think I could give a vote or perform an action | twenty-five. Although a similar amendment was voted down a 
in the Senate based on the supposition that there is an absence | few moments ago, [ offer an amendment to come in at the end 
of these qualities in their representatives. of section 49. 

Mr. PALMER. It affords me pleasure to say to the Senator ; he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stat 


1at the Public Printer has only tive clerks, when in fact he has 





from Texas that my constituents are absolutely safe if that is the ‘he SECRETARY. At the end of section 49 insert 
test. ‘su bh other clerks a reasona le per diem compensation as the inte 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | “*'* Of "he Public service Inay from fime to time requ . 
the amendment of the Senator from Texas as modified. It will Mr. MANDERSON. [ stmply desire to say that section 49 is 
almost an exact reprint of the law as it now stands, found in the 


be read by the Secretary as modified. 


The SECRETARY. In line 7, section 77, strike out ‘ fifty” and propriation acts. [think this section is taken bodily from the 
insert ‘one hundred and ten;” in line 8 strike out ‘‘two hun ast appropriation act. Undoubtedly the additional clerks who 
dred and twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ three hundred and sixty,” and | “© ™ ferred to have been employed, as the superintendents who 
in line 9 strike out ‘twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ thirty. were referred to as having been employed, unde the general 

The amendment was agreed to. , power granted tothe Public Printer. Lrealize the fact that ther 

Mr. COKE. [also gave notice of an amendment that I should | #"¢ clerks at lower salaries than these; what they are termed | 
propose to the next clause of this section. I move to strike out | CO "Ot KNOW. If there is any qu | at they would be legis 
in line 11 the word “forty ” and insert “ fifty,” putting the num- | ‘*te¢ out by reason of this section, t ‘tainly 1s no object 


ber back to where it stands under the present law. ' ) this penn pe 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator |, Mr. GALLINGES. there is one ch eee eee. 
from Texas will be reported. th office of the chief clerk, $7.66, anc er at $6.40, and so o 
The SECRETARY. Attheendof line11 strike out “forty ” anc down to $2.40. 
insert ‘‘fifty;” so as to read: . ~ : 


. MANDERSON. They are per diem employés? 








Of the report of the Bureau of Animal Industry, 50,000 copie 4 a ; = a - aa 7 = = ; ; } a s . 

The amendment was agreed to. Government P: Office t ! ( 

Mr. COKE. I move to strike out in line 12 the words ‘ten | quire twenty-fo now, an { I > 5 
thousand ” them as clerks and fixing the veriahaad a ali cies 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will give the Senator the distribution | ity or law. The] : " 
of this same number under a former concurrent resolution he emplovs twenty 


Mr. COKE. Very well. Mr. COCKRELL. 1 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is 13,000 to the Senate, 27,000 to the The SECRETARY. It is 
House, and 10,000 to the Agricultural Department. 19: 

Mr. COKE. That is right. ; Ar other 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is in accordan with tf a] | ests of the public 
precedent. Mr. GALLINGI 





Mr. COKE. I ask that that amendment be ma out 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed*amendment vy \ GORMA | n 
be stated. objection to t amendment itor f 
The SECRETARY. In line 12, section 77, strike out 10”: Hampshire otl than this: | 
insert ‘‘13;” and in line 13, after the word ‘‘ twenty,” insert | the chief clerk and ous O ( ed in 
‘‘seven:” so as to read before the Senate, fixing their co nsatior aving it to t 
}? »> Print } ag pat » ¢ l 
Of the report of the Bureau of Animal Industry, 50,000 copies, of — 4 A AIS CISCrouUon WH ULRCE OM oa 
13,000 shall be for the Senate, 27,000 for the House, and 10,000 for distr ! persons as are cessary to conduct { 
etc. a number of them are emploved { day « mo 
The amendment was agreed to. temporarily, Just as th ness ¢ tt a i 
Mr. COCKRELL: I move toamend section32. Ido not think as that authority how. | to t 
the amendment made there covers the point I desire to cover. | PUt in, the resultwill be that the Pub rint 
I move to add at the end of the section: general authority to designate a , pro ind to 
: fix their compensation, fe« wrran tes , the sala 
Provided, That the terms of this act shall not apply to so uch of the | .:. shel Sree —_— ee ee ee ~ ee ’ aia 
J A Lal l appy much l saa + +} » fir 1} aw » 4 . . ar ‘ ‘ 
printing as is nece ssary to expedite the work of the record and v ~ ries to those ixed DY law ) } my na ( ers 1n the Same 
division of the War Department . office. I doubt the propricty of the amendment. 
xT. ——— ; ; Mr. MANDERSON. If my colle: e ( the ymmi 
Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to that amendment. it 7 “ for hi fe cat a ae 
I think it ought to be made. wena eae ae ee eee 
authorization to employ the per « ( und d 


Mr. COCKRELL. I am afraid the language there does not 

, cOver it. ‘AR r r : 7 
Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps i 5 nots his certainly | lf- GORMAN. Unquestionably. 

ew t Perhaps it does not, and this certainly Mr. MANDERSON. Section 50 provides that 


* — " . | The Public Printer may employ, at such rat f Waces as may deem fo 
Mr. COCKRELL. It makes it sure. FR ep ne pepe pete bent der geben 


‘ 
id Ol 1G 


ents. 
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readers, compositors, pressmen, binders, laborers, and other hands as may 
be necessary for the execution of the orders for public printing and binding 
authorized by law 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the present law. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It seems to me that gives ample author- 
ity for the appointment of these persons. 

Mr.GORMAN. That is the present law. 


[ think probably 


the Public Printer would construe this amendment, if it becomes | 


a part of the law, as authority to make them permanent places. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I propose an amendment to section 50. I 
move to strike out in lines 3 and 4 of the section the words ** com- 
positors, pressmen, binders,” a different compensation having 
been fixed by section 40 for that class of employés. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that amendment is right for the 
reason that in section 40 it will be found that the per hour com- 
pensation to printers and bookbinders and the compensation of 
compositors is definitely fixed, and has been by the law for a long 
time. Undoubtedly pressmen come under the general head of 
printers. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
man. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
readers.” 

Mr. GORMAN. [ understand thatthe amendment does strike 
out **proof-readers.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, simply ‘** compositors,” ‘* pressmen,” 
and ‘‘ binders,” and they are all mentioned in section 40. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out all that portion of section 102 
after the word ‘‘respectively” in line 21, on the last page of the 
bill. The language I propose to strike out reads as follows: 


But not proof-readers, I suggest to the chair- 


It is not proposed to strike out **proof- 
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No Government publications shall be delivered to officers and employés of | 


Congress unless authorized by this act or upon requisition approved by the 
Joint Committee on Printing 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [| Mr. 
VEST]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire simply to state to the Senator 
from Missouri the reason for this clause of the bill. It will be 
found by an examination of the bill that the officers of both 
Houses who seem to be fairly entitled to public documents, either 
for their own use or for distribution, are amply provided for. 

We found that there was in this respect what seemed to us a 
considerable abuse with reference to public documents. For in- 
stance, there had been delivered, as I suggesteé yesterday, to one 
of the libraries of Congress 100 bound copies of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD and to the other 30 bound copies of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. We found that this was done simply 
upon requisition made by the two librarians, such requisitions 
probably being approved by the Clerk of the House and the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, although as to that 1 am not positive. It 
seemed well to the committee that there should be some brake 
put upon the power of officers and employés of Congress to make 
requisition for books or to obtain books. Of course there is no 
disposition to deprive them of those that they should have, and 
therefore we insert this provision that Government publications 
shall be delivered to officers and employés of Congress when 
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Mr. VEST. Then it is very unfortunate language. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If so, let us amend it. 

Mr. VEST. It says: 

No Government publications shall be delivered to officers and employés of 
Congress unless authorized by this act or upon requisition approved by the 
Joint Committee on Printing. 

As amatter of course, it does not require any argument to show, 
as my colleague has suggested, that if my secretary applies to the 
superintendent of documents or to any of the Departments for a 
copy of any publication to be delivered to him, although I might 
be the principal, it would be a delivery to an officer of Congress, 
because I am not known in the transaction. [send him for this 
book, and under this section it would require a requisition ap- 
proved by the Joint Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. To deliver a book to a member of Con- 
gress? 

Mr. VEST. It is not a delivery to a member of Congress; it 
is a delivery to his secretary. Here is the way it would operate. 
The House of Representatives has an officer, one of the most 
valuable officers they have, whose business it is to go to the De- 
partments and get documents for any member of the House. He 
receives a regular salary: and I am told by members of the 
House that it is the greatest convenience possible to them. He 
goes to the different Departments here. When a constituent 
writes to one of the three hundred and odd members.of the 
House of Representatives for a document, all that it is necessary 
for him to do isto send for this clerk, tell him what he wants, 
and he goes down and hunts it up. He is a specialist, an expert 
in the matter, and knows exactly where to go in order to find 
any public document. Now, under this provision it can not be 
delivered to him. The chairman of the committee says it is 
delivered to a Senator or toa Member. Then, in every instance 
he would have to show his authority, a written order from the 
Senator or Member, to obtain the book. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Why should he not? 

Mr. VEST. Because itis not necessary. There is no abuse of 
this sort. The case the Senator refers to, of 100 copies, is an ex- 


| traordinary proceeding, and probably would not happen again in 


the next twenty years of the Government. But here is an ordi- 
nary proceeding which takes place every day. I donot go to the 
Departments to get my documents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, and probably the Senator does not 


| always go to the financial ¢lerk for his pay: he probably sends a 


authorized by this act or upon requisition made subject to the | 


approval of the joint committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does this provision apply only to the Pub- 
lic Printing Office? 

Mr. VEST. It applies to any publications by the Government. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It applies to all Government publica- 
tions. They are all published at the Public Printing Office. It 
applies to officers and employés of Congress. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Suppose I should send my clerk to the Sec- 


retary of the Interior, or to some of the other Departments, for | 
a public document that they had published, probably, before we | 


had it. 
Mr. MANDERSON. 


through his agent. That is not the purpose of this section. 


do not propose to interfere with his demand for a book any- 
where. This is a delivery to officers and employés of Congress 
for their use or for their distribution, and we say there should be 
some limit upon the power of requisition by the officers of Con- 


gress upon the Public Printer. It certainly was an abuse that 
100 bound copies of the RecorD should be delivered to one of 
libraries. They have never been retained there; it is im- 
possible that they should have been, because had they been re- 
tained for the last ten years there would have been no room for 
any other publications. This provision is simply for the pur- 
pose of checking that abuse. 


these 


| legal position as that of principal and agent. 
That would be delivered to the Senator | 
We | 


page, and when he does that he has to give a written order. 

Mr. VEST. No; 1am not a millionaire Senator and I draw my 
own money and handle it myself. [ do not do that by proxy. 
That is too important a matter to be deputized. 

But take the ordinary routine business of the Senate. I send 
my secretary to get adocument. Under the harsh and Procrus- 
tean rule laid down in this provision he must show his authority 
for it. He is an officer of the Senate and comes within the lan- 
guage of this provision. That is what I object to. Now, what 
harm can be done by striking that out? If we want this bill 
to become a law and pass the House of Representatives, after 
once being rejected there, this provision must be taken out. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator whether he would like 
the present condition to continue, by which, for instance, the 
Senate librarian could, on the approval of the Secretary of the 
Senate, continue to draw 30 bound copies of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD? 

Mr. VEST. If there is any such abuse as that let us remedy 
it, and let us prevent the hardship that would be created by this 
act by saying ‘‘ exceptfor the use of Senators and Membersof the 
House.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
is what it means. 

Mr. VEST. Then let it say so. 
it reads. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the Senator can hardly be in ear- 
nest in his criticism of the language. 

Mr. VEST. Iam. 

Mr.MANDERSON. 


[have noobjection tothat. I think that 


[t does not mean that the way 


Because, if so, there could not be any such 
[am sure there are 
a great many things he does through the employés of the Senate 
where he does not give a written order. 

Mr. VEST. The relation of principal and agent is one thing, 
and the proof of itis another. That is just the trouble between 
the Senatorand myself. My secretary is my agent, and when the 
agency is established I am responsible within the line of his 
agency for what he does, but how is an officer of the Government 
who has control of these documents to know that that relation ex- 
ists? There is proof to be made in every case demanded. There 
may be hard cases, there may be abuses under the present practice, 
but we know very well that under the reading of this provision as 
it stands neither my secretary nor the secretary of any Senator 
could go there and get a document unless he shows the fact that 
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he comes from him or from me. 
vision. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 


j 


| 


That is my objection to the pro- | 
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would prevent Senators from having any of these documents? 


The clause reads: 


the Senator from Missouri modifies his proposed amendment or | 


insists upon it as originally offered? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend by inserting, after the 
word ‘‘ Congress,” the words ‘‘except for the use of members 
thereof.” That will meet the views of the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
101, line 7, after the word ‘*Congress” it is proposed to insert 
‘except for the use of members thereof;” so as to read: 

No Government publications shall be delivered to officers and employés of 
Congress, except for the use of members thereof, unless authorized by this 
act or upon requisition approved by the Joint Committee on Printing 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Missouri 
now insist upon his amendment to strike out? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Irise to move an amendment, striking 
out, on page 20, section 55, lines 39 to 49, inclusive, which will 
dispose of the reserve if the amendment should be adopted. 
After it shall have been stated I wish to be heard for a moment 
on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 20 of the reprinted bill, section 
55, it is proposed to strike out from line 39 to line 49, inclusive, 
as follows: 

The remainder of said documents and reports shall be reserved by the Pub- 
lic Printer in unstitched form, and shall be held subject to be bound in the 
number provided by law, upon orders from the Vice-President, Senators, 
Representatives, Delegates, Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the House, 
in such binding as they shall select, except full morocco or calf. All of the 
**usual number”’ shall be printed at one time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment I have just offered is in 
the line of economy to a much greater extent than anything else 
that has been suggested on the floor of the Senate in connection 
with this bill. 

In the Fifty-first Congress there were two hundred and four 
volumes printed of five hundred sets each, known as the reserve. 
It cost to bind those volumes in sheep 75 cents apiece, which was 

76,500, and it is certainly a low estimate to say that the paper 
and the printing and other work connected with the making of 
a book must have cost 25 cents per volume more, which would 


On page 59 of the original bill, section | 


| out by any means. 


have made an aggregate expenditure of $102,000 for the reserve. | 


Mr. President, I have no use for those books. I never opened 
one of them in my life. They are furnished the Senators and 
Members of the House in other forms. 

I want to make this suggestion just here, that, in my opinion, 
the change that the committee has made, which undoubtedly is 
well intended, makes no saving whatever in the matter of this 
reserve. They propose, instead of having these books printed 
and bound up at once and sent to members at their earliest con- 
venience, to have the printing all done and then to have those 
sheets done up in bundles and stored away in storehouses to be 
ealled for by a Senator or Member if he wants a copy of a book, 
and those sheets will then be taken out and bound up into a book. 

To show how almost impossible it will be to carry out the pur- 


six signatures, that is to say, each sixteen pages form a signa- 
ture. For this book to be printed, as this bill provides it shall be, 
the Public Printer shall make seventy-six bindings and they shall 
be sent toastorehouse. Now there are two hundred and four of 
these books, large and small, making propably five thousand bun- 
dles, and they are stored away. I donot know where he is going 
to put them, because we have not any storeroom around the Pub- 
lic Printing Office at the present time. A Senator writes to the 
Public Printer that he desires a copy of this book. The Public 
Printer sends a man to the storeroom, who looks all over the 
seventy-six bundles, unties them, and takes out asignature from 
each bundle, does up the seventy-six bundles, and puts them back 
again. 

There is no economy in it, but it will cost the Government more 
to do that than it will to print those books and bind them up and 
send them to our homes as they are being sent; but if this re- 
serve is dispensed with entirely, as it can be without doing any- 
body any harm, it will save all this trouble and save $102,000, and 
perhaps $125,000, to the Government, and we shall be doing some- 
thing in the line of economy, and something that I think ought 
to be voted for by every member of this body. 

I offer the amendment in good faith, believing that it ought to 
be adopted, and believing that, if adopted, it will be perhaps the 
only large economy that there is in this bill, because I believe 
that under the bill as it stands to-day the saving to the Govern- 
ment will not be very large. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator if 


X XIII——67 


that 


| take the time necessary to bind it, and because 


poses of this bill I hold in my hand a book that has in it seventy- | necessary to consolidate 


The remainder of said documents and report 


What does that refer to? Does 
tive documents and the reports? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Everything in the shape of the reserve. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You propose to strike that out? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Absolutely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would not that prevent a Senator from 
having those bound documents? 


it not refer to all the xecu- 


Mr. GALLINGER. Bound up in sheep, one volume of each 
kind, simply that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think so. If I understand the 


chairman who reported this bill, that part had been wiped out of 
it. [should like to know whether I understood the Senator from 
Nebraska or not. Do I understand that we have dispensed with 
the sheep-bound sets to Senators and that this is the exact clause 
of the bill which did dispense with them and left the documents 
there in the Public Printing Office to be bound in library style, 
for example for a Senator provided he ordered them. Does the 
Senator want to strike that out? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Absolutely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think that ought to be stricken 
[ do not know how it is with other Senators, 
but I know I have a complete set of the Finance Reports of the 
Government from its foundation, and I should take it as a great 
misfortune if I could not keep that set complete. So I have the 
reports of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions from 1837 up, all the reports of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, all the reports of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
and others. I keep them up and I want tokeep them up. They 
are valuable to me. I can go back and trace the legislation in 
regard to any one of these Departments readily and quickly with- 
out having to send off tosome library to get it, and I should think 
it a misfortune if Senators were prohibited from having the use 
f these reports. That is what they are priated for. They : 
printed for our information as well as for the information of the 
people. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, Mr. President, and the type is all 
set for the purpose of printing these reserve books and they are 
printed inotherforms. The Senator \ 
in some other form. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
derstand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
ered the committee more than this question of the usual number. 
I think the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER| is 
mistaken in his idea that we have not dispensed with the reserve. 
This is whatis known asthe reserve. The usual number of docu- 
ments printed when there is a printed order at the desk of either 
House has been 1734. 1734, has been divided into 
two parts, one called the ‘‘up number,” because it came up from 
the Public Printing Office at once as soon as printed. This ‘*up 
number” was left unbound, because it was considered well not to 


ol 


have the same material 


Yes, but in what other form I do not un- 
Beyond question it must be so. 


There was no subject-matter that both 


This number, 


freque ntly it is 


several different prints or reports to 


make one fair-sized volume. 


This ‘‘ up number” of unbound publications had a distribution 
under the order of the Joint Committee on Printing, which 
seemed to be that which was needed for all purposes. About one 
theusand of the 1,734 copies were what we called ** the reserve.” 
and these were reserved in signatures, sometimes not even 
printed or issued perhaps for a year after they were printed, 


Thev were reserved to be bound when the whole set was complete 
and this reserve number was sent to every memb 
Mr. COCKRELL. Bound in sheep. 


‘of Congress 


Mr. MANDERSON. I do not agree with the Senator fron 
New Hampshire, and [ do agree with the Senator from M 
souri, that this reserved number of public documents did hav 
value and has value to-day. At my own home I have eve 
serve number, and I am glad to have them sent to me by the 
superintendent of the document room. [| have them in their 
shelvesand in proper place, and there | can readily find any docu- 
ment or any report that [ want which was made in either House 


of Congress, or any publication known as an executive or mis- 
cellaneous document that has been issued by Congress. 
value to me, and as far as I am concerned, while [ shall remain 
in Congress, I desire to keep up that publication. I know of no 
other method by which I can get in proper order and in proper 
arrangement the publications of Congress and the 
of the Executive Departments. 
Now, we do propose to abolish the reserve, that is to say, 

mean that nothing shall be reserved for future print, but that 


publication 3 
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the whole number « A, 682 copies, which is the reduced number | 
in this bill, shall ae it once printed. What is the disposition | 
made of that print? “The disposition of that print is this: Of the 

1,682 in unbound form, there shall be at once distributed 600 


copie That is the footing of the two sections at page 19, that 
is ‘‘of the House documents and reports unbound” there go 150 
copies to the Senate document room. That is of every publica- 
tion by Congress. Thatis for the use of the Senate, to be brought 
here to our desks for speedy reference. To the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, 10 copies for the use of his officers; to the | 
House document room, 420 copies for the use of members of Con- | 
gress at their desks, and to the Clerk's office of the House, 20 


copies. Substantially the 
number, as we may call 
uments and reports 
1,OR2 « opie s. Then we 
ber, I think, is near! 
on page 20: 

OF THE HOUSE DOCUMENTS AND REPORTS, 
15 copies; 


same disposition is made of the up 
it, because it is unbound, of Senate doc- 
Then, taking out 600 of each, there remain 
say that there shall be bound—the num- 
500, that will be found in the two sections 


BOUND.—To the Senate library, 
to the Libr: ary of Congress 2 copies, and 50 additional copies for 
foreign exchanges; to the House library, 15 copies; to the me er yc of 
documents, 500 copies, for distribution to the State and Territorial libraries 


and designated depositories 


That disposes of 582 copies, so that 500 copies are left. Now, 
it is not propose d that these 500 copies shall be forced upon mem- 
bers of Congress as the old reserves were forced, but, being pre- 
pared at once, they are ready for the order of any member of 
Congress who may desirethem. That is what is to be done with 
the 500 copies. 

The remainder of said documents and reports 

Thus printed at once, and not with the delay of a year— 
shall be reserved by the Public Printer in unstitched form, and shall be held 
subject to be bound in the number provided by law 

That is, one to each Senator and Member— 
upon orders from the Vice-President, Senators, Representatives, Delegates 








Secretary of the Senate, andClerk of the House, in such binding as they shall 
select, except full morocco or calf. 
The provision of the bill with reference to a certain number 


going to committees was stricken out. 
Now these 500 copies are enough to supply each member of 
Congress if he desires them, but if he does not desire them and 


does not make his requisition, then they can be bound and go into 
the hands of the superintendent of documents for distribution to 
libraries other than designated depositories, which have not re- 
ceived them. 

It seems to me 
usual number 
words, there 
and they 
to order 
into the common 


ctionable 
n dor 


the ob} features of the reserve of the 
1e away with by this bill. In other 
lay in the printing; they 
e bound as soon as a member of Congress may see fit 
them bound, here he does not want them they go 
distributed to libraries. I think in 


have bee 


is no dae 





ano W 
fund to b 


this bill we have disposed of the objectionable features of the old | 


system and adopted a plan which is infinitely better. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand from the Senator that any mem- 
ber of Congress who desires it can, as heretofore 
plete sets bound in any shape except full morocco or calf. 

-. MANDERSON. Yes. Wes 





| certainly, for one, do not want it disturbed. Ihave the 

ill reserve documents bound in the usual form as they come to 

us, for the Forty-serenth, Forty-eighth, and part of the Forty- 

ninth Congresses, and I rtainly want them for the rest of my 
term 


Mr. DAWES. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Now, let mesay further that this provi- 
sion has been arrived atafter very careful investigation and after 
getting the benefit for the committee of the suggestions of the 
experts of the Public Printing Office, and particularly the very 
val able suggestions made by Mr. Amzi Smith, the superintend- 


nt of the Senate document room. He says to us that there are 
ag) at many members of the Senate who say to him, ‘‘we do not 
want this reserve,” and yet it is theirs. and under the existing 
law it. must be retained for them somewhere. This does away 
with that difficulty, and I certainly, for one, would be disinclined 
to see this provision of the law dispensed with. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have no desire to pro- 


long the discussion of this question, but 
changed by anything 


my mind has not been 


charge of the hill. 
{ wish to call his attention to this fact, that in the provision of 
the bill as it stands to-day, there is no limit of time provided 


during which the reserve 
Government. As I 


printed, and, 


presumably, there will 
second Cong 


ress. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| printing. 
| for printing the documents in other forms. 


y are speedily printed | 


, have the com- | 


» thought it well not to disturb | 





that has been said by the Senator having 


shall be held in the storerooms of the 
said a moment ago, there were in the last 
Congress two hundrsd and four volumes of five hundred sets each 
be as many in the Fifty- 
They will be stored away in bundles, aggregat- 
ing thousands upon thousands, and under the provisions of this 
bill the y will have to be held there until the next supply comes 
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in for the Fifty-third Congress and the 
and there will be no end to it. 

[suggest again that thestorage room in the Government Print- 
ing Office is not sufficient to-day for that sort of thing, and in two 


Fifty-fourth Congress, 


years from now they will require a new building for that pur- 
pose. 
It is a matter of great economy to getridof this reserve. Ido 


not believe that any Senator would be de prived of any documents 
pr inted by the Government. He can get them in the up-number. 
There are other ways in which he can get every document printed 
by the Government; because not a single line of type is set for 
It isreserved. The same plates are used that are used 
If the Senate chooses 
to retain it I have no objection, but I do feel that it is the great- 
est ec man that will be exercised in reference to this bill, and 
[ sincerely hope it may be stricken out. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator by what 
process any member of Congress who desires to complete his set 
will obtain them if his amendment prevails? 

Mr. GALLINGER. He can not obtain them in the form in 
which they have been heretofore supplied. 

Mr. DAWES. We should have no uniformity of print, or 
binding. or indexing, or anything of that kind? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That does not at all follow. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not quite understand the Senator from 
New Hampshire when he says that the reserve sets are of no 
value, and that he never looked at them. To my mind they are 
of great value. So far as I am personally concerned, since I have 
been in Congress I have endeavored to keep them complete. I 
tried to keep them in my own library, and kept them as long as 
[ had room for them; but after they became so many in quantity 
{ placed them in the library in my own town, which is open to 
the public. I know the public consider that library of immense 
value, and they would feel as if it were a great loss if they were 
unable to keep it in the form in which it has been kept for a 
great many years. 

I should feel as if whatever interest I had in this bill was very 
much impaired iff were notable to get those documents as I have 
heretofore. If there is no other obstacle in the way required by 
this bill except to give an order, while, of course, I think there 
may be some propriety in that, those Senators and Representa- 
tives who feel like the Senator from New Hampshire does about 


the value of them may be relieved of their claim tothem. Ido 
hope the motion of the Senator will not prevail. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The 


question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MANDERSON. In order 
think the main objection, made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] upon this subject, I offer an amendment, 
to insert, after the words *‘ morocco or calf,” in line 45 of section 
59, on page 20 of the reprinted bill, the words: 
And when not called for 


to meet the objection, and I 


and delivered within two years after printing shall 


} 


e delivered to the superintendent of documents for distribution. 
Mr. COCKRELL. How is that, and where does it come in? 
Mr. MANDERSON. It comes in after the words ** morocco 


or calf,” in line 45, on page 20. 

That is in order, if any Senator or Member does not want these 
reserved documents, that they need not remain forever to his 
credit, for at the end of two years they can be turned over to the 
superintendent of documents. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is, after the annual publication. 


Mr. MANDERSON. That is,after their printing two years. 
Mr. COCKRELL. After they are printed, because sometimes 


they send down there and get a thing started and keep it back 
for three or four or five years. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That can not be done under this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. LI hope not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CALL. Ipropose, on page 33, after 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Florida will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 33 of the repr inted bill, in sec- 
tion 77, after line 13, it is proposed to insert the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That if, after one year, there shall remain undistributed any 
number of the Agricultural Report or of the Bureau of Animal Industry, ex 
cept such as shall have been reserved on the order of a member of Congress 
to whom they were allotted, they shall be distributed in single copies by the 


superintendent to citizens of the State or district of the Senator or Member 
of Congress to whom they were first allotted. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the object of that? 
Mr. CALL. It appears from the evidence on all sides that for 
some reason a very large proportion of these reports, which are 


line 14, the amendment 


The amendment of the Senator 
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| 
generally desired by the people of the country, are not distrib- | 
uted and do not reach them. If this provision be adopted they 
will certainly, in some brief period of time, reach the people for 
whom they are intended. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not think that amendment reaches 
the purpose the Senator has in view. It simply applies to one 
year after the passage of this bill. Does not the Senator mean 
one year after the distribution? 

Mr. CALL. It is intended to be one year after delivery. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But it does not so read. 

Mr. CALL. The words may be inserted ‘‘ one year after their 
delivery.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the chairman of the committee 
that there is another difficulty, which seems to me to be more 
potent than the one he suggests, and that is, how the superin- 
tendent is to know to whom to send these documents. He is not 
familiar, I take it, with the constituency of the Member or Sena- 
tor, and he would have great difficulty in arriving at the proper 
persons to whom to send them. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think we can safely leave it to th 
present system, and if at any time it should be considered desir- 
able to make such an order as this, it perhaps can be done by 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses. 

Mr. CALL. If there could be anything more urgent it is in 
the fact which has been urged by the chairman of the committee 
that a very large proportion of these documents is not distributed | 
by members of Congress and is now remaining in public deposi- 
tories. They are needed and they are very much in demand by 
the people. 

If the Senator from South Carolina thinks there is any diffi- 
culty in the superintendent distributing these documents—which 
I do not, because the newspapers will contain this information 
and the applications will be made to the superintendent—let him | 
move that it shall be done on the application of citizens from these 
districts. I receive hundreds and thousands of applications for | 
these Agricultural Reports and the reports of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry more than the share that I have the honor to 
receive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The 
proposed amendment will be reported as modiltied. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 33 of the reprinted bill, in sec- 
tion 77, after line 14, it is proposed to insert 

Provided, That if, after one year after delivery by the Public Printer, there 
shall remain undistributed any number ofthe Agricultural Reports or ofthe | 
Bureau of Animal Industry, except such as shall have been reserved on the 
order of the member of Congress to whom they were allotted, they shall be 
distributed in single copies by the superintendent tocitizens ofthe State or 


district of the Senator or Member of Congress to whom they were 
allotted. 


first 


Mr. COCKRELL. It does seem to me that that is entirely im- 
practicable and not a just provision. I think the Senators and | 
Representatives are responsible to their respective constituen- | 
cies, and if they do not attend to the interests of their constitu- 
ents they will be very apt to be changed. They can be trusted 
to deal with their own constituencies, and can probably do it | 
more equitably and justly than we can by general legislation fix- 
ing the degree of responsibility, ete., which shall exist between 
the constituency and the Representative. 

Mr. President, the plan of distribution under this would be 
wholly impracticable. The superintendent of the folding room 
could have no knowledge of the people of the various States and 
could not distribute these books in that way. We have the con- 
trol of it at all times, and it looks to me, if we were to carry it 
into legislation, as though it would be a direct reflection upon 
both Senators and Members of the House. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the proposition of the Senator from 
Missouri answers itself. The Senators and Members of Con- 
gress, according to the report which has been made here by the 
chairman of the committee, do not distribute any very large pro- 
portion of these reports; they are now remaining here; and 
whether it be areflection or not upon the members of Congress, | 
whether the theory be a correct one that they are responsible to 
their people or not, the fact remains that we are printing ata 
great expense a vast number of documents, Agricultural Reports 
and reports of the Bureau of Animal Industry which the people 
desire, that remain here, and the superintendent of public 
documents, who is the depositary and in charge of these books, 
will be applied to as soon as the fact is known, from all parts of 
the country for these reports. That is the reasonable probabil- 
ity, and if the Senator from Missouri thinks otherwise he might 
insert an amendment to this provision that the superintendent 
shall advertise, not in a paid advertisement, but communicate 
the fact to the press throughout the different districts and States 
of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator of Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. | 
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| them in our cities. 


| the words ‘*‘ Joint Committee on Printi 
| mittee.”’ I suppose that is what is undoubtedly intended. 





-— 
L059 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I wi 
propose an amendment in line 4, : 
insert the words “other than college librari 
restore the word ‘‘public” before the word * 
stricken out one day last week. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
treated as one amendment if there } 


Mr. MANDERSON. [ask that th : 





al 
from the desk. 
ri, ‘y am (tr x , +3 —* 
lhe CHIEF CLERK. In section 73, li 
brary,” it is proposed to insert “‘ other t 


and in line 6, before the word ‘libr 
* public.” 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I have made furt 
tion since last week in regard to this provisi 
? 

i 


er investica- 
ision, and I find thata 
arge number of libraries charge an admission fee of perhaps 2 
there fore, the 


cents per term to defray incidental expenses, and, 


word ** free’ would exclude college libraries from thislist. That 
is not the intention 
: 





! n, as | understand, of the Senator from Ne- 
braska in regard to this bil! Restoring the word “ public” 
after the word “free” and before the word “library,” in line 6, 
would therefore make it apply to all public libraries as we find 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. In line 16 of section 56, on page 21, | 
would suggest that the word ** their.” be substituted for the 


word 

‘its.’ I think there will be no objection to that. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In section 56, line 16, before the word 
*‘ passage,” it is proposed to strike out “‘ its” and insert “ their;’ 


so as to read: 
All bills and resolutions shall be printed in bill form, and unk 
ordered by either House shall only be printe 


iwhen referred to a committee, 
when reported back, and after their passagt¢ 


by either House 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. In section 59, lin 


I 


6, I move to substitute 


‘? for the word ‘* com 





Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no. That is to reach committee 
work. For instance, the Committee on Foreign Relations micht 
desire some matter published that would require to be confiden 
tial under the order of the committee: not the usual printin 

Mr. GALLINGER. That settles it. 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn 

Mr.GALLINGER. In section 60, lines 1 and 2, I sug 
the words ** of Government publications” should come out. The 
appear in no other section of the bill, and we ar 
with Government publications. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hav ion to that. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In ‘tion 60, line 1, 


| withdraw the am 


> Ggeaiin’ sim! 


no onireect 


l uft the | 

**eopies,” Lt is proposed to s rik oO e wit rds of ¢ ve 
publications; ”’ so as to read: 

Orders for printing extra copie shall be y Simple, cor 
resolution 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 6 of the same section. I s 
to insert the words ‘‘ carries an appropriation,” instead of ‘ 
appropriatin [ think that would be better. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itisachoice of English words, beth o 
which are proper. I have no objection to the proposed amen 


ment. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iwill move the amendment 
Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps the word suggest 





ed by tl sen 

ator is a ‘‘ more tenderer word,” as Weller said. 
Mr. ALLISON. IfI may make acriticism upon that particular 
sentence, I do not see very weu how you can get money 0 it ol the 


Treasury without a joint resolution. If you have an appropriat- 
ing clause in any resolution it must be a joint resolution; othe: 
wise the money will not be appropriated under the Constitution. 
Mr. HAWLEY. That phrase applies only to joint resolutions 
Mr. MANDERSON. [do not think the language is amb 
ous. Itis very plain. It provides that orders for printin 


rexti 
copies of the Government publications shall be by simple con 
rent or joint resolution: 

Either House may print extra copies to the amount of 8500 b npl ) 
lution; if the cost exceeds that sum, the printing shall be YY concul 
rent resolution, except when the resolution 1 uy \ wher 
shail be by joint resolution 

It certainly shows what we desire. At any rat 5 al 
guage of the existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what must be don don 
by a joint resolution if money is appropriated 

| Mr. MANDERSON. It must be, of course lo r, as the 
language is not mine, but that of the law, which | sted for 


a great length of time, I am not tenacious about 
Mr.ALLISON. Iwas notcriticising my hon 
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Nebraska. I was only stating what I knew to be a fact, thatif a 
resolution contained an appropriation it must be a joint resolu- 
tion and receive the approval of the President. 

Mr.GALLINGER. In section 64, line6, after the word ‘‘cost,” 
I move to insert the words “ with 10 per cent added.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a pending amendment. 
What action is to be taken on the amendment previously sub- 
mitted by the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move the amendment which I just sug- 
gested to make it uniform with section 43 of the old bill, which 
has precisely that provision concerning certain other printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 26, section 64, line 6, after the 
word ‘‘ cost,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ with 10 per cent added;” 
so as to read: 

He is hereby authorized t« 
with 10 per cent added 

The amendment was agreed 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the same section, in lines 12 and 13, un- 
less it can be explained some way differently than it strikes me, 
I will move to strike out the words ‘‘ or other party.” It reads: 

But only 1 individual or 
other party 

Mr. MANDERSON. That should be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It strikes me that in section 97— 
like to have 
bill—on page 61, where it is provided that the Chief Justice of 
the Supreme Court and the chief justice of the Court of Claims 
shall make requisition for printing, it ought to be ‘‘ clerk;” and 
[ will move to substitute the word *‘ clerk” for ‘‘ Chief Justice.” 
The Chief Justice is not always here and the clerk usually is. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itseems to me we ought to treat the Su- 


lany publication of the Government at cost 


to. 


copy of any document shall be sold to the same 


[should 


preme Court and the Court of Claims about as we do all the De- | 
We require requisitions to be from the heads of | 
Departments, and the Chief Justice of the Supreme Courtand the | 


partments. 


chief justice of the Court of Claims are supposed to be as much 
in Washington as the heads of Departments. These courts are 
held here. I do not like the idea of permitting the clerk of a 
Department or even the clerk of a court to make these requi- 
sitions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
calls attention to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
South Dakota[Mr. KYLE]. I ask the Secretary to read section 
73 as it was amended. 

The Chief Clerk read os follows: 

SE The superintendent of documents shall thoroughly investigate 
condition of all libraries that are now designated depositories, and when- 
ever he shall ascertain that the number of books in any such library, other 
than college libraries, is below one thousand, other than Government pub- 
lications, or it has ceased to be maintained as a free public library, he shall 


strike the same fre tt ist, and the Senator, Representative, or Delegate 


mm ie’ iilSt, 
shall designate another depository that shall meet the conditions herein re 
quired 


Mr. WILSON. 
ing out the 


io 


the 
the 


[suggest that the section be amended by strik- 
word ** free,” in line 6, preceding the words ‘* public 
library.” I make that motion 
number of designated depositories in the Western section of the 
country which would be stricken from the list because, in order 


the attention of the Senator having charge of the | 
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That gives the Senate and House an equal number and re- 
duces the number heretofore published, ranging anywhere from 
12,000 to 35,000, I believe. 

Mr. MANDERSON. From 12,500 up to 25,000, starting, how- 
ever, with the publication of about 5,000, or, I think, to be accu- 
rate, 4,500, when these eulogies were first printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; a great many of these eulogies are 
called for, and [ think we ought to increase the number some- 
what. I think that is too big a jump from the old number, and that 


| the distribution ought to be somewhat on the plan that we have 


| heretofore adopted. 


In other words, I think the Senate ought to 


| have 2,000 copies and the House ought to have 4,000 copies, and 


of the 2,000 copies allotted to the Senate the Senators‘from the 
State of the deceased should receive one-fourth. I do not think 
they ought to have halfof them; I think that too large an allow- 
ance to them. 

[ think they should receive about one-fourth of them; and in 
the case of amember of the House, the House members from the 
State of the deceased should receive one-eighth of them. That 


| would be about the same number for the State as the Senators 





would get among them, and then in the case of a Delegate, there 
being only one from a Territory, he ought not to receive half of 
them. He will be the successor of the deceased Delegate, and 
certainly he ought not to have over one-fifteenth of 4,000. That 
would give him over 250. It would give each of the Senators 


| from the State 250, and the members of the House from the State 


of the deceased probably ought, as a rule, to have more than an 
eighth, because take a large State, and one-eighth part would not 
be any very large number to distribute among them. Ina small 
State the proportion would be larger, but the other members 
would get them, and I think that is about as good as we can get 
it probably. Therefore, I move to amend, after the words *‘ of 


| which number,” at the beginning of line 245—— 


Mr. MANDERSON. IfI may interrupt the Senator, has he 
his amendment prepared? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave got nearly all of it. 
will wait upon me a moment I will offer it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let me suggest a proposed amendment. 
The Senator recognizes this better method of distribution by 
which a good, fair proportion will go to the colleagues of a de- 
ceased member for distribution in the community in which he 
lived. How would this meet the Senator’s view, to increase the 
number from five to eight thousand copies, and of this number 
‘‘one-fourth to be delivered to the Senators, Representatives, 


If the Senate 


| and Delegates from the State or Territory represented by the 
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] | 


deceased.” That would give them 2,000 copies and the remain- 
ing number shall be distributed in the proportion of two-thirds to 
the Senate and one-third to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that is giving them too many, be- 


| cause there are libraries and persons in different parts of the 


for the reason that there are a | 


to keep up their current expenses, there is a small fee, say of 25 | 


cents a quarter, charged to those who withdraw books from the 
library and take them home for reading or study. In order to 


save institutions of that kind. I move tostrike out the word *‘ free.” | 


The 
The ¢ 


out the 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 
HIEF CLERK. 


The amendment will be stated. 
[In section 73, line 6, itis proposed tostrike 
so as to read: 


Or it has ceased to be maintained as a public library. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from 
South Dakota whether his purpose was, in amending section 73, 
to allow college libraries that fall below 1,000 volumes to continue 
as designated depositories? That is the effect of the amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. I had not thought of that, but upon reflection I 
find that there are scarcely any college libraries so designated 
in the United States that are below 1,000 volumes. I presume 
there are none. Soit will not materially affect the section at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
page 42, and | want to call the attention of the Senator reporting 
the bill to it. 

There be printed of eulogies of deceased Senators, Representatives, 
and Delegates 5,000 copies, of Which number one-half shall be delivered tothe 


nail 


Senators, Representatives, or Delegates of the State or Territory represented 
by the deceased. The remaining number shall be distributed equally among 
the Senators, Representatives, and Delegates of other States and Territories. 


[ do not like the provision of section 77, on | 


| country who are anxious to get these eulogies. 


I get more appli- 
cations for these memorials than for almost anything else. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is to say, the Senator thinks that 
iis is too great a proportion for the House of Representatives. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Too great a proportion to the Representa- 
tives from the State. Iam getting a large number of applica- 
tions for the memorials of Randall, Cox, Beck, Garfield, and 
others of that kind, although I am from a different State. If we 
would put it at 9,000 or 7,500, and give the Senate 2,500 and the 
House 5,000, and then distribute them, that would be the pro- 
portion we have been giving heretofore. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This would be the proportion by the 
amendment I have proposed. Of the whole number, 8,000, 2,000 
to the colleagues of a deceased member, leaving the remainder 
of 6,000, one-third to the Senate, which would be 2,000, and two- 
thirds to the House, which would be 4,000. That is about in the 
usual proportion that we distribute documents other than the 
Agricultural Report. It seems to me a fair distribution. That 
gives 2,000 copies to the Senate and 4,000 to the House out of the 
8,000. Of course these 2,000 copies to the colleagues of the de- 
ceased member gosometimes to a great many or to a few at the 
other end of the Capitol, depending upon the number of Repre- 
sentatives from the State. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But the Senator means to distribute 2,000 
of that number between the Senators and Representatives? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes: of the State from which the de- 
ceased was a member. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In what proportion would the Senator dis- 
tribute to Senators and Representatives? 

Mr. MANDERSON. They have the 2,000 copies allotted to 
the Senate, which would be equally distributed among the ninety 
of those who are entitled to receive public documents. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I mean the distribution of the 2,000. That 
number would go to the Senators and Representatives, but how 
many would you give to the Senate and how many to the House 
of Representatives? 
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Mr. MANDERSON. 
ber? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
equal numbers among them, and they can make any exchange they 
please. That is a thing that rightsitself,I think. Take, for in- 
stance, the death of a member of Congress from the First district 
of New York. It is not likely that his colleagues from the other 
Congressional districts would desire their full quota, and un- 
doubtedly there would be that courteous exchange of documents 
that is common every day. Only this very day there passed 


through the Senate a request to the superintendent of the fold- 


Of the colleagues of the deceased mem- | 


| 


My proposition is to distribute them in | 


ing room, signed, I think, perhaps, by the majority of the Sen- | 


ate, that part of their quotaof the eulogies on Judge Houk should 
be delivered to his successor in the House of Representatives, 
who is also his son, and that thing, I think, can be left to right 
itself under that sense of justice that every man feels as to his 
colleagues. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will make it better than it was before. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move this amendment, if it meets the 
approval of the Senator: in line 224 to strike out ‘five ” and in- 
sert ‘‘ eight,” and in line 225 to strike out ‘‘ one-half” and insert 
‘* one-fourth.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 41 of the original bill, in section 


Mr. COCKRELL. They do not have to be designated? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was my 
wanted the language made plain. 

Mr. MANDERSON. They are specially mentioned in the ex- 
isting law and are in this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Referring to page 44, I do not think we 
ought to reduce the number of copies of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD furnished to Senators and Representatives. My recol- 
lection is that we have been receiving 42 copies, and I have twice 
that number of applications for the unbound and then twice that 
number for the bound copies. There are a great many 
where there are reading rooms and town libraries, and other 
places are coming up that will be entitled to participate in the 
general distribution. I think we ought to put the number back 
at what it was before. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator at one time received 42 
copies of the RECORD, but my impression now is that he is re- 


understanding; but still I 


places 


| celving 37. 


77, line 224, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” it is proposed tostrike | 
out “five” and insert “‘eight;” and in line 225 tostrike out *‘ one- | 


half” and insert ‘‘ one-fourth;” so as to read: 


There shall be printed of eulogies of deceased Senators, Representatives, | 


and Delegates 8,000 copies, of Which number one-fourth shall be delivered to 


. ve Fi Ss Ste . © apr vy Te ro. | e . * 
the Senators, Representatives, or Delegates of the State or Territory repre- | so as to provide 22 copies for each Representative. 


sented by the deceased. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator that instead of 
saying ‘‘ one-fourth” he say ‘‘ 2,000 copies.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. Very well. Say, ‘ of which number 2,000 
copies shall be delivered.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to read: 

Of which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators, Represent- 
atives, and Delegates, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ offer an amendment, striking outfrom 
line 248, in section 77, down to the period, and inserting what | 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 77, beginning in line 248 of the 
original print, it is proposed to strike out: 

Equally among the Senators, Representatives, and Delegates of other States 
and Territories. 

And insert in lieu thereof: 

In the proportion of one-third to the Senate and two-thirds to the House. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Why not say ‘in the proportion of 2,000 
to the Senate and 4,000 to the House?” That makes it specific 
and makes it correspond with what was put in before. 

Mr. MANDERSON. My friend is so delightfully captious in 
matters of this kind that I can not resist his appeal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed modification will be 
stated. 

The CHTEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to read: 

The remaining number shall be distributed in the proportion of 2,000 to the 
Senate and 4,000 to the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I wish to ask how are the 
State libraries now supplied with public documents? 

Mr.MANDERSON. They aresupplied by the superintendent 
of documents, who is an officer in the Interior Department under 
the present law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
set of documents regardless of the number of books in the li- 
brary? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One of my colleagues on this side of the 
Chamber spoke to me a few minutes ago about it. He said that 
he had a letter from his State librarian, but I do not see him in 
his seat now 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think probably the statement was just 
the same statement which has been made by many designated 
depositories, State and Territorial libraries, that they have not 
received certain public documents, for instance, they have not re- 
ceived either the pamphlet laws or the Statutes at Large, and they 
have not received the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. This bill pro- 
poses that they shall receive those documents along with the 
others that they have heretofore received. The State and Ter- 
ritorial libraries are exactly on the same basis that designated 
depositories are under existing law. 








Mr. COCKRELL. That may be. 

Mr. MANDERSON. However,I do not object to his proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is only because of the increase in the 
number of Senators. I move, then, instead of ‘'37” to insert 
‘*44.” and give to the Representatives ‘‘ 22” instead of ‘*20.” I 
think that is about the number they have been receiving here- 
tofore. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out ‘ 37,” in line 287, and 
insert ‘*44;” and, in line 290, to strike out ‘*20” and insert ‘* 22:” 

9 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to that increase. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the paragraph, 
beginning in line 287 of section 77, so as to read : 

Tothe Vice-President and each Senator 44copies, and to the Secretary and 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, each, 25 copies; and to each Representative 


|} and Delegate 22 copies, etc 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the bill may now be reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. 


I offer an amendment. I propose, on page 42, to 


| strike out from line 248 to line 254, inclusive, which is the clause 
| requiring the printing of 5,000 copies of the eulogies of deceased 
| Senators and Representatives. 


[ am informed that an expense of $700,000 or $800,000 has been 
incurred within the last six or seven years for this publication. 
[t seems to me, Mr. President, that the publication in the REc- 
ORD of these eulogies is amply sufficient for all purposes of deco- 


|} rum and respect to the memory of deceased Senators and Rep- 


resentatives. 

Those who desire can order extra copies for distribution; and 
this great expense, if it is to be incurred, had much better be 
given to the families of the deceased members than to be ex- 
pended upon single bound copies or upon separately bound copies 
for distribution to the country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 42 it is proposed to strike out 


| the paragraph from line 248 to line 254, inclusive, in the follow- 
I gray} 


ing words: 


There shall be printed of eulogies of deceased Senators, Representative 


; and Delegates 8,000 copies, of Which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to 
| the Senators, Representatives, or Delegates of the State or Territory repre 


Are all State libraries furnished with a | 


sented by the deceased. The remaining number shall be distributed in the 
proportion of 2,000 to the Senate and 4,000 to the House. The engraving for 
such eulogies shall be done at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and 
paid for out of the appropriation for that Bureau. Of the “usual numbet 


the bound volume shall contain in one volume for each House all eulogie 
during the session of Congress upon Senators and Representatives, respect 


ively. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I hope this amendment will not prevail. 
It seems to me there is no public literature which is of more im- 
portance and that is better than the eulogies which are delivered 
after members of this or the other House of Congress have died. 
It is true that we have gone into an excess of publication, but 
this reduces the number of copies to be printed down within 
reason, and [ hope this amendment will not prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GORMAN. Section 62 of the bill, which I know has bes 
discussed somewhat in the Senate, provides for the appointment 
of a superintendent of public documents. I do not at this 
intend to go over what has been said about this matter, | 
should like very much myself to have had an entirely diferent 
arrangement for the distribution of the public documents. 
opposed to the creation of another department, which this bill 

does create. It will growand become, in my judgment, vers 


is on avreeing to the 





time 
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pensive. I understand It is the result of an effort 


of the ce! tleman who is 


it pe rfectly. 


mentsin the Interior Department. He has done very good work. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I did not hear the suggestion of the 


penator. 
AN 


Mr. GORMAN. I say the idea has been presented by the gen- | 


tleman who has charge of the distribution of documents in the 
Interior Department. It is pe srfectly natural for him to desire to 
enlarge the scope of his work and to create a great department 

with its corps of clerks. I should much have preferred if this 


duty 


him 


could have been confided to the Public Printer, permitting 
to employ some proper person to have charge of the docu- 
ments, who would look to the folding, the distribution, and what 
not. In the construction of the new building for the Printing 
Office we could make provision for storerooms, so as to save the 
- of hauling the documents to the Capitol or any of the 
Departments. That is the place where this office ought to be 
under the direction of the Public Printer. He has 


expenst 


located, and 
an immense number of people employed by the day and the hour, 
and on piecework, who could be utilized in the folding and dis- | 


yution of these vari 


the « 
| know that the c 


us documents without largely adding to 
xpense. 


hairman of the Committee on Public Print- 


ing has labored hard and for years to get this bill before Con- 
gress. I think itis a great improvement on the existing law; 
{ have no doubt it has introduced economies that are absolutely 
necessary; but I do believe that in the present condition of af- 
fairs he may put this bill in jeopardy by attempting to do too 
Muc 

suggest to the chairman whether he would not agree to an 
a dm triking out the provision in section 62 providing 
that the President shall nominate and, by and with the advice 


an consent of the Senat 
iblic Printer, 
tendent of 
powers 


», appointa superintendent, and provide 
that the Pi in addition to his other duties, shall act 
as a superin 
as provided for in the bill. 

President, I can not agree 


leaving all the 


MANDERSON. Mr. to that 





suggestion. It is a matter of very sincere regret to me that I 
had not had the benefit of the suggestion of my colleague upon | 
the committee in this regard earlier in the construction of the | 
bill. With all deference to him, I want to say that ee vam 
belittles the work of his colleagues on the committee when he 
says that this is the scheme propose d or the result desired ~ rn 
present superintendent of documents. That is not the fact. 
‘This scheme is the scheme of the majority of the Committee on 
Pr ing. It is the scheme of the majority of this joint commit- 
We invited this gentleman before us to give certain infor- 
mation. He gave mm We took his views upon this proposition. 
But he is not desi s for this change, and the Senator does him 
injustice yonen Seeneiind 
Ir. GORMAN. I know the Senator does not want to misun- 
ind n [may have been unfortunate in the exact language 
i. I understand perfectly that this provision was agreed to 
‘vy 4 majority of the committee after very great deliberation. 
MANDE A ) N. | don ot want itunderstood that this pro- 
the y stion of this superintendent of documents 

* GORM TAN. [don ot want to say so, but I think it is true 
that th tleman who has charge of this branch in the Interior 
Depa and has had for years (I have read his documents 
he ha t them ] , has urged this very idea of a great de- 
pa 1 a yution of documents put under the control 
of « a [t atural for him to want to create a creat de- 
partment. On other side I suggested, and for a time I know 

( a ber Ss tn it, that the matter ought to be in t 
( rge of « hea nd located in the Printing Office, separate 
vy Dep or from the two Houses of Congress. It 

: y in view of the criticism that has been made upon this 

oba ty of passi it through in the shape in 
wl ut I \ the su stion to the chairman of the 
( , hot to ¢ cise | n by any means. 

\NDERSON. I do not think that that difficulty will 
ve had « vhere when this matter is properly understood. In 
tl first place, this is not the creation of a Departme nt, it is not 
the creati of an addition bureau. There is to-day an official 
| nas the superintendent of documents, charged with cer- 
ta pows and duties by act of Congress. He exists in the 
or Depa is true that he naturally desires to en- 
i ry and duties, but he does not desire to do it as a 
c Congres He does not desire to be under the gen- 
é ! f Congress as he is placed by this bill His wish 
u yt 1as been to enlarge this department within the In- 
terior Depa ent In that we have notagreed with him. We 


have said that this superintendence of documents ordered printed 


by Con and printed for distribution by the Departments 
she «© under the general direction of an official who should 
be created as the Public Printer is created. This language is 


| exactly the language of the law 
in charge of the distribution of docu- 


distribution under this proposed law, 


tended. 





that creates the office of the 
Public Printer. 

[ do not see that the change ested by the Senator from 
Maryland is one that proposes to affect the powers or the duties 
of this official in the least degree. We throw upon him thus 
transferred, not created, very great additional duties. We give 
to him more of duty than we extend to him additional power. He 
is entirely within our own control. 

The criticism has been made elsewhere as well as by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, that this is the creation of a new office. It 
is not that. It is simply the transfer of this official from the In- 
terior Department to Congress. We provide in this bill that the 

Public Printer and the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and the 
Geeks of the House shall provide for him the necessary of- 
fice, the necessary storage room, the necessary place for the 
proper distribution of the public documents. 

[ think it is the most valuable feature of this bill, and I do not 

» how we can hide ourselves behind that which is not required 
by the bill by calling him by some other name and saying that 
he shall be appointed by the Public Printer. I thinkit isan of- 
fice of such impor tance that he should be appointed as the Public 
Printer himself is appointed. I would not make him the crea- 
ture of the Printing Office, to be under the direction of the Public 
Printer, but I would bring him here, where he may be directed 
” superintended by Congress itself. 

| hope the Senator will not press the amendment, but that the 
bill may be allowed to pass in the form in which it stands. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Public Printer has now 
more to do than any one man ought to have imposed upon him. 
It is an office that regularly grinds out men. He ought to have 
this business taken out of his hands, or so much of it as is there 
now. The whole of it is more than sufficient for one man with a 
good deal of ability and a great deal ofindustry. We are prac- 
tically taking away a great document work from the Interior 
Department, and fromthe House and the Senate, and putting 


} 


suc 


it together under one man, who ought to be nominated by the 
President. His office is of sufficient importance. We have 


given the Public Printer men enough of his own appointment, 
and they are the men who are concerned in the immediate daily 
work of the Printing Office proper. This work is divided by a 
broad and clearly visible line from the natural work of the Print- 
ing Office itself. 

[ can speak freely about this committee, because circumstances 
prevented my doing as much work upon it in vacation as I in- 
All the statutes bearing upon this question have been 
carefully hunted out and dug out and picked out, brought to- 
gether, revised, and consolidated. The Government business of 
printing and binding had grown into enormous dimensions. It 
had spread itself into little Government printing offices in ‘the 
different Departments. It had become clearly liable to very con- 
siderable abuses. We were conscious of an extravagance there 
ipon which we could not precisely put our finger—not willful and 
criminal extravag , but a waste due to a lack of thorough or- 
ganization. 

{ think this bill is a monument of industry and a monument of 
economy. I think it would be a mere evasion, a mere ostrich hid- 
ing from the public, to give the appointment of this superintendent 
to theGove rnment Printer. Itoughtnottobethere. Itisa posi- 
of too much importance. The Public Printer ought to be 
eved from the responsibility of appointing him and wholly 
relieved from the business of storing a nd distributing public doc- 
uments. The other part of the work is quite enough for him. 

very respectable gentleman in the Interior Department, 

of by the Senator from Maryland, who has charge of doc- 
unents there, cuts no figure in this affair. He is not here; there 
done for his personal benefit or at his request. We 

nothing for him, except as we respect him as a good citizen 
ho has done his duty where heis. Ws organizing a great 
ernment, and we do not care » farthing who is 

work if he be a capable man selected by 


ance 


a2 
rei 


»Y 
Spoke l 


is nothing 
care 
work of the (s0V on 
put in charge of that 


the President. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iregret that the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing and my colleague on the committee seem to be la- 
boring under the impression thatI am criticising the committee 
in the ir work on this bill. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly 

Mr. HAW LEY. Ohno. 

Mr. GORMAN. Icanonly say to my friend the Senator from 
Connecticut that I have a very high appreciation of the work 
that was accomplished by the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing and the rest of the members; and, like him, I can not 
claim any special credit for having participated in it; I was so 
situated that that was impossible. I do not criticise the action 
of the chairman or the majority of that committee. I am of 
opinion, as the Senator from Connecticut is, that the body of the 
bill isan admirable one. I think the chairman of the commit- 


not I. 





 spctogts 


Sa Kacied hue i 


1892. 





tee deserves the thanks of Congress that he is able to carry this 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1063 


a dozen little shops scattered all about tl 


> town and details of 


if 
measure through, changing the present conditions, introducing | his men working in different shops? That is not the way to do 


economy, making the subject more satisfactory in every respect; 
and I desire to see the bill become a law. 

But upon this one point of the distribution of the documents 
there is very wide room for difference of opinion. I suppose we 
all agreed until the last two months that the true way to dis- 
tribute the documents and control them with a view to economy 
and efficiency was to have the whole thing centered at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. 
provement of that office and the enlargement of it, and its loca- 
tion near the railroad depot, with the view of having all of these 
documents when printed there bound and folded and distributed 
from that point, saving the hauling. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We agree perfectly on that. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good. Now we come toa proposition 
to have appointed by the President of the United States and con- 
firmed by this body a gentleman to take charge of it, and we pro- 
vide that his location shall be in such place in the Capitol or 
otherwise as the officers of the two bodies may designate. When 
you have thus created that office and dignified it by the appoint- 
ment of the President of the United States and confirmation b; 
this body, I say history will repeat itself; it will become a great 
Department of the Government; and nothing will prevent it 
from being added to from year to year until that machine itself 
will become as great as the Printing Office. 
tact with every member of the House and every Senator, and as 
the lists of names of persons to whom the documents are to be 


| 


I have labored and spoken for the im- | 


| partment down there that itis real e 


It will come in con- | 


sent are to be furnished there, it will come in the closest relation. | 


It will have power enough and there will be interest enough to 
enlarge it in scope and build up chief clerks and superintendents 


and a numerous corps of people who will live and thrive upon it. | 


Now, sir, I believe that if it is kept simply as one branch of the 
Printing Office under aman to be appointed by the Public Printer 
no such growth will occur. Take as an illustration the great 
Department of Agriculture when it was a branch of the Patent 
Office and see how it has spread out. 
spread out, and it is growing every day until we have ordered 
by this bill 500,000 copies of its report to be printed and made 
other provisions for the printing of any number of monthly state- 
ments and maps. So itis with every Department of the Govern- 
ment. Whenever you create it its growth is inevitable. The 
vast machinery that surrounds each one of these Departments 
will surround this. 

As I said before, if its distribution is kept under the control 
of the Public Printer, with a competent man in charge of it, he 
has his 2,000 employés there, most of them poor people, em- 


In that case it has properly | 


ployed by the week, or the day, or the hour, one-half of them | 


employed only a part of the day, and they can be utilized to fold 
the documents and send them hence, and you will not have an- 
other great machine; you will simply add to the one that is now 
in existence. 

The distinguished gentleman in the Interior Department, I 
have no doubt,has done good work. I mention him, I want to 


him. I think he has done well in his department, and he is am- 
bitious, as all these gentlemen are who are at the head of divi- 


| observation. I do not think that h 


business. 

The Senator says we are creating a department that will grow, 
No, sir, the department is here, if ‘‘department” is the proper 
word. It is here now, only it is lying around loose in segregated 
particles, and each of those different, and, as Senators say, pretty 
apt to try and draw something to itself. It is less likely to be 
an unwholesome growth if we put the thing all together und 
one organization, in plain sight. Now, 1 am not concerned by 
another suggestion—— 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. With pleasur 

Mr. PALMER. I merely desire to ask whether the bill brings 
within its scope all that may be fairly called public printing? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis intended to doso. It is vossible that 
we may bring it all into one building or group of building Ve 
started with that theory, but it has been shown to us in some De- 
‘onomy to let afew printers 
by this bill), under command of the Public Printer, work down 
there in some little room, for example, where the work is to be 
done instantly, onan afternoon, etc.; but it consolidates the whole 
work under one command, with afew outlying rooms in differ- 
ent Departments. I say we are less likely to have corruption and 
an unwholesome growth if we organize this whole matter sim- 
ply, plainly, and sensibly. 

{am not troubled by the talk about creating a bureau. 
ator says it will grow. It will grow. The simple fact that the 
work is greater or more extended from year to year is nothing 
against it. The question is whether the work is valuable and 
has got to be done. The great fact in all of this, which dema- 
gogues forget in Congress sometimes, is that the world is grow- 
ing anyhow, the whole of it, and especially that which is the 
United States. We are to have about 18,000,000 more people in 
1900 than we had in 1890, and there has got to be nearly 30 per 
cent more work done of various kinds. 

I expect it to grow, and I expect to trust the Executive to 
nominate a decent man for this superintendent. I expect t 
President and Congress to select a good Public Printer, and 
expect that our successors in these halls will have as much com- 
mon sense as we have, and will not give undue growth or extrava- 


The Sen- 


| gance to this concern after we shall have organized it and put it 


right in plain sight, and have provided for full and detailed 1 
ports here so that they may know what is being done. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply want to make one suggesti 
and to call the attention of my colleague on the committee, tl 
Senator from Maryland, to that which seems to have escap 
will find anywhere in th 
bill warrant for the assertion that the superintendent of doc 
ments must establish an office in the Capitol and that this grea 
department which he describes as coming in the immediate fu- 
ture must be here under this Dome. [ have been in hea 


L i | cord with him, and we have acted together in the effort to build 
say tomy friend from Connecticut, not with a view of criticising | 


sions or departments, to enlarge its scope and increase its power. | 


There has not been a session of Congress since I have been here 
and this gentleman has occupied the place, that we have not 


been importuned to give him a larger number of clerks and em- | 


ployés and enlarge his duties and his power. I donot know that 
he has asked for an increase of his own compensation, probably 
he has not. If he has it is only what is done by all of these gen- 
tlemen similarly situated. What I desire is to prevent an in- 
crease of departments at this time. 

I believe that this provision will place the bill in jeopardy. | 
desire to save the important provisions that have been brought 
here together by the chairman of the Committee on Printing 
after the labor of a summer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, as to placing the bill in jeop- 
ardy somewhere else, I concern myself very little. I propose to 
vote for a bill that makes a great economy, that consolidates, re- 
vises, and reduces. If there be any man elsewhere, at the other 
end of the Avenue or in another House, who is dissatisfied with 
this bill for reasons satisfactory to himself, let him oppose it in 
his proper place at the proper time. Weare simply conducting 
ourselves with the common sense of able business men. j 

The Senator speaks of building up a great department. We 
are taking a great work that is done in twenty different places 
now. Perhaps if I should count them exactly, [ might not make 
the twenty, but I think I should come very near to it. We are 
putting it all under one head and under one supervision and com- 
mand, reducing the number of employés, and reducing the quan- 
tity of worktobedone. Itisallcontained inthis bill. What sort 
of a manufacturer would he be with two or three big shops and 


a new printing office withits necessary adjuncts of storage room 
and places for the distribution of public documents. 

This bill is framed with that idea in view, that in the « 
time, and I hope it may speedily come, when we shall 
office that is not a trap, when w hall have a printing offic at 
is not a place of danger to every ma) yman,. and child ‘ 
in it, when we shall have a printing office that is bui 
gard to proper economy, with a railway runn into 
crude material and cars carryi ( ‘ shed pro . 
save the enormousexpense of preliminary « ribution ay tha 
when that time shall come this superint lent of dor 
be there. 

Mr. HAWLEY. With his rooms. 

Mr. MANDERSON. With his rooms; and 1 ( 
plates that very thing. 

The only reference to it is this—and the reason why the Ser- 
ceant-at-Arms of the Senate and the Doorkeeper o Ho 
were connected with the Public Printer, is because thi are no 
such places as that connected with the Public Printing O 
this is the provision found on page 29: 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Ss t Door I 
Public Printer shall provide conve 
rooms for the use of the superintendent 

If they can be had at the Printing Office, CO 
that is the place forthem. Here, in anot 


bill, is a recognition of the very idga 1 Li 3 
the folding of the documents, the preparation of doc 

the mail, or their distribution, should be in the Publie P 
Office, for on page 32 he will find the followi: 





All reports or documents to be distributed for Se1 R 
and Delegates shall be folded and distributed from t} 
the general direction of the superintendent of documents, and when ! 
his opinion it is advisable to fold and distribute az iments ft t 


ed 
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Government Printing Office or tl torehouses connected therewith, he shall 


so oraer 

So we reach the very idea by this bill the Senator seems to 
desire. Whenever the interests of true economy shall prompt 
it, instead of these books being carted up here and folded and 
then taken to the depots for distribution through the country, 


1 +} 


hey shall be folded and distributed from the Printing Of- 
fice, it will be under the direction of this superintendent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I desire the attention of 
the Senator from Illinois |Mr. PALMER], who asked the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] a question in regard to the ob- 
ject of this billas to consolidating and concentrating all the 
printing officesin one. If the Senator will turn topage 11 of the 
amended bill, section 32, he will find the following: 

All printing offices in the Departments now in operation, or hereafter put 
in operation, by law, except those heretofore provided for by law for special 


and 


purposes, shall be considered a part of the Government Printing Office, and | 


shall be under the control of the Public Printer, who shall furnish all presses, 
types. imposing stones, and necessary machinery and material for said offices 


from the general supplies of the Government Printing Office; and all paper | 


and material of every kind used in the said offices for departmental work, 
except letter and note paper and envelopes, shall be supplied by the Public 
Printer: and all persons employed in said printing offices and binderies shall 
be appointed by the Public Printer, and be carried on his pay roll the same 
as employés in the main office, and shall be responsible to him 

So they are still to be there just as they are now, simply under 
his control; but the officers are to exist in the Departments just 
as they have been. 

In regard to the economy of this matter, while there are many 
things that may be said in favor of this bureau of documents, there 
are some things, and very strong ones, which can be said against 
it. The Senator from Connecticut made the impression that we 
were bringing all these things together, that the documents were 
now distributed in different localities, and this was a great re- 
form movement, bringing them all under one head and into one 
place, so that there would be economy and retrenchment and 
reform. Let us analyze that proposition just amoment. We 
will take the language of the bill: 

Sec. &. The President of the United States shail nominate and, by and 


with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint a superintendent of docu- 
ments, who shall receive a salary of $3,000 per annum 


There is a new oftice separate and distinct. The superintend- 


ent of documents, as I understand, in the Interior Department 
is not appointed by the President by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. That is my recollection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; but it is an office existing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is an existing office in the Interior De- 
partment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Required by law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; there is no doubt about that. 
There is a room there and certain documents are furnished to 
him and he distributes them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will allow me to suggest that 
he is to be dispensed with. He will be no longer needed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He is not to be dispensed with, is he? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I beg the Senator’s pardon, if he will 
look at the bill 


Mr. COCKRELL. Just wait a moment. 
Mr. MANDERSON. On page 28 the Senator will find— 
Mr. COCKRELL. I will read that in a minute. I have it all 


right here. 

Mr. MANDERSON— 

rhe office of the superintendent of documents in the Department of the 
interior sha be abolished 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lunderstand that perfectly well. [thought 
the Senator from Conecticut did not. I did not say the office was 
not to be abolished, but I thought the Senator from Connecticut 
said it was not to be abolished. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; he is to be dispensed with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; there is no doubt about that. 

to come tothat point. Here is an officer created 

at the head of a bureau. He is independent of Congress, he is 
independ 1 


But | was fol 


just as muc! Bureau of Pensions or any other bureau of 
the Governm He is not under the control of the Senate or of 
the Hous 1 to perform specific duties specially for 
maaaiaaarel | J i 
Does this pro consolidate the distribution of the documents? 
| think the $ from Illinois must have misunderstood that. 
Let us ana ange the bill makes in regard to the dis- 
tribution of d its. Where are the documents now? They 
are in the S ocument room, called the folding room, and in 
the folding room of the other House. Are they to be taken out 


«*there? Oh, not atall; they are toremain here. Weareto have 
‘ nt of documents in the document room and 


the folding roor Weare to have the same officers here: the 
House is to have the same officers. There is to be no change in 
that syx 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I beg the Senator’s pardon; there is a 
document room in the House abolished by this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know one of them is to be abolished, and 
it is very proper that it should be; but that does not abolish the 
House document room. It establishes one. They have had two 
there. That is all right so far as that part of it is concerned. 

Now, let us analyze this system. Here is a superintendent of 
documents. He is the headofabureau. Inthe testimony which 
the present superintendent of documents in the Interior Depart- 
ment gave, it is clearly shown that there will have to be a build- 
ing erected for him. There is no room in the Public Printing 
Office; everybody knows that. There is no room here in the 
Senate wing or in the House wing, because one of the great com- 
plaints is that we have not enough room in the Capitol for the 
documents that are here in the Senate and House, and there is no 
room for them now. Then you will build a room for the new 
man to come in and take charge, and establish an office here, with 
his clerks. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Letme suggest tothe Senator that ifwe 
distribute through this gentleman the nearly 1,000,000, and I do 
not know but that there are over 1,000,000 volumes of books that 
are stored away in the rooms of the Capitol, he will clear out a 
place for himself, [should think, where he could do his work. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let us analyze that a little. What 
are these books that are stored away in the Capitol? I do not 
know that I can lay my hand upon the statement, but I think I 

| can speak of itaccurately. The distinguished Senator from Lowa 
| {| Mr. ALLISON] and myself made a little visit down through the 
basement and examined all these books, and there is not in this 
end of the Capitol one solitary book that is not under the direct 
control of the Senate, and that we can not dispose of just as we 
please without consulting the House or anybody else. 
| What are the documents which are piled up in this building? 
They belong to the Senators who compose this body to-day; they 
belong to the Secretary of the Senate who has charge of the 
Senate library, the library that we have to consult from day to 
day. They belong to the Sergeant-at-Arms, who has charge of 
the folding room. They are the documents that belong to the 
living Senators upon this floor to-day. Now, whatis the balance? 

Mr. MANDERSON. What else is there? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The balance is the eighteen committees of 
the Senate which, by law, have been receiving certain docu- 
ments until they have accumulated more than the rooms would 
hold. They have sent them down here in the basement, and 
there are probably about two hundred sacks in one room and of 
other sacks probably about half as many. Thatisall. They be- 
long to the committees. The committees have sent them down 
there. We can dispose of them. We can distribute them just 
as we please. Wecanclean them out. We do not need any law 
of Congress to do it. It is every bit under our own control. 

Are we going to take our Senate library and turn it over to 
this document room? Is that the proposition of this bill? Go 

| down there and you will find that there are library books from 

| our Senate library. They have been sent down there? Why? 
Because not often called for, and they have not got room for 
them. Are we going to turn over the whole Senate library ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let me interrupt the Senator to say that 

| thisaccumulation of the Senate library is very largely composed 
not of books that are infrequently called for, but duplicate books 
that are not needed at all. For instance, why should the Senate 
library maintain 30 copies of the bound CONGRESSIONAL RECc- 
ORD? They keep, after a year or two has elapsed, one or two 
sets in the Senate library and put the rest to molder away in 
some recess of the Capitol. That is the class of documents. 

Mr. COCKRELL There is no sense on earth in doing it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish simply to say to the Senator, in 
a great desire to save time and get this bill through, that the 
committee charged with this duty have attempted to perform it. 
They have attempted to reach a remedy for the evils that he de- 
picts. The Senator has been a member of this body for a great 
many years, and yet not from him, even with his full knowledge 
of conditions, has there ever come anything in the way of order, 
resolution, bill, to remedy theevilsof which he complains. Now 
we present a remedy here under the direction of the Senate. We 

| are not tenacious of it. I have no pride in this bill, nor has my 
colleague who has spoken upon it. If it should be amended. 
suggest the amendment. But Ido protest against this constant 
lashing and constant growling asa result that has been attempted 
to be at least honestly and decently performed under the direc- 
tion of this body. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have we nota right to criticise the pro- 
ceedings of a committee? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, you have a right to seold, if you 
wish, and I do not object to it, except that I want to scold back. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think the Senator has any right to 

‘take such a position as that. He brings a bill here, and it is the 
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subject of full and fair and legitimate discussion. I am stating 
a fact. The Senator knows it, and I know it. Nota book here, 
not one accumulation of which he complains, is beyond our con- 
trol. If you want to distribute them to libraries, we can do it, to- 
morrow. Iam nota member of the Committee on Printing, and 
[ have never been. I have been trying to give the matter just 
as much attention as I could. 

I am not going to criticise the Senator for permitting our Sen- 
ate Library to receive 30, 40, or 50 copies of documents that are 
wholly unnecessary. We must get rid of them by establishing 
an independent bureau. Why have they been receiving these 
documents? I say there is no necessity for them on earth—not 
a particle. I join with the Senator; I say we ought to clean out 
this wing of the Senate. We ought to have an assortment of 
the books that belong to the library, and dispose of the surplus 
We ought to take the books that belong to the committees and 
distribute them. But are we not capable of doing it? They be- 
long to the Senate. We do not want any joint legislation about 
it. And the Senator gets mad because I[ criticise the fact that 
we are turning over our duties to another body and asking leg- 
islation in regard to it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam doing it in all kindness. I say that 
there are many good features about this bill, but that is not 
one of them—it does not relate to the publication of documents. 
Where the bill relates to the Printing Office and the publication 
of documents it is a good bill, and I have helped the Senator to 
make it as good as I could. I think between us and other Sena- 
tors improvements have been made, suggestions which would 
not necessarily occur to the committee. But here isan independ- 
ent proposition. It is the establishment of a bureau of docu- 
ments. It doesnot affect the public printing. It affects only the 
distribution. It is proposed to place under this man the docu- 
ments that belong to our Senate library. 

Are we not able to control that without a bill to be passed by 
the Senate and House of Representatives and signed by the Pres- 
ident? Ithink we are. Here are the documents. To-morrow 
we can pass a resolution directing that those documents shall be 
delivered to Senators to be distributed, or we can direct the Sec- 
retary of the Senate to distribute all except a certain number of 
copies to libraries, just as the bill designates. We do not need 
a bureau. We do not need another public building to cost 
$1,000,000 to do this work, We can doit. The House of Repre- 
sentatives can distribute the surplusdocuments they have. There 
is no trouble about it at all. It is the plainest proposition in the 
world. This bureau of documents is not needed for the distri- 
bution of anything that is in the Capitol to-day. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May [ask a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator says it is within the province of 
the Senate to take all the accumulation down inthe basement of 
the Capitol and distribute it. Isay to him thatexcepting surplus 
committee books there is not a volume down there that we can 
give away to anybody. My share of documents down there i 
vested in me by a law of Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do you propose to take it away by this bill 
and give it to a superintendent of documents? 

Mr. MANDERSON. We do not propose todo any such thing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I propose to keep control of the books al- 
lotted to me, but I do not care about their being stored to the 
extent of 1,000,000 volumes down there and the work of distrib- 
uting for Congress done in three or four different places. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Who on earth has ever intimated that? 
Have I intimated, directly or indirectly, that I wanted to take a 
document away from the Senator or that we could control those 
documents at all? J have stated what the accumulation is there, 
what books belong to Senators, to me and to other Senators. 


That is what we propose to deal with. This bill does not deal | 


with that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator said the Senate could take and 
distribute them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senate can distribute every surplus 
document here that does not belong to a Senator. As a matter 
of course that is what I referred to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He made the statement distinctly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot think the Senate can take the Sen- 
ator’s documentsand distribute them. That iswhat I have been 
fighting against. This bill undertook to do it and we hav 
stricken it out. The bill proposed after the lapse of two years 
to take every document away from us that we had not distributed 
except 25, and give them overtothisman. We protested against 
it because we have the right to distribute them ourselves. 

But here is the point I make: There isan accumulation of docu- 
ments. This bill is a good bill, in the regulation of the Printing 
Office and of the public printing. That was within the jurisdic- 
tion and specific inquiry of the committee. It is not a good bill, 
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in my judgment, when it goes beyond that and establishes a bu- 
reau of documents, which will necessitate the erection of a build- 
ine to cost not less than $1.000,000. There is no economy in 
that. You must have the buildine. You must take the office out 
of the Interior D partment. The: vill not be room enough for 
it to-morrow; there is not room enough to-day. This bill takes 
that division out of the Interior D . and it takes the 
clerks out of there. You must find some place for them. You 
must find some place for this superintendent of documents. 

That is notall. But how do yo do it? You retain your pen- 
ate document room, you retain your House document room; you 
do not eut off any employés in the Senate, you do not cut off any 
in the other House. What do you do? Now. let us analyze the 
process of this establishment. ‘What shall the superintendent 
of documents do? 

He shall keep the document account of members of Congr ind Depa 
ments, and on request of any Senator, Representative, or Delegate shall 
promptly furnish a statement of documents standing to his credit 


Mr. HAWLEY. ‘That is the present usage? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis the present usage as to the docu- 
ments for public distribution either by the Secretary of the In- 
terior or by special order or law of Congres That does not re- 
fer to any of our Senate documents or House documents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator allow me to interupt 
him? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The superintendent of the Senate folding 
room keeps an account of the documents of Senators, and he fur- 
nishes to any member of this body a statement of the documents 
standing to his credit. That is done to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. While I am on my feet will the Senator 
allow me another interruption? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps | imay misunderstand the Sena- 
tor’s language, but he says this bill proposes to take away from 
members of Congress the distribution; that it proposes to take 
away their documents, and that they are to be distributed by the 
superintendent of documents. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ILhave not come tothat pointatall. I have 
not been arguing that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator made that statement a few 
moments ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I then misunderstood him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had not come to that. I was coming to 
the question as to how the documents are to be distributed. 

Mr. MANDERSON I think the Senator has forgotten his 
language. That was the statement made by him a moment ago. 
Perhaps he is going to come to it again; but I wish he would 
point out in the bill any provision where the superintendent of 
documents has the right todistribute the quota of documents be- 
longing to members of Congress 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is just what I am going to do. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator will: [should like to 
see it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was just coming to that point. I was just 
showing the machinery. We have the bureau of documents es- 
tablished. How are you going to distribute the documents? 
Section 63 provides that this head of the bureau 


shall keep the document account of membet ff Congress and Department 
and on request of any Senator, Representative, or Delegate shall promptly 
furnish a statement of documents standing to his credit 


Now what follows? 


All orders for the distribution of documents by Senators, Representatives, 
or Delegates, and Departments shall be the superintendent « locu- 
ments on franked or other labels or in lists, which shall be kept confidential 
and which shall give the name and addre f each and every party to whom 
documents are ordered sent; and it sh In 

W hat? 
the duty of the superintendent of documents to ¢ iblish La yatem of 
registration by card index, or otherwise, as will prevent duplicatio in 
distribution of documents, and such a system of notification by mail as will 
most effectually secure the reception of docu by parties in w 
ialf they are ordered 

W hat Ls that? \ notification by mal This superintendent 
of documents is to write a postal « note to every itary 
man, woman, and child to whom any public doe entin his charg 
is to be sent. That is a Ve y sl ’ | o jul any 
clerks to do that! 

Provided, That whe t wi ) 
bv two members of Con Ly 1 r i 
received sha notified of the f th : I i 

ot be executed, except upon t I i 

Exchanges of document 

‘ L-} 4} 

Lam not talking about the exchanee of do nt 

As s00n as practicat eafter rece t 
bution of documents 

Whatisthat? ‘After receiving and ( ne ord fo ‘ 


be 
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distribution of documents.” He not only receives the list; he 
not only has to write a letter to everyone whose name is sent to 
him, but he must also receive and record the orders for the dis- | 
tribution of documents. The superintendent of documents has 

to keep books, he has to keep cards, he has to keep a record of | 
every order that is sent to him for any book. What does he do 

further? 


The superintendent of documents shall 


Do what? Send off the books? If he is the superintendent of 
documents we would suppose that he was going to send them off. 
But what is he going to do? 


rhe superintendent of documents 


As provided on the top of page 26- 
] 


hall transmit said orders to the superintendents of the folding rooms of 


gress as the orders may be given by members of the two Houses, respect- 
by which officers the documents shall be folded and mailed. 





He is a mere middleman, a mere go-between between Sena- 
tors, Representatives and Delegates, and the Senate and House 
document rooms. Why is there any necessity for this? What 
is the necessity for this, I ask Senators on both sides of the Cham- 
ber? Why this go-between, who simply receives the orders 
and keeps the record of them and then transmits them to some- 
body else to do the work? 

What is tobe done? Thinkofit! Talkabouteconomy! Here 


4h} 
ui 


superintendent of documents must have force enough to 
record the name of every man sent there by all the Congressmen 
and the heads of Departments for adocument. He has to keep 
the name of every one of them. Then that has to be recorded. 
It must be kept in such tangible form that when I send an order 
there to send a document he must ascertain whether that docu- 
ment has ever been sent to anybody else by anyone else. Think 
of it! He has to keep such a record that he can tell whether a 
riven document has ever been sent to any man, woman, or child 
in the United States. Is this to be an instantaneous work? How 
is it to be done? 
ords. There is not a particle of economy in this. 

That is not all. He has not only to keep that record, but he 
has to notify all these parties how he sent the book to them. 
There ie a letter, then, to be written to every solitary one. That 


willtake some time. It may be a postal card; it may be a printed 
form, but it has to be addressed, it has to have a date to it, it has 
to have a description of the document which has been sent, the | 
name of the person, and at whose request it was sent, and all that. 

Then, what follows? When he has that done, then he sends it 
here to the Senate and the House where the documents are kep 
and our officers have to do the work. 


Now, what is the process, Mr. President? Senators and Mem- | 


bers make out their orders for documents, they deliver them to 


the superintendents of the folding rooms in the Senate and House 
and they are sent off. The superintendent of the folding room 
does not write any letter. He simply attaches the slip. 
not keep any record of the names. Nobody can take advantage 
0 e names a man sends from the folding rooms; but under this 
system the name of every man, woman, and child in the whole 
Ur States to whom a document is sent, must be recorded. 
Why is that record kept? It is kept, too, by an eg of th« 
President of the United States, removab le at the will, pleasure, 
and power of the President of the United States. I do not want 
to put that power in the hands of any President or of any party, 
Republican or Democratic. It is a dangerous power. Itis a 





power that can be prostitut yunfriendly and unjustifiable ends. 
Chere is the danger in it. 

e is a record kept of every solitary name to whom anybody 
pretends to send a document. That record is there with the 
name of the party, the post-office address, andeverything. It in- 
cludes people in evé ery locality in the whole U nited States. 
That would be worth millions of dollars in a hotly contested 
campaigi [t would be worth thousands of dollars to advertising 
agencies and concerns of that kind. Are we to lay that tempta- 
tion? ‘e who it is, it is liable to abuse. ; 

The Senator from Missouri has given great 
at tion to these details, I see. I should like to ask him if he 


understands, under the machinery of this bill, that when I de- 
ire to send a Congressional Directory, for example, to one of 


my constituents, [ miist send an order to this superintendent of 
documents and have him record it? 
. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

ir. ALLISON. CanTI not send a page from my desk to the 
document room for a copy of the Congressional Directory and 
SC! it off to one of n y constituents? : 

Ir. COCKRELL. Notatall. I call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from lowa to the language of this bill: 

All orders for the distribution of documents by Senators, Representatives, 
or Delegat nd Departments shall be sent to the superintendent of docu- 
ments 

I el Then do I understand the Sena- 
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| tor that if I want to send a Congressional Directory, a current 


Directory, just published, I must communicate with this super- 
intendent of documents? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not see why you would not have to do 
it, sir. I can not understand it in any other way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly do not want to do that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us see what the Public Printer is re- 
quired to furnish the superintendent of documents. I read from 
section 63 of the bill: 

To enable the superinte ndent of documents to assign their quotas to Sen- 
ators, Representatives, and Delegates, the Public Printer shall inform him 
of the number of copies of each and every document delivered to the folding 
rooms of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

That is on page 26 of the reprinted bill. 
The Public Printer shall inform him 

That is, the superintendent of documents— 

{the number of copies of each and every document delivered to the folding 
yoms of the Senate and House of Representatives. The superintendents of 
he folding rooms shall be under the general direction of the superintendent 
f documents as to the care and distribution of documents 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 25, if the Senator has the print, he 
— l . > 
will find: 


All orders for the distribution of documents by Senators, Representatives, 
or Delegates, and Departments shall be sent to the superintendent of docu- 
ments on franked or other labels or in lists, which shall be ke pt confidential, 
and which shall give the name and address of each and every party to whom 
documents are ordered sent. 

[ desire to know whether this is to be construed as requiring 
Senators to communicate in every instance with the superin- 
tendent of documents as respects a report? Here is a man who 
wants a report on his private pension claim, and I wish to send 
ittohim. DoJ understand that I must communicate with this 
superintendent? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ithink not. I do not understand that the 
bill refers to the ** usual number.” 

. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That number comes here to the superin- 
tendent of our documents; that is, to the superintendent of the 
folding room. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Nor does this language, fairly and frankly 
interpreted, mean that a Senator can not send from his own 


| house or his own committee room any number of documents of 


his quota that he pleases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How will he get them? 

Mr. MANDERSON. He can order them sent to his room in 
any number that he ples ases. 
Mr.COCKRELL. Through the superintendent of documents 
Mr. MANDERSON. He can order as many as he pleases. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Through the superintendent of documents. 
Mr. MANDERSON. But here the superintendent of the fold- 
g room is the superintendent of documents. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I beg pardon. 
Mr. MANDERSON. If a Senator sees fit to make his orders 


through this method of distribution he can do so. Itis no new 
thing. The quota of documents tha t comes to me is of the very 
smallest possible fraction that I send by way of directing the docu- 


ments themselves. Isendup printed slips containing the names. 
Mr. COCKRELL. We all do that. 

r. MANDERSON. Of coursee verybody does it. We | do 
exactly the thing the Senator is now condemning. I say ao 
is nothing in this bill that is subject to the construction that a 
Senator can not from his desk or his committee room or his 
home or anywhere else frank any document he pleases that be- 
longs to his quota. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How will he get them from the control of 
me } _— ‘rintendent of documents? 
M ~My RSON. y ordering them. He can order them 
a st ae? lis lis ineriubeleee in bulk in any quantity he pleases. 
Mr. COCKRELL. He can order from the superinte nd ent of 
documents. 
Mr. HAWLEY. 
is the difference? 
Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know whether there will be any 
difference or not, but there might be a great deal of difference. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I donot think the Senator wants to be 


He ordersfrom the folding recom now. What 


Mr. COCKRELL. I am not unfair. 

Ir. MANDERSON. I know he does not mean to be. I sub- 
mit to him if there is anything ambiguous in this language that 
he understands one way and I another, we both desiring the same 
result, if it is not better to offer an amendment to make the lan- 
guage plain rather than condemn it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipropose to strike out all the provisions in 
regard to the superintendent of documents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But the objection that I make is that 
the Senator is making an unfair construction of the bill. He 
says the superintendent of documents is to control. That is his 
criticism 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Mycriticism is simply in reading what you I say now this brings the whole 


have put in the bill. tribution down to whether Senators and Representatives w - 
Mr. MANDERSON. In giving it a wrongful construction. | strict themselves and not send, unless upon a specific order, two 
Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think I have given it a wrongful | documents to the same} \ ntlyaSena ants 
construction. Ido not think it can be interpreted in any other | to send some person a |] s, because i in th 
way. interest of the just distribution of t to se 1 to one man 
Mr. MANDERSON. This system of bookkeeping is the only | to distribute in the neighborhood « nty re he knows t] 
way by which documents can be distributed and a duplication | persons who will apprecia \ ill be val 
prevented, and it is to-day in vogue in all the Departments. If | uable. 
the Senator will examine the report he will find that wherever Mr. President, Isay this whole scl of a ‘ ( nt of 
the Department chiefs speak of the method of distribution they | documents has no connection in the wi ith it part of th 
speak of this method, and it is the method which is in vogue to- | bill which refers to the government of t Publie P tine Offi 
day. and the distribution of documents by the Senate and Hous It 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then there is no necessity for any change | is an unnecessary part of the bill, as [ h hown. Yousee the 
in the Departments. ichinery that you have to gothrough wi r lie Printe1 
Mr.MANDERSON. The Senator thinks it isadreadful thing | has to notify—I have and t no mis- 
because of the labor and the trouble involved in keeping the rec- terpretation of it 
ord of documents, but it is done now as to all the documents dis- 
tributed other than the quota of members of Congress. 
Mr.COCKRELL. They are asmall number. You have got no quota til t h iade his 
Mr. MANDERSON. We talked the other day of this dread- | assignment; and you do not k ny dk v avi 
ful bugbear that some political enemy might get a document list t anywhere until the supe tendent has mad issignment 
So far as I am concerned I am willing to publish mine to the Mr. MANDERSON. You do not k il t erinten 
world, and I will furnish it to the Senator if he thinks it will be | ent of the folding room has made an a me 
of any advantage in the State of Nebraska in attempting to con- Mr. COCKRELL. It . 
vert that State into a Democratic State and have it represented To enable the the superinté nt of document ' quot 5 
here upon this floor by a Democrat. Senators, Representative Delegates, the P P L infort 
The experience of members, and it has been my experience, |" ee 
and I think it has been the Senator’s, is that very frequently The superint ent of di ents is to make an assignment, an 
when we have been called upon to send a document we have re- | to-day the superintendent of our document room our own 
ceived letters from parties to whom we have sent it that it had | control makes it. 
not been received. It is a fact notorious that public documents Mr. MANDERSON. What ( ? 
are held in such low esteem that they are most carelessly treated Mr. T! is a td seless 
frequently by the officers of the Post-Office Department. machinery. There isa al t mid an | 
Mr. COCKRELL. Would this make the officers treat them any | have ever seen attempted to b d in Congress between 
better ? 1 veople and their ag and serval \ spresentatives. It 
Mr. MANDERSON. I think it would. is worse than a commission merchant or anything of that kind 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why. Mr. HAWLEY. The superintendent o 1e folding room i 
Mr. MANDERSON. It would at leastnotify a person to whom | agent just as mi as tl intendent¢ nents would b 
a document had been sent in the usual method that such a docu- | and 1 Senator 1 not ha in agent hinks he can do 
ment had been mailed to his address. all the work himself. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That would be no protection. Mr. COCKRELI This system 1 makes him amid 
Mr. MANDERSON. It costs no postage. That is prov ided man, D puts « E perintencents ¢ f the folding ro ‘ 
for in the bill. It is simply this, that in my own case, as [ have | his direction and takes th 0 rom ur direction 
done frequently when I send valuable books, I send them quit rint nt 1e folding root 
often by registered letter. f the sup 
Mr. COCKRELL. We all do that. spree pony 
Mr. MANDERSON. Other documents of not so much value | ‘ow do you say that is a reflection on or a misconstruction of 
send, and in a postal card or in a letter I notify the party that your language? J nere it is 
have sent him such adocument. A proper distribution of pub- [ANDERSON thy ; AS1S OI Senator make 
lic documents requires this detail. If the Senator wants to go e misconstruction. 
into greater details, let him propose to am nd the bill. If its , COCKRI It not 7 : : . ue 
terms are ambiguous, correct them, and see that they are plain. en it is rea its true phat 
Mr. COCKRELL. [I object to the whole scheme of a superin- | Superintencent OF doc , pub 
tendent of documents. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Then defeatthe bill. That is your pris 
ilege. : : 
Mr. COCKRELL But that does not affect the public nt- There are s¢ TOK 
ing and the number of documents to be printed. It only affects nts sha one 
the method of distribution, and it does not destroy the e|H ‘ ( 
bill to strike it out. In leaves the only parts of the bill that ated 
worth anything in full foree. Itisan improvement upon the bi There is no room for ] the ¢ 
to strike this clause out. } him in the Publie Print Offi : 
The Senator says that in the Departments thereis no duplica- | the Senate and the D ( 
tion of documents. Then we have got the question of duplication | Printer must furnis] La 
narrowed down to avery small point, and the questionis whether | th rior Department : ) 
if the senior Senator from Iowa {Mr. ALLISON] finds that his | commence wo ( 
colleague has sent some particular friend a document he is pro ord inn i ) 
hibited from sending the same thing to him. as I wo not ha 00 , th 
Mr. MANDERSON. No, heisnot. TheSenator simply sha thousand names on slips do a me < 
be notified that it has been sent, and he can then send as many corded. They have to b ite fi 
as he ple ases. Now. | se | ti el it " i 
Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, and I understand w vill be sent out or not. 
have got all that paraphernalia to go through with. You car Under the proposed 
not send it unless you make a specific order for it. an order for a docu 
Mr. MANDERSON. That is a mistake. tating that he has no ( ( 
Mr. COCKRELL. It says the superintendent of documents superintendent of documents and , 
and I read the clause there—shall notify the last-named party enough to record all t numerous « 
Mr. MANDERSON. And itshall not be excluded except upon | not attend to it Conger d 
further special order. rv W be fo 0 erks fro b C 
Mr. CCCKRELL. Exactly. ress after that bureau is organizes 
Mr. MANDERSON. So that the senior Senator from Iowa, pet. There will be no end toit. 1 
when he finds the junior Senator has sent adocument, is not pro- | the people of the United States in 
hibited from sending another, but he can order it. time to time an increase of dox e] 
Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly he can order it, but he has got to It is no safety to the transportati ent the 
give another specific order that he must send it, notwithstand- | mails that the superinte: t has card. We } t 
ing it has been sent by the other Senator. Secretary of Agricultur s out a th ¢ 
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of seed he sends out, and yet howoften we getletters complaining 
that seeds have not been received. 
cause the superintendent writes a letter than there is when | 
write a letter. I generally answer my correspondence asking 
for documents and tell them I have sent the documents, but 
that does not prevent the abstraction of those documents from 
ails if they are desired. 
Mr. President, in view of these facts I insist that there is no 
nomy in the first place but it will result in extravagance. It 
will multiply the necessary and legitimate expenses, and it will 
duplicate the work. Now, the superintendent of our folding 
room, with a very small force, can take the slips we send there. 
paste them on documents. and put themin the mail and they go, 
lit be when this bureau is established? Then you will 


thea yn 





How will 
have tosend them to the superintendent and he must record them 


in books, and it will take a room larger than any in this Capitol in | 


a short time, to hold the books upon which the names are re- 
corded. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Let me eall the attention of the Senator | 


to the facts developed in the testimony, that of a very valuable 
publication under the present system, 40 copies went to one in- 
dividual from the House folding room. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may be under almost any system. A 
man may be mean enough to try to pursue that course by getting 
fictitious names of people, and we know there have been docu- 
ment fiends all over the country who write to every Senator to 


send them a particular document, and write to every member of | 


the House to do the same, but we soon learn who they are and 
are not bothered with them. 
Mr. KENNA. I donot wantto interrupt the line of discussion 
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concerned, we can, on our own resolution, dispose of all the sur- 


There isno more safety be- | plus and unnecessary documents that have accumulated in this 


end of the Capitol and we can send them out just as well as this 
mancan. We can provide to whom the Secretary and Sergeant- 
at-Arms shall send them. There is no trouble about that. In 
a short time the Congressional Library will be built. We shall 


| have that immense building and we shall have a large part of 


the Capitol here unoccupied, and we shall have a larger space for 
the Senate library, where documents can be gathered together. 


| There will be plenty of room if this space is only utilized in the 


future. 
My motion is to strike out from section 62 to the end of section 
73, as section 74 has already been stricken out. This is the part 


| of the bill that relates to the superintendent of documents. It 


of my friend from Missouri, but I should like to know from some- | 
| have no complete sets of these books. 


body, some reason, if there is any, why the Senate or the House, 
or the public men who compose these two bodies, should be in- 
volved in the distribution of documents and seeds and radishes 
and cabbages, and all that sort of stuff under any condition? 
Why not abolish the whole business? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill does not do that. 

Mr. KENNA. Then let them be distributed by some method 
outside of this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
to do it. 

Mr. KENNA. But we can make it do it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This bill does not do it. 

Mr. KENNA. Ido not wish to interrupt my friend, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri; but, in my own judgment, if he will pardon 
me for injecting it here, [do not see why on the face of the earth 
members of Congress of either House have todo or ought to hav: 
to do with the distribution of Agricultural Reports and messages 
and documents and radishes and cabbages and lettuce and all 
sorts of stuff that goes out from here every recurring year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That proposition is not before the Senate. 
‘* Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Mr. KENNA. [shall take an opportunity to bring it before 
the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is an entirely different proposition. 
The question is here; these documents are to be continued; they 
are to be distributed by Senators and Members of the House of 
Representatives, and instead of distributing directly through 
our own superintendent of the folding room under our charge, 
we are to send them to a third man, a middle party, who is to 
transmit them and a record is to be kept. What good does that do? 
W hat is the necessity for that machinery? None on earth, not 
a parti . 

Chere isno economy in it; there is no reform in it. It is the 
establishment of a bureau that merely in the end will cost a mil- 
lion of dollars for a public building, and you will have to increase 
ical force from year to year. Youcannotavoidit. You 
have not a public building to-day in which youcan put them, not 
one, and I challenge Senators who made this report to show any 


This billdoes not do that, and does not aim 


the cler 


public building in which this superintendent of documents, with 
his clerks transferred from the Interior Department, can go. 
Ye vill have to i building You have not got such a build- 
ing now, and you will have to rent one. The Senator says that 
the docw it building ought to be near the Publie Printing 
Office So it oug to Then you have got to rent a building 
there for it Chat is an inevitable necessity, and you may just 
as V ‘ S of the items of economy and retrench- 
m it in this bill, because it must come 


Mr. MANDERSON. Does not the Senator think that a stor- 


‘ room and a ting warehouse for the Public Printing 
Office is bound to come anyhow? 

Mr. COCKRELI That may be necessary for the public print- 
ng, but this w «© independent of that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Oh, no. That is another mistake of the 
senator. It will not be independ nt. 


Mr. COCKREI So far as the distribution of documents is 


| this particular instance. 


has nothing to do with the Public Printing Office; it has nothing 
to do with the distribution of documents through the Senate and 
House folding rooms; but it simply takes this out and leaves 
these beneficent provisions contemplated in this bill for the 
guidance of the public printing and for the publication of the 
Government works, and leaves us to distribute them just as we 
have been doing. 

It then leaves all these surplus documents of which we have 
heard so much here in the Senate in the control of the Senate, 
and the Senator from Nebraska can very quickly determine how 
many ought to be kept in the Senate library and introduce a 
resolution here, and we will all heartily support him in it, dis- 
tributing the remainder through the librarian or the secretary 
who has charge of it. We can take the surplus documents that 
belong to the committees and distribute them in the same way, 
or, as I would suggest, we can take them and give them to the 
new States recently admitted into the Union, whose libraries 


Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Nebraska simply de- 
sires to suggest to the Senator from Missouri that it is no more 
his duty to clean out these rooms than it is the duty of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it is. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I donotunderstand that that is any part 
of the duty of the Committeé on Printing. I do not consider 
this legitimate, except as it was directed by the resolution in 
The Senator has stood this infliction 


| as a member of important committees, the Committee on Appro- 


priations, and I think he was at one time a member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; never. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was on the Committee on Public Lands, 
but not on the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the Senator perhaps, with his 
great knowledge of this matter, would be the better subject for 
action. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator can not evade the responsi- 
bility. I admit my responsibility and my dereliction of duty, but 
the Senator knows perfectly well he is more responsible than Iam. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not admit any dereliction of duty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because the Printing Committee has spe- 
cial jurisdiction of this matter, and they have furnished every one 
of these surplus documents to be given to the committees, and 
given to the Senate library, and they ought to stop it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. We are stopping it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But youstopped it after the house had been 
full, and you see you have got to do something else to get rid of 
them. It isa mighty late hour in the day tocome inand say you 
are for reform. Why did you not stop the accumulation? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Why did you not do it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say this was within the jurisdiction of 
your committee, and you approved every solitary printing bill 
that was passed or reported here and we amended it after you 
reported it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
with the distribution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This fixes documents at the usual number, 
and the number has been under the Committee on Printing all 
the time. By regulation they could have stopped the accumu- 
lation of the eighteen sets going to committees. They could 
have stopped thirty, forty, or fifty sets going to the Senate 
library, for it has been all under their control; and while I ad- 
mit my responsibility, I am not as great a sinner as the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to be heard for a few moments. 
Acknowledged evils have grown up having their root a few gen- 
erations ago. They accumulated until we became tired of them, 
and on a motion offered by the Senator from Nebraska, the Joint 
Committee on Printing, Democrats and Republicans of the House 
and Senate, were instructed to work during the vacation iooking 
over these laws and seeing if there could not be an improvement. 


Bills for printing have nothing to do 


1892. 


Now the Senator not only holds us responsible for all the abuses | 
there have been in the Government, but we shall be fortunate if | 
we escape with our lives for having presented a reform bill. 

Every Department of the Government, every officer who has | 
had anything to do with the reception or distribution of public 
documents, has been consulted and put upon the witness stand | 
inthe committee room and examined. A selection has been 
made and a winnowing of the advice of every one of them, and 
there is scarcely one of them who did not come before us with- 
out making good points upon this subject. Everything that | 
seemed tous worth taking was taken and putinto the bill. Now, | 
if the Senator finds minor defects—perhaps he is wise about their | 
being too much particularity about the distribution of documents | 
and perhaps we can waive some of those details—he can easily 
make a motion to remedy those defects. 

But the Senator has dwelt here by the hour in his vigorous and 
incisive and combatative eloquence upon the enormity of this 
bill. This is the first measure of economical reform offered in 
this Congress, a measure of large economical reform, which has 
been already defeated by a Democratic House and bitterly fought 
here by leading Democratic Senators. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that it is 
impossible to conclude this bill to-night, and it is evident from | 
the temper of the Senate, on this side at least, that we shall have 
a yea-and-nay vote = it, and [ will therefore ask him to con- 
sent to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator to withhold that motion | 
for a moment. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to ask the indulgence of the Senate 
that Senate bill No. 1, to prevent the adulteration and misbrand- 
ing of food and drugs, may be made the special order to follow 
this bill, and a continuing order thereafter until its consideration 
shall be determined after the morning hour. 

Mr. BATE. I understand the Senator has that right now, has 
he not, as a matter of course? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I say to the Senator that it has not been ac- 
corded formally. It is simply under a notice to that effect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK]? 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the request? The Senator wants to 
make a special order for when? 

Mr. PADDOCK. To follow the bill which is now under con- | 
sideration after the morning hour. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator wants unanimous consent to do 
that? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido want unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then he must have it made aspecial order for | 
some hour and some day in order to make a special order at all, | 
but the Senate may give unanimous consent to follow this bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is all I ask. 

Mr. BATE. I say tothe Senator that I do not know that there 
will be any opposition to his proposition when it comes up. | 
have conferred with some of the Senators who oppose the bill, 
and I think they will agree to the proposition when the considera- 
tion of the present bill is concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BATE. IfI understand, it is not in proper shape to act 
upon it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can be done by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, that covers everything. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I apprehend that it will be impossible 
to get the final vote upon the pending bill to-night, although I 
should like very much to dispose of it before we adjourn to-day. 
I had no idea that the bill would not be finished to-day, else I 
certainly would have opposed with a good deal more vigor the 
proposition to adjourn over until Monday. 

The debate upon this bill has been long continued. The bill 
has taken far more of the time of the Senate perhaps than it 
should. I have attempted to push it with such force as I could, 
but there is no way of which I have knowledge of stopping the 
flow of eloquence that comes to us from some sources. When it 
gets under full headway it can not be stopped or dammed. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, yes,it can be damned. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCKRELL. But that would not have any effect. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like, however, to have the con- 
sent of the Senate that the vote on this bill shall be taken at 
4 o'clock on Monday, so that we can come toan end of it at some 
time within reason. I ask unanimous consent that debate shall 
terminate and that this bill shall be disposed of by commencing 
to vote without debate at 4 o’clock on Monday. — 
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[do not think 


Mr. COCKRELL. I think that is unnecessary. 
there will be much more debate upon it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Missouri has a number of 
amendments to offer, I understand. 

Mr.CALL. Isuggest thatthe Senator request unanimous con- 
sent that the final vote shall be taken on the bill before the ad- 
journment on Monday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to say, if the Senator from Florida 
will yield to me, that this is an important bill, and I do not think 
there has been unnecessary discussion about it. [ am very sorry 
that more Senators have not taken part init. I think it is an 
exceedingly important bill, and I want tosay to the Senator from 
Nebraska that [ think he has done a great work in the provisions 
touching the Public Printing Office, the number of documents, 
and the manner, etc. 

Permit me to say another thing. I doubt very seriously 
whether the committee under the resolution appointing them, 
had any authority to launch out into the establishment of an in- 
dependent bureau of this Government. There is where I criti- 
cise it, and I think I have a right to doso. I think it ought to be 
discussed. It is not an unimportant matter. Everything is not 
reform that is called reform, andeverything is not economy that 
is called economy. You may pass a bill to-day which will save 
for six months twenty or thirty thousand dollars and in eight- 
een months increase the expenditures $500,000 or a million dol- 
lars. There is no economy in that. 

I am perfectly willing that we shall dispose of this bill just as 
soon as we can. I hope, since we have adjourned over until 
Monday, and the beautiful Sabbath intervenes, that the distin- 
guished Senator from Nebraska will give my proposition to 
strike out these sections his prayerful consideration, and agree 


| toit. Then we shall have a bill that can be passed into a law 


which will be a monument to his memory. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isincerely hope the Senator will offer some 
amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has already offered an 
amendment to strike out from section 62 to section 73, inclusive. 
which is the pending question. Does the Chair understand that 


| he is correct in that? 


Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis right. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is: Isthere objection 


| to the request made by the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 


M ANDERSON |]? 

Mr.COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not press it, because 
we shall dispose of the bill soon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I remind the Senator that he ought to offer 


| amendments to perfect this bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I want to say in answer to that that I do 


| not think you can amend the scheme of the superintendent of 


documents. That is the trouble. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the question 
again. 

Mr. PALMER. I only want co occupy the attention of the 
Senate for the briefest moment. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] has just made a 
remark that is worthy of attention. He tells us that this bill is 
in the interest of economy. and that Democrats are opposing it 
as [ understood him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If I may state it exactly, that it has been de- 
feated in the Democratic House and was vigorously opposed bi 
leading Democrats in the Senate. ee 

Mr. PALMER. I concede that my friend from Missouri [{ Mr. 
COCKRELL] is a leading Democrat, but I merely want to say in 
all frankness and candor to the Senator from Connecticut that 
the mere assertion that this bill is promotive of economy, while 
it is entitled to great respect, is not equal to a tabulation, some- 
thing that gives us figures. 

[ have the most profound respect for the Senator from Con- 
necticut, but while I have heard the statement frequently mad 
by the Senator from Nebraska, as well as the Senator from Con 
necticut, | have seen no data, no facts, that will justify me in be 
lieving, beyond the confidence I have in their statements, or that 
would be sufficient, under ordinary circumstances, to enable me to 
conclude that the passage of this bill would result in economy. 

| confess that lam not familiar at all with this generals ibject. 
The gentlemen who have been members of the Senate for a Jong 
time and understand all the mysteries of this printing business 
and the distribution of documents, have an experience far beyond 
mine. Will not the Senator from Connecticut kindly. on Mon- 
day, when we shall meet for the final disposition of this bill, | 
hope, give figures, and will not the Senator from Nebraska, who 
asserts with so much confidence that this is in the interest of 
economy, show us new men, who are not presumed to be as fa 
miliar with this subject as they are, with the abuses of the old 
system, and the reform proposed by the new—will they not kindly 


' tell us and indicate the points where the saving is to be had? 
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Mr. President, many of us have come here as the representa- 
tives of a very earnest, painstaking economy, and argument pre- 
dicated upon that view is a very potent force with us. But we 
have been so often deceived by mere representations of this sort, 
coming from the most eminent sources, that we are a little in- 
credulous. We want to have the figures so that we can look at 
them and see them with our own eyes, and that we may furnish 
them to those who have intrusted us to represent them here. 

I am through except toask the Senator from Connecticut and 
the Senator from Nebraska to furnish us some substantial figures 
and tell us where the saving is, and howit will be accomplished; 
to take pity upon us, uponour want of experience in these things, 
and to remember that, while we are slightly incredulous, it in- 
volves no sort of reflection upon either of them. 

That isall I wish tosay, sir. Isuppose this subject will be re- 
sumed on another occasion that will afford time for these gentle- 
men to furnish us some data to which we can refer. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If I may interrupt the Senator for a mo- 
ment 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In order that he may not remain over 
the Sabbath in this deplorable condition of lack of knowledge, I 
will say that I can give him very excellent Democratic author- 
ity for the assertion that the saving by this bill will be from 
three hundred to five hundred thousand dollars. That is the 
estimate of the gentleman from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, who acted with us on the committee, and I have in 
my desk a letter from the Public Printer, in which his estimate 
of the saving of expenses in the mere matter of the printing of 
documents, in the change of the ‘‘ usual number” and of excess- 
ive publications of Congress, will approximate above $200,000. 

| have prepared at no time, nor have I the inclination to go 
into a careful tabulation of this matter, but I say to the Senator 
in all frankness, that I think we shall not only get a better sys- 
tem of printing and a better system of distribution, but the sav- 
ing will be somewhere between a quarter and a half million of 
money by the bill as presented. 

The answer given by the Senator from Ne- 


estimable 


Mr. PALMER. 


braska justifies me in saying a few words. 
{ am not ineredulous. I do not look to the particular party 
source from which these financial estimates are to be drawn. | 


am not opposing this bill. 
proval. 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], and my mind is yet in- 
clined to favor the measure. 

I never suspected until the Senator from Connecticut ventured 
the suggestion that itinvolved anything like being a party meas- 
ure in any possible sense. I had supposed the Senator from Mis- 
souri, influenced by his own judgment and animated by his own 
motives, had spoken his own convictions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is just exactly what I did. 

Mr. PALMER. I recognize his influence in the 


In the main the bill meets my ap- 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 11, 1892. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


PUYALLUP INDIAN COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, as required by law, a communication of the 6th instant 
from the Secretary of the Interior, with the report of the Puyallup Indian 
Commission and accompanying papers. 

BENJ. HARRISON. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 10, 1892. 


USELESS PAPERS IN STATE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of State, submitting to Congress a list of useless papers 
on file in the Department, and requesting that authority may be 
given, in accordance with the act of Congress of February 16, 


| 1889, to dispose of the same; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF ENLISTED MEN OF THE ARMY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a draft of a bill to amend an act 


| amending chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the 


| have listened to the objections urged against it by the | 


party on this floor, but I never imagined that he was speaking | 


forme. I had supposed that he was speaking for himself as a 
member of this body, and I take it upon myself to say that I have 
not yet given my proxy upon questions like this to any Senator. 
[ believe if | were inclined to give my proxy atall I should select 
my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I think he is the 
most worthy of trust of any Senator who has spoken upon this 
subject. 
The VI 


E-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 


United States; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
YAKAMA INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of acommunication 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to an agree- 
ment with the Yakama Indians in Washington, together with 
the draft of a bill to ratify the same; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBIAN HISTORICAL EXPOSITION, MADRID. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1971) pro- 
viding for the appointment of representatives from the United 
States to the Columbian Historical Exposition at Madrid in 1892; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

MINING DEBRIS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table and consider at this time the reso- 
lution (H. Res. 78) in relation to mining débris in California. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the 


| ieee ania een aes 
Democratic | Chair will ask for objections. 


The substitute reported from the Committee on Minesand Min- 
ing was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to submit for the con- 
sideration of Congress what amounts can be profitably expended during the 
coming year to carry out the recommendations made by the Commission of 
Engineers, United States Army, appointed under the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved October 1. 1888, entitled “An act to investigate mining 


| débris in California” for restriction works, dams, and wing dams, to restrain 


of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] that the vote | 


sha 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that it is 
impossible in the present condition of the Senate and it would be 
scarcely fair to ask for unanimous consent to take the final vote 


on Monday in the absence of so many Senators. I therefore move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 15, 1892, at 12 


o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Erecutive nominations confirny d by the Senate Fe bruary 11. 1892. 
THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 
William M. Grinnell, of the State of New York, to be Third 


Assistant Secretary of State. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Cavalry arm. 
First Lieut. Robert P. P. Wainwright, 
captain. 
Second Lieut. 
tenant. 


First Cavalry, 


ge L. Byram, First Cavalry, to be first lieu- 


| be taken upon the pending measure at 4 o’clock on Monday? | 


the mining débris where now situated, and prevent its lodgment in the rivers 
of California, to the injury of navigation and commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California for the present consideration of this reso- 
lution? 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. 

CALL COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 

The SPEAKER. The committees will now be called for re- 
ports pursuant the rule. 
SALE OF PROPERTY 


[ object. 


OF 


UNDER DECREES OF 
COURTS. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia, from the Committee on the Ju- 


UNITED STATES 


| diciary, reported back bills H. R. 264 and 265, with a substitute 


therefor, being a bill (H. R.5816)toregulate the manner in which 
property shall be sold under orders and decrees of any United 
States court: which was read a first and second time, referred 


| to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 


to be | 


dered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES 
COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 

ported with an amendment the bill (H. R. 456) to limit the juris- 

diction of the district and circuit courts of the United States: 

which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 


DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT 


' panying report, ordered to be printed. 





1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


107] 











NEWARK, N. J., AS A PORT OF IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, a 
bill(H. R. 532) to constitute Newark, in the State of New Jersey, 
a port of immediate transportation; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

REFUND OF ADVANCES TO THE STATE OF FLORIDA. 

Mr. BULLOCK, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 82) to pay the 
State of Florida for advances of money, = to be due that 
State by the Secretary of the Treasury; w 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ANNEX TO THE FOLDING ROOM. 


Mr. DICKERSON, from the Committee on Accounts, reported 
back a resolution to authorize the Doorkeeper of the House of 


sylvania avenue northwest for one year from the Ist of January, 
1892, at a rental not exceeding $150 per month, with an amend- 
ment reducing the rental to $125 per month. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to Whom was referred the accompanying 
resolution, respectfully report; 

That the term for which the premises situated at No. 225 Pennsylvania av- 
enue northwest were leased by order of the House, for use as a branch or an- 
nex of the House folding room, expired by limitation on the Ist of January, 
1892; that the premises are required for use as heretofore. Your committee 
report with the recommendation that the resolution do pass with the fol- 
lowing amendment: Strike out $150 and insert in lieu thereof $125. 


Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, there is great need for ad- 
ditional space for thispurpose. There are now 300,000 volumes 
in the building and they are coming in at about the rate of 3,000 
volumes per day. That, I believe, has been the average for the 


1ich was referred to | are entirely unfit for the purpose here contemplated. What we 


the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, | 


clusive benefit of the Senate, and I was unwilling to encroach 
upon the ** preserves” of that body. [ understand that the Sen- 
ate has made arrangements to occupy the entire building, and 
can not afford us any part of it. I made inquiry this morning 
with reference especially to the Butler Building, and I find we 
can not obtain any part of that without disturbing gentlemen 
who are now using it. I wish to say in addition that neither of 
these buildings is suitable for the purpose now under considera- 
tion. In the use of a building for storage, large amounts of 
freight must be carried in at one end and taken out at the other. 
As to the two buildings referred to by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, trucks could not be run through them. The buildings 


require is a business building that we can run trucks into. 

Mr. WALKER. This being a Congress devoted to economy, 
I wish to ask whether there is not plenty of public land in this eity 
upon which these books might be stored, covering them with rub- 


| ber sheets or tarpaulin or something of that kind? [Laughter.] 


last few weeks. It is impossible to get along without the build- | 
ing and it is almost impossible to remove from it at this time. | 


One of the owners of the building appeared before the commit- 
tee this morning and insisted on having $150 per month instead 
of $125. The premises run through from Pennsylvania avenue 
to another street, thus giving two fronts. Its value, lot and 
building, is estimated at $30,000. We used the building for stor- 
age purposes during the Fifty-first Congress at a rental of $125 


| by that *‘extravagant” body, the last Congress? 


per month. Prior to that time we had been paying only $100 per | 


month, but some improvements were made, so that a larger pro- 
portion of the building was used for this purpose in the Fifty- 
first Congress than before that time, and therefore the rental 
was increased to $125. The committee are unwilling to recom- 
mend a larger rental now than $125, for the reason that the third 
and fourth floors can not be used for storage purposes owing to 
the weakness of the building. 

Mr. WALKER. For what purpose has this building been 
used? 

Mr. DICKERSON. For storing books and documents, as an 
annex to the folding room. 

Mr. WALKER. Has not the Government sufficient room to 
store its own books and documents? 

Mr. DICKERSON. Well, sir, there is not anything like suffi- 
cient room. 

Mr. WALKER. Why does not the Government erect build- 
ings for storing these documents; because it is too poor or too 
mean? 

Mr. DICKERSON. The gentleman is running a little beyond 
my jurisdiction. [am directed to report that this is a proper 
sum for the rent of this building. I would not like to be required 
to interpret the motives of the Government. The effect of the 
resolution is only to continue the renting of this property at the 
same rate we have been paying heretofore. The lease expired 
by limitation on the Ist of January. We now have in the build- 
ing, as I have stated, more than 300,000 volumes, and new vol- 
umes are coming in at the rate of over 2,000 per day. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
whether his committee has ascertained that space can not be 


. . . oor | is { a at 1G >.» > s} ave — . —. 
Representatives to continue the lease of premises at 225 Penn- | It is too bad that the Government should have to spend the peo 


ple’s money in this way. 

Mr. DICKERSON. [am perfectly willing to allow the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] to offer an amendment 
of that kind, if he thinks it desirable. [ would like to inquire 
of him whether he deals in tarpaulin? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
Kentucky allow me a question? 

Mr. DICKERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. As I understand, the gen- 
tleman’s committee has investigated this matter and is satisfied 
that the amount of rent specified in this resolution is only a fair 
and proper equivalent for the use of this building. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Yes,sir. Ithink itis. Itiscertainly not 
beyond what is demanded for equal accommodations elsewhere. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. You recommend the pay- 
ment of a rental of $125 a month? 

Mr. DICKERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 


Will the gentleman from 


And $125 is what was paid 

Mr. DICKERSON. This is the same that has been paid: but 
I wish to say that there is very much more room now occupied 
than was oceupied at that time. Some repairs have been made 
for the purpose of adapting the building to hold the additional 
books, pamphlets, speeches, etc., which are now sent there. We 
use now one more floor than wedid. It has been necessary since 
the last Congress to put in additional supports in order to main- 
tain the extraordinary increase of weight. 

Mr. OATES. Has the committee investigated to ascertain 
whether all the rooms in the terrace around the Capitol are oc- 
ce ipied? 

Mr. DICKERSON. We have. They are not all occupied 

Mr. OATES. Can they not be utilized for storage purposes? 


Mr. DICKERSON. They can not be used for storage purposes 


| in this way. 


found for the storage of these books in any of the rooms which | 


have been added to the Capitol by the erection of the new ter- 
races, or in the Butler Building, or in the hotel that was pur- 
chased by the Government at the last session of Congress? In 
all of these places can not room be found for the storage of these 
books without paying rent for the building to which the resolu- 
tion refers? I would like to ask further, in this connection, 
whether the gentleman’s committee has inquired as to the use 
to which the large hotel which was bought here, north of the 
Capitol, has been put. The language of the law providing for 
that purchase was that the building should be “for the use of 
Congress.” I allude to the Maltby House. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I have not been in the Maltby House. | 
have understood that that building was appropriated for the ex- 


| worth $10,000. 


| 


Mr. OATES. Why not? 

Mr. DICKERSON. 
do the necessary folding, classification, ete.; and besides that 
they can not be directly reached by wagons, and the expense to 
which the Government would be subjected for taking in the 
books would amount to twice as much in the course of the year 
as the expense of renting this building outside. We would not 
be able to get a wagon or truck anywhere near those terrace 


Because we can not put men in there to 


rooms. Our proposition is decidedly cheaper than any such ar- 
rangement as that suggested by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques 
tion. 

Mr. DICKERSON 

Mr. M 
month? 

Mr. DICKERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr.MILLIKEN. That. is$1,500a year. Now, has the gentle- 
man made an estimate of the value of this building which we are 
renting? Can he tell us what percentage this rent is 
value of the premises? 

Mr. DICKERSON. The gentleman can make the calculation 
for himself if he desires to go so minutely into these details. The 
property, I will state, runs entirely through the block, from street 
to street, and it is estimated to be worth between five and six 
dollars per square foot. The building itself is estimated as being 
It is listed for taxation, which is said to be one- 
half of its actual value, at $315,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. ‘The reason I[ asked the question is this, that 
[ have some information upon this subject myself, and believe 
the Government is paying in this city now somewhere in the 
neighborhood of $200,000 a year in rentals, and that the rentals 
so paid amount to from 8 to 17 per cent interest on the value of 
the property. In my opinion, when the Government can borrow 


Certainly. 
IILLIKEN. This proposition is to pay as rent $125 a 


upon the 
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money at 3 per cent it is exceedingly unwise policy, to say the 
feast of it, to rent buildings at the enormous percentage of inter- 
est that I have mentioned. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I did not yield, I will state to the gentle- 
man, for aspeech. Now I demand the previous question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before that, if the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky will allow me, I wish to ask if his committee has consid- | 


ered the possibility of using some part of the buildings purchased 
during the last Congress; for instance, the Maltby Hotel over 
here? 


on that point— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I beg pardon; I did not hear the gentle- 
man’s statement. I had hoped, however, that there might have 
been obtained in the basement of that building, or some portion 
of it, aroom or rooms, which might be used for that purpose. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Once for all let me say to gentlemen that 
unless the building which is used for this storage can be readily 
approached from the street by wagons, it would be a very costly 
operation to store these volumes. They would have to be trans- 
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the gentleman himself, and found that he was recommended as 
one of the most excellent gentlemen who could be recommended; 
that his services during the war were extraordinary; that he had 
been wounded, and that his deportment during the war was such 
as to meet the approbation of any gentleman who would inquire 
into the subject. 

I desire now to yield for a short time to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH], who is familiar with the facts, and 
who has interested himself in procuring the position for this 


| soldier. 
Mr. DICKERSON. Well, I have been interrogated already 


ported from the street by trucks up to the rooms used for this | 


purpose by hired help, and this would cost twice as much, per- 
haps four times as much, as the entire rental proposed to be 
paid here. 

t would be the very worst kindof extravagance to require this 
matter to be transported around into any part of this building, 
or, so far as we have been able to discover, into any room of the 


rent a building, even at twice the amount fixed here, that would 
be accessible by the wagons themselves. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I have entire confidence in the gentleman 


from Kentucky,and simply called his attention to this matter, | 


not having heard his former explanation, in the hope that there 


of these buildings to save rental. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands the 
previous quession. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendment recommended by the committee, striking 


The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman from 
Kentucky yield to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. DICKERSON. As much time as he wants. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Five minutes will be sufficient, Mr. Speaker. 
[ introduced that resolution a few days ago as a tribute from the 
Confederate soldier to a wounded Union veteran, to a gentleman 
whom my people met, many of them, upon the field of battle, and 
who learned to respect and love him because of the magnanimous 
treatment they received when prisoners in his charge; and I de- 
sire to say to this House that Il appeal to my friends from the 
South to stand by me upon this resolution and to help this man 
who, in this city, saved from mob violence a gentleman as high 
as ever walked this earth, when a prisoner in the hands of Maj. 
Halleck. 

[ repeat, sir, that I represent a people who were opposed to. 
Maj. Halleck during the war, but who met him as men and found 


| him a soldier true and tried. They learned to appreciate him 


Maltby building. It would be decidedly more expensive than to | because he was one of those gentlemen who fought us when the 


war was going on and who stopped fighting as soon as it was 
over. He came down among my people, and there they learned 
to love and respect him; and, as a tribute, I say, from the Con- 
federate soldier, we offer this resolution and appeal to the Union 


| veterans upon the other side to stand by us in our effort to pay a 
might have been some mode of access to either one or the other | 


tribute to this most worthy man, a chivalrous gentleman, and 
one who has served his country, entering the Army at 15 years 
of age, who was badly wounded, and lost an eye in the service of 
his country. His record, I say, is as good as the record of any 


| soldier of the Union Army. He deserves his place; and though 


out ‘‘one hundred and fifty” and inserting ‘‘one hundred and | 


twenty-five,” was adopted. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DICKERSON, the motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid upon the table. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HOUK. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, on the 30th day of Janu- 
ary eulogies were pronounced in the House on my late colleague, 
Mr. Houk of Tennessee. Several gentlemen who had prepared 
eulogies, among them Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, Mr. WILSON of 
Kentucky, and some other gentlemen, as Iam informed, were 
detained from the House on that day by reason of sickness, and 
were not able to deliver the eulogies which they had prepared. 
[ now ask unanimousconsent that these gentlemen, or any others 
who may have prepared eulogies on that occasion, and were un- 
able by reason of sickness or other cause to deliver them, be 
permitted to hand them in for printing in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

WALTER F. HALLECK. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I submit another report from 
the Committee on Accounts. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Accounts to report back the resolution which I send to the 
desk, with an amendment. [Report No. 293.] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution submitted by Mr. MEREDITH January 25 for reference to the Com 
mittee on Accounts 

Resolved, That Walter F. Halleck, a wounded Union veteran, be authorized 
to act. as assistant doorkeeper of the House of Representatives from this date, 
under the direction of the Doorkeeper of the House, and to receive compen- 
sation therefor at the rate of $1,500 per annum, the same to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the House until otherwise provided for 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the foregoing resolu- 
tion, having had the same under consideration, report it back to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass with the following amendment: 

Strike out ‘#1,500"' and insert in lieu thereof ‘*$1,200.”’ 

Mr. DICKERSON. I only desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that in 
considering this resolution we called upon the Doorkeeper when 
the matter was first referred to the committee, to determine 
whether or not there was any necessity for the services of this 
assistant doorkeeper. We were informed by the Doorkeeper 
that there was need for the service, and when he determined the 


question of 





he is upon the retired list, I make the statement, Mr. Speaker, 
that he has drawn less pay than he would if he were upon the 
pension rolls of the country. I ask you, gentlemen, to sustain 
me in this resolution. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentle- 


| man a question. 


necessity for us we immediately began to investigate ! 


Mr. MEREDITH. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if the report of the committee is not thatit is necessary that 
an additional man should be employed? 

Mr.MEREDITH. Thecommittee have reported unanimously, 
and, as you have been told by the chairman of the committee, it 
is necessary to have the services of another gentleman, accord- 
ing to the statement of the Doorkeeper, Mr. Turner, made to that 
committee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I want to ask the gentleman an- 
other question. Is not this man a wounded Federal officer? 

Mr. MEREDITH. He is, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Badly wounded? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Badly wounded. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Dick- 
ERSON | has the floor. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I want to inquire whether this gentleman is 
not already on the retired list with a compensation of $1,100 a 
year? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky has the floor. 
Does he yield? 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, I will answer the question. 
I want to be perfectly frank with the House. The gentleman is 
on the retired list and, as I understand, at half pay, which is $1,100 
a year. 

Mr. FITHIAN. That ought to be enough. 

Mr. DICKERSON. But I want so say this, in addition to that, 
that the gentleman has refused to make application to this Gov- 
ernment for a pension. My information is, and my understand- 
ing of the law is, that if he had left the employment of the Army 
and refused to accept this half pay and had applied for a pension, 
that he then would draw more than he could get in the other 
case, or under employment here. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I would like to ask the gentleman another 
question. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Ido not mean that he would get more for 
this particular month or the next particular month, but if he 
takes the pension, having lost an eye and being wounded as he 
is, taking it all along for years, the grand total would be an im- 
mense amount, more than he is getting under the present cir- 
cumstances. 
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Mr. RAINES. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield? 

Mr. DICKERSON. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. RAINES. I want to know if the effect of this resolution 
is not virtually to put this gentleman on what is known as the 
soldiers’ roll of this House? 

Mr. DICKERSON. Well, I supose that would be the case. 

Mr. RAINES. 
like to make a remark. 

The SPEAKER. 
ERSON] has the floor. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Will the gentleman allow me some time to 
speak against this proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled 
to one hour. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this is 
not a question that ought to require much debate. The matter 
can be easily understood, and I have stated enough for every 
gentleman here to understand the basis upon which the commit- 
tee acted. I understand that it is largely matter of sentiment 
when a gentle.nan thrusts his body between the drawn swords 
and pistols of other persons to save a prisoner who is in his 
charge. I understood that it is a manifestation of that charac- 
ter of manhood that every American likes to recognize where he 
has an opportunity to doit. I understand that this gentleman 
did that, not only once, but time and time again, until he estab- 
lished a character in thiscountry that I envy; and I wish to-day 
it was recorded of me that I had had the opportunity, and had 
availed myself of it, as he has done, to show his courage, his 
magnanimity, and his disposition to deal justly with men who 
were under his charge, and who looked alone to his courage and 
his manhood for their protection. 

IT understand that, sir, but I am not offering this on sentiment 
alone, as a justification for spending the public money; but I un- 


dertake to say that gentlemen seem to complain upon false prem- | 


ises. It is no difference what this man is getting from other 
sources, if his services are needed, and we can get his services 
where they do need them, and they are valuable and equal to any 
other man’s services who can occupy the place, we do not desire 
to exclude him and look after some one else. 

Mr. HOAR. Why can not the Doorkeeper appoint him now? 

Mr. DICKERSON. I would say in answer to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that this resolution simply authorizes his ap- 
pointment, and the Doorkeeper will, under his authority, assign 
him to wherever he desires to detail him. ; 

Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
if he can say to this House that the services of this gentleman 
are needed for the proper administration of the office of Door- 
keeper? 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman would hardly 
require me to answer a proposition of that kind upon particular 
personal knowledge. Ido not know the whole number of em- 
ployés, nor do I know, and it is not possible for me to know, the 
whole amount of work to be done by gentlemen occupying simi- 
lar positions. I can only look to the gentlemen who have charge 
of these matters and whose duty it is to look after them. Gen- 
tlemen from committees have come to the Committee on Accounts 
and said they need messengers. They make their statements to 
us as to the jurisdiction of these committees, and we act upon that. 
When it comes to the general business of the House, we often 
take the statement of the Doorkeeper and of the Chief Clerk, 
who have charge of those matters. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. DICKERSON. I have yielded five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. RAINEs]. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I desire toask the gentleman a question 
before he takes his seat. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Ihave yielded to the gentleman from New 
York, but I will take the floor again and then the gentleman can 
ask his question. 

Mr. RAINES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky 
has yielded me five minutes, and I want to occupy that time il 
[ can get an opportunity. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that it is impossible to hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. 
conversation. 

Mr. RAINES. Mr. Speaker, I understand there has been es- 
tablished by act of Congress or by resolution a roll here which 
is known as the soldiers’ roll, that is equally divided now in ap- 
pointees between either side of the House, there being on the 
roll seven Republican and seven Democratic soldiers. I under- 
stand the effect of this proposed resolution would be to unbalance 
that roll and add to it another gentleman of whose politics I am 
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I would like to ask the gentleman a question. | 


Mr. Speaker, if I can be recognized, I would | 


The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DIcK- | 


1073 


uncertain, and in regard to which I do not care to inquire for 
the purpose of what I have to say now. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Will the gentleman tell me whether there 
are any vacancies on that list? 

Mr. RAINES. There are to-day, I understand, no vacancies 
on that list, but it is filled, as I have said, by seven Republicans 
and seven Democrats, by some adjustment or other. 

Now, it is proposed, as I understand, by this resolution to un- 
balance that adjustment. Whether it is a proper thing to do on 
an advisable thing to do is for this House to consider. If itis 
an advisable thing to do, we ought to know what material we are 
putting upon that roll. If there is simply a desire to accommo- 
date some gentleman, to provide a place for a worthy soldier, 
there are other ways of doing it without bringing that roll into 
this House as a matter of contest in the present or in the future. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. RAINES. I will. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I want to say to him that we only want to 
put upon the rolls a gentleman, a competent gentleman, one who 
would discharge his duties faithfully and efficiently. 

Mr. RAINES. I have no doubt of that. I take it, because 
this man is a soldier, and a regular Army officer on the retired 
list, that he is a worthy and competent gentleman. I do not 
want the testimony of any gentleman on either side to satisfy 
my mind in regard to that. My point is, that it is wrong at this 
stage of the proceedings to unbalance that roll and bring it into 
this House as a matter of contest. 

Now, I want to say further that I yield to no gentleman in this 
House, on this side or on the other side, in my desire todo honor 
and justice to any man who has served in the Army of the United 
States; but I tell you that you can find around this Capitol as 
worthy gentlemen, who are not on the retired list of the Army, 
and you can find plenty of places that they are anxious and com- 
petent to fill. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, to the chairman of that committee, 
that if you will step into a room here, that is within sight, you 
ean find there on the rolls a gentleman who has been put on there 
by the Doorkeeper of this House, as a reward for the treachery 
of a Senator by the name of Edwards, in the State of New York. 
Now, if you desire to do something for a worthy Union soldier, 
remove this gentleman who has been put on as [ have said. He 
is a Republican, and [ say that he has no business here in a Dem- 
ocratic House. Let him step out. He isa Republican and we 
find no fault with him, but let him step out and put in his place a 
Democrat and a soldier. Be this man a Democrat or a Republi- 
ean I care not, so long as he is a soldier. Put him in the 
of the man who is on that roll as a reward for the 


place 


+> « | * 
treachery ol 


| his Senator in the State of New York. 


Gentlemen will resume their seats and cease 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. DICKERSON. 
have said, in answer 
the soldiers’ roll. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. Speaker, in the confusion here I may 
toaq iestion. that this gentleman was on 
e cactly in what form the 
question was put, and I may have conveyed that idea by my reply, 
but that is not the case. That would make 
employé. If I made any h st 


such state! 


| do not remember 


him a permanent 
ent, | desire to correct it. 


This is simply a proposition to appoint him during the session 
like other messengers. | ask for the previous question. 

Mr. FITHIAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
matter a question. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Well, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
this matter is not sufficiently important to spend so much time 
on. , 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then, if we are not to be permitted to diseuss 
this matter, I hope the demand for th prey ious question vill be 
voted down. 

The SPEAKER Debate is not in order. When the previous 


question is demanded debate is not in order and it will not be 
tolerated. The g 


‘ntleman from Kentucky |[Mr. DICKERSON] de- 


mands the previous qu stion, and on that the gentleman from 
Ulinois |Mr. FITHIAN] calls for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BYNUM. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. If the 
previous question is voted down, will this matter then be open 


for debate? 

The SPEAKER. It will. The gentleman from Kentucky de- 
mands the previous question, and upon that the gentleman from 
Illinois asks for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the prev ious question, and 


| it was decided in the negative. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire who is now 
in charge of this measure? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gent! 
from Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN]. 


man 








Te ete 


Mr. FITHIAN. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that it is time 
the Democratic majority of this House were coming to their 
senses. [Laughteronthe Republican side.] Yesterday we passed 
a resolution givin three messengers to the other side 

PICK LEI Two. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Well, two.- To-day another resolution is in- 
tri ced to give an extra messenger or an extra assistant door- 
keeper to this side of the House, and I suppose that to-morrow 
another olution w come in to give some favorite or pet of 
some gentleman upon this floor another place. Iam opposed to 
this thing, and it seems to me that it is time for us to draw the 
line. We have gone far enough. 

There is not a door in this Capitol that has not a man to open 
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fact that right in this House we have an “ object lesson” on this 


| question. There are two'galleries of this House in which, sofar 


and close it when a member wishes to go through, whether into 


a committee room or into any other part of the building. There 
is no need for thisextra man. We could lop off at least 25 or 50 
appointees of this House, and then have sufficient to perform the 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 


Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will you take the statement of the Door- 
keeper that it is necessary to have this reénforcement? 

Mr. FITHIAN. No, I Will not take the statement of tl 
keeper that _ is necessary. 

a MEREDITH. Is not he the proper person to know? 

. FIT i AN. The Doorkeeper, like.all other men, is anxious 
ran his favorites and pets into office. Iam informed that the 
gentleman who is to be the beneficiary of this resolution is al- 
ready on the retired list of the Army, and is receiving a salary 
of $1,100 a year. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Suppose heis; butsuppose that he is draw- 
ing to-day less money than he would be entitled to if he-were a 
pensioner upon the roll, is it any disadvantage to the Government 
to give him this extra employment? 

Mr. FITHIAN. If he can get more pay by 
pension roll, let him go there, and not come to this House. 
are thousands of men all over this country 


1e Door- 


, worthy gentlemen, 


who would b clad Lo vet this place. I could bring you from the 
State of Illinois any number of men who would like to have a 


‘ n 
place like this, mer that are not on the retired list of t] 
either. 
Mr. MEREDITH. Probably they were 


ie Army, 


not in the Army. 


Mr. FITHIAN. There is not a State in this Union that could 
not furnish thousands of men just as worthy as the gentleman 
who is to be the beneficiary of this resolution. His merit has 
nothing to do with the question. Now, Mr. Speaker, reserv« 


the balance of my time and yield five minutes to the gentleman 


r. BUTLEI Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that we have 
reached a critical point in the legislation of this Congress. 
Laughter on the Republican side.] We are todetermine to-day 
whether our legis ation shall be based upon sentiment or upon 
reason. We are to determine to-day whether our action in this 
House shall be based ‘upon our judgment as men or upon our 
sentiment as people who do not know the difference between 


wind and patriotism. It seems to me that we have to deter- 
“a : 


mine one thing and one thing only, namely, whether or not 
in the messenger service of this Hous 


ve needa more assistance in 


That necessity. if it — would be 


determined by the Door- 


going upon the 
There | 





keeper, and he would naturally come to this House and ask for | 
additional help: but instead of that this resolution is presented 
here, and the friends of the person who is to be benefited by the 
resolution go to th D vorkeeper and secure from him consent to | 


the statement that this additional he 
[ repeat, if it were needed we 


lp is needed. 
vould have a demand for it from 
the Doorkeeper himself, but in the discussion which has been 
had her is apparent to every man in the House that 
this is simply an effort to benefit some individual. From what! 
have heard, { know that the individual in this case is worthy, 
but I care not for that. There are millions of worthy men in the 
United States to-day, but we have not places for them all. The 
only quest for us to decide now, is: Do we need additiona ] 
messengers? And that question'we should decide without refer- 
ence to sentiment or to our feelings toward any particular per- 
son or persons. 
So far as I am con 


ned, until I know to my own satisfaction 


that more messengers are needed to open these doors, I shall be | 
compelled to vote against this resolution even though the place 
were to be given to the leading soldier of the United States dur- 
ing the rebellion. Whenever there may be a worthy soldier, I 


would be willing to cast a vote to help him in every legitimate 
manner; but I can not consent to vote in favor of making sala- 
ried offices which are not needed, and which are asked for the 
ure purpose of a little bit of ‘‘ buncombe ” in this House. 

. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the 


| time to justify this proposition to increase our fore 
} our corps of officers, 


| conseque nee? 


as I have observed, there has not been any person during the 
last two weeks. Twomessengers are attending the doors of those 
two galleries. It seems to me that at least one of those messen- 
gers might be withdrawn for the purpose of rendering the sery 
ice contemplated by this resolution, if it be necessary. ey a 
a to my friend from Georgia[Mr. BLOUNT] for five minutes. 
BI OU NT. Mr. Speaker, some days ago, after the House 

hed b en organized and the appointees previously provided for in 
connection with the service of the House by legislation, its corps 
of messengers, etc., had been appointed, I offe red, at the instance 
and upon the request of a Republican caucus (recalling what had 
been done in the w ay of courtesy duri ing the last Congress by the 
najority side toward the minority 
young man asmessenger. It was understood, and the House was 
led to believe by the statement then made, which was not contra- 
dicted, that this was what the minority side of the House was 
asking; and we took action in that case, not with the idea that 
an additional messenger was needed, but by way of returning the 
courtesy which has hitherto obtained in the House. Yesterday 
there was presented to this House & proposition providing for 
two additional messengers. It did not appear, so far as the case 
was stated to the House, that there was any reason for this. 

Those messengers were allowed, as was stated privately and 
perhaps publicly, by way of paying off further courtesies. We 
did not hear anything of the necessity of those new officials. In 
the present case i¢ appears that a resolution was offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH], which was referred 
to the Committee on Accounts, designating a certain person to 
be appointed a messenger, and stating the fact that he wasa 
Union soldier. The Committee on Accounts reported back this 
resolution; and the reason offered for its adoption is that the 
Doorkeeper says he needs another man, that this individual isa 
very good man, and that we should put him onour rolls. I[sub- 
mit, Mr. Speaker, that there has not been presented to this 
House any reason for the appointment of this messenger. The 
Doorkeeper has not specified to the committee, and the commit- 
tee has not specified to the House, a single duty that is being 
overlooked by reason of an insufficiency of force. We have sim- 
ply one of those loose statements which, it is expected, will be 
ane _ d by the House with blind eyes. 

. DICKERSON. 

ee. a moment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. If my friend from [linois [Mr. FrrTHran; will 
allow me additional time, I will yield to any interruption. 

Mr. DICKERSON. In response to the gentleman's statement 
that the House does not know anything al 
this officer, that the confmittee 
I wish to say that there is now 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is not the question. I decline to yield. 
The gentleman undertook tocut off debate 
him but not to give him time to make anoth: 

Mr. Speaker, there 
ways subjected. 


friends: we 


.a resolution appointing a 


Vill the gentleman allow me to interrupt 


out the necessity for 
has not said anything about that 


| propose to answer 
*r speech. 
is one danger to which this House is al- 
The employés around us here are persona 
have personal relations one with another; and im- 
portuniti es are continually being made for increasing this force 
» upon 
his House in connection with a matter of thissort. In the Forty- 
fth Congress the Doorkeeper, assuming that there was necessity 
for additional employés, put them on the rolls, members of the 
House making the appointments. This proceeding, as it turned 
out, was done without the knowledge or information of the House: 
and we were thereby involved in additional expense of several! 
thousand dollars. What was the result? It was scandalous in 
the eyes of the country. The outcome was the discharge of the 
Doorkeeper and persons whom he had improperly employed. 
This was done in obedience to public opinion, speaking against 
this creation of excessive employés. What did the House do in 
We determined to guard ourselves against a recur- 
rence of any such thing by providing that thereafter questions of 
this kind should go to the Committee on Accounts, who were ex- 
pected to weigh all the reasons which might be adduced in favor 
of authorizing additional employés. 
I submit, sir, that there is nothing before the 


of employés. Early in my career here great scandal cam 


+ 


House at thi 
» We have 
fixed heretofore in view of our necessities 
sanctioned by experience, answering every public purpose, so fa! 
aswe know. Yet we have had three additional employés thrust 


upon us, and this morning there is a proposition for another. J 
trust that this House will put an end to propositions of this kind 
[Applause. ] 

{Here the hammer fell.] 
[ wish to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
Committee on Accounts. 
any reason for it. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. 
whether this is not a report from the 
Mr. BLOUNT. Itis; but I do not se 








1892. 


Mr.SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, this is a question of great im- 
portance. I am satisfied that the Democratic party will see and 
understand that the time has come for some legislation. 

I was afraid on yesterday that they had lost sight of the fact that 
they had come here for legislation, and were about to establis! 
a new theory or system of reciprocity; a third system, so to speak, 
of reciprocity in this country. You know that James G. Blaine 
has long had his system of reciprocity; I myself inaugurated a 
system of reciprocity here last spring, and now the Democratic 
party is about inaugurating a system of reciprocity towards the 
Republican side in the matter of granting one another 
that the party in the minority may ask for. 

The gentleman who has been mentioned for the position covered 


CONGRESSIONAL 


positions 


by this resolution is said to be deserving of it because of his great 
services rendered to the cause of the Union in the war of the re- 


bellion, as well as to the people of the State of Virginia since th« 
war. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have a constituent of my own here from 
the State of Kansas who, I will venture to say, has done more for 
this country in regard to valuable services rendered in the war 
of the rebellion than any man recommended to a position in this 
Congress, [ donot care where he comes from. He actually saved 
the army of Gen. Pope from destruction in 1862, saving the city 
of Washington from capture by the rebel army. 

He was a man in the employ of the secret service and went 
through the lines into Richmond, entered the rebel army, becom- 


ing a spy,and got intelligence that would save the army of Pope. | 


Assoon as he obtained the intelligence he worked his way through 
the rebel lines, swam the river, got across safely, and informed 
Gen. Pope of the danger which menaced him, and he has evi- 
dence to show for it bearing the signatures of Gens. Pope and 
Sigel on it. 

Notwithstanding this fact, Mr. Speaker, I have been unable to 
obtain even a messenger’s position for that man, simply because 
he does not belong to the party in power, or simply because he 
is neither Democrat nor Republican. He has been refused a 
position as messenger, while the great Congress of the United 
States has been consuming time, two or three days together, in 
making positions for some men because of the fact that members 
on one side or the other want to get their friends in office. 


j 
| 
i 
| 
| 
j 


You have gone on creating offices and posjtious until the other | 


day an intelligent colored man came to me and requested me to 
sign a petition in his behalf to secure his appointment to the 
position of foreman of the scrubbers. So you have gone on until 
the whole city of Washington is besieged by a hungry horde of 
political partisans who are anxious to reach down into the pock- 
ets of the taxpayers and take their money to pay political fol- 
lowers and friends for political services. 

I think, sir, the time has come to put a period to this and stop 
this creating of new offices. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FITHIAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
question. 

The previous question was ordered, 
which the amendment recommended 
adopted. 

The question recurring on the 
amended, it was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. FITHIAN, the motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman is too late in making the de- 
mand, the motion to reconsider having been laid upon the table. 

MILITARY 


the operation of 


committee was 


by the 


reso LLOn as 


adoption of thi 


ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 









of the Union for the further considertion of appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. MCCREARY in 
the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee 
Whole for the consideration of the Military Academy appro- 
priation bill, and the Clerk will read the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For two clerks to the quartermaster and adjutant, respectivel 
each, $2,000. : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
to that paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the paragraph in lines 15 and 16 by striking out the word “respec- 
tively,” and insert, after the word “clerks,” the word ‘“‘one,” and, after the 
word “and,” the words “one to the;"’ so that it will read: 

“For two clerks, one to the quartermaster and one to the adjutant,” etc 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. This amendment is suggested at the in- 
stance of gentlemen who thought that the language might pos- 


of the 


I offer the amendment I send to the desk 
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sibly carry four instead of two cl is makes the meaning 
clear and so there can be no 1 sta apout what as t l 

The amendment was adopt 

The Clerk read as follows 

For department of cavalry, artillery, andi try tactics, namely: | an 

or other proper cover f dings tila und 
pur in \ 2600: 
pur i of thirty sort or it 0 

Mr. BLOUNT. ! sh to<« tl! l n oO I ntleman 
from Ohio to lines 23 and 2A. That seems to be a new item as ] 
understand it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This is on the recommendation of the 
Superintendent of the Academy, and is rendered necessa - 
cause of the fact that the cadets in the cava practice ould 
have the latest improved bits that are used by cavalrym« In 
other words, they should have every facility for pursuing tl 
studies. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I supposed it is th commendation of the 
Superintendent; but I had 1 rence irticularly to the price 
which seems to be excs SS1V 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That was the point to which I had de- 
sired to call attention, i 


i why itis that they are charging nearly 
$4 each for these bits. | i] 


bits myself. 


happen to know something about bridle- 





Mr. BLOUNT. Was any invest m ma as to this item 
by the committee? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No investigation was made, the report 
of the Superintendent being deemed sufficient for that item. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You had better move to amend. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not know anything about that 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That price is outrageous. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are patent bits. and that is the 
price paid for them in the market, the price asked for them by 

i the manufacturers naving that patent, and we can not cet them 
for any less: 

Mr. OATES. What is the recommendation? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The recommendation of th« perintend- 
ent is that this item be appropriated for. 

Mr. OATES. Does it specify the cost? 

Mr. OUTHWAILT! He specifies the cost 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For purchase of one hundred sadd loths, for use of ca $500 

Mr. BLOUNT. nove to strike out the \ th the 
view to inquiring of my frien tothatitem. Laskt rent 
man in charge of b M WHEELER of Alabama] as to tha 
item. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Ev w vears it is necessa! 
to purchase new sad cloths ii al i 
purchased, and those 1 navy now are worn o 1 i 
have new on 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idonot make any point as to that, but I want 
to know of my friend whether the Co ttee have made an - 
quiry as to the prices 

Mr. WHEELER abama \ ( no eca t 
rovid th: ) re i I 
8 ana | hs \ ( ( t () 0D | 
th matter i charg Wi Duy at th ) pri ie ri¢€ 
better to have a good quality, because it is re durab 
tne ine ot econo! , 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will entleman si the House tha 
$500 is not too much? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I wi iy to 1 H 
Committee on Military Affairs can at oO 

| the articles purchased by the Gi ! nt, but ¢ as 
massed a lay hich requires the ‘ cha i pl 
possible 

Mr. LIVINGSTON $ the use these at two dol- 
ars apiece, what wv hecome of 4 other 3300? 

Mr. WHEELER of Ala i | » back | i 

ry of the United States. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is any provision made fo at 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It 
iry under the law. Az iat t 
tO expend @ Sum not to exceed | amount 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What kind of patent sad is t 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I donot know 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I addle blankets, and I « 
them at from $1.25 to $1.75 apiece. the best blankets in t | 
States. What kind of a patent is that? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Ido not know kind of a 
blanket it is that they propose to buy, but [ hay very confidens 
that these officers will buy whatever they do buy at as low apr 
as it can be bought, and that they will buy the b 
be the most economical: and i al it 


back into the Treasury. 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
$500 and inserting $200? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I donot know whether they can 
purchase proper blankets for $2 apiece. If they can doit and do 
so, every dollar they do not expend will go back into the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
give them? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, theydo not; and I will state 
to the gentleman, in reply to that, that there are some appro- 
priations on this bill that will not be expended in toto. We are 
compelled in our estimates and in our appropriations to appro- 
priate what the law allows. One item here is $1,200 for the extra 
pay for the commandant of cadets, the difference between the pay 
of acaptain and alieutenant-colonel. That has been appropriated 
for two or three years and not a dollar has been expended; but 
the reason why it has been put in the bill is because we put in 
the appropriation all that may be required under the law. The 
law admits that acaptain may be the commandant at West Point, 


Have you any objection to striking out 


Do they not always use all the money we 


and the law says that the officer, whatever his rank, shall have | 


the pay of a lieutenant-colonel. Therefore, as a captain’s pay is 
$1,800 and a lieutenant-colonel’s pay is $3,000-—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. That does not apply to this case at all. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask the gentleman another 
question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Let me finish this explanation. 
As a lieutenant-colonel’s pay is $3,000 a year, we have to appro- 
priate $1,200 a year to meet that deficiency; but this year it will 
not be used. It will go back into the Treasury. It went back 
into the Treasury last year, because the officer who held that po- 
sition is already a lieutenant-colonel. Istate that that is true in 
regard to other items in this bill. Whatever we appropriate 
there a good deal comes back into the Treasury as an unexpended 
balance. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. lam aware of the fact that the gentleman 
from Alabama |Mr. WHEELER] is a military man and has been 
all the days of his life. Now,I want toask him, as a member of 
the committee, does he believe that that is a judicious and eco- 
nomical expenditure of public money? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Five dollars for a saddlecloth? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I suppose that saddlecloths of a 
very superior quality may cost as much as $5. We arecompelled 
to trust to the judgment of the officers of the Governmentin such 
matters. Saddlecloths can be purchased of various qualities, 
and I am confident the officers will purchase as cheap as possible 
and purchase a quality which will be most conducive to true 
economy. Any portion of the appropriation which is not ex- 
pended will go back to the Treasury. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What have we a committee for? We 
trust the committee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The committee can not investi- 
gate the price of every article. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I willask the gentleman from Alabamaif they 
have taken account of what was paid for saddle blankets in pre- 
vious years? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not know what was paid 
for them in previous years, but my recollection is that it was 
about the same amount. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then there has been no investigation on this 
item? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir: but I will state to the 
gentleman that the committee felt that they were doing their 
duty. In pursuance of the recommendations we appropriate a 
sufficient amount, with the full knowledge of the fact that if it 
were not necessary, if the purchases were made for a less sum, 
what was not necessary would go back into the Treasury. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield to me fora question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman has had some experience in cay- 
alry service as well as I have, and he knows that linen makes a 
good saddlecloth. Does he not think that they can use the dis- 
carded linen of the cadets for saddlecloths, and strike this item 
out altogether? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


to strik it out. 


[ do not think it would be best 
[ will state to the gentleman that the cadets 
are taught to ride without saddles. They are taught to ride on 
these saddle blankets, and that is one reason why they want a 
saddle blanket that is somewhat appropriate for the purpose. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam aware of the fact that it isnot very 
popular to contend for economy in these small lines, but the prin- 
ciple involved is just as important as if there was a million of 
money appropriated. I want to say this, Mr. Speaker, that the 


estimates sent to the House for that Academy were $313,482.49. 
The estimates for 1892 were $311,970, which is only an increase 
ef $1,512. -Now, gentlemen of the Democratic party, listen to 


| 
| this: Yet this committee in this bill has increased their appro- 
priations over the estimates sent to this House by $52,117. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is a mistake. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. To whom shall we look and by whose 
judgment shall we be governed—the heads of the War Depart- 
ment and that of that Academy or by this committee? 

Here we are, a Democratic majority of this House, pledged to 
retrenchment to our people, and the very first appropriation bill 
reported by a committee of this House contains an increase of 

| appropriation of fifty odd thousand dollars over the estimates. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam not mistaken. I have got the fig- 
ures here, made by a party who understands the whole of it, and 
I have got the estimates right here on my desk. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman says he has got 
the figures of some one else, and has not made the investigation 
himself. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What did the gentleman say? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. You stated that you have the 
estimates given by some other gentleman upon whom you rely. 
[ think you are mistaken. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is the chairman's estimate. He 
puts in a letter written to the head of the military school, and the 
answer of the head of the military school. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is not given in the esti- 
mates. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
estimate. 
personally. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
letter on the subject. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentle- 
man from Ohio will let us effect some retrenchment this morning. 
Listen to these figures. In 1880 25 per cent of the land of Ohio 
was hired; in 1890 37 per cent was hired; 63 per cent is owned to- 
day, and 37 per cent of the lands are under mortgage at 47 per 
cent of their actual value. Take the State of Kansas: in 1880 13 
per cent were only hired, but in 1890 36 per cent of the land 
in Kansas was hired, and 64 per cent of the land was mort- 
| gaged to 38 per centofitsabsolute value. Take the State of New 

Jersey, and it has got $30.40 in circulating currency toevery acre 
ofland. Take my State, and it has only 4 cents per acre in cir- 
culation. 

Now, gentlemen of the Democratic party, you know the reason 
why Southern and Western people to-day are crowded into the 
dust by debt, yet you stand up here and say that Southern men 
ought not to move for retrenchment on this line, although in 
Georgia, as I have said, we have only 4 cents per acre of all the 
available funds in the country for the purpose of doing business. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Iwill say to the gentleman that 
we have struck off $88,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But you have added, in the aggregate, 
$63,000. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, I want to appeal to the Democrats 
on this floor, and I do not care whether they are friends to the 
Military Academy or not. I take it for granted that we all want 
to see that arm of the service supported, not in a niggardly but 
inadecent way. But let.me say to you that we not in a condi- 
tion in this country to increase appropriations in any depart- 
ment of the Government, yet, while poor men have to ride ten 
miles on a barebacked mule to get their letters and papers, you 
propose to pay $5 apiece for saddlecloths for these boys to ride 
upon, 

{Here the hammer fell]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which [I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 6, line 2, strike out the words ‘‘five hundred” and insert ‘‘two hundred 
and fifty.”’ 

Mr. GOODNIGHT. Myr. Chairman, I do not know whether 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] is entirely cor- 
rect in his statement that this confers no authority on the army 
officers to pay $5 apiece for these articles or not. It seems to 
me, however, that if there is any implication at all, it is that 
they may pay $5 apiece for these blankets. Now, I think that 
is entirely too much; indeed, the amount provided for in my 
amendment ts perhaps higher than it ought to be. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in order to save 
time, we will accept that amendment. We are spending valua- 

! ble time in this discussion. 


You put it in, but it is not a legitimate 
That estimate was drawn out by the letter from you 


You are mistaken; I wrote no 








1892. 


Mr. OTIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is now pending the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GOODNIGHT]. The gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] has accepted it so far as he 
is concerned, but it is a matter for the committee to vote upon. 

The amendment of Mr. GOODNIGHT was adopted. 

Mr. OTIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, for lines 1 and 2 on page 6 | 
offer as a substitute the amendment which I send to the desk. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will state to the gentleman from 
Kansas that it will require unanimous consent to go back to that 
paragraph as it has been already passed. 

Mr. OTIS. Mr. Chairman, I understand that that is the para- 
graph now under consideration. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GOODNIGHT] offered an 
amendment a minute ago reducing the amount in that paragraph 
to$250—the amendment that was accepted by the gentleman from 
Alabama and adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out lines 1 and 2 on page 6 and substitute the following: ‘That 
henceforth, at the expiration of each Congress, the old carpet taken from the 
House of Representatives be shipped to West Point and furnished to the ca 
dets for saddlecloths at costof shipping.” 

{Laughter. | 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, 
der that that is new legislation. 

Mr. OTIS. I offer that asa substitute for lines 1 and 2 on 
page 6. 

Mr. OUTHWAITKR. [insist upon the point of order that this 
is entirely new legislation; it proposes to make a disposition of 
Government property. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
upon his amendment? 

Mr. OTiS. I offer it as a substitute for lines1 and 2 on page 6. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE] makes the point of order that this is new legislation. 
The paragraph in the bill refers simply to the amount that is 
to be appropriated for the ensuing year, while the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas refers to all future time. 
The amendment is new legislation and the point of order is sus- 
tained. 

Mr. OTIS. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of chief policeman in charge of employés in and around cadet bat 
racks, $720. 

For pay of ten barrack policemen, employed exclusively for cadets in scrub 
bing floors and windows, sweeping and whitewashing cadet barracks, cleat 
ing bath tubs and sinks, and general policing of grounds, $4,800 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I am instructed 
by the Committee on Military Affairs to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, before the amendment is sub- 
mitted I make the point of order on that. paragraph, that it is 
not authorized by law. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I wish the gentleman from 
Georgia would observe parliamentary law, and listen to the read- 
ing of my amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill observe parliamentary law, but I will 
not accept my friend from Alabama as my instructor in it. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk willread the amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I submit that that amendment 
is notin order. I make the point of order on the paragraph 
contained in the bill, and if the paragraph is not in order it goes 
out, and no amendment to it is in order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will state to the gentleman 
that the amendment which he declines to hear read is an amend- 
ment which the committee have directed me to offer striking 
out the paragraph entirely. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] was recognized to send up his amendment before the 


I make the point of or- 


Does the gentlemen from Kansas insist 


[Laughter.] 


point of order was made by the gentleman from Georgia. The 
Clerk, therefore, will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out line 25 on page 6, and lines 1 to 8, inclusive, on 


page 7. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, if the gentleman with- 
draws his point of order I will explain 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the matter on which I was about to raise a 


point of order is going out by this amendment, I have no objec- 
tion. 


The CHAIRMAN. The 
WHEELER] will proceed. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. In connection with the estimate 
for this item, there was an explanation that for anumber of years 


gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
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these persons have been paid by a deduction from the pay of the 
cadets. But since that plan was adopted the pay of the cadets 
has been decreased to the extent of $60 a year; and it has been 
found that $540 a year is not sufficient to pay the expenses of the 
cadets at the Academy. Hence it 
the cadets on entering to make a deposit of 


meeting actual expenses. This cou 


became necessary to require 
SLOO to provide for 


paid by many 


} “1 
it CasSlly De 


cadets, but many others. on account of the pecuniary si tion 
of their parents. were unable to make the deposit: and the young 
men who did not make the deposit have always been at a disad- 


vantage as compared with th The Board of Visi- 


tors and the superintendent have felt that in an institution | 


other cadets. 


L- 
IKC 


this, where all the cadetsare legally upon an equality, and where 
as inquiry shows, the majority of the cadets are the sons of 


parents of very limited means, and unable in many instances to 


make the deposit, something should he done to seeure an exact 
equality among these young men. 

For this reason the Government has required, as gentlem« 
have doubtless seen from circulars of that Academy, that no 


cadet shall receive any money, clothing, or anything of that kind 
from his parents without permission being first obtained from 
the superintendent. The Committee on Military Affairs having 
investigated this matter, has found that the Academy will not 
suffer to any great extent by the adoption of this amendment 
or, at least, it will not suffer as much as by striking out other 
paragraphs, some of which are essential to the existence of the 
institution; hence I have been instructed by the committee to 
submit the amendment, which [ hope will be adopted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What the gentleman is now doing in this par- 
agraph, will he also not be willing to do as to the next? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have included the 
out of the $50 for soap, which troubles the gentleman so much. 
I will tell my friend that the appropriation for soap to clean one 

hundred and sixty rooms for one year has been stricken out. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 


striking 


[ wish to ask whether the proposition from 
will not include also the striking out of the ten 
barrack policemen in the next paragraph. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That isincluded in the ame? 
ment. 

Mr. OUTHWATTE. 
mittee. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The amendment proposes that 
The gentleman from Georgia did not listen to the reading. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not see how the gentleman can make an 


That is the purpose of the Military Com- 


| amendment to a paragraph before we reach it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 


| gentleman from Alabama. 


The amendment of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama was agreed to 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of ten barrack policemen. employed exclusively for cad 
scrubbing floors and windows, sweeping and whitewashing cadet barra 
cleaning bathtubs and sinks, and general policing of ground 1.800) 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the ntleman from Alabama move to 


strike out this paragraph? 


Mr. WHEELER of 


Alabama. The written amendment pro- 
vided for striking out this. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Weare considering the bill by paragrap! 
and amendments must be made in accordance with the rul 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The paragraph just read has been already 
stricken out. 

Mr. RAINES. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. RAINES] rise? 

Mr. RAINES. To oppose the amendment to strike out thi 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has already been stricken out. 

Mr. RAINES. Not the paragraph embracing lines 3 to 7, on 
page 7. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been stricken out down to line & 

Mr. RAINES. Lines 1 and 2 were stricken out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. This paragraph had not 
been reached, and any action which may have been taken upon : 
it was premature. : A 

Mr. RAINES. It could not be stricken out before it 
[ take it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk w again read the am 
which was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out line 25, on page 6, a to 8, inclusive, on page 


Mr. RAINES. Well, 


Mr. Chairman, lines 3 to 7 had not bee) 
read, and I, for one, did not catch the scope of that amendment 
I wanted to say something in regard to striking out lines 3 to 7 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. I will say to the gentleman that 


sometimes a 
bill, 


motion has been entertained to strike « 
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Mr. RAINES. Well, I will make my speech on the next par- 
ag 

. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Lrise to a point of order, 

that no am ment can be made to a paragraph which has not 

yet b ad; and although that may have been the effect of 

tl dment it could not reach this paragraph which had not 

ui and was not yet under consideration. I make that point 

WHEELER of Alabama. I beg to explain to the gentle- 

man the reason I offered it was because of the gentleman from 

Gi ia offering to make a point of order, and being unwilling 
to let the bill be read or anything be done except his speech. 

BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I make this point of order 

tl Mr. Chairman, that these two paragraphs not yet having 


been read or reached for consideration, the amendment to strike 
out does not and can not operate upon them. 
OUTHWAITE. As the amendment was adopted under a 
misapprehension, [ask unanimous consent that the vote by which 
it was adopted be reconsidered. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that will be 
considered as agreed to. 

here was no objection. 


Mr ITHWAITE. Now let the Clerk read that part of the 
bill which is before the committee. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of ten barrack policemen, employed exclusively for cadets in scrub 
bing fioors and windows, sweeping and whitewashing cadet barracks, clean 
in ith t ;and sinks, and general policing of grounds, $4,800 


ir. BLOUNT. Upon that I want to reserve the point of or- 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have asked that that be 
tricken out under the amendment submitted. 
CHAIRMAN. The amendment already offered by the 


tleman from Alabama would strike out that clause of the bill 
wmionpted 
Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that, and I am content if the 
House were of the same opinion. ButasI understand it the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has just asked and obtained, in view of a mis- 


apprehension, an order that the vote heretofore taken be recon- 
sidered. Il wish, therefore, to reserve > the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 
) LOUD. Lrise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
LOUD. We are liable to get into the same difficulty, be- 


cause of the fact that line 8 has not yet been read, but the motion 
to strike out includes that line,as I understand. Is that correct? | 


he 7H AIRM \N. The Chair would suggest to the gentle- 
a that as line 25, on page 6, and 1 and 2, on page 
! icken out, and as his amendment refers to lines 
3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, and including line 8, that he change it so as to | 
make it « cover only that paragraph of the bill e mbraced between 





“Ww HEI LER, of Alabama. Then I make that motion at 
the request of thi Committee on Military Affairs. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now before the committe: 


out the paragraph just read, on which the gentleman from Georgia 
eserves point of order. 

Mr. RAINES. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words, be- 
cause I ; nterested in the fate of this bill, and I do not rise 
now for the purpose of making a political stump speech on the 

i i] q STLO propriety of striking out line 25, on page 
6, and lines land 2, on page 7, because I conceived thatwe n light 
well get along without a chief of police to manage the scrubbers. 

ut | understand the effect of the pe nding amendme ont will be to 
eit place on the cadets themselves the dt ity of cleaning and 

‘bing the floors and sweeping and whitewashing the cadet 
Marra or else the expense of doing the work will be taken out 
of the) wmiy meager pay. 

Mr. I IVI NGSTON. Wi | you allow a question? 

Mr. RAINES. Yes, sir 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Woulditnot be promotive of their physi- 
cal manhood and health? 


Mr. RAINES. Well, my friend, if you had ever visited at 
West Point, as I have, and observed the physical exercises the 
cadets there have to go through day after day, you would very 
much pri your present easy position in that chair. 


Mr. L LV rN STON. I know something about physica! exer- 
cise mys 

Mr. RAINES. Well, if I could see the callouses on your hands 
I would be more willing perhaps to take your word for your 
knowledge of physical labor. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have been a workingman. 

Ir. RAINES. Now, to strike out this paragraph, as I have 
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said, throws on the cadets this menial work or compels them to 

pay See it. 

We are not sending to West Point the same class of men that 
we sent there years ago. It is no longer an aristocratic institu- 
tion from which the great ary of our young men ‘‘are 
shut out.” From my own ae he is able to pass the ex- 
amination, will go this year a saves man, the son of a private 
soldier, his mother a w ions: with several orphanchildren. And 
[ know that this amount which will be taken from the cadets’ 
pay will be quite a serious matter to that class of cadets. 

Mr. Chairman, I was disposed, and I think the members on 
this side generally were disposed to support the Military Com- 
mittee in regard to the position they have taken on this bill. 
Of course we were a little astonished to find that the first im- 
| portant appropriation bill presented to the House from a com- 
mittee of the House under the present organization should 
increase the appropriations over those of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The country was also astonished to learn 
this fact 

| Mr. RAINES. But I believe that the Military Committee can 
give satisfactory reasons for the increases; and so believing I was 
prepared to vote with that committee on this proposition. But 
the screw seems to have been put to the committee by some other 
gentlemen in this House, and they now propose to take the back 
track on a matter which affects materially the welfare of the 
| cadets in the ‘** interest of retrenchment and reform.” 

These are very good words, but [have no sympathy with their 

| use as party ¢ laptrap. When they are tobe used as simply clap- 
| trap they do not mean anything, but when the “y express a ‘desire 
to limit the expenses of the Government to the necessities of the 
Government economically administered they are appropriate. 

But I want to say that the Democratic side of this House have 
| no copyright on these words—‘‘retrenchment and reform.” 

[ believe you should have some other object in view in prepar- 
| ing an appropriation bill than to take asimilar appropriation bill 
| of the Fifty-first Congress and see how you can pare that down. 

[ expected this military bill would suffer a reduction, on the 
| theory that you gentlemen _ bound to retrench; and you know 
| that at the other end of the Capitol, if you atte mpt to starve the 

Government, the wrong will be righted, and that you could stand 
| here and pose in favor of retrenchment; and if retrenchment suc- 
a ded you could — the credit for it, and if the bill was in- 

reased you could charge it to the wicked Republicans. 
| The CHATRMAN. The time of the ge yntleman has expired. 
| Mr. RAINES. I would like about two minutes more. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, by unanimous consent, the time « 
Mr. RAINES was extended two minutes. 

Mr. RAINES. If you could do that—if you could cut down 
your appropriation bills in this way—you think you could take 
the credit for it; and I believe every other bill except this will 
be reported from the committee on the theory of cutting the ap- 
| propriations below those of the Fifty-first Congress, whether 
| justly or not, so that if increased the other end of the Capitol 

shall take the blame for it, and that youcan charge it to the Re- 
| publicans. You will stand in the same position that you always 


Ss | have occupied of trying to fool the people. If there is a good 
the amendmentof the gentleman from Alabama, which is to strike | 


thing you undertake to get the credit for it whether it belongs 

to you or not; and if there is an increase you want to throw the 

| responsibility onto the other side of the House. Now, I want to 
stand with ‘the chairman of the Military Committee and of this 
subcommittee here in favor of a righteous bill, an appropriation 
bill which shall meet the necessitiesof the case. I do not object 
particularly to the reduction of the salary of a few employés. 

[ did think it was bad policy for our Democratic friends to 
make a serious attack in this bill on the printing press. I know 
they have not liked the printing press very well in the past. 
They did not like it in Illinois at one time, and have not liked it 
in other sections of the country; but I think when you look the 
whole thing over you will be satisfied that your objection to the 
printing press is not well founded, for to the lies told by the 

| Democratic press two years ago was due the salvation of the 
Democratic party, and the majority on that side of the House 

| to-day—— 

| Mr. OUTHWAITE. How gullible the American people are. 

Mr. RAINES. You may fool them once, but you can not foo! 
them again so easily. You made them believe then that every 
misfortune was to come upon them, and that all could be charged 
to the McKinley bill. Sir, in one town in New York a gentle- 
man tried to vote under our ballot law, and having tried four 
times, and having had his vote rejected for the fourth time, be- 
cause he did not get at the manner of folding the ballots, he 
threw his ballot down and said ‘*Damn the McKinley bill any- 
way.” [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

| Mr. BUTLER. I can understand very well, then, how such 
| people send some men to Congress. (Laughter on the Demo- 
' cratic side.] 
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Mr. RAINES. He wanted to vote the Democratic ticket, but 
he did not know enough to do it under that law, and having only 
the intelligence of the ordinary Democrat supposed McKinley 
must be responsible for that as wellas the tariff bill. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr.Chairman, my friend started out with the 
idea that he was going to consider this bill and not talk about any 
extraneous matter; but there was a trouble on his brain, and he 
winds up by bemoaning the misfortunes of the Republican party. 
As what he said does not relate to the bill, I shall not attempt 
any reply; but I insist there is no authority of law for this police 
force. lt is already stated and admitted everywhere in the de- 
bate that it is entirely a new feature, and as distinguished men in 
the past have gone along without it, I donot think the life of the 
country just now depends on its being established. I insist on 
the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr.Chairman, I desire to be 
heard for a momenton the pointof order. Were itnotfor the fact 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]is generally ear- 
nest and sincere inevery effortin which he engages, [ could hardly 
believe that the point of order is made seriously. What is the 
proposition? It is to employ ten men to scrub the windows of a 
building that we own and to scrub the floors of a building that 
we own, a building that belongs to the United States. And in 
order to enable this great and good Government of ours to em- 
ploy these ten men to get the cobwebs off the windows and the 
dirt off the floor, it is contended that we must pass a solemn act 
of Congress through this House, through the Senate, and have 
it approved by the President of the United States, and we be 
notified thereof by his private secretary, and the precious scroll 
deposited in the archives of the Department of State. I do not 
believe anything of the kind. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Whether the gentleman believes it or not, I 
think he would on alittle reflection. All this talk about acadets’ 
fund isa mistake. It is nota cadets’ fund; it is acontribution to 
enable the boys to get through West Point, and it has been ex- 
pended in various ways. This is one of the items for which it 
has been expended. Now, here is a proposition to depart from 
that, and to create what does not now exist by any authority of 
law, and has never existed—a police force there. 

Mr. REED. To scrub the windows of our building! 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is always taken out of that $500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made by the gentle- 
man from Georgia against the paragraph that has just been read. 
The second paragraph of clause 2 of Rule XXT is as follows: 

Nor shall any provisionin any suck [appropriation] bill or amendmentthere 
to changing existing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the sub- 
ject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the 
number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of 
the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill. 

The clause of the bill under consideration against which the 
point of order is made provides for the pay of ten barracks police- 
men, employed for certain purposes, $4,800. It is admitted that 
this is new legislation and it increases expenditures. There- 
fore the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I do not rise to appeal, but 
I wish to state most emphatically that I do not coincide. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For soap used in scrubbing cadet barracks, 950. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the gentleman from Alabama 
to include that in his motion. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
the motion to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves to 
strike out line 8. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from Alabama whether he proposes to discontinue 
the use of soap at that Academy, or who has to pay for it? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is to be paid for by the ca- 
dets. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. By the cadets? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
for water? [Laughter.] ; 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
for water. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. It isasmall matter, too 
small to be ascertained except by the use of a microscope. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is onagreeing tothe amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sonny anne One Maxie automatic rifle-caliber gun, firing Martini- 
r ’ plete, with spare parts and appendages, light field 


carriage, and ammunition therefor, including customs dues at 45 per 
fost thereof, $2,500. , a 


I included that paragraph in 


How much do you charge 


[ trust there will be no charge | 


| ment pay duties, like a private individual, is because th 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to as ntleman in charge of 
the bill what necessity there is for this item? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. In answer I will read to th 
gentleman the paragraph in the note made by Capt. Metcalf 
Ordnance Department, instructor of ordnance and gunnery: 

The invention of this arm is consider be the most . » in 
ordnance in the past decade. Its principles are taught i irse, 
but there is no gun available for practical demonstration, as not 
supplied by the Ordnance Department and can be procured only LE ind 
This purchase was recommended by the Board of Visit 3 of 1889 

Now, it is very important in instructing the young men that 
this new arm should be at West Point in order to give them prae- 


tical instruction. lf war should break out it would be necessary 
to have efficient men to instruct the officers. It wi 
wait until then to acquire the information in the use W 
ar chen all the Eur vs flicers and the officer f every ecivi- 
arm when all the Luropean officers and the officers of every civ! 


not do to 





of this ne 


lized nation are taught the use of them. Officers should b 
trained in their use, and if we have not the guns in the event of 
war our officers would not know how to use them. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Butdol understand that these guns have 
to b imported? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. [t can omy be bought in Eng- 
land. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If we should get into war and not ha 
these guns of what use would these instructions be? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We would capture some of 
them and then we could go to work and build them. | Lauchter.] 


When a nation goes to war it takes and uses whatever other na 
tions have in war. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. If 


for use 


that be the 





an 
this to be true, that if this gun is to be st vo to 
war in order to get it 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We will construct them in case 


of war. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not putin an appropriation provid- 
ing for the construction of the guns at home? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Because of the existence of the 








patent laws. I can not give you the real extent that the patent 
laws control these things. I think that under a certain agree- 
ment with England we give them certain patent rights and the 
give us certain patent rights. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, one other question. What do you 


nded in the itam 7? 
5 1aed 1 vil Lif 


mean by 45 per cent ad valorem duty 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


: . 
+h: ; 
nat 1 if) 


That includes the duty that has 


to be paid. If that duty had not to be paid the gun would cost 
us about $1,500. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then why do you put it at $2,500? 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
and pay this ad valorem duty. 
Mr. DOCKERY. But does not the foreigner pay the d 


Because we appropiate that 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is beeause of one of the requir 
ments of the McKinley bill that the United States Government 
shall pay a tax uponthe supplies thatit buys. Five hundred and 
seventy dollars of the cost of that gun goes into the Treasury as 


duty. 


Mr. WALKER. have to make the Govern- 
» Admin- 


The reason that we 


istration of Mr. Cleveland bought army blankets abroad, inst 


of using the blanket made in this country, because the Gov 
ment was not obliged to pay duty upon them. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Tha in would only cost $1,400 
or $1,500 if this duty had not to be paid. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Isee I am learning somethi ibout the 
McKinley bill. Now, I want tosay tothe gentleman who |] 
charge of this bill that I see no necessity for this appropria 
[I think that if we can not have these guns,and under the pa 
can not manufacture them, there is no necessity for instruetin 
our boys in their use. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. W in 1 i 1 in 
case of war. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But y Say the are patented, { 

we can not get them. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If we vo to war with England 
or any other country, we take the benefit of any invention th: 
have. We take our arms and fight, and do nothing e! 

Mr.LIVINGSTON. Then, dol understand that itis contended 
that we should go to war with England so as to get these guns? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. All patent lawson arms in prac- 


tice are 


dissolved by war. 
The Clerk read as follows 


For extra pay of four enlisted men as printers at headquarters United 
| States Military Academy, at 50 cents eac h per « vy. 3626 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendme: 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 5, page 12, strike out ‘50 cents” and insert ‘‘#1.50;"" andin line 6 stri 


‘ou 


it the words ‘six hundred and twenty-six” and insert the words “eighteen 





hy 


eS Ss 


: 
7 





LOSO 


hundred and seventy-eight,’’ making the paragraphread: ‘‘ For extra pay of 
four enlisted men as printers at headquarters United States Military Acad- 
emy, $1.50 each per day, #1, 878 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment be- 
cause I think it unjust for the Government of the United States 
to enlist private soldiers and detail them as printers at West 
Point without paying the same rate of wages paid by the editors 
of newspapers published nearest to the Military Academy. The 
Typographical Union rates per week for printers in New York 
City is $18. The rate per week in Newburg, 10 miles from 
West Point, is about $16. At West Point the printer, who is 
first enlisted as a private soldier is paid, first, not quite 18 cents 
a day for board. This amouuts to $1.25 per week. He is alsoal- 
[ estimate that at$l per week, making $2.25 
per week, allowed for board and clothing. 

The 50 cents a day paid to him as a typesetter is a little less 

an $3 a week, for holidays are deducted. Thus the Govern- 





wed I is clothiz o 





ment virtually pays its printers at West Point $5.25 per week, and 
$13 per month. The $13 amounts to $3.01 a week; the total 
amounting to $8.26 paid by the Government of the United States 
to a printer for one week's work. Within 10 miles of the post 

inters receive nearly double this sum. I offer this amount be- 
Cause ‘ e the bill as it stands is unjust to the great trade 


organizations of this country, and to workingmen generally, for 
toattempt to get printers, or to force printers, to 
work for one-half the pay allowed them by editors in the vicinity. 
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Mr.OUTHWAITE. Isuppose the statute is within the knowl- 
edge of the Chair and of members generally. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York[MR. CuM- 
MINGS] desires to have it read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the gentleman have the statute read 
if he pleases. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. When the gentleman makes a statement 
here as a reason why an amendment should not be adopted, I 
desire that he shall verify it. Thatisall. You require the 
gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. WHEELER of Alabama] to 
verify every statement of his here, and I desire that any man in 
this Committee of the Whole, who opposes an amendment of this 
kind, upon any ground which he is willing to state, shall make 
his statement good. For, Mr. Chairman, bear in mind that there 
is no yea-and-nay vote in Committee of the Whole. Thus men 
can run to cover before the labor interests of the country upon 
an amendment like this, where the interests of the workingmen 
are affected. They can not be unearthed by a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. REED. The individual can run tocover, but the House 
ean not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I, too, sometimes pose as one 
who talks in the interest of labor, and I am in earnest, and it ap- 
pears to me, sir, that if the Government of the United States 
enlists men to perform a certain duty it certainly must have a 
duty for them to perform or else it would not enlist them. 

Now, if these men are enlisted to perform certain duty, why 


| detail them to another duty? It seemsto me, Mr. Chairman—— 


Here the hammer fell.] 
amendment was again read. 
RAINES. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that under the deci- 
: made bj Chair that amendment is open to a point of 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York make 


+) , iT 


int of order? 

Mr. RAINES. No, sir; I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. No point of order is before the committee. 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 1 make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia please 
state his point of order and his reasons for it? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I make the point of order 
on that point of order that it comes too late, there having been 
debate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I believe that under the 
rule the point can not be made after debate. I therefore with- 
draw it. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Chairman 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

\ division was demanded. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 53. 

Mr. REED. What number is required to make a quorum, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hundred and sixty-seven. 

Mr. REED. Does the vote just taken show the presence of a 
quorum: 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine make the 
point that no quorum has voted? 

Mr. REED. No. Isimply desire to ask the Chair if the vote 
which he has just announced constitutes a quorum? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not a quorum. 

Mr. REED. It is not? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine make the 
point? 

Mr. REED. Ihave no point to make. I simply wanted tosee 
whether the Chairman would make the point or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no point of order before the 
House. The noes have it, and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 5, page 12, strike out ‘*50 cents” and insert * $1," andin line 6 strike 
out * $626 and insert ** $1,252 making the paragraph read 
For extra pay of four sted men as printers at headquarters United 
States Military Academy, at # each per day, $1,252 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that 
that is new legislation and that it increases the appropriation. 
[tis new legislation because the amount of extra-duty pay is fixed 
by the Revised Statutes. The law fixes the amount which any 
person shall receive for performing extra duty when detailed 
from the ranks for that purpose. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘Thatis the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
that I wanted to make when the Chair recognized me awhile 


Mr. Chairman, I desire that that part of the 


Mr. CUMMINGS. [rise toa point of order. I should have 
discussed this matter myself if discussion had been allowed. The 
question of order is, whether this amendment is against the law 
or not, and not whether itis right. Idesire to hear the law read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committee is the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE]. If the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] desires 
to discuss the point of order—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. Ido notdesire to discuss the point of order. 
[ simply wish to say that if gentlemen are in favor of the inter- 
ests of labor, we should cease at once employing enlisted men for 
these purposes. If printing is to be done, why not employ men 
whose business it is to print? Why should we employ enlisted 
men of the Army in competition with men who have learned this 
trade, and who ought to do this work? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then, as I understand. the gentleman is 


| with me on this proposition. 


Revised Statutes shall be read and the Government put on record 
here. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Willthe gentleman from Ohio[MR. OUTEH- | 
WAITE] send > the statute, 


Mr.OUTHWAITE. Section 1287 of the Revised Statutes reads 
as follows: 

When soldiers are detailed for employment as artificers or laborers in the 
construction of permanent military works, public roads, or other constant 
labor of not less than ten days’ duration, they shall receive, in addition to 
their regular pay, the following compensation: Privates working as artifi- 
cers, and noncommissioned officers employed as overseers of such work 
not exceeding one overseer for twenty men, 35 cents per day, and privates 
employed as laborers, 20 cents per day. This allowance of extra pay shall 
not apply to the troops of the Ordnance Department. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. In view of the law just read, I would like 
to know where this committee gets authority to provide for pay- 
ing these printers even 50 cents a day? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There has been an amendment 
to the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; as stated by the chairman of the 
committee, there has been an amendment fixing this rate at 50 
cents. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, the amendment ought to be discov- 
ered, if there is such an amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not propose to waste any more time 
in ** discovering ” amendments. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will submit to the decision of the Chair, 
if he can decide without seeing the amendatory law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Ohio is that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York proposes new legislation. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the Chair will allow me one observa- 
tion, I wish to suggest that a printer is neither an “ artificer” 
nor a *‘ laborer.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds that in the Military 
Academy appropriation bill as passed at the last session of Con- 
gress 50 cents per day was allowed for service referred to, which 
is the amount provided in the pending paragraph. The point 
of order is made against the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York that it increases the amount heretofore allowed by 
law and also that it is new legislation. Under Rule XXI of the 
rules adopted by the present House the Chair regards the amend- 
ment as new legislation. it proposes to increase the amount al- 
lowed to enlisted men as printers. The point of order is sus- 
tained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For extra pay of one enlisted man employed as saddler, at 0 cents per day 
$156.50. 





1892. CONGRESSIONAL 





Mr. LIVINGSTON. This appears to be anewitem. Will the 
chairman of the committee explain the necessity for it? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The explanation is found inthe 
following language of the Secretary of the Treasury, which | 
read from the Book of Estimates 

NoTE.—As two complete sets of artillery equipments for the light battery, 
in addition to the horse equipments used by the cavalry detachment and the 
United States corps of cadets, are to be kept in repair, favorable action on 
this estimate is respectfully recommended. 

In view of this recommendation, it was deemed to be in the 
line of economy to pay $156 extra for the services cf an enlisted 
man as saddler in order to keep in order equipments costing sey- 
eral thousand dollars. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
planation. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

For miscellaneous and incidental expenses: For gas coal, oil, candles 
lanterns, matches, chimneys, and wicking for lighting the Academy chapel, 
library, cadet barracks, mess hall, shops, hospital, officers, stables, and rid 
ing hall, sidewalks, camp, and wharves, 85,009. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to amend by striking out‘ $5,000” and 
inserting ‘‘ $3,500,” the sum allowed for this purpose for the cur- 
rent year. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isubmit to the House the note accom- 
panying the estimate, which justifies the committee in report- 
ing this appropriation and ought to justify the Committee of the 
Whole in adopting it: 

NorTe.—The increase (#1,500) in this estimate arises from the fact that last 


I am satisfied with the gentleman's ex- 


year’s appropriation for the purchase of gas coal was totally inadequate for 


the wants of the post. This year, among other buildings, five new sets of- 
ficers’ quarters, a new gymnasium, and a hospital for enlisted men will be 
completed, necessitating a large increase in the consumption of gas-making 
coal. In order that these buildings may be well lighted, and with a view of 
meeting the increasing demands for more illuminating gas, this estimate is 
respectfully submitted. 

This is from the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting the estimates of appropriation. This of course is a con- 
tinuing estimate. Now,it ought to strike the mind of every 
business man that this increase of $1,500 in the appropriation is 
necessary; otherwise there will not be sufficient gas to supply the 
quarters of cadets and officers, or the various halls of learning 
provided for the instruction of cadets. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to modify the amend- 
ment, and will make it $4,000, instead of $3,500. Ido so for this 
reason. It is well known that we have had a large number of 
buildings there in the past, and have had them for many years, 
and now because forsooth there isa new gymnasium and some 
five sets of officers’ quarters, and a hospital for enlisted men, 
added, we are asking to add about 30 to 40 per cent to this item 
of expenditure. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
tion? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The language that I read states that be- 
fore these buildings were added this sum was wholly inadequate. 
And in another place in the report of the Board of Visitors the 
statement is made that at times they had to turn out the gas en- 
tirely and at other tines it was not sufficient to last for the even- 
ing. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I have already added $590 to this item 
over the appropriations heretofore made. [submit thatthe bare 
statement of the officers at West Point that the amount is inade- 
quate does not justify us in indulging in these increases of ex- 
penditures. It is just this loose sort of informality the Depart- 
ments use in addressing the House on matters of this kind that is 
employed here as a justification for increase all along the line; 
and I submit that we will not on this loose sort of phraseology 
assume that everything is going to wreck and ruin at West Point. 
I believe the additional appropriation is ample. And I move, 
therefore, to decrease the amount as I have suggested. 

I hope the committee will not agree to an increase of 30 or 40 
per cent in this manner. As Ihave said, the amount now pro- 
posed is $500 more than last year’s appropriation. 

Mr. RAINES. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isit an amendment to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. RAINES. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question will be on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were 
noes 53. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. RAINES. I now offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word “for,’’ in the sixth line of the pending paragraph, the 
words “scrubbing floors and windows, sweeping and whitewashing cadet 
barracks, cleaning bathtubs and sinks.” 

Mr. RAINES. These are the words which were in the pro- 
vision embodied on the seventh page, third, fourth, and fifth 


Will the 


gentleman yield for a ques- 


ayes 76, 
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lines. The amendment puts into this item the cleaning, sweep- 
ing the floors, etc., instead of leay ing the cadets to do it, or pay 
it themselves out of their scanty allowance. al 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit, according to the gentleman’s own 
statement, that we have passed that provision, and it is not in 
order here as an amendment. 

Mr. RAINES. 
to this section. 


Mr. BLOUNT. 


I guess there is no doubt of its being in order 


" +] Sayre me 4s 
The gentleman submitted the proposition 


heretofore in its appropriate place, it was ruled out of order, and 
I submit that it is not in order here now. 
Mr. RAINES. The statement to which the gentleman refers 


was an entirely different proposition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I thought the 
proposition. 

Mr. RAINES. No,sir: itwasnotthesame proposition. These 
are only a part of the words employed in that provision. 
care, Mr. Chairman. to argue this at length. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
New York does not carry with it an appropriation of money. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not make the point that it did. 

The CHAIRMAN. And itis not the same amendment sug- 
gested before: it is not the clause that was ruled upon when the 
question was raised recently. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itis the same subject-matter, Mr. Chair- 
man, however, which was heretofore passed over in this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That isthe pointof order. That we had pre- 
viously reached this subject in apart of the bill which has already 


cventleman said it was the 


same 


| do not 


| been considered. 


Mr. RAINES. That was a provision for the employment of 
men. This does not provide for the employment of anybody. It 
only provides that this work shall be paid out of the fund appro- 
priated in this paragraph. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But it is the same subject-matter. 

Mr. RAINES. It simply imerates additional incidental 
matters that ought to be provided for and which are not pro- 
vided for by any other clause of the bill, that is to say, the clean- 
ing and serubbing, ete. Nowif the appropriation, as reduced, is 
not sufficient to cover that item I can not see where there is any 
justice in charging it up against the cadets. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, this subject-matter to 
which the gentleman’s amendment applies has b 
sidered in the bill. It 1 over entirely, and was 
disposed of at the time. The fact that he chooses to offer it ata 
subsequent point in the bill does not alter the character of the 
amendment or the subject to which it pertains. 

The Chair decided virtually in a decision on the point of order 
as against this subject-matter that it could not be paid for by the 
United States Government. It had not been so paid heretofore. 
It had been paid from another fund, contributed by other persons 
than the United States Government, a 
to be new legislation. 


en 


en already con- 


has been passer 


in that respectit was held 
[t provides that the United States Gov- 
ernment shall pay for certain so-called incidental expenses which 
are paid for by other persons than the United States Govern- 
ment, and upon that point of order I insist that the Chair has 
onee ruled. I further insist that the subject-matter has been 
disposed of by this committee, and that it is always out of orde: 
to bring up again at a subsequent place in the bill matter which 
has been once passed upon by the committee. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the Chair has already decided that this matter introduced by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAINES| is germane to the 
question, and that consequently the point will not lie against the 
amendment, unless the Chairman desires to retract his decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ¢ 
that subject. 

Mr. LOUD. [ think th 
already decided it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was simply explaining to the 
gentleman from New York |Mr. RAINES] and the gentleman 
from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE] the pointof order raised by the 


hair has rendered no decision on 
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hair has 


ren- 

tleman from California. TheChair is ready to rule on the point 
of order. 

Mr. RAINES. Mr. Chairman, the provision in lines 3 and 4 


was for the pay of salaries of ten barracks polic 
amendment simply adds another detail to the \ 
performed under this appropriatio 
nishing, gas, coal oil, candles, ete. 


Now, this 
vork that LS Lo be 


1 of $4,000, in addition to fur- 


nen. 


( [t also provides that out of 
that appropriation there shall be paid the scrubbing of the floors 
and windows, the sweeping, the whitewashing, and the cleaning 
of the bathtubs and sinks, matter which [ believe is germane to 
the section under consideration, which in no sense is new legis- 


| lation, and it does not involve an extra appropriation, because it 


does not make any definite appropriation of money. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The Chair has already passed substan- 
tial 


y upon the amendment offered by the leman from New 


cent 
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York. [ was in ded in the paragraph on page # It is now 
offered as an to the paragraph on page 13, and it 
ne 0 it : therefore, under the rule, the Chair feels com- 
pe i stain tf po O ord 
BUCHANAN of New Jerse) Mr. Chairman, I des to 
oO nar h I send to the Clerk’s desk 
CHAIRMAN [ ( k \ report the amendment 
( ead as it S 
i ine ou i L ma 
W a 
M lar i me I € 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the effect of 
my amendment is t th [t will make the section read: 
For mi llan ind incidental expenses for candles for lighting A 
er libr 
Lo that for the reason that the chairman of the Committee 





1% A fats ‘ 34 
Military Affairs, a commuitt 


ee which has gone very carefully 
tems of this bill, which has examined very throughly 


into this subject, rises in his place in this Committee of the Whole 




















and assures the House that the $5,000 mentioned in the bill are 
actually needed to purchase the coal, etc., for the purpose of 
making gas. Whereupon the Committee of the Whole deliber- 
ately reduce the amount to $4,000. Now, we are compelled to 
face one of the two contingencies, either to fall back upon candles, 
which I provide for in my amendment, or incur an indebtedness. 

The amendment was rejected. 

TI e Clerk read as fo li Ws: 

For pay el nee tll ind ¥y vt pparatus for the academ 
bu I 1 barrack ng i hospital, « de md 
ph mh i! LT ~ nn) 

Mr.BACON. Iofferanamendment,which I send.to the ¢ c's 
des 

The ( k re 1 as follows 

i * IA l SL. oO 

Mr. OUTHWAITI That is an increase of $300. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, that is an amendment which is 
intended to reste to the pay of this engineer the sum of $300, 
taken off that salary by this bill,which reduces the salary he has 
been receivi Ch vk of the chief engineer at the Academy 
is increasing and of great importance. It is not like the work 
of anordinary engineer. He must see to it at all times of the 
day, and of the night almost, that the apparatus there is in per- 
fect order, and the work can only bea done by an unusually skill- 
ful person. No ordinary engineer, no man of merely fair abili- 
tir S, would | ade ate tot place: and I believe that $1,500 is 
as little money as any gentleman can obtain the services of a com- 
yetent person for that position 

Mr. OUTHWAIT There are plenty of persons competent 
to fill this position who would gladly accept it at $1,200. There 
are plenty of persons filling positions equally as responsible, and 
requiring as much skill, where theirexpenses of living are much 
rreater, at $1,200 ayear. This skillful personalso has an assist- 
int engi ‘and also five firemen. Sothat he has abundance of 
help to p rm the duties that are required of him. 

SIMPSON ould like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
if the e1 furnished quarters by the Government? 

Me. OUTHWAITE. Ishould not like to state that positively, 
but impression isthat he hasahouse. [Lam notsure whether 
it d by the Go nment or not ill I am inclined to 
phe OYLDLO at 1t 1 

Vir. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. W itleman yield to m 
iO aqgu T 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certai 

TOSEPH D. T Y LOR WI sala has tl engineel 
be Dé 

h OUTHWAITIT | o a few vears ago he received $1,200. 
S tin i year [ al der the impression that it 
Vi two yea a ) the salary was increased to $1,500, and we put 
it ( as at that time 

lr. B ON Cha ian, I will ask the gentleman from 
Alabai ot 1 yj | me and the committee just 
what thes \ \ ork o chief engineer is, because he 
is I a y I ) ct 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabam [his engineer is the man who 
‘ true allt works that he hascharge of. I hope and trust 
and believe he will remain there and perform the duties. 

\ OUTHWAITE. There is no danger but that he will re- 


But, as the gentleman has asked 

that the chief engineer knows 

ie location of every pipe and valve, and the condition of all the 

is also thoroughly informed in regard to the ven- 

ilating and heating of all the buildings. He keeps the apparatus 

und aj! the works in repair with his own labor, and as he is a 
T 


engineer this knowledge 


\labama 


ne concerning , | will state 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


Will the gentleman yield to for a 


mec 


AUil, 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Doyou mean to say that there is no other 

ace but this chief engineer who knows where these 
pips are, and that his assistant engineer does not 
know about them, and that, therefore, this chief engineer is in- 
dispensable, and that, if he should die, we wijl be unable to get 
api perform his duties? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. My information is that there is 
no one who has as thorough knowledge regarding these matters 
as thisengineer. I suppose his assistant must be pretty well in- 

' ineer who had never been employed on these 
orks would certainly find himself very much embarrassed. 
lhe difference between West Pointand any other similar place, 
or any other building is this, that the cadetsare compelled to re- 
main in their barracks, or in their recitation rooms, during 
twenty-two hours outof the twenty-four, and, therefore, itis very 
important that the heating and other arrangements should be 
managed in the most skillful manner possible. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to another 


thio? 
SLIOD? 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to ask him if it is possible that 
he officer in charge of that engineering work in the past has 
glected to keep a record of the valves and connections? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have no doubt that they have 
records of them. I have no doubt that this man has records of 
them. I have no doubt that his assistant has been instructed so 

I did not rise to 


‘ 


man at this p 


sand valves 
T 
e 


oper pers mt 


iQ) med, 


ut an eng 


qi 
i 


+ 


ne 


that he might be able to perform the duties. 
speak on the amendment, but the question having been asked 
me, I have stated such facts as I have with regard to this work. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall ask the gentleman a question, but can 
make a remark that perhaps will cover the point. The gentle- 
man from Alabama conveyed the idea that there was no man at 
West Point who knew the duties that were required to be per- 
formed in the workings of the engineer's department except this 
engineer. Now, sir,if it is afact that he has had an assistantfor 
years, and that engineer has not during those years instructed 
his assistant, he is wholly an unfit man to hold the position atall. 
He ought not to occupy that position if he does not instruct his 
assistant in a manner so that he may be able to perform the 
work; and [ think the gentleman must be mistaken about this as- 
sistant and the other workmen in that place. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I say he is the only engineer 
who is thoroughly informed regarding the plant, the plumbing, 


and the ventilating and heating apparatus; at least he is by far 
the most thoroughly informed 


Mr. BUTLER. He isthe only engineer there, is he not? 
if he is the only one the 
Mr.OUTHWAITE. 

next paragraph. 
The CHAIRMAN. The qu 
by the gentleman from New York. 


The question was taken, and the amendment 


And 
there who knows. 
engineer in the very 


he is the on one 


ic. 
There is an assistant 


stion is on the amendment offered 


was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


of one lands« 


grounds, #600 





ape garaencr, in Charge ot cemetery and generai care 





Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why is this increase of salary made? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. This man was paid $500 last year 
and the year before he was paid $1,500. The compensation de- 
pends upon the length of time he is employed, and I presume they 
wanted to employ him for a longer period this year than last 
year. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Last year they gave him $500, and now 
your committee proposes to make it $600. Why that $100 in 
crease? Is not that in the face of existing law? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have no objection to thi 
amount being reduced, but the question of existing law does not 
enter in this matter. The man is employed to do specific work 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
vord ‘‘six” before the word ‘“‘hundred,” and insert ‘‘five.” 

The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER called for a division. 

The committee divided; and the ayes were 51, 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the total at the 
end of the paragraph should be changed to $15,120, in order that 
it may conform to the amendment that has just been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that change will 
be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


noes 38 


For pay of one superintendent of gas works, $800. 








gee 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order | cede anything of the sort. He conceded that this was the first 
upon that paragraph that it creates a new office. time that an amount had been placed in an appropriation bill to 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will state to the gentleman | pay for this service. That isall. Under the Cons tion we 
that the office has really existed ever since they have had a gas | have the right to maintain the Navy, and we have the right to 
plant at West Point, but heretofore this employé has been paid | appropriate a certain sum of mo. to pay for repairs on s 
out of the proceeds of gas sold to the officers and others at the | anc to appropriate and pay te air 1 , 
post. Now, however, they find that all the proceeds of such sales | and no point of ofder would lie against 1 expendit s. So 
are required to keep up the gas works, leaving nothing for the | we are horized by law t ivy Acad and 
pay of this employé. For that reason the estimates sent to us by | to maintain that Acade1 jul 1] nt of a ecerta 
the Secretary of the Treasury asked that he be paid at the rate | number of persens, and they are eatitled to be pai It mak 
of $1,500, but the committee reduced the amount to $800, assum- | no difference whether the man is em] ‘ 
ing thatthe other $700 could be made up by the sale of gas. The | or in repairing buildings, walls, or roads. 
officers of the post are charged for the gas they use, and this bal- Mr. DOCKERY. How has this man been paid her 
ance can be paid from that source. Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. As I have stat has been 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. By whose authority is that done? paid by the sale of gas to officers of the post. We have bi 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Such action is within the au- | in propositions to improve the roads, and men will be req 
thority of all commanders of posts. to do the work, and we have aright to pay then We have 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. And to disburse it? the bill an appropriation to continue the breast-high wall, an ap- 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And to disburse it in whatever | propriation for that pur] h een in the ary Acad 
way the officers who have this matter in charge think proper for | bill for many years. These things are necessary to maintai 
the benefit of the post. post, and the money has to be paid to the men who do the work. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman admits, as I understand | When we appropriate money to pay these men for their work we 
it, that this is the creation of a new salaried officer. are not creating new offi ily appre ia O 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Heis anemployé who has been | to pay neaessary employé 
there ever since the gas works were built. [t is not creating a new office when we employ a man to ha 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. But this would make him a new salaried | a load of rock from one place toanother. This issimy he em 
officer. ployment of aman to do what is necessary in connection with the 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This is the first time that Con- | maintenance of an establishment v 1 the law recognizes. 
gress has ever included asalary for him in an appropriation bill, Mr. LANHAM. Does the gentleman state that this item is 
and we have done it in is this case because the Secretary of the | included in the estimates for the Military Academy? 
Treasury (for whose recommendations my friend from Missouri Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It i cluded in the estin ; 
{[Mr. DOCKERY] has such high regard) recommended that it be | of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
done. The reason given in the estimates is that they could not Mr. LANHAM. And the rvi of a 
get sufficient from the sale of gas to pay this employé and also | necessary? 
keep up the plant. Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. They ary. a 
The Secretary of the Treasury, in sending in his estimates, | always been had there for the last thirty-five or forty year 
gives this explanation regarding this item for the pay of this Mr. LANHAM. ThenI hope this provision will be r 
chief engineer: in the bill 
n : een’ . , = : Mr. DOCKERY Let \ t \ ' ’ 
There has been no provision in any of the appropriation bills of the previ : — t 


ous years for the pay of the superintendent of the gas works, although he | Where W can find in tl t vision ¢ 








has been constantly employed for many years. His pay has come out i ) il has heretofore | 
roceeds of gas sold to officers and other persons, which constitutes a fund WHEELER 
known as the “gas fund.’ The draftonthis fund for absolutely necessary i 2 ; 
repairs and additional apparatus renders it necessary that his pay should previous Dllis. IL Wlilexplia to tl itlemal! at t ~ 
be provided for otherwise. Itis recommended that he be put upon the sa has | tofore beer rid f ( sa ) 
footing as the chief engineer and master mechanic : er f 4 : P ; 
iat »p Ul nit’ } } . 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman admits that the point of Mr. DOCKERY. Id 
order will lie against this paragraph. Why not, then, strike it | good. 
out and relieve us from antagonizing him? Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentlemai a , 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Make your motion; but the gen- Mr. DOCKERY [ do. 
tleman was mistaken. Ido not admit that a point of order would The CHAIRMAN. Th 
lie; on the contrary, I insist that the gentleman’s point of orde1 The Clerk read as follows 
is not well taken. n iliaa er, $90 


Mr. DOCKERY. We have made the motion. ae INGE ; 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And I have not opposed it. If oem a LU ee oe = ee ; 








the gentleman wishes to strike out the paragraph, it must b _— oa s Hew OMCs al 
done by a vote. os ra - or ere > . = | “sages 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Imakethe point oforder, Mr. Chairman. | ))S'S* 8: Seabic® sever, ai s = eae foe a 
Mr. DOCKERY. The point of order has been conceded by t ; oe aa S dep wnsess se 
gentleman from Alabama. He admits that this creates a new | , ee ee a ee eee 
office. ‘ ot plun bing was ‘ ‘ Vea ( mis 215.000 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri with- | Y°8": #n@ Suis DM prol a, a? 7 
draw his point of order. ie ee eee ee oe a ae oe 
Mr. DOCKERY. Hedoesnot. The gentleman from Alabama | VOT: 8b¢ fo nave cha : 
[Mr. WHEELER] in charge of this bill concedes that this para eee ee eee ee eee ae 
graph is subject to the point of order because it creates a new | COM™MAnGEer OF & post showle pe a ; 
office. Se see et en ae ere = a 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It does not create a new office, | "5 ? Seen, ae a 
and the point of order made by the gentleman is not well ta fee tee eee . ' ee 
The necessity for the paragraph arises from the necessity for | * ae ae or gapemsapwiag os 
keeping up the plant. A point of order would not lie against an | , 3 i ss ri mee -' — 
appropriation to keep up the plant, and if it is necessary to em- a 
ploy a man there for that purpose, the point of order ought not eage~ lh ga 
to lie against paying him so much per day, or per month, or p oe eee mat of Alabem 
year, for that service. We have there an institution h of the treasury to 8 
recognized by law, and we have a right, and the duty under the | 2@ 5@@! US Include a res —_ 
law, to keep it up, and the point of order would no more li _— ' on the provision } , 
against a proposition of this kind than it would lie against an | )7!S O'cer Who Is autl : ee i ’ 
item providing for the construction of a new set of quarters, or OE eines 2 
for repairing a wall, or doing anything else that is necessary to Mr. LIVINGSTON aoe eae 


maintain the post. or Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This is the first t 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Missouri stat ee din the Military Academy bi Vv 
the ground on which he relies for his point of order? employed an officer. —_ 
F Mr. DOCKERY. Simply that the paragraph creates a new | ,, Che Secr ary of the Treasury in sending in his estimat 
office. Lunderstood the gentleman from Alabama[{Mr. WHEELER] | *2® fllowing reason for this appropriation: 
” to concede that. In view of the fact that the entire system of plumbing at the 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; the gentleman did not con- ! dsked for for this purpose (#18000) be granted. there will be agtont necessity 
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to have for the purpose of keeping it in repair a force of competent plumb- | 


ers. Heretofore this repair work has been done by the labor of enlisted men, 
who are far from being suitable mechanics for the work. As the sanitary 
condition of the post depends in great measure on the condition of the plumb- 
ing, this itemisurged for favorable consideration. In addition to this work 
this employé will be used for repairs to water mains, inlet pipes, and connec- 
tions 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is offered, and the Clerk 
will continue to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent funds, to be expended under the direction of the academic 
board; for instruments, books, repairs to apparatus, and other incidental 
expenses not otherwise provided for, $1,000: 
scientific supplies for the departments of instruction of the Military Academy 
shall be purchased by contract or otherwise, as the Secretary of War may 


deem best 





*rovided, That all technical and | 


| 
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the people there may have to be buried in the next two years 
if this parsimony about matters that affect the health of the peo- 
ple is allowed to prevail to such an unreasonable extent. [Ap- 
plause.] ThereforeI am willing to accept the gentleman’s amend- 


| ment to let the cemetery remain as it is if he will come in and 


help us and insist on improving the sanitary condition of the 


| place, and also insist upon providing lights for the post and the 


cadets. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ROBERT- 
SON, it was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For repairs of chairs, tables, and other furniture in cadet subsistence de- 
partment, and for contingent repairs, to be expended without advertising, 


| 350. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will ask the gentleman from Alabama | 
whether the item just read, providing for contingent expenses, | 


does not meet the very want to which he referred afew moments 
ago. What is the necessity for this appropriation? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There has been such an appro- 
priation providing.a contingent fund for the superintendent as 
long as I have had any knowledge of the Military Academy. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
We are now approaching, I believe, the most important propo- 


| sitions that are to come before this House contained in the pres- 
}ent bill. My object, sir, at this time in offering the amendment 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does not this bill cover every detail of | 


expenditure? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It endeavors to do so; but in 
connection with a military force there is necessary, as the gen- 
tleman from Georgia knows, a contingent fund, because circum- 
stances must arise when a proper expenditure, which could not 
be anticipated by Congress, ought to be made. We have a con- 
tingent fund here in the House of Representatives; and every 


business man knows that in his own affairs it is necessary to | 


provide for contingencies. When you go traveling you calculate 
what will be your expenses, andthen you make an addition for 
contingencies. The rule when I was a boy used to be to make a 
fair estimate of the amount which I should require and then 
add an amountequal to the estimate to meet contingencies, and 
when we got home we usually found that our money was all 
gone. {Laughter.| In connection with appropriations of $400,- 


is toenable the House to have an opportunity to enjoy a little 
breathing spell and buckle on, as it were, their armor anew in 
favor of retrenchment and reform. 

I had become firmly convinced, sir, before I came to this House 
that the principal issue in the last campaign was the McKinley 
tariff bill, and the czarism exercised by the late Speaker of this 
House; but I have discovered since coming here that the only 
issue before the American people at the last election was the ‘‘bil- 
lion-dollar Congress.” That is really the only issue I have heard 
discussed before this House since I have been here. 

The first measure that came before this body was the appro- 
priation of $100,000 for the relief of the starving poor in Russia. 
That was trampled upon by the Democratic party. The next 


| measure that came before this body, sir, was a measure from the 
| Committee on Printing, which proposed to retrench to the tune 


of $500,000. But the leaders of the House upon the Democratic 


| side immediately sounded their voices of alarm that this was an 


000, we have provided in this bill a contingent fund of only $1,000. | 


| hope the gentlemar. does not desire to strike it out. [Cries of 
‘*Read!” ** Read!’’| 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For maintaining and improving the grounds of the post cemetery, includ 
ing the purchase of trees, plants, tools, and materials, to be immediately 
available, $1,200 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I move to amend by strik- 


encroachment upon the vested constitutional rights of the mem- 
bers; that it would perhaps cut off from their list one Agricul- 
tural Report, or one book upon the Diseases of the Horse. And 
they very naturally killed that measure; and the chairman of 


| the committee, after it was killed, reminded me of a farm hand 
| who had been through a threshing machine. And ever since 


that event the chairman of that commiftee, when he has risen 
before this House, has done so meekly and with due humility, 


| fearing, no doubt, that he might possibly have to encroach upon 


ing out, in the paragraph just read, ‘‘ $1,200” and inserting ** $100.” | 


Mr. Chairman, we have appropriated for the improvement of 
this cemetery within the last three years over $3,000. Last year 
[ was a member of the Committee on Military Affairs and had 
in charge partially the preparation of the Military Academy bill. 
My good friend from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], who has charge 
of the present bill, requested that the committee report an ap- 
propriation of $1,200 for the improvementof thiscemetery. The 
bill passed this House with a provision in it to that effect. When 
it reached the Senate, with all the generosity of that body, it 
struck out the appropriation after the conference was had upon 
the item. 

[ remember very well, Mr. Chairman, for I was on the commit- 
tee of conference, and we agreed finally to an appropriation of 
$500 for the improvement of this cemetery. I have visited the 
cemetery as a member of the Board of Visitors, and I do not know 
that there is any cemetery—any national cemetery—in this coun- 
try which is better kept than that cemetery was in 1889 before a 
single cent had been appropriated of the last three years’ appro- 
priations. Hence, I hope the chairman of the committee will ac- 
cept the amendment. 

Ir. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I beg to sdy to 
the gentleman that I think he is in error about what occurred 
in the last Congress. I will inform him that the purpose of this 
appropriation is very largely to prepare grounds adjacent to th« 
present cemetery to which as yet nothing has been done. Some 
two years ago when the Government purchased the Kinsey prop- 
erty, they took the buildings from the grounds adjacent to the 

metery to enlarge it, and the cemetery grounds now are about 
twice as large as when the gentleman visited them. Upon these 
grounds which have been joined to the cemetery some of the 
foundations of the old buildings still remain and the grounds are 
in no condition for a cemetery and can not be used for that pur- 





pose until some work has been done, which the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury says will cost the amount asked for in this bill. 
But now if this committee will joinwith me and join the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs in making suitable appropriations for 
proper sewerage and sinks and the gas plant, so as to keep people 
at West Pointalive, Lhope we will not want the cemetery enlarged; 
but if we do not take care of the health of the cadets and soldiers 
we will be compelled to enlarge the c metery, because many of 


the rights of some mempers of his party. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in all sincerity, we are dealing with a ques- 
tion of great magnitude to the people of thiscountry. TheCom- 
mittee on Military Affairs have duly investigated this subject, 
and [ believe we should abide by their report. I am _ perf2ctly 
willing that when a measure, if it ever does come before this 
Congress, appropriating the sum of $7,000,000 or $8,000,000 for 
the improvement of the harbor of Savannah, I say I am perfectly 
willing that my friend from Georgia shall rise in his majesty as 
a representative of the people of that State and condemn the 
measure, for I am satisfied it is a question on which he is more 
thoroughly advised than I am, and [ shall be entirely satisfied. 

[ shall also join with the gentleman from Missouri if a propo- 
sition comes before Congress, as I believe it will, looking to the 
improvement of the Missouri or the Mississippi Rivers, if he will 
endeavor to cut off thousands upon thousands of dollars from that 
appropriation, for it is a matter with which he is far more fa- 
miliar than I, and I shall heartily join with him. But we are 
acting upon adifferent proposition now, and we should look at it 
as patriots, as men; and [ ask you to consider this measure in the 
light in which it should be considered, not in the light of an at- 
tempt to *‘ play before the galleries,” but we, should remember 
that there are people—the intelligent American people—who 
are sitting upon the main floor and who must pass in judgment 
upon our actions. 

| withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next item in the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For completing the general overhauling and repair of the plumbing and 
ewerage system of the West Point Hotel, 2,000 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I offer an amendment to this 
paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 17, after the word *dollars,”’ in line 2, add the words, ‘to be paid 
out of the rents of said hotel.” 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, this hotel 
was not constructed by any appropriation made by this Govern- 
ment. It waserected from funds derived from sales of hoop poles 
and lumber from the reservation at West Point. It has become 
a very necessary institution there. It rents now, I think, for 
$3,500 per annum, and the terms of the law require also, if | am 
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not mistaken, that the lessee shall spend upon it in improvements 
the sum of $500. This would, therefore, make this year the sum 
of $2,500 to be expended in improveme nts upon that hotel. | 
think in the last session of Congress we made an appropria- 
tion > 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Of $1,500. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Of $1,500, for the repairing 
of that hotel. Now, the fund which is derived from the rents of 
that building has been given to the superintendent at West Point 
as a contingent fund. He has been using it under the authority 
of law and has accounted for it to the Secretary of War in an 
itemized account which he is required to fileevery year: but the 
rents of that hotel have now increased to $3,500. I therefore 
hope, if this item is to remain in the bill, that the provision which 
I have offered, that the amount be paid out of the rental of the 
hotel, will prevail. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, there might be 
some propriety in this amendment if it was not directly in viola- 
tion oflaw. I might just as well have said that the money should 
be taken out of the pocket of the gentleman from Louisiana. 
The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] and this Con- 
gress have no more right to legislate with the post fund of 
West Point on an appropriation bill than they have to provide 
that appropriations shall be taken out of acertain bank. The 
law provides that the rental of that hotel shall belong to the 
post fund, and we have no right in this bill to divert it from tl 
course which the post commander may choose for it. 





Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
refer the gentleman to this provision of the rules: 

It shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of the com 
mittee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, which 
amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench 


expenditures. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But my criticism 
amendment provides that we shall take money which belongs to 
the soldiers at West Point, to repair a hotel. It would be almost 
as unjust as to say that the appropriation shall come out of the 
property of some citizen of Washington. It is something Con- 
gress ought not to do. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Then I want toask the 
tleman what right this [louse has to make this appropriation to 
improve that property? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Because it belongs to the 
ernment; but the Government has seen fit by law to say that the 
proceeds of the rent shall belong tothe postfund. The post fund 
is under the control of the commander of the post, just the 


that the 


is, 


gen- 


Gov- 


same 


as the post fund of every other post, and [ have no right, and no 
one has a right, to say what shall be done withit. The law says 
that the commander of the post shall regulate that matter, and 


it is no business of ours. We have no right to direct it. 
Mr.OUTHWAITE. Iwish toask the gentleman from Alabama 
a question. At the time that law was passed, what was the 
amount of the rental of the hotel—a thousand dollars, was it not? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Ido not know. I know it was 
$1,000 at one time. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
course, would it not? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But my criticism 
ought not to use this fund for that purpose. 
soldiers at West Point—to the post fund. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. But the post fund was created by law, 
and law can modify it or diminish it or increase it, can it not? 


This would leave $1,500 if we took this 


is that we 
[t belongs to the 


Mr. DOCKERY. It is clearly in order under the rule. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think we had better accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I really think, Mr. Chairman, 


it would be a very remarkable application of that 
commence such a character of legislation. 
Mr.OUTHWAITE. Let us have a vote upon it. 
The question being taken upon the amendment offered 
ROBERTSON of Louisiana, the Chairman announced 
noes seemed to have it. 

On adivision (demanded 
there were—ayes 75, noes 47. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask 
we strike out that item entirely. 


rule for to 


us 


by Mr. 
that the 


by Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana 


unanimous consent that 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I am perfectly willing if you 
are. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think that would be the best 


solution of it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Then I move to strike out that 
$2,000 entirely. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Mr. 


Then let the gentleman offer 


Alabama 
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» paragraph which the Clerk 


WHEELER] moves to strike out 
will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 






Strike out line 24 on page 16 and lines 1 and 2 on page 17, as follow 

For completing the ge neral ove ‘hauling and repa f the plumbing and 
sewerage system of the West Point Hotel, #2,000 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Alabama a question. I have been told and told 
repeatedly by the committee that pre pares d thi = that they 
carefully scanned every item of appropriation oa that each one 
is actually nec a Is this one of the necessary items? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I donot think that is absolutely 
necessary tor ‘the welfare of the corps of cadets. I think it is 
necessary for the welfare of yourself and feanily if you go there, 


and of others who go to that hotel: but no cadet is allowed to go 
inside any of the rooms of that hotel except the parlor and office. 

Therefore the plumbing can not affect them, and as a member 
of this committee I believe my ; far as possible, to ad- 
vocate those paragraphs which are o the welfare of 
the cadets, because the institut lucation of the ca- 
dets. 

Mr. 
[ am si 


duty is, a 
» essential t 
ion is for the ec 
BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The 
‘misatisfied: but at the expense, 
in the vigilance and serutiny of the committee. 
Mr. WALKER | would like to ask the 
ama What this post fund may be used for? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I really can not tell with accu- 


answer is quite long. 
somewhat, of my faith 


gentleman from Ala 









racy. When TI was in the army we had a council of administra- 
tion, which controlled this matter. 

Mr. WAL KER. [s it within the power of the officers there 
to devote it to anything that they think is needed at the Acad- 
emy? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Anything forthe welfare of the 
vrarrison. oe is my recollection. , 

Mr. PICKLER. Any' hing for the welfare of the officers 

Mr. W STEEL ER of Alabama. Of course the officers are part 
of the garrison: but it is for anything for the welfare of the gar- 
rison. : 

Mr. WALKER. Have they not the right to spend it on this 
hotel ? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am not certain, but think it 
might be rather stretching their authority | do not know the 
custom at this time. 

Mr. WALKER. Now, I would ask the gentleman from Ala 
bama, after striking out the various items we have struck out of 
this bill thus far, and reducing the various items that might 
cripple the efficiency of this Government institution, upon which 
ve are dependent, instead of a standing army, to instruct and 
train officers in case of emergency at any time, if it is wise to 
impair this fund directly after impairing tl institution as we 
have done by striking out these various ms, and can » then 
say that we have done our duty in sustaining the character of 
this institution and made it what it ought to be? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I willstate to the gentleman in 
reply that I am doing my best to retain these items which I think 
most essential, and | will inform him that if we make any great 
mistake, I suyspose the othe rend of the ¢ apitol will reetif it. [do 
not think they will make many changes: but I want, so fi is Po 
sible, to retain the items that are essential to the we of tl 
cadets and the maintenance of the institution. 

Mr. WALKER. Then, Il understand that the gentleman strug 
gles with the Democraiic majority, and that they will take the 
re of their action in crippling this army post. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, [ hope the House will not strike 
this clause out. \s a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, I think it was clearly shown that this was one of the 
most important pro. ions of this Dp ‘ Che Government is re- 
ceiving a rental gf $3,500 a year for this hotel; and it was put in 
evidence by an engineer who appeared before the committees 
that the hotel was not fit to be inhabited unless this improve- 
ment was made and this sewerage provided for. I believe that 
this House has made a mistake in Tr aiedien the proviso that it 
ehas. but it is better to make one mistake than make two, Mr 
Chairman: and I believe that we will make two mistakes if we 
strike out this proviso that will authe these improvements 
to this hotel. I hope the gentleman fro \labama wi vith- 
a —_ motion, and if not, [ hop e Ho vill vote it down 

‘HAIRMAN. The question is on tl amendment of the 
eimai from Alabama. 

Mr. BUSHNI 1 would like to ask the gentlemar ho ha 
this bill in charge whether there are any other sources fro 
which the post fund is derived besides this hotel; and whet! 
there is any other source that will supply areasonable amount of 
the post fund? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I willsay inreply. that the post 
fund arises from various sources, and in some of the posts 1 
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and insome the sources from which this 

lo not know what 

[In some posts they ] 

the postfund. T 

t, and I do not know of 
pt thi is hot e 


nerous than others. 


is nothing of that 


cventleman from Alabama 
| l s committee 
» of this hotel was not re i 


remained 


therefore pu it in $15,000 to repair 
and soldier 


> 33 
to suggest it would be 


Alabama. 
] e should not wh ape ee 


) repair the mbin g g from 


centleman fr 
le originally tostrike out the 
withdraw that, 
just offered. 


Alabama with- 
paragraph: 
and substitute 


Chi l have 


Academy be authorized to repair 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is correct. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the statement of the visiting committec, as 
read by the gentleqnan from Ohio [Mr. Hovug], is correct, that 
this hotel is leased, and that the lease e xpires next August, why 
is it that we are taking any cognizance here of this matter? 

NEWBERRY. The hotel continues there just the same 
as before. It will not be obliterated because the lease expires. 
[Laughter. | 

a Is this money to be expended before this 
man’s lease xpires? 

Mr. NE WI BERRY. It is to be expended as fast as the rent is 
received. 

PICKLER. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if this 
lease has not yet expired, and does not expire until next August, 
this is rather an indetinite sort of appropriation that we are 
asked to make. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the hotel is not leased again, it would 
be no use to improve it. If it is leased it will be ‘improved out 
of the rent received during the next year. The Ist of August 

takes only one raonth out of the year for which we are now legis- 
lating. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is this to apply to the new lessee? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is to apply to all rents received from 
whomsoever may lease the hotel during the next year 
| Mr. PAYNE. Of course the effect, so far as the cost of the 
| Government is concerned, is just the same, whether this matter 
is arranged in this way or in the other way. If the rent were 
paid to the Government it would go into the Treasury and then 
the money for the repairs would be paid out of the Treasury. | 
suppose the reason for doing it in this way is to cover up a few 
hundred dollars of the expenditures of the Fifty-second Con- 
oress. | Laug rhter. | 

Mr. OUTHW AT’ r E. Let us have a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The — 1dment of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








For enlarging and increasing gas plant, and for placing a two-light pend 
ant with side light in each cadet room, to be immediately available upon ap 


proval of this act, 850.000 





r. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I offer the amendment which 
[ send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 17, strike out all of lines 13, 14, and 15, and insert the following: ‘-Fo1 
r tric-light plant for lighting cadet barracks, $9,540 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, so far as | 
have been able to gain information from the report of the officers 
| at West Point and the report of this committee, that information 
leads distinctly to the conclusion that gas is not a proper lumi- 
nating material to be used in the study rooms of the cadets. 
- 5 additional plant now suggested is proposed for the reason 
that there will be constructed and ready for use in a very short 
time a numb r of very large buildings requiring the consumption 
ol a great dea! of gas. I belie vy it necessary that the se cadets 


‘ 
should be provided with better light. All the authorities who 
have expressed themselves on this question are in favor of the 
change from gas to electricity. The proposition which I now 


submit looks simply to the interests of the cadets themselves. 


- ey 9 en . George L. Anderson, a very competent officer 

‘Army, well versed in electricity, made a report to the nner 
intendent at West Point and to the Board of Visitors on th: 
question of an electric-light plant. In that report he furnish 
a statement of each and every item necessary for the purpose of 
installing ‘this plant and the cost of each, and he stated that the 
total cost would be $9,540. 

The main object sought by the provision in the bill, the reliet 
of the eyes of the cadets, will be much more effectually accom- 
plished by the amendment I have submitted. It provides for th 
cadets the very best light known; and so far as details are c 
cerned I have no doubt that under the direction of the educat: 
and experienced gentlemen at West Point there will be f 
nished, if this amendment passes, the very best appliances know! 
to modern scienct 

Mr. DICKERS( ON. Suppose the machinery which the gent 
man’s amendment contemplates should get out of order, would 
not the establishment be in utter darkness? To avoid that would 
it not be necessary to have a double set of machinery? 

Mr.I ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I donot hear the gentleman’ 
suggestion. 

ie. ‘DIC KERSON. Would there not be necessarily twice as 

ch machinery as is contemplated in the report to which th: 
gentleman has alluded, so that in case one set of machiner) 
should get out of order the other might be used? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Not at all. Why, sir, th 
gas plant sometimes gets out of order, and there is for a tim« 
total darkness. That has not happened very recently, it is true 
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but it takes place sometimes even now with the gas arrangements 
There is no more danger of it with the electric light. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I understand there is always a supply of 
gas ahead, and when any. difficulty arises it is only for an hour 
or two. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. The difficulty in the 
gas may arise from various sources; sometimes the tro 
with the gasometer itself. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am in favor of the gentleman's 
proposition for electric light; but I wish to ask whether the 
Board of Visitors did not make an estimate of what the electric- 
light plant would cost? 

Mr. ROBERSTON of Louisiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming» What was their estimate as to the 
cost? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Sixty-nine thousand dollars. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. And how much to run the plant? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Eleven thousand dollars a 
year. But, Mr. Chairman, I wish it understood that my propo- 
sition does not contemplate that the whole post at West Point 
shall be lighted by electricity—only the most important part, 
the rooms of the cadets. If l were proposing to introduce the 
electric light throughout the whole post—into the quarters of all 
the officers and enlisted men—then the report to which the gen- 
tleman refers would be directly in point, as showing that my 
amendment proposes to appropriate too small an amount. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Where is the gentleman’s authority for 
assuming that the sum fixed in his amendmen} will be sufficient 
to furnish this electric-light plant? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. My authority is a report 
made to the Board of Visitors in 1889 by Lieut. Anderson, a re- 
port in which every single item is put down and the exact cost 
demonstrated. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is notthat the same report which I have 
before me, made in 1891, in which the total cost is estimated at 
$69,000? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 


e 
* Ol 


ble is 


No. sir: the gentlemanis re- 


ferring to the report of Lieut. Millis. The report to which | 
have referred is by Lieut. Anderson. 
Mr. BLOUNT. And the report of Lieut. Millis contemplates 


a more extensive system. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Yes, a more 
tem than that proposed by Lieut. Anderson, which 
simply to the rooms of the cadets. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then 
continue the gas plant? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Yes, sir; Ido not prop 
that the system of gas lights shall be abandoned, but that we 
shall introduce this system of electric lighting. 

Mr. PICKLER. Under your proposition please state what 
building you would light. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Only one building, and that 
which is absolutely necessary to be lighted, which the reports of 
the officers require to be lighted, and that is the room where the 
cadets study at night. 

Mr. PICKLER. The study room? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Yes. If this 
adopted, since under the report it is stated that one-third, I be- 
lieve, of all of the gas used at West Point is used in the cadet 
barracks, it would give the entire gas plant tothe rest of the post 
and enable the institution to run gas through the new buildings, 
with a sufficient supply and no extra cost for enlarging the plant. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does that estimate give the necessary 
fixtures for the purpose of lighting the new rooms? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Yes, sir. I have the 
here, if the gentleman wants to have them read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is not necessary. Will the 
please state the cost of running this plant per annum? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. About $1,200, I think. 
examine, though. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
Anderson? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
dation? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
mend anything, because—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
judicious. 


extensive sys- 
is limited 


the 


gentleman proposes to 


should be 


table S 


rentieman 


Lieut. 


This is the report, as I understand, of 


Yes, sir. 


No, sir: we did not recom- 


Because they thought it was not 
No one recommended the proposition to attempt to 


construct an electric plant for $9,540 and maintain for $1,250 per | 


year. The report the gentleman refers to was not recommended 
£ 


to Congress either by the superintendent of the Academy or the 
Secretary of War. 


Did the Board of Visitors make the recommen- | 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Has the report been submitted to the S« 
tary of War? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana This re was ( i 
army Officer and submitted by | to the Department. It 
made with greatcare. lt gives. asl f st at $1,250 
annum for maintenance. | and t ( 
running the gas works no 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the proposition 
of the gentleman from Louisiana is one whic ill not at ut 
tail the purposes of lighting the post at We ro 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Certainly it will not attain 
that point. It does not contempla It ay es oOo! to 

udy room. 

Mr. WHEE of Alabama. It will be simply the ap 
priation of a sum of money for an experiment pre pose ) 
officer whose recommendations have not been indorsed by t 
superintendent of the Academy or by the War Department. 

Now, it is important that we should proceed in a manner which 
will result in some economical advantages in such an appropria- 
tion. Toestablish an electric plant for one single building would 
leave the post in its present condition as to light, and would b 


If this amend 


been informe 


no means accomplish the most desirable purpose. 
adopt d the ld be, as Il have 
by the officials, that this $9,000 would prove absolutely inadequat 


even to get an electric plant for the one single building. 


ment were result wou 





Besides, Mr. Chairman, nothing is further from being accurate 
than the supposition that an electric plant of that size could be 
run for $1,250 per annum. Why, the fuel necessary to run sucl 
an electric plant would very far exceed that, without taking into 
consideration the cost of other items of maintenance and attend- 
ance, and it would require several employés to conduct it. I 
venture toassert that the practical result of such an effort would 
be an annual expenditure of not less than five to six thousand 
dollars, and the gentleman informs us that even his estimate of 
$1.250 is, as he understands, about the cost of running the enti 


gas works at the post. 


Every gentleman knows that an electric force can only be 








erated by the expenditure of a greater force, which must b 
originated in this case by steam power, and every transmittal « 
force from steam power to electric involves necé ssarily an expen 
iture or loss of some 30 per cent. t 
Now, if the committee should adopt this a ne ind 
sho id finally pecome a la N. the re would thw 
whatever would be attained looking to the in ( ( 
lichting facilities of the Academy. 
i » given this matter e most ca ! 
Military Committ have { : 
stigation, this Hous a » tl i 
it has been done idopt a pla é i 
ot elai tha las « sults 
hy ? iE ho ( { ner 3 of } Ven 
ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 7 1a tire 
\ | ha consulter l f eC 
ost and with the arties » | e in ch { 
in 
Mr. WHEELER o labai | officers, of « ‘ 
he gentlemar é olltely, beca if iS a s t) | 
did not te nimt it: t} pian ( ay ital t ) | 
t} fact tha the ave not! ( “ 
+} ink it the hest nlar to adont 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana Do { nt 
the 1 ason why hi did not p l op it n f 
plant was on account of the co 
Mr. WHEELER of Alal l Because care! 
1? vestigvation we found that we couk ittai I I ind oj 
fficient light at a cost of not more than from four to five the 
and dollars a yea tead of oO e exp to establis) 
ul lect plar it a n of out 369.000. L DOSS! 
bility that it might exceed $100,000, and at an a ul ¢ 
t : of about eleven to fifteen thousand dollars a veal 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. B t in | 
that an appropriation of $69,000 w« leover the cost of etl 
lichtine the re, would he be willing ( ider and report +’ 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama | would not, because I be 
i true economy demands the other plan 
| Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Then it is o1 
economy? 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Economy. : that thé 
tior econo! and general ef and th i ( 


a 
tability of it 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. That is whatI a 
for here—economy; and at the same time giving the 
' the very best light that can be obtained. Phe diffe 
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tween the gentleman and myself upon that proposition is, as you 
know, whether we shall light the whole post or the cadets’ bar- 
racks, that is all. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think the proposition of the 
gentleman would be an entire failure. It would be absolutely 
impossible to put in an electric plant there for $9,000, and we 
could not hire the men to run it and defray the other expenses 
for less than $4,000 or $5,000. It requires so much coal to make 
so much steam, and so much steam-power to make so much elec- 
tric force, and it is impossible to accomplish the purpose at the 
ficures suggested by the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that we can have a vote now. It is 
five minutes after 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON]. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. AndIhopeit will be voted down. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania 
there were—ayes 76, noes 64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill 
Having read as follows: 





For repairing road from village of Highland Falls to south gate and con 
struct 1 walk along same of stone or other permanent material, #1,300 
hat the work s 1 be confined to that part of the road and walk 
which adjoins the lands owned by the Government 






Mr. LONG said: I offer an amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


By Mr. LONG: Strike out on page 18 the section included in and between 
lines 9 and 14 
Mr. LONG. I will ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


WHEELER] first if he will consent, as he did yesterday, to the 
striking out of this iter 1 , 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think that appropriation is 
rather necessary, because that road now belongs to the Govern- 
ment, and it will be unfortunate for the Government to own a road 
which is largely traveled and not have it kept in repair. 

Mr. LONG. I find on page 16 there has been already allowed 
in this report an item for broken stone for roads of $2,000, and 
on page 15, for repairing roads, paths, etc., including roads and 
bridges, $500. And there isa contingent fund of $1,000 which can 
be used for the same purpose. Now, how is all this money to be 
applied if it be necessary to retain this clause in the bill? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. They have had those other 
clauses in the bill year after year for the other roads on the prop- 
erty that the Governmentowns. Now, within the last two years 
they have purchased this additional property, and therefore they 
ask for the additional amount, to put that road in order. 

Mr. LONG. Then the proviso in this clause says: 

Provided, That the work shall be confined to that part of the road and wall 
which adjoins the land owned by the Government 

Why do we want any appropriation made for work on lands 
which adjoin that owned by the Government? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. When that amendment was put 
in I proposed that myself, because I did not think that we owned 
all the way to Highland Falls; but, on investigation, I found that 
the corporation of Highland Falls extended farther north than 
the houses of the village, and the corporation of Highland Falls 
keeps that lower part in order. My theory was that unless we 
put in that proviso they mightextend it beyond the roads owned 
by the Government; but I find now that they own down close to 
and adjoining the corporate limits of Highland Falls. So you 
can strike out that proviso, because it attains no purpose. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Il would like to ask the gentleman if the Gov- 


+ 


ernment uses that road down there or has occasion’to use it: and, 


fs for what purpose: 


market wagons and al! the freight that comes there, garden 
produce, etc. 

The Secretary of the Treasury. in submitting his estimates, 
recommends this appropriation in the following words: 

Until t} purchase by the United States of the Kinsley estate, this road 
was cared for by the village of Highland Falls, but since the purchase it has 


become ci e1 y worn, because there has not been means at hand to keep 
it in repair rhe wa equired for foot-travel between the post and the 
edge of the re rvat 


I know that a great many vehicles come in on these roads, and 
they say that the travel is quite heavy in the summer. 
Mr.BLOUNT. There are agood many roads leading into West 


Point, are there not? There are other mountain roads around | 


there. Might not they just as well be macadamized? 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There is one road that goes to | 


Cornwall and one that goes south. There is an almost impab- 


Pal | 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is stated that all their | 
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sable barrier of a mountain there which prevents the roads from 
coming in from other directions. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my friend will allow this to go out. 
There are two or three pages here in the way of improvement of 
public ground that are unusual, and I hope he will let some of 
them go out. We are not obliged to do all this at once. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think the fault was in pur- 
chasing that property, which the gentleman did notoppose. But 
now that we have got it, we ought to keep itin repair. [Cries 
of ‘* Regular order!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is to strike out the entire paragraph? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For reflooring Grant Hall, substituting for the board floor therein a tileor 
stone floor 96 feet long by 45 feet wide, to be immediately available upon ap- 
proval of this act, $2,400. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am directed by the committee 
to submit the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out on page 19 lines 21 to 24 inclusive 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ior improving the subsoil and surface drainage, and for modernizing, as 
far as practicable, the plumbing of the barracks for enlisted men on this post, 
in accordance with the recommendations submitted by the medical depart- 
ment of the post, to be immediately available upon approval of this act, 

| #15,000 e 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the Committee 
on Military Affairs have instructed me to move to strike out the 
paragraph from line 10 to 15 inclusive. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from Alabama why it was recommended by the 
committee? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It was recommended by the 
committee, but the evidence before the committee showed that 
the gas plant was much more important at this time, and with 
the concurrence of several members of the committee it was pr-- 
posed to strike out this paragrapb provided the gas plant could 
be retained. A promise was therefore made 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. A promise to whom? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. A promise to gentlemen who 

| are opposing this bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Then it is to work this bill 
through? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It was done with the under- 
standing that this gas plant should be retained and for the best 
interest of the institution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But the gas plant has been 
stricken out. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We found on careful examina- 
tion that it would be of greater advantage to have this stricken . 
out than to have the gas plant stricken out. The House has 
voted to substitute an electric plant for one building. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the 
floor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I beg pardon of the Chair. 
[ was asking the gentleman from Alabama a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yielded to the gentleman 

| from Alabama. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I asked him a question. I 
have not yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understood that the gentleman 
from Alabama had the floor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I will ask the gentleman 
from Alabama has not the gas plant been stricken out and a $9,000 

quasi-substitute adopted? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I intend to keep full faith with 
the opponents of this bill, and in pursuance thereto have made a 
motion, and I still hope that we may get the gas plant substituted 
for the electric plant. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. So that part of this ar- 
rangement, which seems to have been made in a corner, is to be 
violated with the expectation that the Senate would reinstate 
this item. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There was nothing said about 
that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That was taken for granted, 

| I suppose. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. I will state this, that we did not 
regard that these gentlemen who moved and voted to strike out 
that $50,000 for the gas plant were acting altogether consistently. 


| 
} 
} 
} 


| When the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] made the mo 
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tion to strike out the equipment for the gymnasium I sent for 
the RECORD containing the debate on the Military Academy bill 
three years ago; that bill appropriated $490,000 for a building 
which was not essential to the health of anyone, it was simply a 
convenience, comfort, and architectural ornament. The erection 
of this building required the removal of a most magnificent and 
valuable structure. The proposition was regarded by very many 
as injudicious in the extreme. 

The REcoRD I hold in my hand shows that many of the assail- 
ants of this bill were present and some of them participated in 
the discussion, but not one of them said a word in opposition to 
the appropriation. 

My good friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] was present, and the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], whom I admire very 
much, was also present and participated in the discussion, and yet 
he did not say one word against the appropriation. 
bill contained a paragraph which appropriated $100,000 for a 
gymnasium,and I wonder if my friend from Georgia[Mr.BLOUNT], 
after sanctioning $100,000 for a gymnasium, would refuse to vote 
for an appropriation of a few hundred dollars toequipit. I hope 


these gentlemen will sometime explain why it was they sanctioned | 


these two items, amounting to $590,000, for matters of pleasure 
and ornament and refuse to appropriate $50,000 to add to the 
lighting facilities with the overwhelming evidence before them 
that it is absolutely necessary. 

I want these gentlemen to some time explain why they did not 
oppose those expenditures which did not in any way, shape, or 
form effect the health or the proper maintenance of the Academy, 


why is it that they allowed this vast appropriation to be enacted | 
into law, and now refuse to appropriate what the Board of Visit- | 


ors, the superintendent of the Academy, and the Secretary of 
War have twice said in communications is absolutely necessary 
to give proper light to the cadets to obtain the purposes for which 
they were sent to the Academy. I invite every member of this 
House to read the record. I am an advocate of economy, but | 
am an advocate of consistent economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey hasexpired. [Laughter.] Gentlemen in the aisles will please 
take their seats. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
Alabama will be recognized to reply. 

Mr. PAYNE. 


I hope the gentleman from 
[Laughter.] 
Mr. Chairman, I have asked recognition for 


The same | 


the purpose of asking the gentleman from Alabama a question. | 


[Laughter.] 
met, the question discussed was whether this $15,000 for sanitary 
purposes was a necessary and proper thing to go into the bill, or 
whether the question that was discussed was the needs of the 
Democratic party and of the Democratic majority here, in the 
matter of ‘‘ economy,” 
risy. [Laughter.] If the gentleman will answer that question 
I will yield to him for the purpose. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will state that a gentleman 
who has been very active in opposing this bill met me, and I told 
him that I thought it was a great deal more important to retain 
the $50,000 for the gas plant than it was to retain this $15,000, 
and I said that if we could have the gas plant provided for we 
would be willing to omit the $15,000. It was our hope that this 
would enable us to retain the gas plant. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
man of the Military Committee proposes, when we get into the 
House, to try to restore this gas plant to the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I may ask unanimous consent 
that it be restored. I feel it my duty to do what I can to perfect 
the bill so as to make it most advantageous tothe Academy and 
the same time be consistent with the wisest economy. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, thatis all! 
really going to try to get it back into the bill. Now, if he con- 
siders it a hopeless case, so that he is merely going to ask unani- 
mous consent, then, as the other high contracting parties have 
not lived up to their agreement, why does not the gentleman try 
to retain this appropriation which he regards as necessary for 
the sanitary purposes about which he has told us? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Well, I hope that when the bill 


is completed gentlemen will change their views and will restore | 


this gas plant. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman, I suppose, refers not to the 
present time but to the next meeting of Congress, after the elec- 
tions are over. Is that his idea? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
ate.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the committee going over to the Senate ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can answer that; no. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will not the gentleman from Alabama inform 
us a little further who these parties are that made this bargain 
with the Committee on Military Affairs which was kept in the 


XXIII——69 


No, sir. 
He has hopes from an “extravagant Sen- 


I want to ask him if, when this select committee | 


| 


‘*retrenchment, and reform” and hypoc- | 
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House, but then sell out the members of the committee when 
they get them into Committee of the Whole? |Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Alabama 
will simply repeat what he has already said, that he has used 
every proper and honorable effort to retain those items in the 
bill which the evidence before the committee showed to be most 
important. The evidence before the committee showed it would 
be much better to sacrifice the drainage and plumbing paragraph 
than the gas-plant paragraph, and I mentioned this toa gentleman 
who has been opposing the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will you not tell us who he is? I think you 
ought to tell, in justice to the rest of us, because some of us may 
get caught in the same way. We ought to know who it is that 


| makes bargains of this kind and then will not live up to them. 


[Laughter. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, 


by way of explanation— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
mit a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish to ask the gentleman whether 
he does not think it would be just as well to close debate and 
pass this bill now? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I think I have 
answered all the questions that have been asked, and I now move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let us have 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
ment was adopted. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the Chairman state 
is the last paragraph that has been reached? 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Clerk had 
finished the reading of the bill when the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] moved to strike out the last paragraph, 
and that is now the question before the committee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. <A member of the Military Committee 
ing now and having been for some time seeking recognition 


Will the gentleman from Alabama per- 


a vote on the amendment first. 
l understood that that amend- 


what 


Ne- 


to 


| make a statementin connection with statements that have been 


made here, I wish to ask the Chair whether it is not proper that 
he should be heard? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Alabama[Mr. WHEELER], being in charge of the bill, was 


| recognized first, that being the usual practice; but every mem- 


| 


ber will have an opportunity of being heard. There was so much 
disorder at the time that it was almost impossible to tell just 
what was going on. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I feel some curiosity—and I trust 


the gentleman from Alabama,whom I recognizeas a devoted friend 


5 


| of the Military Academy, may be able to gratify it—as to when 


| the Military Committee resolved to make certain amendments 


Another question. I understand that the chair- | 
| mittee; and at the last 


to this bill. I have tried to attend every mee ting of that com- 
meeting which 1 attended in regard to 


this bill a resolution was adopted that we had cut down in the 


| interests of economy every proposed appropriation for this insti- 


I supposed the gentleman was | 


tution to the lowest point consistent with the proper maintenance 
of the establishment; and every member of the committee, as | 
understood, was to stand here in the House demanding 
upon the propositions submitted by us in the bill. 

The very last paragraph of the bill received especial consider- 
ation at the hands of the committee; the amount proposed in 
the estimates was reduced; and when the amount reported in the 
bill was decided upon, every member of the committee, as [ un- 
derstood, resolved to fight here in the House for the adoption of 
that provision, because it was deemed essential for the health of 
the enlisted men at the Military Academy. 
that this talk about an ‘‘ agreement” must refer to something 
transpired outside of the committee room and which should not 
be charged upon that committee. I know that my distinguished 
friend from Alabama has conducted this fight in a manner which 
he believed would best conduce to the interests of the Military 
Academy and the public service, but I believe that in justice to 
the committee and this House it ought to be known that any 
agreement outside of the committee room was something in 
which the committee had no part or parcel, and by which no 
member of the committee who was not a party to the avreement 
is bound. 

I believe, sir, that this closing } 

It looks especially to t 


a vote 


{t seems to me, sir, 
that 


) 


aragraph should be ret 
in the bill. he health of the enlisted men 
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in the barracks at West Point, and it is but justice to them that 


the plumbing of their quarters should be as good as the plumb- 
ing of the apartments occupied by officers or others high in au- 
th< . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwish to ask the gentleman from lowa 


Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PATTON. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs it may be assumed that I am in some de- 
gree responsible for this bill. I wish to say that no member of 
this House realizes more fully than I do the necessity for econ- 
omy in the expenditure of the public money, and no one desires 


} 


more than myself the ré 
ation whicl 
} 
A 


noval of the unjust and oppressive tax- 
| [ hope that this Con- 
momy which will justify the 


in the conclusion that when our resolutions 


inning of this session 


how depre sses our PD op] 
cress Wi 


] f 4 
peopie Oo 


i 


: . 
make a reputation for ec 
he country 


4 hi ‘ 


on that subject were adopted at the be 


ay not have been comprehended; but we all acted in the spirit 
possibly not in the spirit which some gentlemen may 
understand by ‘‘economy and retrenchment,” but with proper 
regard to that economy which is consistent with the efficiency of 
the public service. 


[t is very evident 


they were based ipon deliberate and honest conviction. 

This bill is one which has been considered carefully and with 
proper regard toeconomy. It may be that from the inexperi- 
ence of a portion of the members of the committee some things 


ot economy 
‘ 


ymy mind that the 


sewerage system pro- 


posed in this bill is necessary. In fact nothing is more urgently 
needed for the health of the cadets. These young men whocome 
there are separated from the associations, surroundings, and 
comforts of home; they are placed under military restraint and 
disciplins They become the wards of the Government, and we 


hould not ignore the responsibility which we assume in regard 





tothem. Wea spo le for their health as well as their 
mental trainin [am satisfied from the reports which have 
heen made h reference to the « yes of these cadets that the 
far fi have been very insufficient and should be 
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currency you have tried to pass current among the people for 
many years past. You went into the campaign on it and came 
out, as the country well knows, without any one of the fruits of 
victory. I trust, then, that we are prepared to meet our friends 


| and their ridicule, or whatever else they may choose to call it—— 


Mr. REED. Arguments. 

Mr. BLOUNT (continuing). And show them that we are de- 
termined to do what we believe to beright notwithstanding their 
taunts, and that we are willing to leave the issue to the people. 
We will go with you, gentlemen, when we leave here to the peo- 
ple to see whether what you call a homely economy is approved 
by the masses or not. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr.WALKER. Mr. Chairman, [ am very much surprised at 
the argument just submitted by the gentleman from Georgia 
|Mr. BLOUNT], that because this danger to the enlisted men at 
West Point has just been discovered it ought not to be remedied 
now but to be passed over, and that the common soldiers should 
be allowed to die there like ‘‘ rats in a bin.” If we had discov- 
ered such a condition of things in our own homes and knew that 
there was a probability of some sickness like diphtheria, typhoid 
or scarlet fever, we would not wait until the disease had actually 
appeared, but we would undertake, like sensible and prudent 
humane men, to remedy the evil at once. It is the duty of this 
Government to act toward its defenseless employés just as we act 
towards our own families. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. WALKER. No, sir. Lhave been trying to get the floor 
for a long time and I have butafew moments. Idecline to yield. 

[ say, Mr. Chairman, that we should not wait until the men 
begin to die, but remedy the evil at once, as we would do in our 
own private affairs. I know of but one rule of conduct to guide 


Willthe gentleman allow me to 


| us in our business in this House, and that is to conduct the pub- 
| lic business upon precisely the same 


principle that we apply to 
the conduct of our own privateaffairs. If we do that we will not 
be likely to do an injustice to deserving people by any such cruel 
neglect as that proposed here. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of this matter I shall 
not talk for party purposes, nor discuss repudiated bargains in 
Democratic party cabals, in order to have a false economy that 
is really a mean parsimony and in the end really extravagant 
beyond description. Let me ask the gentleman from Alabama 


[Mr. WHEELER] in charge of this bill, what it means in the bill 


mproved. he old gas pliant is very defective, and should be re- 
placed by one of sufficient capacity to furnish proper light for | 
Lhe institution 

| do not ink that this bill,as now amended, contains a single 
item which should be stricken out. I believe in economy; but I 
b instead of adopting any paring system we should 
conside! lasa who When a bill is brought in here wi 
should examine it to decide whether or not it is just. If it be 


just, then, having regard to proper principles of economy, we 
should pass it; but if it be not just, if itis a ‘‘ grab,” I say we 
should defeat it altogether. Wr iould not go to paring on it. 


As this question now stands, I feel that we should either pass | 





this Military Academy bill or should be prepared to vote fora 
proposition abolishing the institution altogether. 
' [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLOUNT Vir. Chairman, I trust the Committee of the 
VW le will not hesitate to strike out this paragraph. In addi- | 
tir 0 t 1 nd on page 16 of the bill an appropriation 
of $15,000 ‘‘for improvi and modernizing the plumbing and 
sewerage the post.” Gentlemen have been assuming in their 
arguments tha this provision be r« jected, nothing is to be done 
in regard to improving the plumbing at West Point. Iask gen- 
tlemen to observe that this is an additional item; and I wish to 
say that three pages of this bill relating to the subject of public 
works at West Point contain a greater number of items than have 
1 in this bi Lior veal 

Che difficulty is, as it occurs to me, that the committee have 
uw rtaken to do everything suggested to it, and not, as commit- 
tees hitherto have acted in considering matters of this kind, al- | 





t 
low some of the items and reject others. In this way the bill 


has grown to its present s 

Mr. Chairman, it isnot fair to say that there is no money 
‘ ed in the bill for this purpose. Money is appropriated in 
the other it s of the bill to which I have referred that may be | 
used for this purpose, and [trust will be. The amountis, I think, 
au e. It is wonderful that gentlemen so suddenly have dis- 


( in a bad condition up there, and, if 
this item is not left in, that nothing can be done to their bar- 


rac] There is a fund which can be used for that purpose, and 
which has heretofore been applied to it. 

Mr. Chairman, as to the question of any agreement in regard 
to this item or as to the matter of the gas structure, gentlemen 
need not themselves any concern. They need not trouble 
themselves about any agreement; and they must not misunder- 
stand this side ofthe House. Themajority of the House hasem- 
stand th i ouse, he majority oO 1€ ouse hasem 


phatically expressed its views on that point heretofore, and has 


declared its purpose in regard to this bill, and you will hear sim- 


ilar declarations from now on to the end of the session in regard 
to all of these bills. All this talk, then, of “ cheese-paring” 
ecgnomy, etc., has no place here. It is an old story. It is the 





| or any other. 


when it says that this clause in the bill he proposes to strike out 
was recommended by the Medical D ‘partment; 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will answer the 
the gentleman. 

Mr. WALKER. 
short. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It will take but a moment. 

The soldiersremain in barracks but about seven or eight hours 
out of the twenty-four. The cadets remain t wenty-two hours. I 
believe in taking care of the cadets first. 

Mr. WALKER. 
not an argument. 

This is not only recommended by a medical board, but is de- 
clared by that board a matter of great urgency; so much so that 
in this paragraph you now propose to sacrifice you have made 
the fund ‘‘immediately available” not available as ordinary ap- 
propriations are made, but made it ‘‘ immediately availa®le.” 
And why? Because the medical department recommended or 
declared that the barracks were in such condition as to demand 
that the alterations should be made at once. And yetthis Dem- 
ocratic majority propose to leave these enlisted men to die there 
because they think they are only “ enlisted men” and others can 


© 


question of 


Please be very brief, because my time is 


Well, I asked an answer to the question, and 


| be enlisted in their places as they die like dogs. 


I say, Mr. Chairman, it is the most remarkable proceeding that 
[ ever saw with reference to the passage of a bill in this House 
They come in in their report and say repeatedly 
that they submit to exdtting down the appropriations below the 


| estimates, not because they should be reduced, but in the interest 


of economy; not because it 1s right, just and proper, but because 
the Democratic party wanted to make a ‘‘ record for economy.” 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There is nothing of the kind 
in the report. 
Mr. WALKER. There certainly is,and his speech introduc- 
ing it is full of such declarations. It goes all through the re- 
port from beginning toend. After squeezing down the appro- 


| priations to the last possible point of parsimony against justice, 


against right, or good business proceeding, according to his own 
statement, he comes in now and goes back even upon a bill so 
described when first presented to the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that all debate 
upon this paragraph be closed in one minute. I desire to finish 


the bill this evening, and it is now very nearly five o’clock. 
Is this a deliberative body? 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 
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Mr. REED. Will the gentl 
poses to strike out the item in que stion? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is the very qu 
have wanted to answer. 

Mr. REED. Why has the gentleman from Ohio changed his 
mind? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am not answering that question. | 
am submitting a request to the Chair at present. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman kindly suspend his 
and answer the question; because I shall object to his proposi- 
tion unless he does. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks that all 
debate be limited to one minute. Is th 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. REED. Objection is made; and [ ask the 
answer my question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise, for the 
purpose of closing debate. 

Mr. REED. Can not the gentleman from Ohio answer my 
question? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Lhave notmade any statement that would 
warrant the gentleman in asking me any such question. 

Mr. REED. Not even by putting that into the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 
committee do now rise. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. PICKLER) there 
113, noes 2. 

Mr. PAYNE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not require a quorum to ris 
[Laughter.] The ayes have it, and the committee 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MCCREARY reported that the Committ 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 4636, and had come tono resolution 
thereon. 


man from Ohio tell us why he p 


re iest 


re opoiectilon 


were —ay es 


decides to rise. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message of the Senate, by Mr. McCooK, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following tit 
in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 68) for the relief of the New York, Lake Erie and 
Western Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 522) for theerection of a public building at ¢ 
Wyo.; 

A bill (S. 1030) for the relief of F. F. White; 

A bill (S. 1057) to punish the unlawful appropriation of th 
of the property of another in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1058) to prevent fraudulent transactions on the pa 
of the commission merchants and other consignees of goods and 
other property in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1060) to punish the carrying or selling of deadly or 
dangerous weapons within the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 1810) to amend section 3117 of the Revised Statut 
of the United States in relation to the coasting trade on the Great 
Lakes. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for th« 
consideration of general appropriation bills; and pending that ] 
move that all debate thereon be limited to one minute. 

The question being taken; the Speaker announced that t] 
seemed to have it. 

On a division, there were—ayes 132, noes none. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No quorum. 

The. SPEAKER. TheChair willorder tellers, and willappoint 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] and the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to al- 
low ten minutes’ debate, in order that two gentleman of the com- 
mittee, one a Republican and one a Democrat, may have five 
minutes each, 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think there would be any obj ction to 
that if the chairman of the committee would give the Commit- 
tee of the Whole some substantial reason for striking out this 
item. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
request. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Pending the vote by tellers, Icall for the 
‘as and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


No one seems to object to m1 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Until furthse r notice 

Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island with Mr. 

Mr. BRYAN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. Brosrus. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr 

Mr. KYLE with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. VINCENT 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri with Mr. 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. LODGE. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. WRIGHT. 

Mr. PRICE with Mr. FLICK. 

Mr. LESTER of Virginia with Mr. 

Mr. PATTISON of Ohio with Mr 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. CAUSEY with Mr. TAYLOR of Lllinois. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. 

Mr. SEERLEY with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. CoBB of Alabama with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. BERGEN. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Until Monday next: 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania with 
kansas. 

Mr. MCKAIG with Mr. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia with Mr. Houk of Tennessee, on 
the Military Academy appropriation bill. 

Mr. DUNGAN with Mr. ENOCHS, from February 11 to February 
17, 1892. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. 
mainder of the day. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Spx 
man from Kansas | Mr. 
he would have voted ‘‘nay,” as I 
take advantage in a pair, 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I will let my vote stand to make 
rum, with the explanation I have made. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia. I am paired with the gentle- 
Tennessee [Mr. Houk], but have voted to make a 


MORSE. 


. WEVER. 


TAYLOR. 


POWERS. 


WILLIAM A. STONE. 
. WILSON of Kentucky. 


HENDERSON of Iowa. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Ar- 


SHONK. 


BUCHANAN of New for the re- 


Jersey, 
vaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
FUNSTON]|. If he were present I think 
have voted. I do not like to 
and therefore I ask to withdraw my 


» gentleman has the right to 


>a quo- 


man from 
quorum 

The SPEAKER pi The Clerk reports yeas 154, nays 
4; and it appears that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. REE D. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr.Speaker, is there notaquorum present? 

Mr. REED. Plainly, there is a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. he Chair doesnot know. The 
Clerk reports the yeas are 154, nays 4. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
that there is a quorum present. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Imade that motion before the gentleman 
arose to ask his que stion. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
min m.) the House adjourned. 


0 te mpore ¢ 


tes Pp. 
i 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Un der clause 2 of Rule XIII, private hills and resolutions were 


erally reported from committee es delivered to the Clerk, and 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the ¢ commie e on War Claims: A 
bill (HL. R. 1418) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp. (Report No. 
274.) 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee, from the Committee on Claims: 


A bill (H. R. 
port No. 275. 
By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee 
bill (H. I 
276. ) 


1407) to grant relief to Thomas L. Higgins. 


(Re- 


. 1419) for the relief of Catherine Caine. (Report No 


on War Claims: A | 


By Mr. 

A bill 
278.) 

A bill (H. R. 3185) for the relief of B. F. Moody & Co., or 
their legal representatives. (Report No. 279.) 

A bill (H. R. 3179) for the relief of James R. Wyrick. 
No. 280.) 

A bill (H. R. 3496) for the relief of A.S. Lee. (Report No. 281.) 

By Mr. SHELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
5818) for the relief of William B. Morrow. (Report No. 282.) 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H.R. 889) for the relief of Daniel J. Ockerson. (Report 
No. 283.) 

A bill (H. R. 890) for the relief of E. J. 
284. 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 2029) for the relief of Mary Ellen Atkinson, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Richard Atkinson, deceased. (Re- 
port No. 285.) 

A bill (H. R. 3119) for the relief of Robert Travila for loss of 
carbine in late war. (Report No. 286.) 

A bill (H. R. 4646) for the relief of Lucy Ann Lee and Allen G. 
Lee. (Report No. 287.) 

A bill (H. R. 1046) for the relief of First Lieut. 
United States Army. (Report No. 288.) 

By Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims: 
(H. R. 2904) for the relief of William J. Alexander. 
PRY) 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee, 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 
(Report No. 290.) 

By Mr. W a , from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 2954) for the relief of the trustees of the Catholic 
Church at Dalton, Ga. (Report No. 291.) 

A bill (H. R. 1234) for the relief of the First Baptist Church of 


Cartersville, Ga. (Report No. 292.) 


ENLOE, from the Committee on Waz Claims: 
(H. R. 3176) for the relief of Enoch Davis. (Report No 


(Report 


Aldrich. (Report No. 


James Regan, 


A bill 
(Report No. 


from the Gommittee on War 
1889) for the relief of Battelle & Evans. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 20f Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War 

bill CH. R. 1646) for the relief of Grafton F. Smith 


, deceased, 
of Washington County, N. Dak. (Report No. 277.) 


Claims: A 
late 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were severally dis- 
charged from the ec aie ‘ration of the following bills and resolu- 
tions; which were respectively re-referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4829) granting a pension to Jane E. Anderson 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5262) for the relief of Mount Zion Society- 
mittee on Claims discharged, 
Claims. 

A bill (H.R. 3078) for the relief of Charlotte Morrow—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to Commit- 


Com- 
and referred to Committee on War 


| tee on Claims. 


If the Chair will countI think he will find | 


(at5 o’clock and 15 | 


| authorized by the Legislative 


A bill (H. R. 2567) increasing the pension of Daniel Birchett 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3111) for the relief of John S. Spangler—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to Committee 
on War Claims. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa(by request): A bill (H. R. 5810 
for the redemption of the outstanding certificates of the board of 
auditors of the District of Columbia and of sewerage certificates 
Assembly—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BUSEY: A bill (H. R. 5811) donating all public land 
to States and Territories in which it is located, and for other 


| purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 5812) to provide for the sale of 
navy-yard land in the city of Brooklyn—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 5813) to grant to the State 
of lowaacertain meandered pond in Greene County, Iowa, in 
trust for drainage purposes—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: 
amend section 878, chapter 


A bill (H. R. 5814) to 
17, Revised Statutes—to the Com- 


mittee on the Revision of the Laws. 
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By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 5815) to amend ‘‘An act to 
simplify the laws in relation to the oalies tion of the revenues,” 
approved June 10, 1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. CHAPIN: A bill (H. R. 5817) to facilitate the disposi- 
tion of cases pending in the United State s Supreme Court—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 5819) to amend section 3 of an 

act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated 


for the performance of manual labor and providing pensions to | 


widows, minor children, and dependent parents—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: 
mint in the city of St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were 
introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SCOTT: Instructing the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report a bill repealing the bounty on sugar—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: To print the eulogies of William Henry 
Fitzhugh Lee—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: To print eulogies | on L. C. Houk, late 
a Representative from Tennessee—to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 


By Mr. FITCH: Calling on the Commissioner of Pensions for | 


certain information—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COVERT: Directing examinations and surveys to be 
made as to the cost of improvement, to be estimated under the 
direction of the Secretary of War, to determine the best locality 
for adeep draft navigable channel connecting League Island, 


Pa., with the Upper Bay of New York, and making an appropri- 


ation therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 





PRIVATE BILLS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 5821) for the relief of Mary P. 
Mullin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER (by request): A bill (H. R. 5822) for 
the relief of Charles W. Griest—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNN (by request): A bill (H. R. 5828) for relief of 
the estate of Vasti Smith, deceased, of Wake County, North 
Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUNTING: A bill (H. R. — 24) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Belinda Rafters, of Middleport, N. Y _—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUSEY: 
becca J. England—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5826) for the relief of Almira Carico—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 5827) for the relief of Georg: 
Stodd—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 5828) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William Nolan and grant 
him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 5829) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Bowden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H. R. 5830) for the relief of Dan- 
iel Roush—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 5831) for the relief of Peter 
Hegarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: A bill (H. R. 5832) for the relief of Bris- 
coe B. Bouldin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 5833) increasing the pension 
of Joshua L. Mitchell, of Olney, Ill.—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 5820) to establish a | 


| Jacob H. Hay—to the Committee on Military Affairs 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5840) for the relief of Willis T. Smith, of 
Clinton, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5841) for the relief of Elihu Wilburn, 
Mountain, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5842) granting a pension to Nancy Reynolds, 


of Pine 


widow of Joseph Reynolds, of Huntsville, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5843) granting a pension Thomas P. A. 
Leonard, of Sweetwater, Tenn.—to the Com nities on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5844) granting an increase of pension to 


James A. Vinsant—to the C Steno e on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5845) for the relief of James W. Turner, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5846) to pe rfect the military record of Capt. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5847) s 


granting additional pension to Isham 


| Hurt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| tives of Martin Robe ‘rts—to the Committe 





Also, a bill (H. R. 5848) for the relief of Betsy Christian, of 
Loudon, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5849) granting a pension to Dennis Tillman, 
of Knoxville, oe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. 5850) for the relief of the legal representa- 
»on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5851) granting a pension to John G. Hill, of 
Clinton, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5852) for the relief of Edward Wallace, of 
Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Committee ‘e on = ar Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5853) for the relief William H. Nave—to 


| the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5854) for the relief of Jacob Holtzknecht— 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5855) for the relief of Isaac Bowlinger, of 
Maynardsville, Tenn.—to the Committee on ae Claims. 

By Mr. KEM (by request): A bill (H. R. 5856) for the relief of 
ae Campbell, son of Scott Cam pbell, deeeased to the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 5857) granting a pension 
to Nancy Archer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 5858) to grant a pension to Wil- 
liam L. Westbrooks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 5859) for the relief of the 
estate of Brandt Kincheloe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCREARY: A bill (H. R.5860) for the relief of Lydia 


Com- 


| Posey, administratrix of Thomas B. Posey—to the Committee on 


A bill (H. R. 5825) granting a pension to Re- | 


By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 5834) for the relief of Risdon | 


Moore, for his services as gunner and blacksmith under the com- 
mand of Col. J. C. Frémont, Mounted Riflemen, California Vol- 
unteers, from May, 1845, to October 1, 1847—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 5835) for the relief of William 
Waltman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5836) for the relief of W.S. Hammaker, late 
postmaster of Findlay, Ohio—to the C ommittee —_ Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 37) to pension 
Edmund Pendleton Gaines—to the Committee on "Pe nsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5838) for the relief of Mrs. S. C. Armstrong, 
of Big Gully, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5839) granting an increase of pension to W. 


B. Stokes, of Alexandria, Tenn.—to the Committee on Inv alid | 
Pensions. 


War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5861) for the benefit of Hiram Roberts—to 
he Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5862) granting a pension to Benjamin Ur- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5863) granting a pension to Hannah De- 
board—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R. 5864) for the relief of 
Catherine E. Lurty to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5865) for the relief of 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R.5866) for the relief of Prentiss B. 
Reed, Louisa Reed Carson, Diana Reed Hepworth, and Lucre- 


tia H. Reed Regneir—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5867) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, o 
Macomb, I11.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUACKENBUSH: A bill (H. R. 5868) granting a 
sion to Caroline Smith. widow of ¢ apt. d! 1ith, of Compar y 
Twenty-second New York Voluntecers—to the Ce itt ( 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5869) for the relief of Archie St. Clair and 
Charles E. Rogers—to the Committee on Clai 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R TO of 
Joseph H. Thompson—to the Committe: Cla 

By Mr. SHELL: bill (H.R. 5871 ng ap 
liam A. Blackwell to the Committee on Invalid Per 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5872) conferrin risdietion on the Court of 
Claims to determine the law and the factsin regard to the claim 
of John O’ Dell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 5873) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of Issac R. Trimble—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5874) to remove 

the charge of desertion against John Conrad—to the Committee 


| on Military Affairs 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5875) toremove the charg« 


of desertil« 


the military record of Henry Waidner—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5876) granting an increase of pension to Isaa 
| Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5877) granting a pension to Mary F. Mess 


mer, widow of Capt. Cyrus J. M« ssemer, Fourth Mis 
| Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
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», a [. R. 5878) for the re 
{ C 1. War Claims | of Commerce, of New York, with respect to the enrollment of na- 
A H.R. 5879) granting a pension to Patrick Feeley val militia battalions—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
to the ¢ ittee on Invalid Pensions, | By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: Petition of A. A. Coventry and 
sO, a H.R. 5880) granting a pension to Mrs. Ida Gatchall, | others, of Morgan County, Tenn., praying that the World's Fair 
widow of Frederick L. Gatchall—to the Committee on Invalid | at Chicago, in 1892, may be closed on Sunday—to the Select Com- 
e mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 
, a H. R. 5881) granting additional pension to An-| By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of J. D. Kirkwood and others, of 
t Re » the Co Grant County, Ind., for the passage of a law to impose a tax on 
Mr. WILSON of K compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
{ of pay, must Also, petition of J. D. Kirkwood and others, of Grant County, 
iza s known as th Ind., for the passage of an antioption grain bill—to the Com- 
( e « al mittee on Agriculture. 
H. R. 588 By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of F. E. Nash, of Fort Wayne, 
: the widow Ind., praying that used and unused postage stamps be placed upon 
t and enlisted the free list—tothe Committee on Ways and Means. 
| State troops ¢ By Mr. MCKENNA: Petition of 33 citizens of Healdsburg, Cal., 
1 { ( valid of 25 citizens of Mendocino, of 30 citizens of Greenville, of 20 citi- 
COX: A bill(H. R. 5884) to increase the pension | zens of Antioch, of 22 citizens of St. Helena, of 18 citizens of 
s—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Etna, of 57 citizens of Benicia, of 88 citizens of Napa, of 53 citi- 
g CH: A H. R. 5885) for the relief of the | zens of Suisun, of 47 citizens of Castroville, of 18 citizens of Al- 
} st ( ( I ad City at Morehead City, Carteret | varado, of 24 citizens of Watsonville, of 35 citizens of Colfax, of 
( the ¢ mittee on Claims. 82 citizens of Willows, Colusa County; of 50 citizens of Hollister, 
; Cal.: of 20 citizens of Livermore, of.20 citizens of Pleasanton, of 
PETITIONS. ETC. 25 citiz ns of Fort Jones, of 100 citizens of Petaluma, of 24 citi- 
ee ee zens of Middletown, of 18 citizens of Guerneville, of 22 citizens 
: of R XXII, the following petitions and pa- | of Wheatland, of 21 citizens of Susanville, in regard tothe Nicara- 
( :'s desk and referred as follows: gua Canal—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
OO er f Jol N. Simpsi -to the Com- By Mr. MEREDITH: Petitionof Robert Harvod, of Montgom- 
( ney ery County, Md., for relief—to the Committee on the District of 
CN Petit f J. L. Gardner and 292 other | Columbia. 
of A 7 ich., praying that the World's By Mr. NEWBERRY: Papers relating to a new method of 
I ( i sition may not be closed on Sunday—to | spelling—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
Commit on the Columbian Exposition. | By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: Petition of Col. James Lindsay, 
) MOVER: Petition of Josephine S. Garaika, | for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘ | By Mr. O’NEILI sylvania: Memo the Philadel- 
prings, Pa., protesting | phia Society for O “Charity,” asking for legislation to 
é ( umbian Exposition on Sunday—to | protect life and prevent accidents upon railroads—to the Com- 
t Select Committee « Columbian Exposition. mittee on Railways and Canals. 
ISLAND: Petitic f E. L. Tuggle, of Harrisonville, \lso, communication of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, ask- 
Cass ¢ nty, Mo., asking that his quartermaster claim may be | ing for an appropriation for the purchase of ground adjoining 
( ‘tof Claims under the so-called ‘‘ Bowman | the Philadelphia post-office—to the Committee on Appropria- 
{ tot Committee on War Claims. tions. 
By Mr.CABLE: Petitionsof National Woman’sChristianTem-| By Mr. OTIS: Request of many ns in behalf of D. W 
‘ that no si ition for which | Boutwell, to accompany House o the Comn é 
el ( ss ns aa 
{ : ( ttee on the ¢ i i s relating to bill t] 
of B Ssvl | ; ative to closing Reed, Loi 1 Reed Carsk 
S o the Select Committee on the Co- i H. Reed Regnie1 h 
‘ rs of 64 « ZA 5 ( M ) O wey fg, ol Ma nb | © 4 
( of th blic lands—to the Select Com- | mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
I 1 of Arid Lands in the United States. By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Asa L. Jones and others, 
( Lae ( >. I’. He yn and others, deal- | Mass: tts. to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving S 
! a cl the bill relative to leaf | ic to the Committee on Interstate and For on Commerce 
Ways a vii Mr. RAYNER (by request): Petition of Edmund H. ¢ 
( ca: ee s to accompany House bill 5764 mins, relati ; aim against the Gove ! ” 
{ A Lo 1e Comn 
a = 1of F. L. Jean and 52 others, to: so, petit ot ( nitte n Pensio! 
‘ 1 H. Dearbi O By J JOS .: Petition of 110 s, off 
( I cla sic County, O ); of 120 perse 
( \ I ( ( - i oO U1 Cr, ue rso! of VI y nvi and of , 
lel } i 1e j rov p is of lumbiana County, prayir tl 
Lo. sla N. \ ( S insure the closing of all pa 
( R s and Harb W '’s Day, in accordance with t 
na ot rs, for al G lall precedents of Ame ic his 
t ut t Ee xpositi ) tl the Columbian Expositio 
Ss ( on t ( n meeting of a represent: 
ol O f Friends, held at Stillwater, O 
16 citizens Ohio, in favor of | relative to the suppression of the sale of intoxicating liquors, 1 
a Com! ee O1 lrafiic. 
xy Mr. J sof Perry County, A1 
( I Tent - ayin r the relief of Jonat 
( amp envelop R y,a » Committees : 
to ( { 1 t Post- By M \ rge Paquette 
charg mittee on Mil 
baoe a other citizens of Ten . By Mr. WL g etts: Petition of Egbert A 
ill (H. R. 3691) for the reli Stricksnia, for reliei—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Committee on the Post-Offi By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of citizens of Le Raysville, Bra 
ford Co inty inst the ope nine of the World’s Fait on 
House bill for the re- | Sundays—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposl- 
Committee on Invalid | tio 
Y Also, report of John A. Norris, lieutenant of the United States 
VSTON: Pe son County, Kans., for | Navy, and others, in relation to the Ourdau letter-engraving 
t) opt to the Committee on Agriculture. | machine—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 








1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. L095 


a ee a — 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. } Mr. RICHARDSON. N t the ¢ kread thea 
| separately. 


FRIDAY, February 12, 1892. | ‘The amendment was read, a 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. |. o)en ye ie ohia Exocntice Docu See ean’ ¢ 
W. H. MILBourN, D. D. | be printed 6,000 copies of Execu Do t No. 91, t rt 2 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. | of said Executive Document , 


MACHINE GUNS. | Mr. RICHARDSON st av Mr. Spea Tl reso 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- | lution provides for printing the P dent's messa 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of ar to the controversy with Chile an le pap Cc ted 1 
app ‘opriation submitted by the Secretary of War for th ! with. Itisin the form of an executive document (N 1), and 


























chase of machine guns of small-arms caliber for the fiscal yea the amendment recommended by the committer pry pr ae 
endi ir June 30, 1893: which was ref rr d to th Com! 1ittee oO ior p iblis! ing Part L] of that executi ec coc nt T 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. second message Ol Pres t at 
UNITED STATES PRISONS. Tt a a ail 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from t! The resolution as amended was 1 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a com- Mr. RICHARDSON m ' 
munication from the Attorney-General, requesting : : tion wa lopted: and also f 
tion to carry intoeffect the directions of the actof M er he la { ta 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, a The latte ; 3 2 
ordered to be printed. Zs - . . 
FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. Vr. RICH RDSON , : a ; 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a lett rom the ronort trom i Co nitte on P 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of 1 he inal reso on and ,) 
findings of the court in the cases of the following-nan p . 
inst the United States: R. L. Ford, deceased; Peter K: , ae : 
1: Osborne Walker; T. H. Webb, and J. W. Wesson; | 4, Printit ‘ 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered I, or " 
to be printed. , : rt Re : : D a 
NEW YORK, LAKE ERIE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY : of the an P the 1 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House tl ) >. Od O oa 
the relief of the New rk, Lake Erie and Western Railroad a . 
Company. Mr. RICH ) ON : ‘ 
t- Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, IT ask that the t title o ain ; nda ( { , 
which has just been read remain on the Speaker's dk : 
he SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be | "COnSIGer De talc on reed te 
J ne a ) i ( 
mac . 
on RICH ISON speaker, the 
i re was no opje¢ on V ork [M1 ro dines —< 
ENAT BILLS REFERRED t i ul g t 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate 3 the | the ta 
following titles: which were severally read the fi ind seco Che wa tion, 1 30 ord: 
ti and referred as stat j . | 
bill (S. 1030 fof F. F. W! 
tu m Clan i 
ill (S. 1310) to a l secti S117 of 1 R Sta 
oO United States, in relation to coasting tr: 
| s—to the ¢ i yn Inter te and |] 
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So the motion to limit debate was agreed to. 


Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, Va. 
Lawson, Ga. 
Layton, 
Lester, Ga. 
Lewis, 
Little, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Long, 
Magner, 
Mallory, 
Mansur, 
Martin, 
McCreary, 
McGann, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Moses, 
Newberry, 
Norton, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 


NAY 


Dolliver, 
Greenleaf, 
Halvorsen, 
Johnson, Ind. 


O’Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 
Parrett, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Patton, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Peel, 
Pendleton 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Pierce. 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, La. 
Rockwell, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
Scull, 
Seerley, 
Shell, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stackhouse, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 


S—16. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Johnstone, S. C. 
Lind, 
Otis, 


NOT VOTING—109. 


Cutting, 
Dalzell, 
Dingley, 
Donovan, 
Dunphy, 

Ellis, 

Enochs, 

Fitch, 

Fyan, 
Gillespie, 
Goodnight, 
Griswold, 
Hatch, 

Hayes, Iowa 
Haynes, Ohio 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. C. 
Henderson, Il. 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 

Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Huff, 

Johnson, Ohio 
Jolley, 
Ketcham, 
Kyle, 

Lagan, 


Lester, Va. 
Lodge, 

Loud, 

Lynch, 
McAleer, 
McClellan, 
McDonald, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McKenna, 
McKinney, 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Owens, 

Page, R. L. 
Page, Md. 
Pattison, Ohio 
Post, 

Powers, 
Price, 
Quackenbush, 
Reed, 

Rife. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, 


The following pairs were announced: 


Mr. PRICE with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. WEVER. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. WRIGHT. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio with Mr. DINGLEY. 


notice: 


Mr. PATTISON of Ohio with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. MCKINNEY. 
Mr. PAGE of Maryland with Mr. BERGEN. 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. STORER. 


Stone, Ky. 
Stout, 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, V. A. 
Terry, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, 
Walker, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
White, 

Wike, 
Willcox, 
Williams, N.C. 
Williams, I. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Winn, 

Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Youmans. 


Payne, 
Raines, 
Ray, 
Simpson. 


Sanford, 
Shively, 
Shonk, 
Snow, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stewart, Pa. 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Townsend, 


Turpin, 

Van Horn, \ 
Wadsworth, é 
Warner, " 
Wever, 5 
Whiting, 


Williams, Mass. 
Wilson, Wash. 

Wilson, W. Va. 
Wright. 


Mr. BRUNNER with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. BROsSIvs. 

Mr. KYLE with Mr. SANFORD. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri with Mr. POWERs. 

Mr. HAYNES with Mr. HITT, on this vote. 

Mr. McKAIG with Mr. SHONK, until Monday next. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Ar- 
kansas, until Monday next. 

Mr. DUNGAN with Mr. ENOCHS, until February 17. 
Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. COMPTON] is 
detained at home by reason of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The question recurs now on the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio, that the House resolve itself into Com- 


j 
AR a oe - 
if 
‘ proposing an amendment to the Constitution relative to the | Forman, 
| power of Congress to coin and issue money; which was laid on | fOTney 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. Funston, 
TEXARKANA DIVISION, EASTERN DISTRICT, ARKANSAS. + rem 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, | Geissenhainer, 
reported as a substitute for House bill 3994, a bill (H. R. 5891) ee 
to authorize the appointment of a clerk for the circuit court and | Grout, 
district courts in the Texarkana division of the eastern dis- | Hall, — 
trict of Arkansas; which was réad a first and second time, re- | a 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | Hare,’ 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. | Seema, 
House bill 3994 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. | ar 
ADJUSTMENT OF SWAMP LAND GRANTS, ETC. a 
; Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- Hemphill, 
ported as a substitute for House bill 2630, a bill (H. R. 5892) to ad- | Herbert, 
just swamp-land grants, to fix a limitation for the filing of claims oa 
thereunder, and for other purposes; which was read a first and | Hopkins, Pa. 
second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- | Hopkins, Ml. 
companying report, ordered to be printed. <r wi nace 
House bill 2630 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. Hull, | , 
MILITARY POST NEAR BURLINGTON, VT. | zones, 
Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- | Kendall, 
porte d back favorably the bill (H. R. 462) to establish a military aS a 
post on the line of railway between Burlington and Highgate, | 
Vt. 
The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committee | Abbott, 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- | Bacon, 
naentaell » eaten nei ll ata + . itn | Brawley, 
panying report, ordered to be printed. Davis. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. It occurs to me that this bill requires no 
appropriation whatever and should go to the House Calendar. 
The SPEAKER. Does it not provide for the purchase of a yg 
Bile? ie et : | Bergen, 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not provide for the purchase of a | Bingham, 
site, but does provide for the acceptance of a site. It provides | Blanchard, 
also for the erection of buildings out of any appropriation here- | ee 
after to be made; but it occurred to me that it contained no ap- | Breckinridge, Ark 
propriation directly or indirectly. Brosius, 
The SPEAKER. Possibly it may involve a charge on the | ert oe J 
Treasury. ‘The Chair will examine the bill. | Burrows, 
The bill was subsequently referred to the Committee of the | Cable. 
Whole on the state of the Union. feats 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. a 
Mr. OUTHWAITE (when the call of committees had been | Cheatham, 
concluded). I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- Cuiomena 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further con- | Clark, Wyo 
sideration of House bill No. 4636—the Military Academy appro- | Clarke, Ala 
priation bill. Pending that motion I ask unanimous consent joe 
that the order of the House, made yesterday, for the yeas and | Cowles, 
nays on the motion to limit debate in Committee of the Whole | Crain, 
be vacated, and that the House agree to a limitation of twenty jae — 
minutes’ debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments 
thereto. 
; The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the : , 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consid- | For this day: 
: eration of general appropriation bills; and pending that motion | 
asks unanimous consent that the order made yesterday for the | 
yeas and nays be vacated, and that debate in the Committee of | 
the Whole on the pending paragraph of the Military Academy 
appropriation bill and all amendments thereto be limited to | 
twenty minutes. Is there objection? | ms § 
Mr. WALKER. I object. | Until further 
TheSPEAKER. Objection being made, the Clerk will call the | 
roll. Gentlemen who favor limiting debate to one minute when 
the House shall again resolve itself into the Committee of the | 
Whole for the consideration of House bill No. 4636 will, when | 
their names are called, vote aye; those opposed vote no. | 
The q tion was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— | 
yeas 206, nays 16, not voting 109; as follows: 
YEAS—206 
Alderson Capehart, Cummings, 
Allen Caruth, Daniel, 
Amerman dge, Ky. Catching De Armond, 
Andrew Cate, De Forest, 
Arnold Causey, Dickerson, 
i Atkinson sroderick, Clancy, Dixon, 
3 sabbitt Brookshire, Clover, Doan, 
‘ Bailey srown, Cobb, Ala Dockery, 
f Baker Bryan Cobb, Mo Dungan, 
ie is Bankhead Buchanan. Va Coburn, Durborow, 
‘Ba! Bartine Bullock Cockran, Edmunds, 
i) Beemat Bunting Coolldge, Pnlis 
iB ) Be Iknap Buse j ! ooper, Ey loe, i Mr. STUMP. 
) Beltzhoover Bushnell Covert, Epes, 
de Bentley, Boser, = 
¥ land, 1 ’ Ox, Lent relows ‘ ary 
Bi B ount, Byrns, Crawford, Fithian, The SPEAKER. 
yi) Bowers Cadmus Crosby Flick, 
fs 
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mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to further 
consider appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. MCCREARYy in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the Military Academy appropriation bill. 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto is limited to one 
minute. 

Mr. CROSBY. Mr. Chairman, asa member of the Committee 
on Military Affairs I desire to state to the members of this House 
some of the reasons why I believe that the present bill, which is 

ending before this committee, is wise and judicious, and should 
be sustained upon the floor of this House, notwithstanding the 
attacks which have been made upon it by Democratic members 
as well as by Republican members of this body. I desire to state 
to our Democratic friends on this side of the House that I be- 
lieve as firmly as any man in a wise and judicious economy in 
public expenditure. 

I believe in that kind of economy, however, which the intelli- 
gent people of this country will commend and indorse; and I can 
not give my assent to that policy which is in the line of cutting 
down expenditures here merely for political effect. I believe in 
standing up for that which is Just and wise in the matter of ap- 
propriations, not only with regard to the Military Academy, but 
with regard to every other appropriation that may come before 
this House. And let me say to the members of this body that 
the Committee on Military Affairs have given this bill a very 
careful consideration. They have cut it down wherever it could 
be cut down properly. 

In the bill which is reported to the House they have reduced 
the estimates of the War Department nearly $60,000. Inaddition 


to that this House has cut down the bill of the committee nearly | 


$60,000 more. In other words, Mr. Chairman, there has been 
from the estimates of the War Department a reduction on a $500,- 
000 bill of nearly $120,000, and we have been so solicitous and so 


anxious toserve what is believed to be the interest of true econ- | 
omy by the majority of the members of this House that we have | 


cut off appropriations which at another time would seem to be 
eminently proper and wise. 

We have gone so far as to leave off everything in the matter 
of new appropriations that could possibly be eliminated from the 
bill, and that was not, in our judgment, absolutely essential. We 
have cut down the appropriations for the salaries of men who are 
drawing but a thousand or twelve hundred dollars a year so as to 
conform the bill, as we believed, to the views of the majority of 
the members of this House. 

Notwithstanding all these reductions in the estimate of the 
War Department, we are met by opposition of members who say 
that the appropriations for the Military Academy are reduced 
because they are larger than the appropriations for this same in- 
stitution last year, and this statement is made without regard to 
the circumstances of the case or the needs of the Academy. As 
a Democratic member of this House I believe that instead of tak- 
ing as our guide in voting upon this appropriation what the ac- 
tion of the last and previous Congresses has been, we should care- 
fully study the needs of the institution and decide whether or 
not the estimate is in excess of what is reasonably required to 
conduct the Academy in a proper and economical manner. 

The wise policy of the National Government in maintaining 
with all its efficiency and vigor this most valuable institution 
can not, I assume, be questioned. I doubt if there is a gentle- 
man upon the floor of this House who would say that it should 
be abolished. It became a part of our system of government 
nearly a century ago, and, so far I know, has received fair treat- 
ment by every preceding Congress. Why, then, should we of 
the Fifty-second Congress pursue a different policy, and attempt 
to impuir the usefulness of this institution which contributes so 
much to the safety of the nation by giving us every year young 
men as graduates trained in the art of war who, wherever they 
have been given the opportunity, have distinguished themse’ves 
by their proficiency, their bravery, and their+patriotism, and 
contributed very greatly to that large measure of liberty which 
we to-day enjoy. 

Notwithstanding the character of this institution and its value 
to the National Government, we hear the cry on the floor of the 
House that the appropriations ought to be cut down: and why, 
Mr. Speaker? Not, I submit, because they are unwise or ex- 
travagant, but simply to conform to the popular cry of retrench- 
ment and reduction in public expenditures, and because certain 
gentlemen desire to geta little notoriety as ‘‘watch dogs” of the 
Treasury. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that a sense of duty and right will 


Debate on the | 


and we may be certain that no parsimonious and ill-advised re- 
ductions in appropriations for necessary purposes will be sanc- 
tioned or approved by the American people; nor will our con- 
stituents be misled by any clap-trap by which the usefulness and 
efficiency of our most valuable institutions are crippled and 
impaired. The intelligent people of the country will not be de- 
ceived, and you may be sure will not indorse that sort of econ- 
omy. 

After the most careful consideration of the bill by the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs it was determined to reduce the esti- 


/ ; | commend itself to my judgment, and let me say, Mr. ¢ 
actuate my course in this and all other matters of appropriations, |! rather than attempt to carry on the Military 


mate, as made by the Secretary of War, $53,535, and yet the 
opposition say that the amounts included in this appropriation 
for the next fiscal year must be reduced because they are in ex- 
cess of the estimates in the bill of last year. In answer to that 
charge, I challenge any gentleman upon the floor of the House 
to point out asingle item which is in itself unnecessary or ex- 
travagant. On the other hand, let me say that the only item of 
importance which has been attacked is the item 

For enlarging and increasing gas plant and for placinga 
With side light in each cadet room, to be immediately 
proval of this act, $50,000. 


two-light pendant 
available upon ap- 


This expenditure was recommended by the Secretary of War, 
in response to an inquiry made by the committee through Gen. 
WHEELER. The letter of the Secretary of War was as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. ( 

Sir: Referring to the call at the Department of Hon. JOSEPH WHEELER, 
of your committee, in regard to the propriety of inserting in the estimates 
for the United States Military Academy at West Point for the next fiscal 
year, an item making an appropriation for the extension of the gas plant at 
that institution, I have the honor to advise you that this subject was fully 


Jan uary 23, 1892 


treated in the last annual report of the superintendent of the Academy,who 
recommended that an appropriation of 8,000 be made for the purpose of 
carrying out a proposed plan for providing better lighting facilities, which 
} he remarked Was a very important and almost absolutely necessary im- 
| provement. 
I heartily concur in the views of the superintendent, and recommend that 
the appropriation asked for be granted. 
Very respectfully, 
S. B. ELKINS 
Secretary of War 
To the CHAIRMAN Of the Committee on Military Affairs 
House of Kepresentatives. 
The committee also desire to call tothe attention of the House 


in this connection the report of the superintendent of the Mili- 
tary Academy, showing the importance of this expenditure: 


During past years great complaint has been made of the character f licht 
| furnished cadets for studying at night, and in my last annual report | sub 
mitted a plan and estimate for a complete electric light and power plant for 


this post. 
This plan did not meet with favorable consideration, and no action was 
taken upon my recommendation. 


During the past year the post surgeon has recommended the use of 















for studying in a number of cases of cadets, and at the medical examination 

of the graduating classin June, the surgeon informed me that the eyes of 

nearly every graduate were more or le congested: nineteen of the voung 

gentlemen failed to come up to the requirements of the War Depart ent as 

to vision, and six failed to read the test type at three-fourths the juired 

distance. In every instance the young gentlemen complained that the diff 
ity had commenced since they entered the Military Academ) 

The gas furnished for the use of the post is reported by the professor of 
chemistry, who tests it frequently, as of excellent quality Owing t ome 
bad coal furnished by the contractor, it ntained more or less sulj ron 
two or three occasions during the year 

The gas jet used in barracks is what is known as the bat-wir burner 
placed upon an arm 10 inches long, projecting directly from 
wall of the room and over the table Two cadets, one on each e of tl 
table, study by this light, which is not only of insuff p 
out so much heat near the head of the studenta 
comfortable 

In order to furnish a better lig I propose ne ! is pla 1 
ciently to furnish a full supply for all bi on p and to ] I 
every room 1n DarrackKs a piain iron cha er witl y rn ind 
lrop light This chande will be in tl iter oft 

r the table so that the cadets can st itd I 

An estimate of *48.000 i ubmitted for the purpo 

] 
plan, and I earne urge that an n be 
portant and, I may say, almost ab ury 

In view of the facts as presented to the committee on this sub- 
ject, and which seem to be admitted (ut least nobody on t} loor 
of the House has denied the truth of the statements contained in 
the letter of the Secretary of War and in the report of 
perintendent), the Committeeon Military Affairs deemed this« 
of the most necessary approp tions to be made, because it a; 
pears that on account of the defective lighting of the ro vhere 
the students must study the eyesight of nearly every ce ast 

| year was injured, and undoubtedly unless this defect is dily 
remedied most serious results are sure to follow. 

Mr. Chairman, can the members of the House allow this cone 
tion of affairs at West Point to exist, and refuse to make a prop 
expenditure so that the cadets may have a good light while pur- 
suing their studies? Or shall we say tothem and tothe country 


‘* We can give you nohelp; the Government of the United States 
is too poor to give you the relief you seek, for this Congres 

pledged to economy andreform.” That kind of economy does not 
nairman 
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@ parsimonious manner as is suggested, by which its usefulness 
ana ¢ i Vv, 4 i the health o be severely 
affe 4 tll [ bel \ it should be 
closed ul § 1 time as it can be conducted in a liberal and 
de« t un 
Now, J Cha 1a th for the appropriation for the gas 
Pp ¢ W hat else do tl opy nents oft 1 ~ bil oO ject to? They 
al t to thaex iditure of $1.500 with which to purchase a new 
| nting ress, & tnat the cadets c i do thelr own printing 
The present press in use there was old and second-hand when it 
was ‘ l several years ago. it has now become s0 worn 
out that it is practically useless, and when it is desired to re- 
place it with a new one, th cry goes up that Congress should 
Pp ~ ) i L ) suc profligate extravaganc 
Again, objection has bet made that the appropriation for one 
hundred saddle cloths is toolarge. Other objections of a similar 
character have been made to the bill as reported by the commit- 
te | ! oO to rev! them all in detail, because they 
ha s n thisdebate, and much time has been wasted 
on tl co ati 
) s { ( der the rules of the 
Hy ( ‘ mak ates, have acted consci 
en us e] S ¢ eD mocratic policy of retren - 
D e are } d to by the passage of the Holma 
resolutio It is the ox al tion for us to consider wheth« 
or not ¥ ‘ em a sef I ( the o 
ins t | ! [ States, or whether we will 
supp t i susta ya a i oO iatlo in tl Saint 
mani as SII l $ i I tained 1n every Clv1 a 
count ) ice of the ob | have a special pride i 
An in institutions, and, asa D wrat, | protest against the 
injus ’ attem] to one to this Military Acad- 
‘ 
( in, f yt 4 sense, as itseems to me, a p 
: so considered, as is insinuated 
) t ) se the passage of ‘ 
1 1) it to this Ho 
a i a a yVoLw chare Democra 
y f 1 = } < 
4 Sik I be ~ 1 eT 
ar ‘ } ( { ( mitt ( M ta 
A ( % ‘ i = al Ow 
bi 
oO rrour oO wit. that S 
’ 7 } \ wor w? - ~ 
0 ‘ i oO ( l i I I 
] \ | ( ( ite § rs 4 
Oo LA ostand by the report of 
t ‘ 1 ’ 1 institutior ¥ has 
a ‘ rr ¢ ( ] ia century Do ) 
] ( t give its aid and enc age- 
J I l \ca l of t] thousat Ss 
+3 \ te « » 
\ ( Tavest al DeST S i 
A ‘ ) rs no pot Ca 
I ti esult Of man A 
h iffo neg rail 
4, | ( 1 that may 
] ‘ I 3s Cor VTress Ca 
nt ( rr’ é and de ns l 
a 
ol i e ir pri of infe 
al t vi ») the Ameri- 
Ct i Li 3 heir effi- 
l Lil {) ne ¢ I 
{ ‘ r 5 ol 1 atn oT <« ] any 
( of « a {or 
{ t. W and dis 
l ( ‘ sion upo s and 
1 0 ie ] ding bD 
m 
\ ) ra a l 
p le! j aus ( 
\ ’ ul I ( t n ( l 
\ i I t} to Strike « i ( s 
» iVal la. Mr ( A I i A i ilim> ‘ 
I ( iry Affairs to ( \ en to 
=} l pag 0 of ‘ ) 

‘ L wt l Ke tO ask the go 1 mal fr \ - 
bi any different purpose is contemplated 
] é 16 of t l, lines 22 and 23 
. wh sewsysee re 

\ on pa 20 
I irface drainage, and for modernizing, as 
far l the barracks for enlisted men. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
man, is to be 
purpose. 

Mrs HOLMAN. I renew the motion to strike out. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. WHEELER of Alabama) there 
were—ayes 108, noes 59. 

So the motion to strike out was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr.Chairman,I move thatthe 
committee do now rise and report the bill, with the amendments, 
to the House, with the recommendation that the bili as amended 
do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. MCCREARY reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 4636) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1593, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
with sundry amendments, and with the recommendation that as 
amended it do pass. 

Che SPEAKER. TheClerk willreportthe amendments. The 
Chair will ask if a separate vote is desired on the amendments. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendments be voted upon all at once. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire a separate vote. 

Mr. REED. A separate vote is asked for. 

The SPEAKER. A separate vote being demanded, the Clerk 
Ww report the first amendment. 


This, I will state to the gentle- 
used for a different purpose; an entirely different 





The Clerk read as follows: 


Pa » Strike out ne 15 ar 6. insert t} 





i I wo clerks, one to t 


> quartermaster and « » the adjutant, 82,000." 


‘he amendment was agreed to. 














I 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
( vage 6, in li rike out the words “five hundred dollars” and insert 
r th ords “‘two hundred and fift 
I amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The (¢ k read as follows 
( \ ) i ‘s ne Ol iin 
1 4 
Mr. REED Wha e the lines stri 1 out? 
Che ( c read as s 
i p ot pe e ul i i¢ ul 
l WH LER of Alabama. I¢ vious questi 
a)? TTI ia T TS 
' s que n was ord 
T) SPEAKER. The questior on agreeing to th 
< ni » “« po ( 
Tl amend! it Was agreed 
r SPEAKER Che Cler 0 he! amendment 
r ( as follows 
Oo ; 1 ) ce if i Ss ana 
quest elng taker | » er é yume i that the ayes 
On a di unde ry WALKI the) a 
LO4 ‘ ; 
\ REED I is a quo 1 pi nt 
| SPEAKER. Thea | t. The gentleman does not 
ake the ] it of no quorum The Clerk will report the ne 
Q dr 
1" a 
= rk ¥ I ort the ne imendm«¢ 
( l z ml) ma i 
Mr. MALLORY. Isimply call attention to fact that t 
is a mistake in that ite: 
The SPEAKER Vas i roperly reported by the € 
M MALLORY. No, sir: but we struck out $1,000, an 
should be fourteen thousand instead of fifteen thousand. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the correction w 
be made by the Clerk. 
There was no objection. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On] e 16, in line 14, strike out the words “one thousand two hundred 
‘ and insert ‘‘one hundred dollars.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. | Poa Hopkins, ] 
The Clerk read as follows: ee 


On page 17, after the word “dollars,” in line 2, add the words ‘‘to be paid | E , 
out of the rent of said hotel; and the superintendent of the Military Academy | Flicl Johns I ( la ‘ 
be and is hereby authorized to repair the plumbing of the West Point Hotel | I t ; ae . s 





from the rent of said hotel. } Gre Jo Pp q 
The amendment was agreed to. i Oo} - ona ( \ 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report th xt amendment. | Het ‘tw. tes ; 
The Clerk read as follows: Het L Ala 
On page 17 strike « i 13, 14, 15, and 16 and insert f ving F o 7 M : : Vast 
electric-light plant for . cadet barracks, 90.540 H N. 3 M 
Mr. BOWERS. Mr. aker, I call for the yeas and nays on | H 


that amendment. iran aii 
The question being taken on the demand for the yeas and nays n : D 
The SPEAKER. Twenty-eight in the affirmative—a sufficient | Bela n S 
number in the opinion of the Chair—and the yeas and nays are | Beree? yun] Mc} S 
ordered. fea - te 
Mr. OUTHWAITE demanded the other side. Bout I C cs 
Mr. RICHARDSON. How many voted? ¢ 
The SPEAKER. Twenty-eight voted, one-fifth of those who} , oa 
voted on the division: but 28 not being one-fifth of a quorum, the ; ‘ N. J i : W.A 
ventleman from Ohio demands a count of the otl Burl 
Chair will order it. i re = 7 a 
The SPEAKER then announced 142 in the negative. N pP 
Mr. BOWERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would | (28pm. Van J 
like toinquire if the yeas and nays were not ordered. Colarn. ae . 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so announced, that the yeas and | Cochkra H Pri A 
nays were ordered, but the ventleman demanded a count of t ; ‘ 
other side: whereupon the Chair has counted the other sid ( 
One hundred and forty-two gentlemen have arisen in the nega- | ‘ N L p A ™ 
tive, opposing the yeas and nays. Twenty-eight gentlemen | \\ 
arisen in favor of the yeas and nays and 142 gent 1en Oppos D 
the yeasand nays. That is nota sufficient number Danie 
Mr. WALKER. I call for tellers on the demand for yeas and ¢ 


her side, an 








So e ame ( a av ( . 
nays. Mr MARTT? ’ ~ , ‘ 
Mr. REED. Tellers are asked for on the yeas and nays. Th. ADEAI : 
. 2 wre . ° ‘ . . . Line si \ ‘ 1 
The SPEAKER. The rule requires a certain number to de- ! 
5 . - - Lal A vas 
mand tellers. One-fifth of a quorum may demand tellers und: MM ATA PDT 
’ ° ‘ “ > Pr. SLATS ‘ t 
the rule. As many as are in favor of taking this vote by te ; prs ; 
° . 1 $ . 4: . | aS < RR / : 
will rise and remain standing until they are counted. 
The question being taken on the demand for tellers, ther 
34 in the affirmative. TA ; 
rrr . 2 rmNYM ‘ * . . 9 i ) i 
The SPEAKER. A s cient number, and the vote w " Mr. EI at , 
: m +1 ° ° ° . Vil i 4luls V it si) 
taken by tellers. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentl wn ? 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER| and the gentle ( . V4 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. eee 
The tellers reported 55 in the affirmative on the demand fo1 nm, EA » 
ss | I rN \ ! ) 
the yeas and nays. Che ¢ 
So the veas and nays were ordered. 
Che amendment was again reported ; 
: : ce = . Mr W 2 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 73, Mir. VV \LRER 
not voting 103, as follows: the SPEAKER ) 
YEAS—155 he question was ta 
Clarke, Ala Harte! Patte1 ren The Cler} f 
Clover, Hatch Payl 
Cc b, Ala Heard, Pear 
Cobb, Mo. Hemphill Per | 
Coolidge, Holman, Ray nm ( 
‘ y . } ‘ < >i t 
Cooper, Johnsto ( Re : 
Covert, J Ri ! 
Cox, Tenn Kem, Re t La 
Crawford, Kendall Sayer KWIINSO 
Culberson, Ketcham See 
r Cummings, Kilgor St 
Davis, Kribbs Sir ; a 
! ) | 
De Armond, Lagan, Sr gr i >t i 
De Forest, Lane sper! I 
Dickerson Lawson, Va Sprir I I" 
ry Law Ga St : 
Lay St A 3 
: Leste St 
re, KY Lew St 
Litt St : . 
Livit t St 5 ‘ I 
Li sa 
L Te 
Va Mallory ; 
McA r l } j 
Mc lar ru y 
McC W 
an. Ww R 
M Weadoct ‘ 
M W ,M 
ulner, Monte Vi 3 ° | > 
Goodnight Moot W is, N.C s eee 
Gorman, Mose W lam I . , i 
Grady, Norton W n, \ [ 
Hall, Oat \\ \\ 
Hallowell, O’Ferrall Win : 
Halvorsen, O'Neil, Ma Ww t ocrat s 
Hare, Otis, Youma! | _ WA (ER | pen 
Harries Parrett | spr A | I 
| i \ rs 4 
NAYS—73 ly ’ 
: 5 ‘ 
Andre Barwicg. Broderi | . =P A . 
Atkinso1 Belknap Cable, me wiles“ 
Babbitt Bowers, Causey, Ll y 1 » oO [ 
Bartine Brickner, Cheatham, want 
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mr 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. WALKER. I call for a division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 119. 
Mr. WALKER. I think there is no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. 
f 


fuse to adjourn. 


10 irn or re } 


[Laughter and applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. | 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 





1@ question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
* Pee ae 





third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and, 
being engrossed. was read the third time, and passed. 

On mo of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speake 
; ’ +44 
I 


BUSINESS. 
‘move that the House resolve it- 


ee of the Whole for the 


self into Comn consideration of bills 
on the Private Calendar. 

Th motion Was acre ed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole, Mr. Hatcu in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the 
W hole, under the House, 
on the Private Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Committee of the 


order of the for consideration of bills 








Be it enacted, etc.- That the claim of Louisa Q. Lovell, Antonio Q. Lovell, 
Rosalie Q. Duncan, F. Q. Ogden, and F. Q. Ogden, trustee. as set forth in 
their petition filed in the Court of Claims November 1871. for wood and use 
of the real estate therein described, be. and the same is hereby. referred to 
said court, to hear, try, and determine the same according to law and equity, 
as if the same Was not barred by any statute of limitations or jurisdiction 
and to render judgment forthe fair and reasonable value of the wood and 
rental of said premises while the same were under the control of the United 
States officer ind the evidence hereto taken and filed in said court in 
cause numbered 6394. which was dismissed for want jurisdiction, may be 
read in evidence ont trial of said claim, togeth With such further evi 
dence assaid rima the United States may takeinrelat to said claim. 


The CHAIRMAN. Theg 


itleman from Tennessee 


LOE], who reported this } to the House, is entitled to recogni- 
tion under the rule. 
Mr. ENLOE. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 


CATCHINGS]}. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
remarks in behalf of this bill, which was introduced by myself. 
The claimants are heirs of Gen. John A. Quitman, who resided 
in the State of Mississippi at the time of his death. He had 
been at one time governor of that State, and during the war 
with Mexico was very distinguished in the Army. The claim- 
ants in this case were partly minors at the time this claim orig- 
inated, and those who were adults were women: so that no man 
volved in the all who could possibly have 

ly, in the war of the rebellion. 


to submit a few 


Ss iT 
i ili 


pat d, 


case at partici- 
directly or 


} 


indirect 
I wish to say in the outset that if it is desired by the commit 
tee that the question of loyalty shall be first determined by the 
Court of Claims, I hav« 


no objection to a suitable amendment 
] that end. 


There is no question in fact as to the loy- 
When the Federal Army occupied the 


and Vicksburg these claimants took 


looking to 
alty of these claimants. 
territory around Natch« 


+} +) 


ty or allegiance (or whatever the oath may have 
been called at that time). and there is no question that they were 
1 


the oath of loya 








loyal when ths ran, during the war, and at its termina- 
tion. Therefor ve no objection to having an amendment 
inserted which shall require them, as a condition precedent to 
mitting thei 1 to the Court of Claims, to prove and estab- 

sh their loyalty to the satisfaction of that court. 

Ch Mi , was of thischaracter. As the heirs 
of Gen. Quitman the vere the owners of a large plantation, situ- 
ated in Warren County, Mis They had leased this plantation 
for the ar 1865 to a man named Warwick. But notwithstand- 
ing this lease, and notwithstanding the fact that the lessee had 
entered into possession and had made preparations to cultivate 
the plantation that year, the agents of what I believe was known 


a4 
abl 


that time as the Freedmen’s Bureau took forcible possession 
of the plantation, ousted the lessee of his possession, and leased 
out the land to freedmen, as they were then called. It is a fact 
that the Government received, in the shape of rent, from these 
freedmen, put by it upon this plantation, the sum of $15,000 in 
eash, which money, as I understand, was paid into the Treasury. 

The claimants think, and I agree with them, that they have a 
strong equitable case for reimbursement; at least for what would 
be a reasonable rent for the use of the plantation for that year. 
They were loyal citizens. They were in quiet and peaceful pos- 
session of their property. They had made a valuable lease of it 


to a gentleman named Warwick, who had entered into posses- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| the Court of Claims for adjudication. 
It does not require a quorum either to ad- | 


FEBRUARY 12, 


sion under the lease, and Mr. Warwick, their lessee, was turned 
out by force, the Government occupied the property or leased it 
out to freedmen, and received, in the form of rent, some $15,000. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, is designed to send this question to 
Something was said by my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] on last Friday about the long 


| delay that seemed to have attached in the prosecution of this 


claim. I desire to state that there has been no delay. These claim- 
ants instituted a suit in the Court of Claims many years ago, but 
the court dismissed the claim because it said it had no jurisdic- 


tion. 


They had no contract with the Government, express or im- 
plied, and the suit which was brought by them was necessarily 
an action sounding in tort, and it is well settled by numerous de- 
cisions that an actionof tort can not be brought against the Gov- 
ernment. Sothesuit which they had instituted, and which they 
had supported by a large mass of testimony, was dismissed by 
the Court of Claims upon the ground that it was an action sound- 
ing in tort, and that such an action could not be maintained 
against the Government of the United States. Being dismissed 
from the Court of Claims in this manner, they presented their 
claim to Congress, and it was referred, upon the report of the 


| Committee on War Claims, to the Court of Claims under what 


was known as the Bowman act. 
claim. 


The court again dismissed the 
saying that under the Bowman act it was expressly ex- 
cluded in terms from considering any question which pertained 
to the occupation of property by the Federal Army or any of its 
azencies during the war. So the claimants have now come to 
Congress, and if this bill is not passed. or something equivalent 
to it, these people, who undoubtedly have a just and equitable 
claim, must go without remedy. There is no court, and there 
never has been any court, having jurisdiction to try this claim. 
Now, the proposition of this bill is, that the claim shall be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, and that that court shall have 
jurisdiction to take the testimony and to pass upon the merits or 


| demerits of the case. 


(Mr. En- | 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
y at this point? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I see this bill provides that the evi- 
dence taken in another case shall be used in this case before the 
court, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Is the gentleman acquainted with 
that evidence? Does he know how it was taken, and whether it 
be competent evidence or not? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Then I suggest that there be an 
amendment to this bill providing that the evidence shall be used 
so far as the same shall be found competent. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no objection to that amendment. 
I will state in reply to the inquiry of my friend from Ohio that 
the testimony referred to in the bill was taken on the supposi- 
tion that thecourt did have jurisdiction. The claimants and the 
Government appeared by counsel, there was examination and 
cross-examination, and the testimony was taken in accordance 
with the due forms of legal procedure. I had assumed that per- 
haps the court would not take cognizance of this testimony un- 
less it was found to be legal and competent and sufficient. 

[ do not know, Mr. Chairman, that I need say any more at this 
time. It seems to me that this is a meritorious claim. There is 
no doubt that these claimants were loyal citizens. There is no 
doubt that they were the owners of this plantation and are to this 
day. There is no doubt that they had effected a valuable lease 
with this Mr. Warwick for the year 1865. There is no doubt that 
the Government forcibly ousted the lessee from possession, so that 
these parties received no rent for that year. There is no doubt 
that the Government itself leased this property to freedmen. 
There is no doubt that the Government collected the sum of 
$15,000, which was paid into the Treasury, as the proceeds of the 
rent of this property. 

Mr. KILGORE and Mr. O’FERRALL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi[Mr. 
CATCHINGS] yield? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
at a time. 

Mr. KILGORE. As I understand, it is alleged in this report, 
and it is proposed to prove before the court, that these people 
were loyal to the Government throughout the war—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Unquestionably. 

Mr. KILGORE. That they never rendered any aid or com- 
fort to the enemies of the Federal Government during the war? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Imake thestatement that these claimants 


Wil’ the gentleman permit an in- 


quiry 


Yes, sir; I yield toeither gentleman—one 


were loyal to the Government during the whole period of the 
war, and I am perfectly content that there shall be incorporated 
in this bill an amendment making it a condition precedent that 
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the parties shall establish that fact to the satisfaction of the 
Court of Claims before the court shall take jurisdiction at all. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did I not understand the gentleman from 
Mississippi to say that these claimants took the oath of alle- 
giance to the Federal Government after the Federal army went 
into that vicinity? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I did so state, and I state it again. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Why, I took that oath myself a dozen times. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I stated that these parties were foratime | 


within the Confederate lines; but as soon as the Federal authori- 
ties came down there and occupied that portion of the country 
they submitted to these persons the oath of allegiance, as they 
did to all others who desired to take it. That was intended, as | 
understand, to furnish these people evidence to all Federal 
troops that they were loyal citizens. Loyal citizens during the 
war were accustomed to take that oath wherever they had an 
opportunity to do so. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, the statement was made 
that after this plantation had been leased it was taken from the 
lessee by Federal authorities, or by authority of the Freedmen’s 
Bureau, and that the Government collected $15,000 rent. Now, 
the claim in this case, as I understand, is for 1,000 cords of wood 
taken off the place, the wood being valued at $4 per cord. This 
is the claim upon which the parties seek to recover in the Court 
of Claims, is it not? The claim for rent, as I understand, does 
not figure in this bill at all. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, the gentleman is entirely mistaken. | 


The thousand cords of wood are a mere incident to the claim. 
The substance of this claim is for the use and occupation of that 
property by the Government or under its authority. 

Mr. KILGORE. Under what act do you propose to refer this 
matter to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I am proposing to pass a special act. | 
am sorry that my friend from Texas has not listened to what I 
said. 

Mr. KILGORE. [I understood the gentleman to say that the 


act; that the Bowman act prohibits that court from taking juris- 


| 


tain the consideration of the claim. 


claim was referred to the Court of Claims by direction of the 
Committee on War Claims, supposing that court might have 
jurisdiction of the claim under the provisions of the Bowman 
act. But the court again dismissed it, stating that the Bowman 
act expressly excluded it from consideration by that court. So, 
Mr. Chairman, having no other remedy, having exhausted all 
means of securing a proper hearing in the case, they come neces- 
sarily to throw themselves upon the mercy of Congress. The 
effect, as | have already stated, of the passage of the bill will be 
to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims in this particular 
case, whereas it has not now jurisdiction to take up and enter- 

It seems to me that the case is one that ought to commend it- 
self to the judgment and consideration of the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. It is intended, I believe, to remove the bar 
of limitation? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There is no statute of limitation against 
a claim of this character. There is no court in which it could 
have been heard. 

Mr.O’FERRALL. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to me for a few moments? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr.O°FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, as stated by the gentleman 


| from Mississippi, this claim does not come within the provisions 


of the Bowman act, which confers jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine acertain class of cases. The pur- 
pose of the billis to give special relief and to confer special juris- 
diction on the Court of Claims. 

Now, sir, Ido not know but that I should be perfectly willing 
to vote for the bill if it could be amended in this particular; that 


| is to say, that the court may pass upon the facts involved in the 


diction of any case arising out of use and occupation of real | 
estate by the Federal Army; that the court could not have juris- | 


diction of any claim for damages to real estate by the Federal 
Army; that it could not have jurisdiction of any claim in case of 
the disloyalty of the claimant; and the case could not go to that 
court under the Tucker act because the court is specially pro- 
hibited from taking jurisdiction under that act of any of these 
cases known as ‘‘ war claims.” 

Mr. CATCHINGS. What question did my friend from Texas 
wish to ask me? 

Mr. KILGORE. 
of these people 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is exactly what I propose. 

Mr. KILGORE. Who demonstrated their loyalty after the 
Federal Army got possession of that country and never before. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, I yielded for a question and not for 
a speech. 

Mr. KILGORE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. May I ask the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi a question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. This bill proposes to refer this claim 
to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Now, does it propose to refer only this 
special case or this special transaction to that court, or does it 


Now you propose to pass a special law in favor 





case and report its: findings to Congress, and then let Congress 
pass upon the questions involved. 

| am opposed to the provision which allows the court to enter 
judgment. [representa great many claims scattered all through 


| the Shenandoah Valley, where a large number of people having 
case could not go to the Court of Claims under the Bowman | 


similar claims lived, and who were loyal citizens, as they claim, 
during the war, and I have no doubt that in many instances they 
were just as loyal as the claimants named in the pending bill. But 
they are only allowed, under the provisions of the Bowman act, to 


present their claims to the Court of Claims. That court must, 


| under the provisions of that act, first pass upon the question of 


up in this case, whereas in all of these cases 


open that court generally for actions of tort arising in this way? | 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, no, sir: it has reference only to this 
special case. ; 

Mr. DICKERSON. 
the statute of limitations? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iam asked by my friend from Kentucky 


Does this bill propose to suspend or waive | 


(and Iam very glad he has asked the question) whether this bill | 


proposes tosuspend the statute of limitations. I answer that it 
does not, because there never was any statute running against a 
case of this sort. 
could have been sued upon; and as a matter of course no statute 
of limitations has ever run against it. 


The case is exactly as I have stated it. If we are not to have 


There has never been acourtin which this claim | 


the sort of relief here asked, then these people must goabsolutely | 


without remedy. There has never been a court in which they 
could present their claim for consideration. They have made 
every effort to have their claim considered. When they insti- 


tuted suit in the Court of Claims, as I have already stated, the | 


court dismissed the case for want of jurisdiction, declaring that | Army occupied the premises of many people, and that this 


it was an action sounding in tort, and that the Government could | is a claim for rental value, as I understand it, and, as the gentl 


not be sued in actions of that sort. 
They then came to Congress, as I have already stated, and the 


loyalty itself, that being a jurisdictional fact, and then if loyalty 
be established, whether the goods were taken for the : . 
use of the Army, and, if so, to ascertain their value. 
This bill is designed to go still further and make fish of one 
and fowl of another: to give to these particular parties this right 
toa hearing before the court and allow judgment to be entered 


necsssary 


in the Shenandoah 
Valley and other sections of the South which suffered by the war, 


| all that the court can do is to report its findings to Congress for 


final determination: it can not render judgments. 

[ do not read this bill as the gentleman from Mississippistates 
it. He says, as I understand him, that it is for the rental of this 
property. The report shows, and the bill itself shows, that itis 
for wood taken and for rental combined. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Istatedthat. I stated, however, thatthe 
wood was a mere incident in connection with the claim; in othe 
words, that it formed the smallest part of the claim. I stated 
that fact expressly. I did not misstate a single particular in re- 
card tothe claim. The main cause of action is rent, and the cut- 
ting and destruction of this wood is a mere incident. 

Mr.O’FERRALL. Then, if it is the purpose and object of this 
bill to secure compensation for the use and occupation of this 
property by the Federal Army—in other words, if the court is to 
be authorized to enter a judgment for the rental value of prem- 
ises occupied by the Federal troops during the war, then | give 
notice that if this bill shall become a law it will open a perfect 
flood gate of claims of this character, coming up from parties al- 
leging loyalty from all parts of the country occupied by the Army 
from 1861 to 1865, because it is well known, Mr. Chairman, that 
in all parts of the Southern country farms were occupied by the 
troops and wood was cut, and there will be just as good grounds 
for submitting claims in each one of those cases and insisting 
payment as in the present one. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. O°FERRALL. Certainly. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Did the Government occu] 
plantation in the State of Virginia during the war and rent it 
out to tenants, collecting the rent itself, and turning it into the 
Treasury? 

Mr. OFERRALL. 


ipon 


py anybody's 


I do not know, sir: but I know that 


man states, to a large extent. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. My friend from Virginia has not yet un- 
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dersto rpose and ve Of this bill. lL recognize the fact 
that t ( tir prosecution of the war had occupied, | 
bv 1 i ert ces, all through the Southern country, lands be- 
lonving to private individuals. But the Government has settled 
in a t ( s the question that it would not pay for such 
or ation. I do not propose any such action, and | am pre- 
i tO vot i st any such proposition whe n it comes up. } 
ut tl in entirely different case. This is a case where the | 
G nt to possession of the property and leased it, or 
} t out to tenants, « ecting the rent itself and turning the | 
} ( ! [reas ry. My friend has nos ich case in the | 
St: of ia. There nev was such a case there. It could 
not have aris xcept in some Southern State where the Freed 
I 3B Luu rated. There is, therefore, no parallelism what- | 
ever between this case and anything in Virginia. 
D O’FERRALL. Iam very glad to hav that explanation 
fr the ntleman from Mississippi. If that is the true intent 
of the D of « my remarks d ot apply i 
ask ti entleman whether he is willing to put thisona foot- 
i h the claims presented under the Bowman act; that is, 
toa co 0 pass upon t oyalty of the claimants? 
CATCHINGS stated tha 
O RRALL \nd then make a report to the House and | 
let the House determine what shall be done? If such an amend- | 
I t is made | 1all vote for the bill. 
. CATCHINGS. I stated that I was perfectly willing that 
a provision shall be inserted requiring proof of loyalty 
O'FERRALL. I understand that. But under the Bow- 
man act there is something else to be done. Congress has always 
reserved to itself the right to examine the decisions of that court | 
and pass upon its findings. That is all I want here. All I ask | 
is that if this case shall be referred, the court shall make a re- | 
ps as to the facts, and Congress shall then determine whether 
1 facts justify an appropriation or not. Ishall offer an amend- 
ment to that effect: 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman please reduce his 
amel ent to writing? 


ir. COBB of Alabama. I have an amendment [ would like to 


offer and have it read and pending. 

CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
frre \labama [Mr. COBB] that the gentleman from Mississippi 
[M *, CATCHINGS| is still entitled to the floor; but if the gentle- 
1 \ ds for that purpose, the amendment can be read. | 





» to hear the amendment of the 
ir. CATCHINGS. Lyield to my friend from Alabama [Mr. 


Ir. OFERRALL. It may cover the point that I wish to reach 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Alabama indi- 
cate at what point in the bill his amendment is to be inserted ? 
* COBB of Alabama. It is to be added to the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 


ition in the Court of Claims may appeal to the 
I he l ment rendered.’ 

CATCHINGS. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chair- 

vi he gentleman from Texas |Mr. CULBERSON]. 

* CULBERSON. I have a substitute which I wish to offer 


Ss 

















The CHAIRMAN The Clerk will report the substitute. 
6 \ rK ad as {i OWS 
i claim of Louisa Q. Lovell, Antonio Q. Lovell, 
I ie Q. Dut Fr. Q. O ! il’. Q@. Ogden,trustee, as set forth in their 
, Co1 Claims November 23, 1871, for wood and use of 
estat 1erein descri e, and th same is hereby, r« ferred to said 
ind investigate the said claim, and report to Congress its find 
i A i 1 for that purpose is hereby conferred upon said 
( l That said claimantsshall be required to establish their lo 
nait el nd the evidence heretofore taken and filed in 
i 6804, which was dismissed for want of juris 
ti ! «lin evidence so far asthe same may be competent on tl 
t vil é r with such furt! evidence as said claimants <« 
t I it i 
r. CULB SO aker, I would like to modify that 
te \ he testimony heretofore taken sha 
. as lar as the same is competent, in order to meetas - 
ade tome. IwillasktheClerk to modify 
it , 
CHAIRMAN Will the gentleman please indicate at what 
point in t ‘ ite he desires the modificatio1 
Ir. ( LB mSON | wish to insert after the word ‘‘evidene 
the wi s competent 
[ de to say y afew words 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the attention of the 
gentleman froth Texas. The Clerk will again report the sub- 
stitute as modified by the gentleman from Texas. 


| There is no court now, and there has been no court or tribunal 
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The Clerk again reported the substitute. 
The portion referred to as amended reads as follows: 
Which was dismissed for want of jurisdiction, may be read in evidence 


o far as the sar ma e competent on the trial of said claim, etc. 


Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. Speuker, I do not think that Con- 


gress ought to reject this c 





aim, nor do I think that Congress 
should surrender its jurisdiction over it. It is just one of that 
class of claims that finally ought to be adjudicated by Congress. 








within my knowledge heretofore, that has had jurisdiction to 
‘ntertain a suit upon such a claim as this and reach a final judg- 
ment upon it. Certainly the Court of Claims never had, because 
that court is expressly denied jurisdiction in all cases arising out 
of the war. 

Certainly this jurisdiction was never intended to be vested in 
the circuit and district courts of the United States under what 
is known as the Tucker law, because that statute expressly pro- 
vides that neither of those courts shall entertain jurisdiction of 
a war claim. Certainly it was never intended in the Bowman 
act that this class of claims should be finally adjudicated by that 
court, because there is a section in that statute which expressly 
provides that that court shall notentertain jurisdiction over this 
class of claims. 

Now, there never having been a tribunal to ascertain the facts 
in this case, and the Court of Claims having itself rejected it on 
account of a want of jurisdiction, there being no tribunal pro- 
vided for the settlement of claims of this sort, I think that Con- 
gress should, to this extent at least, refer this claim to the Court 
of Claims for the purpose of ascertaining the facts and to report 
those facts to Congress for its determination hereafter. This 
proposed substitute does all [ think that any one could demand 
or desire. It requires that these claimants, who were ladies, 
who were the daughters of a very distinguished officer of the old 
army, who died before the late war between the States, and who 
are conceded on all sides to have taken the oath of allegiance to 
the Government, shall nevertheless be required as a jurisdic- 
tional fact in this investigation to show that they were loyal to 
the United States, and in addition to that it is required that the 


| court shall not pass upon the law of the case, but simply shall 


report the finding of facts to Congress for its ultimate decision. 
And so far as [ am concerned, [ trust that the committee will 
recommend the passage of this bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I rise simply for the pur- 
pose of stating that [am quite willing to accept the substitute 


| offered by the gentleman from Texas. I am not sure myself 


whether that is not the best course for the measure to take. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
CoBsB] withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think that substitute ought to be amended 
so as to require it to be shown that they were loyal during th: 
war, or else it may be considered that their loyalty began aft 
the Federal Army had taken possession of that country. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Thatis what the substitute means now. 
Mr. KILGORE. It does not say so. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I think the bill is broad enough on that 


subj Ct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. I offer the amendment which I have sug- 
crested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please reduce hi 
amendment to writing. 

Mr. KILGORE. It is not necessary to reduce it to writing. 
After the words “‘shall be loyal” insert ‘‘throughout the entire 
war.” 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment 
will not be agreed to. That is carrying the matter a little too 
far. The substitute offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr 
CULBERSON] uses precisely the language which is used in th 
Bowman act, which has been judicially determined for many 
years; and there is therefore no rhyme nor reason in the proposi 
tion now offered by my other friend from Texas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the substitute offered by th 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] presents a very differ- 
ent case from that presented by the original bill; that is to say 
the Court of Claims is authorized to ascertain the facts and 1 
port them to Congress, and not to render a judgment against th: 
United States: thus leaving the entire question as to what actio 
Congress shall take hereafter entirely unimpaired. There is 
one feature about this measure about which I desire tosay a word, 
and that is that feature which authorizes the court to inquire a 
to the facts of the use and occupation of land by the Army in the 
State of Mississippi during thelate war. When Congress passed 
what is known as the Bowman act, it was regarded as of the 
highest importance—and that came in by way of amendment— 
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that the court should not have jurisdiction of any case where ¢ 
claim was made for the use and occupation of lands at the seat of 
war. Gentlemen will readily see that no government should or 
can assume such a responsibility as that. 

The whole southern country, from the Ohio River southward, 
or a very large portion of it, at different times was occupied by 
various portions of our armies; and that feature of this measure 
I do not, of course, approve, becauseit is generally conceded that 
the Government could not accept such a responsibility. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana whether he supposes this amendment vests the Court of 
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Claims with any jurisdiction to determine the liability of the | 


United States for the use, rent, or occupation of real estate? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, certainly not. I will say to my friend I 
have expressly stated that that was not the effect of the substi- 
tute, but that it was the effect of the original bill. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Idid not hear the statement of the gen- 
tleman. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not criticise that portion of the bill 


which authorizes the court to ascertain and report the facts as 
to the loyalty of the claimants, and of course that means loyalty 
of the claimants during the war. It is that portion of the substi- 
tute which authorizes the court to report to Congress on the 
subject of the use and occupation of this land that I think is sub- 
ject to criticism; and if it was not for the fact that those facts 
are to be reported to Congress for action, I should regard the 
passage of this measure as a great misfortune and establishing a 
very grave and dangerous precedent; but inasmuch as it only 
seeks to ascertain the facts to be laid before Congress, this prop- 
osition is not subject to the severer criticisms that could be in- 
dulged in, and would be indulged in, by gentleman on both sides 
of this House if that modification were not there. 

I do not feel justified in occupying the time of the House, inas- 
much as that point here is very clearly saved; that is to say, 
that we are-only authorizing the Court of Claims to ascertain 
and report the facts in regard to a matter upon which we had 
never agreed that the court should render a judgment on. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to ask my friend from In- 
diana a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iagree entirely as to the proposition that 
this Government ought never to be held or called upon to pay 
for the use or occupation by its military forces of property in 
any of the Southern States. I wanttoask him, my friend, if he 
will say candidly whether there is any such proposition here? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It authorizes a report upon the occupation 
and use, to report the facts: and then that the whole subject re- 
mains for Congress to deal with. : 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But I want to ask, does this measure con- 
tain any proposition which under any possible state or circum- 
stances could involve this Government in liability for the use 
and occupation of property in the Southern States by its mili- 
tary forces? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, it does not; because, the whole matter is 
held in reserve, as the court has to report to Congress, and for 
that reason I have spoken now, inasmuch asI do not wish in the 
future to be estopped from asserting that under no circumstan- 
ces or conditions should the Government of the United States 
assume responsibility for the use or occupation of land by our 
Army or Navy during the late war. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. [only want to say a few wordsin reply to 
my friend. I wish to say that my friend from Indiana was.very 
particular not to answer any of the questions that I put to him. 
He knows as well as any member of this committee that there is 
no proposition in this measure which, no matter what direction 
it may take in the Court of Claimsor in any future Congress, can 
impose any liability whatever upon this Government for the oc- 
cupation of any property by its military forces. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; but my friend sees that the bill 
izes an inquiry into that matter. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No,it does not; and myfriend knows that 
also, because he knows that thisis a case where the Government 
seized a plantation belonging to some of its loyal citizens, leased 
that plantation out to other parties, collected the rent, and put the 
money into its Treasury, yet he is now seeking to confound this 
with a case of the occupation of property by the military forces 
of the Government. There is no parallel whatever. 

Mr. HOLMAN. “ have not referred at all to the conditions 
under which this property was occupied. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But that is the very point of the case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not referred to that at all, because, 
while the statement of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS] is to be accepted as conclusive here, at the same time, 
unless he has studied this case very carefully, he may misap- 
prehend the facts. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 





Very well, if I have misapprehended the 
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facts, when the comes back from the Court of ¢ 


report Mm 
there will be a different case before Congress. I ask for a vote 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is first on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas | Mr. KILGORE}. 
The amendment was read, as f 
After the word “loyalty” add * throug! 
The amendment was reject 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Texas [}\ Cl vj as a 
substitute for the bill. 
(he amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
| W ith the recommendation that it do pass 
AQUILLA JONES, SR. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill 
The Clerk read the title of t bill, as follow 
H. R.914) for the relief of Aquilla J 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairmen, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. MANSUR| is in charge of this bi uut [do not see him here 
atthis moment. Just before he went out he spoke to me, I being 
the author of the bill 


author- | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair v 
from Indiana that the bill may be 1 
ventleman from Missouri |Mr. Ma 

The bill was read, as follows: 


t enacted, etc., That the Post 


ogest to the gentleman 
ad, and inthe mean time the 
\NSUR] may come in. 


master-General be, and he is heret 








4 A wy author- 

d and directed to credit Aquilla Jones, sr., late postmaster at ianapolis, 
Ind., in the final settlement of his accounts, with the sum of 8, amount 
of loss sustained by him as such postma r by robbery on dist day of 
December, 1888. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass? 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BYNUM. [If I may be recognized as in charge of the bill 
until the gentleman from Missouri appears, I will yield to the 
gentleman from North Carolina {[Mr. BUNN]. 

r. BUND Mr. Chairman, | expected the gentleman to de- 
fend his bill L rise now to otify the committee that there is a 


minority reportinthisease. It will beren xd thaton Friday 


1 





last, when this bill was up for consideration, I asked the Clerk if 
the report had been printed, to which I reeeived the reply that it 
had been printed, but that it had not been receiver On Wednes 
day following | app ied at the document room fo a copy, and 
was informed that it had not been printed, but on Thursday I re- 
ceived a copy of the printed report. Now, sir, [send to the desk 
the views of the minority of the Committee on Claims, and ask 
to have them read. | cret exceeding that we have not had 
an opportunity to have this state oO h j s of the minoi 
ity printed, since this is a \ port att a one that 
t House o it to understand fully before taking action 

[The CHAIRMAN. The statement will be read in the time of 
the gentleman if he desires it. 

Mr. BUNN. I desire that the majority port a » shall be 
read, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire that the ma- 
ority report shall be read in his time? 

Mr. BUNN. How much time have I? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana[{Mr. ByNuM] 
yielded to the gentleman without limit, and as the gentleman 
from Indiana would be entitled to an hour, the gentleman from 
North Carolina is entitled to that tim 

Mr. BYNUM. I hope th nt t take up the time 
in the reading of the 1 oO ( which contains a 
number of affidavits and is q ong. lIecan make a statement 
of the ease which I think wil ive @ Vv of time. I will, 
however, agree that the views of the mino y shall be read now. 

Mr. BUNN. I shall be perfectly content if we can lay this 
bill aside until the minority report can b printed. Ishall make 
no ob} ction to this bill coming up at any f ture time. 

Mr. BYNUM. I agree tha vs of the minorit uy b 
read now. 

Mr. BUNN. But I think they should be printed. I have 
handed in the minority report now, the very earliest moment 
when [ could have done it We L pre r this cas 
which may lead to serious cons pucnice 3, and it se 3 to me that 
the eyes of the House ought to be opened to the true character of 
the case. I ask gentlemen to let t oO over. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman ki well that a larger 
number of members will learn the contents of the report from 
the printed. 


reading than would ever read it if it were 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will: 
Mr. BUNN. Mr.Chairman,I move t 
until the minority report can be printed 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman wi 


to put his motion in a different form from that. 


é the minoritv repor 
‘ i 
nat LH1S Dlil be lald aside 
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Mr. BUNN. Well, I move that the bill be informally passed 
over. 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not think the gentleman ought to take ad- 
vantage of the time that I have yielded him to make that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. BUNN. Well, sir, as representing the minority of the 
committee, [ think that I ought to be recognized, and I ask for 
recognition in my own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield the floor back to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I would cheerfully agree to the 
proposition of the gentleman from North Carolina but for the fact 
that this bill, if passed at all,should be passed now. As I stated 
last Friday when I agreed that the bill should then be passed over, 
the statute of limitations will expire in a very short time, and I 
have now in my hand a letter from the Post-Office Department 
stating that unless this bill be passed by the 25th of this month, 
the Department will be compelled to file suit on the bond in order 
to save the claim as against the statute of limitations. 

I desire the House to understand the reason why this money 
has not been paid. The Department, realizing the justice of this 
claim, and desiring to accommodate the postmaster while he was 
living and his bondsmen since his death, agreed to allow this ac- 
count to stand open from time to time, and it still stands open. 
The balance, the payment which this bill proposes to relieve, 
still stands as acharge against the postmaster. By reason of 
these circumstances, I desire that the matter shall be passed on 
to-day, and I believe the House can get a full and perfect under- 
standing of the facts of the case as well to-day as at any other 
time. 

Mr. Jones was postmaster at Indianapolis from March, 1885, 
until 1889. This loss, amounting to $2,438, occurred on the 31st 
of December, 1888, and the object of this bill is to enable the 
Postmaster-General to credit the postmaster with the amount of 
the funds lost by robbery at that time. This robbery occurred 
shortly after 12 o’clock noon. It was a robbery of the funds of 
the money-order department of the post-office. The only ques- 
tion that can arise in the mind of any gentleman with reference 
to the justness of this bill, is whether there was such negligence 
on the part of the postmaster that he is not entitled to the relief 
proposed. 

Under the general law the Postmaster-General is authorized 
to pass upon all losses up to the amount of $2,000; and while it does 
not appear in this report, it is a fact that Postmaster-General 
Dickinson, after having made a thorough examination of this 
case, informed the postmaster that he would remit the claim if 
the loss was within his jurisdiction. The only question, I repeat, 
upon which members desire to be fully informed is whether there 
was such negligence on the part of this postmaster as should de- 
prive him of the relief sought. 

[ have here, as a part of the report on this bill—Report No. 14— 
a diagram of the building in which this robbery was committed. 
The money-order department of the Indianapolis post-office— 
this [illustrating] represents the building and interior arrange- 
ment of the same—the money-order division is upon the north 
side of the office, and inclosed by a wire screen and glass panels. 
The partition runs from the main lobby along the north side. 
At this end [illustrating], within the inclosure, is the stamp di- 
vision. At this end is the private room of the assistant post- 
master. So that the money-order department is located between 
the stamp room and the assistant’s private room, these rooms 
being inclosed by the paneling on the outside. 

The entrance to the post-office and to the lobby here [illustrat- 
ing] is through from Market street on the north side and also 
on the west side. The room of Mr. Johnson, the money-order 
clerk, was in the center, on the north side. About 12 o’clock in 
the day a gentleman, Mr. Ballard, stepped up with something 
like $400 worth of small orders, he being the agent of the Farm- 
ers’ Insurance Company. He passed them in through a small 
hand-hole to Mr. Johnson, who immediately took his seat at his 
desk to tabulate the orders and ascertain their amount. While 
he was sitting there some one stepped up to the stamp window 
and told him that a party on the outside wished to see him. He 
glanced immediately out througn the window, which is right 
opposite his desk, and saw on the street a man in a buggy. 
He immediately raised the window. The man said that he 
wanted to see him. Mr. Johnson replied ‘‘I am alone and can 
not come out now.” The stranger immediately responded, ‘‘ I 
have a lame leg. I only want to see you a minute. I can not 
get out and come in.” 

In response to that appeal Mr. Johnson put on his coat and 
went out of the office. Mr. Ballard, who had given him these 
orders to tabulate, had stepped from that window to the other 
side of the lobby, which is about 15 feet away, to receipt for the 
registered packages, and was standing there with the registry 





clerk. Mr. Johnson states that instead of coming through the 
stamp division, which was the nearest way, he desired to ask 
Mr. Ballard to be excused fora moment, and passed out the other 
way [illustrating], the assistant postmaster having gone out. He 
went out and spoke to the man in the buggy, who asked him 
whether he did not own some lots in a certain part of the city. 
He replied, ‘‘ No, I do not; there is another A. H. Johnson on 
South Pennsylvaniastreet and probably heownsthem.” He im- 
mediately turned back and hastily returned to the office by the 
same way. He says he was not absent more than three minutes. 

When he came back he discovered that the money-order funds, 
which had been placed by him on each side of the window, had 
been carried away and the office had been robbed. 

Mr. Chairman, the important question, of course, to the mem- 
bers of this committee is whether Mr. Johnson was guilty of 
culpable negligence in leaving the office and going out, under 
what the Postmaster-General says in his report on the subject 
was ‘‘a human impulse to oblige a man he thought to be a crip- 
ple.” I insist that there was no negligence and that almost any 
other man would have done the same thing under the same cir- 
cumstances. It is almost impossible now to conceive that the 
robbery could have taken place. There might be an effort a 
dozen times to accomplish it again and it would not be successful, 
for the reason that withtn 10 feet of the money-order division 
stood the stamp clerk. He was there at the time that this rob- 
bery took place, but his face was necessarily turned in the other 
direction when selling stamps; and Mr. Johnson says in his tes- 
timony that as he passed out a number of persons were gathered 
in the lobby around the stamp window. 

I will state in this connection that this was the day on which 
the clerks of the post-office were to be paid their salaries by 
the assistant postmaster. Mr. Johnson testified that on that 
day the spring lock attached to the door closing the assistant 
postmaster’s room was always sprung and the door locked, and 
there was also a spring on the door which forced it to close itself 
when opened. This being the settlement day with the clerks, 
Mr. Johnson supposed, as he went through the door and pulled 
it after him, that the spring lock was set so as to lock the door. 

Now, when Mr. Johnson went out there stood Mr. Ballard, a 
man of the very highest character and standing in Indianapolis, 
within probably 15 feet of the spot where these funds were: and 
if his face had been turned in that direction he would have been 
in plain view of the man who entered and committed the robbery. 
There stood the stamp clerk within 10 feet also of the same spot, 
but facing the other way. 

It seems to me, therefore, that in the light of the testimony it 
can not be questioned that Mr. Johnson was not guilty of culpa- 
ble negligence. He had reason to suppose that no person could 
possibly enter there and commitarobbery. In fact, the thought 
of such a thing as an attempt to commit such an act would not 
enter the mind of anyone. At the same time in another part of 
the building the carriers were working, but there being two or 
three glass partitions between them and the money-order depart- 
ment their presence might not be considered much protection. 

Mr. Johnson says that as he passed out two or three gentlemen 
were standing around the window of the money-order depart- 
ment. Persons are in the habit of going in there to register 
and direct letters. That fact I know myself to be true, for I have 
gone there myself for the same purpose. They also use this 
counter in making applications for money orders; but he states 
that at the time he went out there seemed to be no person pre- 
pared to make an application. When he returned Mr. Ballard 
was still there and the other parties were gone. The assistant 
clerk came in almost simultaneously with Mr. Johnson, and also 
the assistant postmaster, but the robbery had been perpetrated 
during the brief space of time that Mr. Johnson was out. 

Mr. Chairman, [ insist that there is not a person of such ex- 
treme care but who would, under similar circumstances, have 
done precisely the same thing, and would have run that risk 
without any idea that there was the leastdanger. He distinctly 
states that the door had spring locks, and as I have alread) 
stated, not only spring locks, butclosing springs; and he thought, 
and had a right to believe, that he had locked the door when he 
closed it. He had good reason to think that he was locking the 
room of the assistant postmaster, the room through which en- 
trance is had to the money-order division. : 

Mr. LOUD. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana if all of 
these facts appear in the evidence? ; 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes, sir, 

Mr. LOUD. I have not happened to hear them. 

Mr. BYNUM. The evidence is all here inthe report. —s_ 

And I wish to call attention now of the committee especially 
to the report of the Postmaster-General on this subject. Two 
post-office inspectors made an investigation. In their report they 
state that there is no question whatever about the robbery having 
taken place. They made a report, however, that in their judg- 
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ment Mr. Johnson was guilty of culpable negligence in going out 
of the room as they called it; but itis really not a room, but 
merely an inclosure with glass and frame paneling and a wire 
screen around it. 

The Postmaster-General examined all the testimony, the tes- 
timony of Mr. Jones, of Mr. Johnson, of Mr. Ballard, and Mr. 
Keely, and disagreed with the findings of the post-office inspect- 
ors, and I think that persons acquainted with the late Postmaster- 


General, Mr. Dickinson, and hislegal ability will at once say that | 


his opinion on questions of negligence are deserving of much 


greater weight than the opinions of the post-office inspectors. | 


Mr. Dickinson says in his report: 
I do not agree with the inspectors in their conclusions on this point. It 
was, perhaps, imprudent for Mr. Johnson to leave his room unguarded with 


a large amount of money exposed; but it is to be remembered that the room | 


could be entered from the street only through the room of the cashier, and 
Mr. Johnson supposed that he had guarded against any entrance from that 


whom he supposed to be a cripple, unable to walk; he was gone, as he states, 
not more than three minutes, and during this time there were several per- 
sons in the lobby, within sight of his window; and it was not to be supposed 
that a robbery would be committed under such circumstances. Mr. Johnson 
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Mr. COBB of Alabama. Why not? 

Mr. BYNUM. Well, I presume the postmaster could have ex- 
acted a bond from him, but his character was so good I have no 
doubt he was willing to accepthim without a bond. There isno 
law requiring a postmasfer to take bonds from his subordinates. 
Even if Mr. Johnson had given a bond * think the relief sought 
should be granted. 

Aquilla Jones, jr.,is a young lawyer of very high standing and 
character in Indianapolis, and he did recommend this young man 
to his father, no doubt because of his excellent qualifications. I 
have no doubt that that young man, if this House should refuse to 
grant this relief, will take this burden upon his own shoulders 
and carry it, and for that reason I feel more strongly the duty 
that rests upon me to secure, if possible, this relief, because I 
believe it will be a load that he is unable to carry, without bur- 


| dening himself more than he ought to. 
direction. He left his office in obedience to a humane impulse, to oblige one | 


did what any person who desired to be accommodating and obliging would | 


have done in a like case; and I do not regard his conduct as culpably negli- 


ent. 
. Admitting, however, that it was so, should the postmaster suffer from the 
effects of such negligence? He appears to have exercised due care in the se 
lection of his subordinates. The inspectors say: 

‘*Mr. Johnson has an excellent record as superintendent of that division. 
He was always careful. It was a surprise to his friends to learn that he had 
been taken in by those adroit thieves.” 


The post-office inspectors in their report also say in regard to 
him: 

We have made a careful inquiry relating to the standing and character of 
Mr. Johnson and Keely— 

Keely was Mr. Johnson’s assistant— 


and find it very good. In our opinion, there is no doubt that a robbery has 
been committed and the amount of 82,438 stolen from the money-order funds. 


Mr. Johnson has an excellent record as superintendent of that division. | 


He was always careful. It was a surprise to his numerous friends to learn 
that he had been taken in by those adroit thieves. 

Now, to establish the fact that Mr. Jones, the postmaster, ex- 
ercised due care in the selection of his subordinates, J need only 
call attention to the report of the post-office inspectors and the 
report of the Postmaster-General. But Mr. Johnson retained 
his position not only in the money-order department of the post- 
office, but when Mr. Jones went out of office Mr. Johnson was 
immediately appointed to a responsible position in the Capital 
National Bank, and has retained the position ever since. 

I might go further and state that Mr. Johnson is well known 


toa member upon the other side of the House [Mr. HOPKINs], | 


with whom I think he attended college, and who can testify to 
his unquestioned character and honesty. In fact, 1 do not know 
of a man in the city of Indianapolis whom I would put in an im- 
portant position to guard a trust, over and above Mr. Johnson. 


He is a young man whose integrity has never been questioned, | 


who has not a moral fault; and it is a most remarkable fact that 
this is the only time he was ever out of the inclosure when no other 
person was present. 

Now, it may be said by the minority that Mr. Johnson was out 
on private business. He states in his affidavit that he had been 
appointed secretary of a building association; that Monday night 
was meeting night, that being the day of the robbery, and that 
that was the night on which dues were payable. 


| [Mr. MANSUR]. 


in Indianapolis there is a large number of workingmen, more than | 
7,000 organized laborers, and there has been a great effort in | 
Indianapolis for the last few years on the part of these men to | 


acquire homes by the assistance of building and loan associations. 


The laboring people will organize a building and loan association | 


and secure some good, competent man to keep their books and 


It is afact that | 


attend to these matters, who does it without compensation, or at | 


a very small compensation. 

Mr. Johnson, occupying this position, states that he believed, 
at the time he was called out to the window, that it was some 
member of the association, who would not be able to get out that 
night, who desired to pay his dues and preserve his stock, and 


man that he went out at the time he did, believing that he had 
left everything safely guarded. 
now dead. 
ayment. It is said, however, in reply to this, that Aquilla 
ones, jr., a son of the postmaster, had recommended Mr. John- 
son, and that he states that he will feel morally bound to pay 
this money rather than let the payment fall upon his father’s 
bondsmen. That is true. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
him a question? 
Mr. BYNUM. Yes, sir. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
bonds to the postmaster? 
Mr. BYNUM. He was not under bonds. 
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Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


Was not this money-order clerk under 


Now, there are other cases of this kind. Relief was granted 
in the last Congress in a similar case from New York, and there 
was no controversy about it. Iam not now able to state the exact 
circumstances, but I believe that robbery was committed by the 
thief coming in and robbing the office while the clerks were pres- 
ent. 

The last Congress also passed a bill to return to a lady in Wash- 
ington, the mother-in-law of a paymaster, who as paymaster on 
a vessel in South America was robbed by | clerk, who took 
some $20,000 and escaped into some of the South American coun- 
tries, and was never again within the jurisdiction of the 
ties of the United States. 

The relief was granted in that case upon the principle that the 
paymaster had exercised due care in the selection of his clerk; 
that he was a man of good character; that the Government hav- 
ing confirmed that appointment, there was a division of the re- 
sponsibility, and that the paymaster ought not to be held to the 
account. There was a suit brought upon that bond; the mother- 
in-law’s property was sold, the title had passed, and yet Congress 
in its generosity, and I think rightly, returned the property to 
that woman by an act of the last session. 

[ first made an objection to that bill. I went to the Navy De- 
partment and thoroughly investigated the record, and I came to 
the conclusion after that investigation that any man might incur 
a loss of funds under similar circumstances and without any neg- 
ligence on his part. 

[ do hope that in this case the House may be able to see its way 
clear to grant the relief asked for. I yield the balance my 
time to the gentleman from Missouri|Mr. MANSUR],who is in 
charge of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. 

Mr. MANSUR. 


is 


authori- 


of 


W hat is the theory of the opposition to this 


That he was negligent because he 


O went out. 
| understand, Mr. ¢ 


} 
4 


hairman, that the gent 


it- 

| man from North Carolina [Mr. BUNN], the chairman of the com- 

mittee, desires to antagonize this bill, and I prefer to hear from 
him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana occupied 


twenty-five minutes, and there are thirty-five minutes remain- 
ing of the hour, which he yields to the gentleman from Missouri 
The Chair will now recognize the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. BUNN] for one 
Mr. BUNN. In my own time? 
The CHAIRMAN. In thesg 


entleman’'s own time. 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, [ desire in the outset to have the 
| minority report read for the information of the House 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The minority of the Committee on Claims do not agree with the commit 
| tee in their conclusion that the claimant is entitled to the relief asked for in 
his bill. 
Upon acareful consideration of the proofs filed and made a part of the 1 
port, it will appear: That on the 3lst day of December, 1888, Aquilla Jones 
Was the postmaster at Indianapolis, and that Alfred H. Johnson was super- 


| and that 
it was in response to that impulse and a desire to help his fellow- | 


Mr. Jones, the postmaster, is | 
The bondsmen, of course, would have to meet this | 


| buggy w 


intendent of the money-order division of the office. About 12:20 o'clock p.m. 
a stranger came into the post-office and, addressing him, said, **Mr. Johnson 
there is a gentleman in a buggy in the street who wishes to speak to you,” 
Mr. Johnson, without asking any question, went to the window 
looking out upon the street and saw sitting in abi tranger; that the 


uggy a 
stranger asked him to come out in the street, that he wanted to see him on 





some private business; that Mr. Johnson replied that he was alone in the 
office, and could not leave it, to which the man in the buggy replied, ‘‘I have 
a lame (ora game) leg; but for that fact would not have troubled you. I will 
detain you only a moment, and will be greatly obliged if you will come out.”’ 


| went out into the street 
n elected secretary of 


» dues were payable that 


Upon this request Mr. Johnson left the office ans 
Mr. Johnson had a few months before this 
the Mechanics’ Saving and Loan Company 
night. He did not know the stockholders, and thought that the maninthe 
as one of them, and wanted to settle his dues and save himself the 

trouble of coming down town that night, and for this reason he left the office 
and went into the street to see him. That when he left this office he failed 
to fasten the door, and that the stranger who first him it re 
was a sneak thief and an accomplice of the man in the gey,and this wa 


time bee 





the offi 











the decoy used to get Mr. Johnson out of the office, and that while he was in 
the street this man entered the office through the door left unfastened and 
robbed it. That Mr. Johnson soon found that the man in the street had 1 

business with him and returned to the office after a few minutes’ absence and 
discovered that it had been robbed of the amount claimed by him in this bill. 
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h Johnson was appointed to the posi oe OS Seen eNn Dee She may 
or division of this office upon the recommendation of Aguill la Jones, jr., 
S80 f the nant, and a prominent lawyer of Indianapotis. That he gave 
ne j that Ag la Jones, jr., has told Aquilla Jones, sr., that he was 
m to make good the loss in the event the postmaster should be 
he r it 

Tha l was investigated by two post-office inspectors on the day fol- 
low nd t y both reported that there was gross negligence, and that 
tl} - ! ld mal > the loss good. These are uncontradicted facts, 
Ww pear in the report filed by the committee; and from them we 
ar ee how, upon any process of reasoning, the Government should 





in the loss. Mr. Johnson left the office 
ney lying on the counter, with only one door between the stranger 
ed the office and the money, and he left the door unfastened, and 
ney at the mercy of this man. His business did not call him into the 
ty and if it had been as he thought, that this man was one of the stock- 
and wanted to pay his dues, it was his duty to 


Lew company, 





A hh ot het iw Dt ot ot 


1 m to have waited until the other employés had — ito 

( our opinion he ought not to have gone out of the office ft 

t ual lata time } whe n he alone was intrusted with its sesteatien and 
l we I see »w he can justify thi is course of conduct when he left 


the I of the Gove rnment for which he was employed and paid, to go 
out anc da attend to his private business, upon any pretext; it would seem to us 
to carry with it the consequences of his own neglect. 

If this is not a case of gross negligence we are not able to findone. To 
fet the precedent that the Government is liable in such a case would place it 


in the power of every unscrupulous agent, whether he be a postmaster, or | 
, tomake proof of loss atany time that his accounts | 


other Government official 
ru 1ort, and have it allowed, and his acco 
Pp this had been a banking institution and they had failed to make good 
the loss, and were to set up these facts as adefense in a suit to recover the 
money. Would fea court regard it as a sufficient defense? We think not, 


unts credited therewith. Sup- 








and that Mr. J on would be required to make it good. 

This would be tr » between man and man. Shall we apply another rul 
when dealing as the representatives of the people, with their money? We 
think it would be unenie todoso. Weare forced to disagree with the com- 
mittee, and recommend that the accompanying bill do not pass 


JOHN E. REYBURN. 

LOUIS E. ATKINSON 

SAM. BYRNS. 

B. H. BUNN. 

E. F. LOUD 

N. N. COX. 

L. E. MOGANN, 
Chairman, it will be seen that this report 
reasons which prompted the minority. There 
rle fact mentioned in that report that is not taken 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. 


from the majority report. The minority of the committee are 
unable to see how it is possible for Mr. Johnson to justify his 
course of conduct. Now, sir, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BYNUM], who has just addressed the committee, stated that ther 
were several other gentlemen in the room with Mr. Johnson. 
The gentleman who left the door open, and through which door 


the thief entered and robbed the office, states himself that there 
was no one in the office. r 

Mr. BYNUM. I want the gentleman to be fair in that state- 
ment. Hestated that there was no one inside of the wire in- 
closure. 

Mr. BUNN. Iam coming to that 
gentleman in my statement. 

Mr. BYNUM. The statement was that the stamp agent was 
in the adjoining inclosure and Mr. Ballard was in the registry 
department. 

BUNN. Iwillcome tothat. But, sir, if this room of t 
noney-order department was cut off from every department in 
ice by a door which now cut it off from eve ry other « 
nt,and the stampclerk was in his room cut off by a wire door 


[ will not be unfair to the 


to hi ‘lam going out for afew minutes, watch 
ow, so far as the gentleman is concerned who just came in to 
have these money orders cashed, he was in the lobby, not in this 


room, disconnected entirely from the post-office room by an iron 
railing, and the door through which Mr. Johnson passed, leav- 
ing the door unfastened, when this thief was standing ne ar by the | 


door. Now, sir, there 
door was closed. Postmaster Dickinson, in his report 
was not fastened, and that the thief entered through that door. 
I will call the attention of the committee to the partof the report 





that » gentleman from Indiana[Mr. ByNUM] didnot read. He 
read to that point and ceased to read from the Postmaster- 
Gi ls report; and I want to continue to read just one line. 


There is n ‘thing rin the Postmaster’s report that will show that 


he thinks it is not a case of negligence. Here is the language 
that the Postmaster-General used and which the gentleman from 
Indiana was careful not to read. Here is the language which he 
read up to and stopped when the Postmaster- -General says: 

If his condi m this particul ar occasion was such as to show negligence, 


it v negligence of which there had been no pre vious indication, and which 
eD tr st no cause to anti cipate. 





That is the language of the Postmaster-General, saying that if 
Mr. Johnson’s conduct was negligent, Mr. Aquilla Jones had no 
notice of that negligence. Now, sir, the Post-Office Department 
io otien ted this robbery 

Mr. MANSUR. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. BUNN. With pleasure. 


.| Mr. MANSUR. Inthat connection, will the gentleman please 
| 
| 


unguarded and unprotected with | 


into his department, we are unable to see, sir, why, if he | 
the stam An le rk on guard, he did not turn to the stamp 


is not a particle of evidence that that | 
, Says it | 





RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 12, 


read the last three lines, as the 
master-General says. 

Mr. BUNN. The unfortunate 
whole report has not been read. 
man refers to: 


summing up of what the Post- 


part of this case is that this 
These are the lines the gentle- 





Believing, therefore, that the loss in this instance did not result from any 
fault rl nee on the part of the postmaster, { recommend the passage 
ofat zing the Postmaster-General to credit him with the amount 
lost 


Now, sir, the point we take on the majority is that before they 

“an justly recommend the passage of this bill the ‘y ought to find 
that there was no negligence on the part of Mr. Johnson, be- 
cause the postmaster is responsible for the conduct of Mr. John- 
son. Mr. Johnson was his subordinate,and the postmaster had 
a right to require him to give a bond. Mr. Johnson was made 
an assistant at the request of the postmaster’s son, Aquilla Jones, 
jr., without being required to give a bond. This loss occurs, 
and the son comes for W ard and says, ‘‘ lam morally bound to pay 
that loss if the Government shall hold that Aquilla Jones ought 
to pay it.” 

Mr. Chairman, if the precedent is set in this case it will open 
the flood gates and we shall find public officers all over this coun- 
try making claims for pretended robberies. Claim after claim 
is pending now before our committee; claim after claim has been 
already made; and in this connection I send to the desk and ask 
to have read as a part of my argument a report heretofore made 
in another case very like this. 

The report was read, as follows: 


|Forty-eighth Congress, second session, Report No. 2357.] 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7657) for 
the relief of Frank J. Burrows, beg leave to report the following facts: 

Mr. Burrows was, on August 2, 1884, postmaster at Williamsport, Pa. On 
that day the post-office was robbed of $3,500 worth of stamps and $522 in cash 
The force in the office consisted of six persons. The postmaster and two 
others had gone to dinner, leaving the office in charge of the assistant post 
master and two other clerks. The assistant postmaster was called to the 
door by a boy to see a man who satinabuggy. He was gone buttwo or three 
minutes, and in that time the office was entered through an open door and 
the stamps and money abstracted from an open safe. 

The office is kept in a building furnished by the Government, for which is 
paid a yearly rental of $800 per annum on a four years’ lease. 

The average monthly sale of stamps for the year 1884 was about #2,300. 

The compensation of the postmaster was $2,800 per annum, and he was fur 

iished a building, and allowed for clerks’ hire $3,024, and for lights and fuel 
~ per annum. 
lhe Postmaster-General has power under existing law to adjust losses of 
mps, Where there was a burglary, to amount of $2,000. 
In this case there was no burglary, and the amount of the loss was 33,500 in 
stamps and $522 in cash. 

Therefore relief can only beafforded by the passage of this bill. 

The committee recommend that the bill do not pass. 








Now, sir, there is a case exactly on all-fours with the position 
[ have taken in this case. It would seem to me, sir, that the 
persons who robbed this office at Williamsport must have been 
a part of the gang who robbed the office of the postmaster whom 
it is the purpose of this bill torelieve. In the Williamsportcase 
also, the man was seatedin abuggy. Congress thought that the 
bill for the relief of that postmaster ought not to pass, and we of 
the minority have adopted the conclusion of that committee. 

[ am reminded, sir, that a precedent of this kind was set in 
the Albany case last year. Looking at the Albany case, it strikes 
me that there is this marked difference between that case and 
this. In the Albany case the postmaster did not leave his office, 
he did not go out of the inclosure, he simply went to a door 
where it was his duty by virtue of the office he was then filling 
|} to go. In this case Mr. Johnson himself testifies that he left 
| the office; that it was about 12 o’clock; that the regulations of 
the office required that certain clerks and assistants must go to 
dinner at a certain hour, and that this occurred during the hou 
when all of them were to be absent except Mr. Johnson. Al 
these facts appear in the report of the majority. 

This is Mr. Johnson’s own statement, and he says that during 
that time this thief appeared in the street and prevailed upon him 
to go out into the street, saying that he was a lame man and that 
he would detain him, Johnson, only a few moments. ee 
testifies that when the man asked him to go out, he replied, 
am alone in the office.” This, remember, is Mr. Johnson’s own 
affidavit, and is a part of the case, a part of the majority report 
Johnson said to the man, ‘‘ I am alone in the office,” but the man 
said, ‘‘Come out; I won’t detain you buta moment.” Johnson 
goes out and goes, as he testifies, for the purpose of collecting, as 
he thought, from that man, some dues which were to have been 
paid that night, dues of an association of which he was treasurer. 

It seems to us, sir, that whenever a public official leaves the 
business that he is e mploye d by the Government to do and goes 
into the street, and loss occurs, he must be held accountable for 
| the consequences of his own negligence. If we were to set a dil- 
| ferent precedent from that which the minority advocate in th is 


case, I call upon the members of this committee to tell me whe - 
* it would end. 





Sir, it would go on until the Treasury of the United 











1892. 
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States would be at the disposal of dishonest men in office. We 
beg the committee to consider this matter, and to consider it from 
the true standpoint, as representatives of the people, and not 
from the standpoint of sympathy for Mr. Aquilla Jones. Mr. 
Chairman, I sympathize with Mr. Aquilla Jones, and if my vot 
were to be governed by that consideration this minority repor 
would never have been signed by me. ButI putt 
the ground that an officer of the Government has 
leave the employment in which he is engaged f 


nis case upon 
th 
no right to 


the Govern- 


oO! Loe 
ment and go out upon other business, and then, when loss 1 
from his negligence, to turn around and say that the Governmen 


itself shall make good the loss that he has caused. 
Mr. Chairman, there is but a small amount involved in 


is 
bill, only about $2,500. But the point is that this bill sets a pre- 
cedent. A like bill has been considered by a subcommittee of 


my committee. What their conclusion is I am not authorized to 
state here, but they will be called upon again and again to } 
upon bills of this character, because there are several exactly like 
this before the committee now. Shall this House 
committee by its action here to-day upon this bill, ‘* Go forward 
and send us those bills; we want them; we will pay the men th« 
money that the Government was robbed of through their own 
carelessness”? Mr. Chairman, [ now yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] such time as he may desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the 
committee I am one of the signers of the minority report, and | 
desire to state the grounds upon which I base my dissent from 
the majority. Ido not think it is necessary to call in question 
any fact whatever that is disputed in the record beforeus, This 
man was in the office and had charge of the money, and he left 
the office with that money exposed. There is no dispute about 
that. He left the office on private business, and while he was out 
on that private business of his own, with the Government money 
left thus exposed, without any protection whatever, it was stolen 
and carried off. Now,can we conceive of astronger case of neg- 
ligence than that? Notonly so, but he recognized the fact at th: 
time that he was the only man in the office and the only one that 
had control of the money. 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BYNUM. Does not Mr. Johnson testify that the do 
which led out had a spring lock upon it so that when it was clos 
it locked itself, and that he pulled the door to and thought he 
locked it? 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Yes, sir; and the Postmaster-General, 
upon an examination of the facts, says that the door was 
closed. 

Mr. BYNUM. He unquestionably says it was not locked; he 
does not say it was not closed. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. And then the two inspectors who wer 
on the ground the day after this robbery occurred, and who ex- 
amined into all the facts, reported that this officer wa y 
only of negligence, but of gross negligence. Now, as to the ques- 
tion of the negligence of the deputy and his relation to the post- 
master, of course whatever negligence the deputy may have 
guilty of is to be attributed to the postmaster. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be found on examination that opinions 
which have been delivered by several Attorneys-General on sim- 
ilar questions go beyond the point of negligence, and hold that 
the postmaster is liable for the money wherever it is lost by on 
of his deputies, and that the recourse of the postmaster is against 
the deputy. Especially is this the case where the postmast 
puts the deputy in possession of the public funds, taking no kind 
of personal bond to protect himself. Thatis negligence in itself. 
Yet we are asked to supply the place of what the postmaster ought 
to have done, and to reimburse him for this loss by appropriat- 
ing money from the Treasury. : 

As has been said by the chairman of the committee, if this 
precedent be established it will go largely to sanction the prin- 
ciple that wherever a robbery of the public funds is committed 
the Government of the United States should refund the money 
taken. Thus the Government becomes the guarantor for the 
good conduct of its officers, or the subordinates of those officers, 
instead of the officer heing a guarantor of the Government, in 
accordance with the principle prevailing heretofore. 

_Mr. BUNN. I now yield to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time? 

Mr. BUNN. As much as the gentleman may desire. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill ought not to pass. 


4 ; 


say to tha 


nad 


fullty not 


be en 


If it does, it will offer a premium for collusion, peculation, and | 


dishonesty generally on the part ofall officers of the Government 
who may have custody of ore money. Whatare the facts? 
The postmaster at Indianapolis lost $2,438 in some way from the 
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some remarks in referen oO the no i 

[It is not necessary ) st t | 
ter of the bill, as it has 1 ited a1 
than to say its purpr yr { . 
apolis, Ind., for and on a nt of moneys, according y way of 

| parentheses—according to the statement of tl poke i 

| Opposition to the bill, m I ( , but mone: 
priated in some way to the use of the postmaster at that 0 
his assistant in the office. 

Mr. Chairman, the majority of the Committee on Cla h 
considered this bill carefully, candidly, and under their oaths as 
members of this House, and have reported to this House in fa 
of the passage of the bill. We do not, on the part of tl 


ity of that committee, object to any gentleman oppos 
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sage of the bill; but as an individual I would object to such argu- 
ments as were made use of by the gentleman who just preceded 
me on this floor and who opposed its passage. I would object to 
an argument which calls upon the Democratic side or on this 
House as a body, in the name of retrenchment, economy, and re- 
form, to reject an honestclaim. As Democrats or as Republicans 
are we to sit here and act simply on the idea of retrenchment? 
ls there no higher claim upon our action than that? I think that 
my obligation when I took the oath, standing before the Speaker 
of this House, to support the Constitution of the United States 
and transact the business of this country as a member of Con- 
gress to the best of my ability, is higher and more binding than 
all the ideas of retrenchment which can be submitted. 

I believe that the true idea, the true principle upon which we 
should be governed, and upon which we should act here, is this: 
When a case comes up, when a bill is brought before us, the first 
question should be, is that bill just; is it right; ought it to be 
paid? If the evidence shows that itis right, that it is just, that 
it ought to be paid, then it is my duty as a member of this House 
and your duty, regardless of politics, to say that the Government 
shall discharge its proper obligations and pay the bill. And it 
is your duty as a Democrat, as much as mine as a Republican, to 
say that if a bill is not right, if it is not just, ifit ought not to be 
paid, then, laying aside all questions of economy and everything 
else, we should be honest with ourselves, true to our country, anc 
do our duty without favoritism as members of this body. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman yield to me for an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I would prefer not to be interrupted, 
as I have but afew minutes. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I only wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I will yield only for a question. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I want to ask the gentleman if the Gov- 
ernment guaranties to the different postmasters the losses which 
may occur in their offices; and if the Government is under any 
obligation whatever to pay whatisclaimed here? Does the Gov- 
ernment owe this man anything? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. The latter part of that question is pre- 
cisely the point that this House is called upon to decide as a jury 
sitting here to determine the question of fact. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Does the Government owe him a cent? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I thinkso, and I believe so; and if the 
gentleman will not take up my time I will try to give my reasons 
for that opinion. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 
that point. " 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. A postmaster is appointed by the 
Presidentof the United States and his appointment is confirmed 
by the Senate, if it is a Presidential office. He enters upon the 
discharge of his duties as such postmaster. As has been said by 
the opponents of this bill, and as we admit, he is required to give 
the Government of the United States a bond to secure the Govy- 
ernment in the faithful discharge of his duties and everything 
which a bond in such casesimplies. But we are asked also, why 
did not the postmaster in the case under consideration take a 
bond from his assistant? 

Well, now, Mr. Chairman, about the best reply I could make 
to the inquiry is this: When the postmaster selects an assistant 
he is required to report to the Government authorities the name 
f that part y, and the Government itself, through its authorized 
gents in. the Post-Office Department, is required to sanction the 
appointment and to make the appointment of that assistant. You 
may search the postal laws from this time as long as you desire, 
and, so far as I remember, you will fail to find asingle case where 
the post-office laws require that a postmaster in a Presidential 
office shall take a bond from his assistant, or which authorizes 


[ should be very glad to be informed on 


him todo so. Of course I will submit that it would be a matter | out upon the street. Throwing up the window that separated 


of precaution on the part of the postmaster to ask a bond from his 
assistant. But his appointment, or the appointment of the assist- 
ant, has been subjected to the action of the Department. The 
Department, if satisfied the appointment is suitable, that the ap- 
pointee isan honorable and competent person, sanctions the rec- 
ommendation and authorizes the appointment. He goes on in 
the discharge of his duties, as was the case at Indianapolis, an 
office where a large number of persons is employed. 

Now, the postmaster himself can not look to all the details. 
He can not receive all the mail as a matter of fact. He can 
not handle all the letters. He can not issue all the post-office 
orders. He can not transact the general business of the office, 
but must take simply a general supervision of it. The other 
part must be left to his assistants, and if he has selected those 
whom he considers honest and honorable, and they have dis- 
charged their duties as honest and honorable men, and have not 
been guiity of gross negligence, then, under the laws of our coun- 
try, the postmaster himself would not be responsible for losses 


occurring in casesof thiskind. In this case, although I will not 
have time to discuss it thoroughly, of course, we find that the re- 
port of the Postmaster-General, Don M. Dickinson, that this-Mr. 
Johnson informed the man who called him to the window that 
he was alone in the office and could not leave it. Does that show 
that Johnson was trying to make arrangements by which this 
money could be stolen? No, sir; he gave the answer which 
springs unbidden from every honest heart: ‘‘I am alone in the 
office and I can not leave it.” But the report says: 

But on being told by the stranger that he was lame and could not walk, and 
that a moment would suffice, he left his room, passed through the office of 
the cashier into the lobby and thence into the street, where he discovered 
that he had been summoned on a false pretext. 

What did he dothen? Acting like any other honest man, the 
Postmaster-General says: 

And immediately— 

Not walking back, but— 
immediately ran back to his room to attend to his duties. 

Was he guilty of negligence? Will this body of intelligent rep- 
resentative men of this country stand up and say in the face of 
such facts as these that Mr. Johnson was guilty of negligence, or 
a gross negligence, rather? Because many of you are lawyers 
and know that where we have moneys in our hands as trustees or 
are in charge of them, if we exercise the same caution with ref- 


| erence to them as we would in our own affairs, we are not guilty 


of such negligence as would under the law make us responsible. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. MANSUR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


| Missouri [Mr. WILSON]. 


Mr.WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much 
to have to differ with the very efficient chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Claims [Mr. BUNN]. But, in my judgment, there was no 
such negligence on the part of the postmaster in this case as to 


| preclude him from relief at the hands of this House. The ques- 


tion presented is, was the postmaster at Indianapolis, Aquilla 
Jones, guilty of such gross negligence as to bar him from any 
relief before this body? 

Now, if I understand it, there being no statute of the Govern- 
ment authorizing him to appeal for relief, he comes before this 
body as a court of equity, you might say, with all the facts and 
circumstances surrounding the case, and appeals to it for relief. 

Now I desire for a few minutes— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. No, sir; I have only got five min- 
utes, and I want to present in as brief a manner as I can the facts 
of the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. I believe this is a meritorious case. 
I am satisfied in my own mind that there should be no objection 
to it. Now here is a postmaster who is sought by the minority 
of this committee to be made an insurer of Government money, 
losing sight of the circumstances of the case. They take it for 
granted that there was gross and culpable negligence, while such 
a conclusion is unauthorized by the testimony. They say that 
the Government should afford no relief, and practically keep his 
money. Now, Iam unable tosee, in looking over the case, where 
there was any gross negligence. There may have been impru- 
dence to a certain degree, but not that gross contributory negli- 
gence that would bar him in the courts of the country from relief. 

Aquilla Jones was the postmaster of Indianapolis. Of course 
it was not within his power, or the power of any postmaster, 
to attend personally to all the duties of his office. He was re- 
sponsible for his employés to some extent. He employed a clerk 
whose business it was to look after this matter. The clerk be- 
ing engaged in his business, was called upon by a stranger who 
remarked that there was a man who desired to see him just 





him from the street he told the man that he could not leave, as 
there was nobody present, but, as stated in these papers, there 
were within 5 or 10 feet various gentlemen engaged in their offi- 
cial duties, although none within the grating where his duties 
were being performed. He told the stranger he could not leave. 
The man remarked ‘‘I am acripple andI cannot comein. Will 
you step out for a minute?” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, who would not hearken to such a call, as 
he supposed, of humanity, and for a moment step out to see a 
crippled man? What gentleman upon this floor would fora mo- 
ment hesitate to do that? What jury anywhere would say that, 
under such circumstances, stepping out for a moment at the call 
of humanity, he would be guilty of grossand culpable negligence 
for anything that occurred during that time? Are there twelve 
men here who would sit upon a jury and for a moment say, if he 
had brought suit for the purpose of reclamation of this money, 
that he was guilty of gross negligence? This is on a principle 


familiar to lawyers upon this floor, that, though he may have 
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been negligent to some extent, yet that he was not guilty of such a 
degree of contributory negligence as would bar him from recov- 
ering. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
gence apply in this case? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. I am only giving a parity of rea- 
soning, and the gentleman understands it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANSUR. I desire that the other side may occupy a 
part of their time. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BUNN. How much time does the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. CoBB] desire? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Idesire to occupy about ten minutes, 
if = have that much to spare. 

Mr. BUNN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. CosB.] 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the primary question 
to be settled by this House in the consideration of this case is 


Does the law of contributory negli- 


whether or not the House will adjudicate the case as presented, 
on the principles of law as applied to facts which are undisputed 
or whether the decision will be made on sentiment and sympa 
thy. I hold that inall cases of this character we, as representa- 


tives of the people, have no right to apply any other rule than 
that which obtains in the courts, in suits between parties 1i 
gant; and wherever a just application of the law tothe facts will 
lead to the conclusion that there was guilty negligence on 
part of a trusted official and consequent loss to the Government 
he ought to respond in damages by making good the loss. 

A good deal has been said in this debate about the report of 
the Postmaster-General. The appeal is made to the House that 
the relief asked for ought to be granted because Postmaster-Gen- 
eral Dickinson hasrecommended it. When we look at his recom- 
mendation, we find that it rests alone upon the idea that the post- 
master in this case was not negligent. The rule of law prevails 
here with strictness that the postmaster is responsible for the 
agents whom he has selected to carry on the business of the Gov- 
ernment; that he guarantees and insures that these men under 
himand whom he has appointed shall conduct the business which 
is assigned them, according to law, and under the rules of law 
which apply in cases of like character between individuals. 

One of the gentleman has said, ‘‘ Why the law requires no bond 
of the clerk.” But he ought to know, and doubtless does know, 
that the postmaster could have required a bond from his subor- 
dinate for his own protection, and that common prudence would 
have dictated this course. He had aright to require a bond. 
Prudence suggested that he require a bond; and if he did not do 
it it was because he took upon himself the obligation and the 
responsibility of any loss that might occur to the Government. 
So much for that. 

Now, in maintenance of the assertion which I have made in re- 
gard to the report handed down to us by the former Postmaster- 
General, he says: 

Ido not agree with the inspectors in their conclusions on this point. It 
was, perhaps, imprudent for Mr. Johnson to leave his room unguarded, with 
large amount of money exposed— 

Such imprudence, I will interpolate here, as would enable any 
bank in the United States to recover damages of his cashier who 
would act in the same way. 

But it is to be remembered that the room could be entered from the stre¢ 
only through the room of the cashier, and Mr. Johnson supposed that he had 
guarded against any entrance from that direction. He le ice it 
dience to a humane impulse. 

And the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WILSON] h 
his argument upon that humane-impulse idea. He emphasized 
and reiterated the idea that this man was acting from a humane 
impulse. 

Now, let us see what Mr. Johnson himself says upon this point. 
Let us see what assertion he makes as to the reasons which im- 
pelled him to go to meet a man upon the curbstone and see whether 
there was any humanity in it or not. 

When you turn to his statement you will find he has clearly 
given the reason why he left unguarded this larg 
money in response to the call of a stranger. 

Four or five weeks ago I was elected secretary of the Merchants’ Savi 
and Loan Association, the dues of which are payable on Monday night 
my thought was— : 

Mark this language: 

My thought was that this was some one who desired to avoid coming down 
at night, by paying his dues to me at that time, and as an accommodation to 
him I closed the window, hastily seized my coat and passed back through the 
cashier's office and through his door into the lobby for the purpose of asking 
Mr. Ballard to excuse mea moment; otherwise I should have taken the nearer 
way through the stamp department. 

And that is the humane impulse. A man having charge of a 
large amount of money, when he alone is the custodian, obeys a 

humane impulse” to relieve some man from coming down at 
night to pay dues toa building and loan association; and yet gen- 
tlemen talk about gross negligence and contributory neglignce! 
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Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Alabama 
allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. COBB. I will, if the gentleman will vield me rther 
time. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. The humane impulse was to fro out 
to see a man who said that he was not able to get out of the 
| buggy. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The humane impulse was to see a 
man thatsaid he was not able to get out of the ro For what 
| purpose? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. He did not mak oO or what 
purpose. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. To aid him? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. He did not ( w he nt 
out what the purpose was. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Ah, but here is the movil impul 


He states that the moving impulse was to save this man the in- 








convenience of coming down at nig o pay his dues to a build- 
ing and loan association. Mr. Speaker, the rule of law is that 
the statement of a party interested is to be st strongly 
against himself. This man can not deny wl has said here 
nor avoid the inference to be drawn from it I ‘ Ww 
is that the principal is responsible for the agent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentuek) Will the gentleman tell 
us what reason he gives for going out to see the cripple? What 
business had he with him? - 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. None on earth except what h tates 
here. I read his statement a moment ago, but, for the sa ac 
tion of my friend from Kentucky, [ will repeat it. Thi hat 
he says: 

Four or ve weeks ago I iS iry oO eM nt Sav 

i Loa As iatior t 1eS ¢ I ul M ty night, and 

hougt Vas that s iss lred toa ld min wo 
at night by pa ig his ! l 

{Here the hammer fe | 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I should like a little more time. 

Mr. BUNN. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Does he state anywhere 
that the person who came to him told him what the busine vas 

( 


that the crippled man had with him? 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not at all. 
Mr. WILSON of Missouri. If my friend will permit me to in- 
terrupt him, I will give him the remainder of my time 
Mr. COBB of 





\labama. Have you got any more tim: 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. I will rive the gentleman all | 
have. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. How much time has the ve man 
from Missouri? 

Mr. MANSUR. None at all. Laughter 

Mr. COBB of Alabama(to Mr. MANSUR He nuch time | 
you give me? 

" Mr. MANSUR. None. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama ad? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No, sir: not unless I can ha more 
time. I will answer every q tion fairly if ill give me 
time and let me present this questi as it ought to be argued 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not for the Chair to arrane: 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Of co no 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I want toask the gentleman this que 
tion. Was the thief in this ca ever detected. proseeuted. and 
punished for stealing that mor 
~ Mr. COBB of Alabama. The thief 1 ( rd “te [ 
is no evidence that he was ever sought fe and ce i ( 
that he was era ‘sted. 

Mr. BYNUM. The ger i rt t ( 

Mr. COBB of Alabama Yes | le ve isan 
i made to tl ( ( DA ( 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes. and ( ' 

ir. COBB o \laba i Ni Mi ( 1 1 ive b 
~ l hat « ‘ ea rg lent 1 { | oD 
it this p it oh to sa l rdina n so 

ch as Vo ¢ ts 18 tolen ( 11 (,0 IY a 
tective p 1 non the track 0 I ant rf a ) 
Australia sary 

Mr. WILSON of Missou | ] 
the record shows it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Notata I [hada ( 
time, but I will nov astily and concisely. call the attention of 
the committee to tl points of negligence in this eas | 
this man could be re ley ‘cl ] iave no pe rsona fee O Lh 
matter. On the contrary, some of my good friends h ( 
the case to my attention, and I said that I woul p ui to he ) 
them if I could, but I can not do it in view of the o ition t 
[ am under tomyconstituents. The count n- 
oring for reform in public expenditures 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman permit one question? 
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Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir. 


Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman stated awhile ago that the | 
principal should answer for the agent. 
7 Mr 4 aaeee Alabama. Yes, sir. 
BYNU Don’t you know that this man was appointed 


by tha Gove rnment, and not by Mr. Jones? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I know that, under the law of the 

land, the postmaster is responsible for this man’s conduct. 
BYNUM. That is not the question. Is he not appointed 
by the Government? 

Mr. COBB of — uma. Yes, upon the recommendation of the 
postmaster. The appointment by the Government is a form, and 
nothing more. This man is not anindependent officer; he is not 
ible to the Government; it can not proceed against him 
nor follow him up, except in a criminal way. It has been de- 
cided, as my friend from Indiana | knows, that the postmaster is 
responsible for the acts of a man in the situation in which this 
man was. 

Mr. BYNUM. I only put the question because of the gentle- 
man’s statement that this man was an appointee of the postmas- 
ter. 

Mr. Ct BB of Alabama. He was appointed virtually by the 
postmaster, because the Government of the United States ap- 
points these subordinates upon the recommendation of the post- 
master. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. WI Ly; Mr. 
to my argument yet. [Laughter. 

Mr.BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MANSUR. The gentleman can not reserve it so as to 
speak last. He must get in all of his time before I speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina must 
occupy all his time now. 

Mr. BUNN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, while I agree with the conclusion 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.CoBB] as regards this meas- 
ure, I can not agree with him in the argument that leads up to it, 
that this is a question which properly comes within the purview 
of retrenchment and reform. This is a question, sir, which ] 
believe we should look at from the standpoint of men who are 
intrusted with great responsibility, and not as Republicans nor 
as Democrats. Idonotdesire, sir, thatthis matter shall be talked 
to death; I do not desire to influence any managainst his convic- 
tion; but in looking over the papers brought before a subcom- 





responsi 


Chairman, I haven’t got 


one document relating to another case, and I beg the indulgence 
of this committee while I read a portion of it. 

This a document relating to a case of almost exactly the same 
nature as the one which is pending, a case which occurred in 
Pe en. Now, if gentlemen will listen to the reading I 
think the = bestruck with thesimilarity. Passing oversome 
formal matters, I read the statement of how the robbery was 
committed: 

While so engaged as aforesaid a boy came in and told the assistant post- 
master that a gentleman in a buggy (probably the same buggy) in front of 


the door wished tospe ak te »yhim. Mr.Shea, the assistant postmaster, atonce | 


left his work and went to the door. The man in the buggysaid he was sorry 
to have brought him abe he was lameand could not get out ofthe buggy 

Now, I say we should look at this matter in the light of the 
precedent which is to be established. We have been appealed 
to by gentlemen on the other side of the question upon consid- 
erations of sympathy. Sir, no man will go further than myself 
in the tine of syn apathy; but is that the proper light in which to 
look at a question of thischaracter? After anexperience of some 


years in the handling of large amountsof money, I desire to state 
one conclusion to which I have come. It has been said on the 
other side that every instinct of humanity would have led any 


‘ 


man in the situation of this officer to go to the assistance of a 
person who was | and unable towalk. Now,my experience in 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bu NN] has still five minutes remain ing. 

.BUNN. Mr.Chairman, it was the purpose of the minority 
of this committee to have this case fully understood by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. We have caused to be read the report 
which we filed. This being a private bill, it was not assumed 
that the report of the committee, coming in so recently, would 
have been read by members of the House; and we therefore 
thought it but fair that it be read to-day by the Clerk, because 
every particle of evidence in the case is embraced in the report. 
But this House has been denied the privilege of hearing the re- 
port of the committee. It has not been read, as we expected it 
would be, in order to give the House the information contained 
init. Of course I could not consume my time in having it read, 
but could only read the analysis of it as embraced in the minor- 
ity report. I am very sorry that the gentlemen on the other 
side have seen fit to decline to have the report of the committee 

ead. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. CoBB]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is entitled 
to three minutes. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I would not trespass 
further upon the attention of the House but for the fact that when 
previously upon the floor I was so frequently interrupted by gen- 
tlemen deeply interested in the passage of this bill. I simply 
wish to say a few words further upon the question of negligence 
as presented in this case; and I wish I had alittle time to notice 
more fully the argument of my friend here in reference to ‘‘ gross 
ne glige ne 26.” 

Sir, the rule of law, so far from being what the gentleman has 
stated, is that this man, under the circumstances, should have 
been extraordinarily diligent. That is the rule of law which 
should be applied in this case. Now, was this man extraordi- 
narily diligent? Letussee. I submit in the first place that he 
was absolutely negligent in leaving his office at all. He was for 

the time being the only custodian of a large amount of money; 
no one else was in the room; yet he left that mone y unguarded. 

Secondly, he was negligent in failing to see that the ‘door out 
of which he passed and which had a spring lock, was securely 
fastened. He says he thought it was shut, that he thought it 
was fastened. He ought to have known it, in view of the re- 
sponsibility resting upon him. Thirdly, he was negligent in 
not calling some one of his assistants who were near at hand to 


) m- | come and stand guard over this large amount of money during 
mittee of which I am a member [ was particularly struck with | 


| of the grossest negligence. 


his absence. 

Now here are three particulars in which this man was guilty 
You reverse the rule of the law when 
you undertake to claim that he can shield himself on the ground 
that he was not guilty of gross negligence. On the contrary, he 
should be ready to show to this House that he was exercising 
extraordinary diligence. The case against him is absolutely com- 
plete to a demonstration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Icanadd but a word inregard to the man- 
ner in which this case 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. I wish to say to the gentle 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. [have not time to yield. The doc- 
trine which the gentleman would apply to this case has no proper 
application. Why, sir, we are trying a case in which an agent 
of the Government, in whose possession was a large amount of 





| Government money, was guilty of gross negligence. If I were 


trying a case similar to this between man and man before an in- 
telligent jury, and were required to demonstrate that there was 
gross negligence, I would have no difficulty in doing so. And, 
as is suggested to me by the gentleman from South Carolina 


| [Mr. TILLMAN], this man was well paid to exercise diligence. 


But, sir, here in this Hall we are accustomed every day to ap- 
peals of this kind from parties charged with the custody of the 


| public money, and who by negligence have lost it. Men come 


the hand money has taught me that any man who allows 
himself to be influenced by the dictates of humanity in the hand- | 
ling of money willcome out particularly ‘*‘ short” in his accounts. 


I think that is the experience o eee who has ever handled 
money belonging t himself or anybody els 

The only que stion here is whether due diligence was exercised 
by this officer. It can not be said that a man has exercised due 
diligence when he has left a large amount of money lying around 
loose and gone out into the stree We are not to consider the 
dictates of manity which may othe prompted him to do this. 
His first duty was to take charge of and carefully care for that 
money left in his custody. 

[ have said I do not care to talk this question to death. Ido 
not believ: hould have been discussed more than five minutes 
Task gentlemen simply to look at the question in view of the 
facts of the ca 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


here and appeal, not to reason but to the sympathy and sentiment 
of — House, in order that we may be induced to allow to go 

‘ot free” officers whose duty it is under the law to properly 
guard the public money, but who—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MAn- 
SUR] is now recognized. 

Mr. MANSUR. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BRown]. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I knew Aquilla Jones for more 
than thirty years. I know that a more careful, faithful, honest, 
and upright man never lived. He wasincharge of large and im- 
portant trust affairs during many years of his life. 

He had been the treasurer of the State of Indiana, and no offi- 
cial act of Aquilla Jones can be shown that is tainted with the 
slightest incapability, dishonor, negligence, or wrong. He was 
postmaster under Andrew Jackson, and from that day to the hour 
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of his death his name has been a synonym of honesty and integ- 
rity among all who knew him. 

The doctrine of negligence which has been set forth by my 
friend and colleague from Alabama [Mr. CoBB] is entirely new 
tome. That he was an agent of the Government of the United 
States I do not doubt—I do notdeny. But the duties that his 
agency imposed upon him were no greater than the duty that 
agency imposes upon others. His duty as an agent of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States ceased the very moment that 
exercised ordinary, reasonable and due care, diligence and cau- 
tion in making the selection of the persons as subordinates whom 
he selected to perform official duty. And he is not and was not 
and by law can not be made responsible for the acts of his em- 
ployé if he himself exercised due care and ordinary caution and 
diligence in making the selection, and in determining that ques- 
tion it is material and proper that the House of Representatives 
should know who Aquilla Jones himself was, and who his em- 
ployé was at the time that this loss occurred. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MANSUR. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TRACEy]. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire simply to call the at- 
tention of the committee to the fact that under the provisions of 
existing law, if this robbery had amounted to $1,990, or any sum 
less than $2,000, the Postmaster-General would have been au- 
thorized to make settlement of it himself. Indeed, the only dif- 
ference that exists in thiscase over claims of a similar character 
which have been settled by the Department without question 
after an investigation arises from the fact that the amount of 
the robbery was some $2,400 instead of $2,000 orless. It appears 
to me that it would be a very unjust proceeding for this House 
to punish this postmaster or his bondsmen in a case where the 
loss falls upon them simply because the sum was four or five hun- 
dred dollars greater than that which could be allowed under the | 
present law by the Department itself. 

We have a statement from the Postmaster-General in connec- 
tion with the case which indicates clearly the course that he 
would have pursued had he been authorized by law todoso. He 
winds up his report with these words: 

Believing, therefore, that the loss in this instance did not result from an) 
fault or negligence on the part of the postmaster, I recommend the passag 
Ee a bill authorizing the Postmaster-General to credit him with the amount 
ost. 

Now, it must be observed, sir, that the Postmaster-General 
has no authority in this case to pay the $2,000, the limit of 1! 
law, and allow the postmaster himself tostand the loss of the re- 
maining $400. The law absolutely forbids it. I remember in a 
similar case before the House some time ago the postmaster who 
had sustained the loss wrote to the Postmaster-Generalsubmitting 
a proposition that he be allowed to lose the two or three hundred 
dollars, whatever the sum was, in excess of the amount which 
could be allowed by the Department and settle with the Depart- 
ment on that basis, but the Postmaster-General replied rebuking 
him for the proposition, saying that it could not be entertained. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to present 
some of the views I entertain in regard to the proper disposition 
of the pending bill, I desire to say first that I feel somewhat mor- 
tified, to say the least, because of the very peculiar language the 
distinguished chairman of my committee used in regard to this 
bill and those who supportit, not alone this afternoon, buton last 
week when it was before the House for consideration. 

I want to reiterate now to the House the statement that when 
the bill passed through the committee not a single member, not 
even the distinguished chairman himself, asked for any privilege 
in regard to the filing of a minority report. I wish to say that | 
never heard an intimation of that kind until a week ago to-day, 
when the bill came up and was being considered at the request 
of the gentleman fromIndiana[Mr. ByNuM]. Afterwards, being 
with the chairman of the committee, he apologized and said that 
many of them, perhaps, it being the first reading of the bill, did 
not know they ought to have taken steps to file a minority report 
if they desired to do so. I accepted the statement so far as some 
of the members of the committee were concerned; but certainly, | 
Mr. Chairman, the gentleman himself did know better, he being | 
an old member and serving on the committee heretofore. 

Mr. BUNN. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield to me | 
for a question? ; 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. 

Mr. BUNN. Do you think for that reason no minority report 
ought to have been filed? . 

Mr. MANSUR. Thatis not the point. 
awhile ago that leads to this. But I will 
opportunity later, if he desires it. 

Mr. BUNN. I hope you will. 

Mr. MANSUR. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I 


It is what you said 
give the gentleman an 


yas stating in re- | 





gard to this minority report, when the suggestion wa e | 
replied, ‘‘All right.” But the n stated a week a 

day that they had never seen t ‘eport re n end 

Sa of the bill after it pass 1 ymmitt . ali 

action was taken two weeks befor That ie. and | 

because of the fact that I do not b e the report was 

and [ did not call the bill up myself. On the for r Fr 1 to 


which I have referred the 


pi! was caltied » bv the s 


= Lat ail 
who presented it {Mr. BYNUM |. seeing it o 1 Cale ar. i ad 
nothing to do with that. All that was ri but 
when this afternoon the gentleman from North Ca 1 attacks 
the mode and manner of the d nse of the bill I « mysel 
agerieved. 

Mr. BUNN. Will the gentleman from Missouri plea stat 
in what manner the chairman has attacked him in any way? | 
certainly was not aware of it. 

Mr. MANSUR. Your attack was in this respec that yo 
could not see why we suppressed the reading of the report and 
the matter of the report and all that 

Mr. BUNN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I meant the ad- 
vocates of the bill. and not az rwho had made the report. 
My language had no such intent 

My. MANSUR. In other wor ‘ it nan made no - 
flection on myself ? 

Mr. BUNN. None whatever, for you had not spoken. I could 
rot reflect on a man who had not been heard. 

Mr. MANSUR. Very well. Iam in charge ofthe bill, ho 
ever, at this time. Then with that understanding—for I hay 
had no desire to suppress anything desi to say now, M 
Chairman, that so far as lam concerned. and so far as tl vjorit 
of the committee are concerned, it is simply a clashing of vie 
as to what constitut negligence in this case. The majority « 
the committee have, to my certain knowledge, followed not 


than twenty-five precedents since [ have been on that committee, 
the precedents always going to this extent, that if the postmast 
himself was entirely blameless, as shown by the report made by 
the inspectors appointed by the Department at Washington to 
investigate—if the report of those inspectors showed that the 
postmaster had neither knowledge nor intimation of any sort 
ing up to the robbery or loss, and so far as he himself was con- 
cerned that he was absolutely guiltless, then we have univer 

| reported in favor of the Government standing the loss. N if 
it be the policy of the House to change the rule which has 
vailed hitherto, then so far as Iam concerned that is all right 
[ have no objection to that. 

Now, in this statement let me call the attenti rf t Ho 
briefly to the condition we are in. Here is a robb No ma 
doubts that. 

\ MEMBER. No one doubis the loss 

Mr. MANSUR. Well, it isa robbery or loss, I don’t ca lat 
vou call it. Here is a loss by robbery, or theft, in the daytime. 
The amount of it is exactly ascertained. Under the law prevail- 
ing if therobbery had been less than $2,000 there would have been 
no need for this bill. It would have been adjudicated at once by 
the Post-Office Department; but when the report of the inspect- 





ors differed with 
Department, Don M. Dickinson, the Postmast 
hat Mr. 


ors came in after they got their facts, the inspect 
the chief of the 
They held t 


General. ine Johnson was guilty oi ne 





The Postmaster-General, after reviewing very fully all the evi 
dence, says in his opinion it is not true that he was guilty ofn 
ligence. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman or a 
tion? 

Mr. MANSUR. Notat present. [ desire to col byé I 
gentleman has argued all the time on the theory that Mr. John- 
son went out of the door knowir gy it was not locked, ora as 
that he only thought it was locked, and that i a business 
to find out and to know that it was locked. The statement h 
not been read yet by any one; but the cashier says that on M 
day that door was kept locked all the time, it being a spring | 
and therefore this employé, knowing itand passing through t 
door and pulling the door to, had a right to expect that w! 


pulled the door to it could no 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
Mr. MANSUR. 


be opened from the outside. 
Will the gentleman yield? 


Not now. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. I desire to say that the gentleman is 
misstating my position here. 
Mr. MANSUR. Well, the House has heard the gentleman, 


ting 
LLnNY 


his position | 


and if I am missta 
it intentionally. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
rect you. 
Mr. MANSUR. I understood you the way I have 
Now, here is the cashier’s sworn stat t. He 
Monday is a busy day 


And so forth. 


simply say that I do not do 


Well, you ht to allow me to cor- 


tated it. 


men Says 
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Being a busy day,I had told Johnson during the day that I wouid not go 
home to my dinner, et 

The door leading from my desk into the lobby had the catch sprung as it 
had been all the morning and could only be unfastened on the inside or with 
the key from the lobby 


> ow, thisshows tomy mind that Mr. Johnson was an eminently 
truthfulman. He knew whatthe custom was. He did not swear 
absolutely that the door was locked. The Postmaster-General 
comments upon the fact that the evidence showed that two men 
had conspired together, and the inspectors reported that they 
were well-known sneak thieves, because they give the names in 
this report, but the mengot away. The report of the inspectors 
exonerates all the employés of the department; and that being the 
case, the Postmaster-General could very well say that the door 
was not locked, although the cashier swears that it was locked 


and had been locked all day; that he had sprung the latch; and | 


Mr. Johnson could very well testify that he thought it was locked, 
because it was customary on that day that it should be kept so. 
No one else except the employés had access to the one room. 
Gentlemen ought not to lose sight of the fact that the situation 


there is the same asif this one room was divided by awire screen 


and there was but one door into the whole place secured by this | 


spring lock. 
'Mr. COBBof Alabama. 
tion? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is there a particle of proof here to 
show that he tried the door to see if it was or was not locked? 

Mr. MANSUR. He says that when he passed through he 
pulled it to and thought it was locked. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. He passed hastily through. 

Mr. MANSUR. He says he thought it was locked. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is there any evidence to show that 
he tried the door to see whether it was locked or not? 

Mr. MANSUR. Ofcourse not. If you knew there was a lock 
on the door and that it locked with a spring, you would do as | 
have hundreds of times in my office. I believe it to be 
locked when I hear it snap when I pull it to. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we are wandering somewhat from the 
question. 
gence of the employé under Mr. Jones as it was on the part of 
Mr. Jones. I reiterate that if the word goes out to the whole 


Will the gentleman yield for one ques- 


aone 


The question is not so much in regard to the negli- | 


country that a postmaster himself is an absolute guarantor for | 


all losses under him, after he has exercised due diligence and 
care in the selection of his employés, knowing that they have 


been all their lives sober, steady, truthful, and honest men, then | 


the whole matter of doing the business of the Post-Office De- 
partment of this country will at once change, and you will find 
that honest and prudent men will scarcely want toencounter the 
risk for the pitiful salaries attached to the places. For every 
man will know at once that in the event of any loss he will have 
to make it good personally. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that this is good policy. 
[ reiterate that I think there have been twenty-five cases which 
have been considered by the committee of which I amamember, 
in the last five years, and the points that we have passed upon 
every time have been, first, ascrupulousexamination as to whether 
there was a robbery or loss sustained; next, the amount; third, 
whether the matter had been fully investigated by the Post-Oftice 
Department. We always call upon the Post-Office Department 
for its full showing. When we have got that, then we try to 
determine the question whether the postmaster himself has 


been guilty of negligence. 
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the employés from which some other man might be killed. In 
these cases the bond which issues is to protect themselves. 

This is a question between the majority and the minority of 
the committee, which is, shall we report any bills whatever 


| favorably tothe House, where there has been areporton another 
| case in the same direction and the same disposition made of it, 


Why, sir, the postmaster could not be present in this case. 


There are one hundred employés, more or less, in the Indianapo- 


lis post-oftice, all responsible to him—carriers, free-delivery men, | 


and all the others in the office—and it is necessary for him sim- 
ply to exercise anoversight over the whole business. I maintain 
that if in court itis shown that aman has exercised due dili- 
rence and care in the selection of employés, that they have been 
sober, honest men, of good character and reputation, then, sir, 
even in spite of the prejudice that we find everywhere against 
railroads, the court would exonerate a railroad; so that one em- 
ployé could not recover from a railroad company on account of 
the negligence of another employé, providing the master had 
exercised due diligence and care in the selection of the employé 
in the first instance. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do not railroads all require bonds 
from men who handle their money? 

Mr. MANSUR. No, sir; they do not. 
stances they do. 


Mr. COBB of 


In only very few in- 


Alabama. Did you ever hear of an instance 


where a railroad did not require bond from the men who handle 
its money? 

Mr. MANSUR. Oh, no; that is not the matter of which I was 
I meant where there was negligence on the part of 


speaking. 


or shall do nothing of the kind? Why, I can cite an instance 
that occurred in Texas, where the postmaster was an eminent 
citizen and had his post-office running clear through the lower 
floor. There was a grand procession there, and the postmaster 
one of the marshals. While it was passing his men ran through 
to the front to see their employer, and while they were there a 
man came in at the back door, grabbed a lot of money, rushed 
out, and got away before they could get after him. 

The postmaster was not guilty of any negligence in that case. 
Every gentleman on this floor knows that the Post-Office Depart- 
ment does not furnish safes to the postmasters, and they often 
put their money in a pine box or in an ordinary desk, and in other 
cases the postmaster carries the money in his pocket. Well, 
now, if anyone should break into a post-office of that kind and 
steal the money, gentlemen would say it was negligence on his 
part in not putting his money in a safe, and putting it in such a 
box. 

[ hope that the House will vote knowingly and understandingly, 
for in the present case there is no doubt as to the amount lost or 
that the robbery occurred. It has been run down by every power 
that the Government could bring to bear in the investigation of 
the case, and there is no doubt that if the amount had only been 
$2,000 it would have been settled under the law, but being $2,400 
it was ruled out, and requires a special act to give the relief. 

Mr. BYNUM. Imove that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BUNN. I move to amend that motion by substituting 
the recommendation of the minority report that the bill be laid 
on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, to lay the bill on the table, 

The question was put, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BUNN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 75. 

Mr. BUNN. Noquorum, Mr. Chairman. [Cries of “Oh!”] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, there is evidently a quorum pres- 
ent. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Maine will rise in 
his place and make that statement the Chair will perhaps re- 
spond. 

Mr. REED (rising). If I felt entire confidence in the Chair I 
would not hesitate to do so. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANSUR. I demand the yeas and nays. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri that the House is in Committee of the Whole; but the 
Chair will appoint the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] and 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BUNN] as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
69, noes LOL. 

So the motion to lay the bill on the table was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana, that the bill be laid aside with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration bills on 
the Private Calendar, and had instructed him to report them with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1086) for the relief of Louisa Q. Lovell and others, with the 
recommendation that the original bill be laid upon the table, and that a bill 
in the nature of a substitute do pass. 

The substitute was read at length. 

The substitute was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mp. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the last 


| vote was laid on the table. 


Mr. BUNN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman withdraw that motion 
to enable the gentleman from New York to make a request. 

Mr. BUNN. I withdraw the motion. 
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THE LATE HON. FRANCIS B. SPINOLA. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the order heretofore made by the House fixing the time for the | 
memorial services in honor of the late Gen. Spinola at 2 o’clock 
to-morrow be vacated, and that the hour for the ceremony be 


fixed for 2 o’clock on Saturday, March 26. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
THE LATE HON. JOHN R. GAMBLE. 


Mr. FICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous consent for 


* 


| mittee on War Claims discharged, 


the immediate consideration of the resolution which I send to | 


the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That Saturday, March 12, beginning at 2 o'clock, 


peying tribute to the memory of Hon. JohnR. Gamble, late a member of 
ouse of Representatives, at large, from the State of South Dakota. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
jon of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
he question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 


the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 


bill reported from the Committee of the Whole. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, sr. 


The question being taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time, the Speaker declared that the 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, upon that I demand the 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I move 
do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
were ayes 71, noes 68. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I 
to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker appointed Mr. ByNuM 
and Mr. BUNN. 

Mr. BYNUM [after the count had proceeded for some time]. 
Mr. Speaker, it is getting late, so I will withdraw the demand 
for tellers and let the House adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. CoBB of Alabama, was then agreed to: 
the House accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) adjourned. 


ayes 


» yeas and 


that the House 


COBB, and there 


demand tellers on the 


and 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
referred to the Committees of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HARRIES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
A bill (H. R. 712) granting a pension to Jane A. Ward, widow of 
D. A. Ward. (Report No. 298.) 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 2058) for the relief of William C. Spencer, late 
tain Seventeenth Infantry, United States Army. (Report 
299.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (H. R. 1138) for the relief of Henry S. Saunders. (Report 
No. 300.) 

By Mr. MCKINNEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 4886) to pension Margaret, mother of Leon Chris 
tien. (Report No. 301.) 

By Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 2504) for the relief of Samuel M. Nalley. 
port No. 302.) 

A bill (H. R. 
(Report No. 303.) 

A bill (H. R. 2506) for the relief of Hiram Somerville 
port No. 304.) 

A bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of R. A. Spaulding, adminis- 
trator of Solomon Blue. (Report No. 305.) 

A bill (H. R. 2505) for the relief of Fannie Pemberton, formerly 
Fannie Glass. (Report No. 306.) 


and 


Ccap- 


No. 


Re- 


2514) for the relief of Emeline E. Musgrave. 


Re- 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were severally dis- 
charged from the consideration of the following bills and resolu- 
tions; which were respectively re-referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4073) for the relief of John McNaughton—Com- 


mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


| granting pensions to soldiers a the Fl 
ve Set apart for | 


A bill (H. R. Leathers—Com- 


and referred to Committee on 


1238) for the relief of Holmes & 


| Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 3144) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of 
Samuel Rhea, deceased, and Joseph R. Anderson—Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to Committee on War Claims. 


BILLS, 
Under clause 


RESOLUTIONS, AND 
3 of Rule XXII, bills 


MEMORIALS. 


. resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 
By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee (by request): A bill (H. R. 5886) 


lorida war—to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 


By Mr. NEWBERRY: A bill (H. H. 5887) to provide for in- 
crease of space for the Chicago post-oftice—to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 5888) to equalize to some extent 
the burdens imposed upon the people by the McKinley law, so 
called, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 

| Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5889) for the erection of a public building at 


Carolina with- | 


draws his motion to adjourn, and the Clerk will report the next | Croande 


Red Wing. Minn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 5890) directing a survey for a 
| harbor of refuge in Mexico Bay, on Lake Ontario, New York— 
to tre Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5893) to fix the 
salaries of the officials of the Government—to the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: A bill (H. R. 5946) to provide for reas- 
sessment and relevying of taxes declared illegal and void, and 
for other purposes to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5947) to provide an all-night street-car serv- 
ice for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 


motion | 


triet 
Lie 


of Columbia. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were 
introduced and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HOLMAN: In relation to Fort Brown, Tex.—to the 
Committee on ee \ffairs. 

By Mr. STOUT: Calling upon the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce to investigate the recent consolidation 
of four great trunk-line railways in New York, New Jersey, and 


Pennsylvania, and report by bill or otherwise—to the Committee 


on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER: To fix the salaries of the officials of the 
Gov rnment to the Committee on Appropi iations. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referr . as indicated below: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 5894) to in the pension 
of James W. Seages, late a idles r of Company ©, Second Regi- 
1ent Ohio Infantry, in the Mexican war—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5895) for the relief of Andi vy Shane o the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 5896) for the relief of Edwin 
A. Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUSEY: A bill (H. R. 5897 ‘to correct the military 
record of Thomas J. Goolman—to the Committee on M iy 
\ ffairs. z 

By Mr. BRETZ: A bi H. R. 5898) to increase the n of 
Enoch Weathers—to the Committ on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIES (by request \ bill (H. R. 5899)for the re- 
lief of William G. McSpadden—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5900) for the relief 
of Margaret J. Cavin, widow of John Cavin, deceased, Compar 

Tenth Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5901) for the relief of Cassa A. Christian, 
dependent mother of Andrew J. Christian, private Company B, 
Tenth Cavalry Tennessee Volunteers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5902) for the relief of Mahala Lawson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5998) for the relief of William Lawson—to 
iio Coemtiios on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5904) for the relief of Elizabeth H. Melton 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





need 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 5905) for the ben cond nay bvcaneni and ~ see 
children of John Hundley, deceased, p: » Com pany ay enth 
Ti S Cavali to the Committee on ] 1 Pk ns. 

so, a b H. R. 5906) for the relief of E; ward Ellis. of Pow- 
r St lent the Committee on War Claims. 

30, ab H. R. 5907) for the relief of H. B. Jones, of Elver- 
+ j >the ( mittee on Milit \ ffair 

‘ q. 8) for the of Thomas Thoma f 

Rasa I » the ¢ mittee on Mi uy Affairs 

50. @ H.R YOU) Ti tl relief of Rub Sco to t] 
( Mii mm War Claims. 

o,a | H. R.5910) for the relief of R. A. Driskill, of Whit 
Pine, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso, a b H. KR. 5911) for the relief of G. W. Qualls, of Ethe! 
7 to 1 ( mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5912) granting an honorable discharge to 


members of Companies A, B, and C, Army of the Ohio—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5913) for the relief of Rupert G. Hill—to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5914) for the relief of William and Robert 
(ass to the Committee on War Claims 

A 1 sate Say Anas engl tg omnes gy John 
C. Hook, of St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


to Mary Shumate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, al H. R. 5917) granting a pension to Charles Weide- 
witsch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 5918) to increase the pension of 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5916) granting arrears of pension 


Ca 8. Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5919) to increase the pension of Carlton R 
Cheney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH (by request): A bill (H. R. 5920) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary O’Day—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MYER: A bill (H. R. 5921) for the relief of Odd Fel- 
lows’ Hall Association of New Orleans. La.—to the Committee 
oO War ¢ ilms 

iy Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R.5922) granting 
& 1% t i Hastings—to the Committ ( invé l 
bs oO 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R. 5923) granting a pension 





to Amanda Frame, of Braxton County, W. Va.—to the 





\lso, a b H. R. 5924) removing the charge of desertion from 
Joseph Dixon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5925) cranting a pension to Robert S. North- 
cott to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also.a H, RR. 5926) for the relief of Franklin M. Daviss 
to the ¢ mittee on alli tery Affairs. 

\lso,a H.R.5927) granting ape ynsion to Abraham Shriver 
1 e Committee on Inv alid Pensions. 

\lso,a H. R. 5928) removing the charge of desertion fro1 
. M. Ha t, of Burton, W. Va., late a private of Company 
M, First Regiment of West Virgin ia ¢ yavalry—to the Committee 
( i ffairs. 

Also, a t H. R. 5929) for the relief of Martha A. Barnes, of 
Tyler County, W. Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a 1 (H. R. 5930) removing the charge of desertion as 
to A M r, of Burt , W. Va to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Aff S 

H. R.5931) removing the charge of desertion from 
G. W. Cunningham, of Burton, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
VI \ rs 
so, a bill (H. R. 5932) granting relief to the personal repr: 
sentatiy f the late John M. Doddridge, of Wheeling, W. Va.- 
t e { ttee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 5933) granting a pension to 

Seibert, ete.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

».a bill (H.R. 5934) for the relief of Robert M. McCormick, 
£ pen tchild of Robert M. McCormick, deceased, late = 
pany G, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the Com- 
n 0 Inva i¢ b¢ ions. 

\lso,a bill (H.R. 5935) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John McCormick—to the Committee on 
M ury Affairs. 

B Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 5936) for the relief of William 
H. Nea o the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5937) for the relief of the legal representa- 
1 S s S. Powell, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claim 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 5938) granting a pension 


rellier—to the Committee @m Invalid Pensions. 
VHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5939) for the re- 
‘irs of Dr. Nathan Fletcher—to the emaiiies on 


FEBRUARY 12, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5940) to refer the claim against the United 
States of th rustees of the Florence Masonic Lodge, of Flor- 


? 
t 
ence, Ala., to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (7. R. 5941) to build a bridge across the Tennessee 

1 a point in Whitesburg precinct, in Madison 
organ County, in the State of Alabama—to the 
mmittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: A bill (H. R. 5942) granting a pension to 
Agnes “i to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 5943) granting a pen- 
ion ; Hickman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. W AE by request): A bill (H. R. 5944) for the relief 
of Charles Adams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. Ww ILS YN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5945) to establish 
a soldiers’ home in Pulaski, Laurel, Whitley, Knox, or Bell 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of 50 citizens of Franklin County, 
Pa., praying that the World’s Fair may be closed on Sunday—to 
the Select Committe ‘e on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of Mountain 
See oer, ; of Pen nsylvania, praying that the World’s Fair may be 
closed on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 
Pape. ; 

d , petition of 150 citizens of Franklin County, Pa., praying 
tha t the World’s Fair may be closed on Sunday—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of citizens of Waukesha County, 
Wis., asking that the World’s Fair be closed on the Sabbath—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of citizens of Guthrie County, 
Lowa, in favor of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agri- 


Also, petition of citizens of Guthrie County, Iowa, urging the 
passage of the Butterworth bill defining options—to the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: Petition of 5 citizens 
of Altheimer, Jefferson County, and of 61 citize ns of Reedville, 
Ark., in favor of the impr omens of the Arkansas River—to 
the C ap Er on Rivers and Harbors. 


By! ‘AMINETTI: Petition of the National Women’s Chris- 


la bomen Union, asking that no exposition or exhibition 
for which appropriations are made by Congress shall be opened 
on Sunday to the Galect Commlites ont the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. ; 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Papers to accompany House bill for re- 


lief i of Wil 
By Mr. D 


a to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
REST: Petition of John W. Barnes and others, 
of the as Washington Avenue Baptist Church, of Bridgeport, 
Conn., in favor of laws to prohibit the exportation of alcoholic 
liquor tres n the United States—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: P apers of Peter Hegarty, for pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. DUNGAN: Petition of J.A. Melville and 41 others, of 
the T hirteenth Ohio dist rict, in favor of the continued exclusion 
of Chinese—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, by its pastor, and of citizens, residents of Ham- 
mond, St. Croix County, Wis., asking that Congress appropriate 
no money for the Exposition unless it be provided that it be closed 
on Sunday—to the Select Committeeon the Columbian Exposi- 
Elie 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition toamend the tree-culture law 
to the Committee on _ Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOLMAN (by reguest): Petition of William K. Tub- 
man, against the Eastern Railroad Association, for amendment to 
the patent act—to the Comn 1ittee on Patents. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petitions of National Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, asking that no exposition or exhi- 
bition for which appropriations are made shall be opened on 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: Petition of Edmund Pendleton 
Gaines—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, poe rs to accompany a special bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 





Also, papers to accompany a special act—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Isham Hurt and others—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of citizens of the Twenty-eighth | which was referred to the ¢ Claims, and ordered to 
v . . . . , : * 1 . . . 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, asking the passage of a | be printed. 
resolution authorizing the employment, etc., of the slum popu- WITHDRAWAL OF P 
lation of cities having over 200,000 inhabitants—to the Commit- Ve RITK 1 : ; Se 
tee on Labor r. IVNUSK, DY unanimous consent, Odlained leave to 
Y a a! . 


les of the House the pa tha, 


Also, petition of citizens of the Twenty-fourth district of Penn- | “~~ ~~ ™ See r ; See ee ee 
sylvania, asking for the absolute exclusion of the Chinese—to PENSION INVESTIGA N. 


the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. The SPEAKER announced the appoi of the following ? 
Also, petition of citizens of the Twenty-cighth Congressional | special committee to investigate the man: tof the Pension 
district, requesting the passage of the act entitled ‘‘An act to | Office: 
regulate the carriage of passengers at sea”—to the Committee Mr. WHEELER of Michigan, Mr. L E, Mr. DUNGAN, Mr. 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. LIND, and Mr. BROSIUS 
Also, petition of citizens of the Twenty-eighth district of Penn- WILLIAM W. WED \D 
syivania, praying for the passage of the joint resolution provid- Mr. HULI ae “‘o 
ing for the amendment of the Constitution, to provide for adirect | ee ns ORES xs er oe ee eee 
Ee ; : : : . T1324 sa considered at this time the bill (H. R. 1923) granting an honor 
vote of the people in the election of Senators in the United Sta able discharee to William W. Wede 
Congress—to the Select Committee on Election of President ar Te Cee ge SO VW sien Ww YY Oug wou. 


‘he bill was read, as follows: 


Vice-President and Representatives in Congress. 





By Mr. McRAE: Petition of 83 citizens of Desha County, and | ..°4 Witla W. Wedewoon late & lieutenant in the Niner fifth Tligo: 
of 90 citizens of Dumas, Ark., in favor of the improvement of | Volunteer Infantry, an honorable discharge from the service, to date De- 
Arkansas River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. r 31, 1862: Provided, That no pay or en ments shall become due by 
By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of the National Woman's Chris- re oe : : a 
tian Temperance Union, asking that no exposition or exhibition | , /he SPEAK ‘R. Is there object to the present considera- 
' for which appropriations are made by Congress shall be opened | “0! ‘this bul , 
‘ on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- Mr. REILLY. If think the port should be read, or the 
i tion. ‘ : should be a staten + made 
By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of 38 owners and masters of \ ir. HI LL. Ls all be glad to say a fev 
ig sels sailing on the Great Lakes, urging an appropriation for a P!4nation. [ hope there will be no obj 
y new revenue cutter to replace the wornout Andy Johnson—‘o th l Dll [tisar leritorious Dll, 
3 Committee on Appropriations. t ast Congress. in! lier wa 
By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of 408 individuals, collected b Jecom De 1862, by a perempt i 
the National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of the Third | 10" “ Geserting fils picket post. On January 17, 1863, bis regi- 
3 district of Michigan, asking that no exposition or exhibition for | MeMtal commander and other officers, inclual the picket oOl- 
' which appropriations are made by Congress shall be opened on | Heer Of the day, who had giver it dgwood his instruc- 
i Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. tions, certified that he had simply obeyed the order of the com- 
By Mr. SHELL: Petition of Mount Zion Society, to accompany manda r of tin J st in leaving. : . 
4 House bill for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. _in 1®i4 the W ur De partment reviewed the evidence, and no- 
i By Mr. STUMP: Opinion of the United States Supreme Court— | ' is me rot Cong ; that he would be granted an honor- 


to the Committee on Claims. able discharge on receiptof his resignation of date December. 
By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of 164 citizens of Kins- | 1862. The member never notified him of the condition atta 





man, Ohio, praying that the Columbian Exposition be closed on | DU! Gld No ers an honorable discha 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. Mr. Wedgwood moved from Illinois to lowa, and has lived there 
By Mr. WHITE: Two petitions of citizens of Monroe County, | during all these years under the impression that he had an honor- 
Iowa, praying for the passage of the antioption bill—tothe Com- ‘ aiscna nthe War De} t. He applied for it i 
. mittee on Agriculture. 1889, and was 1 that t ti ad expired within which t 
Also, petition of citizens of Monroe County, Iowa, praying for | Vepartment could do h : <a® SROR Sppisee 10 tae 18 
the passage of what iscommonly known as the Conger lard bill Congress lor fand the b assed unanimously, and I belies 
to the Committee on Agriculture. that the members of this House, v ithey understand the merit 
By Mr. WIKE: Petition of the National Woman’s Christian | 0f the case, will not hesitate to pass this bill now. It si 
Temperance Union, asking that no exposition or exhibition directs the Secretary of War t t ‘al 
which appropriations are made by Congress shall be opened on | C4rge, thus Going an act 0 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. r. PICKLER. Is 1 ‘ep 
By Mr. WILLCOX: Petition for the adoption of the metric Mr. HULL. The report is uns 
system of weights and measures in the customs service—to th The bill v ¢ ad a 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. and being rossed, 1U was a , the | 
N ‘HT Lu] W 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. — : 
© 1a ! agre 1 
SATURDAY, February 13, 1892. DUTIAI NDIS 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. HAYNES of Ohio. ir. Speaker, | : na 
: W. H. Mineurn, D. D. sent for the present considerat th L153 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- | the privileges of the transportat L1abie mM 
proved. : without apprais ment to e port Sand Oh10, 
DEFICIENCIES. 1¢ DUL Was read, a 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting | pro e 10 ame 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates of | without appraisement 
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, | °™' 7, ta She Htate< 
1892, and for prior years, submitted by the Secretary of the In- The SPEAKER. 
terior; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, | tion of this bill? 
and ordered to be printed. Mr. LIND. I would e to in in ¢ 
PORT OF DELIVERY, SIOUX CITY. the bill whether it has been ref ewors _ 
Tke SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the | ™’ce on “ommerce: 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter Mr. HAY NES of O 
from the Commissioner of Customs relative to an actestablishing ase 
a = of delivery at Sioux City, Iowa, and requesting that the ge 
salary of said office be fixed by definite legislation; which was — ; 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 2 of Ohi ‘ 
printed. os Va. 15 Bee ved upon by the 
CHARLES BALMER VS. THE UNITED STATES. OO eS ee 





_The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the as- Mr. HAYNES of Ohio. Ifthe gentl 
; sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of | to be read I think it will be a sufficient exp! 
the court in the case of Charles Balmer vs. The United States; The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 
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Mr. WISE (interrupting the reading 
have to object. All bills of that class have been referred hereto- | 
fore to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

SWEATING SYSTEM OF TENEMENT LABOR. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the House resolution relative to the so- 
called sweating system. Ithas been reported unanimously from 
the Committee on Manufactures, and I ask that it be considered 
now, in order that the committee may proceed without delay to 
make the investigation. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 7, 1 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following, which was referred to the Committee 
on Rules ; 
olved, That the Committee on Manufac “tures be, and hereby is, author 
ized and directed to make inquiry into the effect of the so-called “sweating 
system of tenement lab ir’? upon manufa tures of clothing and other manu- 
factures, and upon wages and prices in such manufactures, and to report to 
this House the result of such inquiry, and also to suggest such legislation as 
in their judgment may be necessary in the premises 

Resolved, That for the purpose of the above investigation the committee is 
authorized to send for persons and papers, to send a subcommittee to such 
city or cities of the Union as it may deem best to take testimony, to employ 
a stenographer, to compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of 
books and papers at its hearings; all to be paid for out of the contingent 
fund of the House 

Mr. HOAR moved that the chairman be instructed to report the resolutiot 
amended so as toread as follow 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and hereby is, author 
izedand directed to make inquiry into the effect of the so-called ‘sweating 
system’ of tenement-house labor upon manufactures of clothing and other 
manufactures, and upon wages and prices in such manufactures, and to r 
port to the House the result of such inquiry, and also to suggest such leg 
lation as in its judgment may be necessary 

Resolved, That for the aes es of the above investigation the committee 
is authorized to send for persons and papers, to send a subcommittee tosu h 
city or cities of the Union as it ‘mi iy deem best to take testimony, to employ 
a stenographer, to compel the attendance of witnesses, and to administer 
oaths, and the production of books and papers atits hearings; and to print 

uch portion or all of the papers and testimony received by itasit may deem 
best, all to be paid for out of the contingent fund of the House 

Resolved, That for the purposes of the above investigation the committee 
and such subcom - ttees as it may designate may hold meetings during the 

sessions of the Hi 


The SPE AK Kk R Is there obje tion Lo the present conside ra- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is reported from the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures with an amendment, which the Clerk 
will oad report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








Re aoe That the Committee on Manufactures be, and hereby is, author 
ized and directed to make inquiry into the effect of the so-called “sweating 
system” of tenement-house labor upon manufactures of clothing and other 
manufactures, and upon wages and prices in such manufactures, and to re 
port to the House the result of such inquiry; and also to suggest such legis- 
lation as in its judgment may be necessary. 

Resolved, That for the purposes of the above investigation the committee 
is authorized to send for persons and papers, tosend a subcommittee to such 
city or cities of the Union as it may deem best, to take testimony, to employ 
a stenographer, to compel the attendance of witnesses, and to administer 
oaths, and the production of books and papers atits hearings; and to print 

h portion or all of the papers and testimony received by it as it may deem 
best, all to be paid for out of th econtngent fund of the House 

Resolved, That for the purpose of the above investigation the committee and 

uch subco mmittee sas it may designate may hold meetings during the ses- 


ms of the Hous 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, is that resolution not 
pending before the Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is no such resolu- 
tion before the committee. But the Chair is not positive. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that measure before the House now for 
action? 

The SPEAKE! Itis. The Chair asked if there was objec- 
tion to its present ‘consideration, and no objection was made 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the resolution will be read. 

The SPEz oy Ker R The Chair will state that the original reso- 

tion was read, after h the Chair asked for objection to its 
consideration, and then the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures was read. 

Mr. REED. The Chair gave ample opportunity for objection. 

Ir. HOLMAN. I hope the original resolution will be read. 
The original resolution was again reported. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the substitute 


now 








The substitute was again reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think there should be some 
limit to the appropriation for such purpose, or for any purpose, 
out of the contingent 
heretofore to al low unlimited appropriations from thisfund. I 
should like to limit the amount in this case toa sum not exceed- 
ing $1,000, and hope the gentleman will accept that. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr.Spe aker, I wish to say that the purpose of the 
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fund of the House, It has not been usual | 


committee inthis investigation is not to take any trips through- | 


out the country that can possibly be avoided in the prosecution 
of this inquiry. .We hope to have the entire investigation car- 


Semales into the country. 





FEBRUARY 13, 





Mr. Speaker, I shall | ried on here in the city of Washington, and we hope not to ex- 


pend a cent from the contingent fund for any traveling expenses 
whatever. 

But, sir, this is a very important matter, a matter which, I 
think, is not understood by a large majority of gentlemen pres- 
ent. Itis a subject whic h involves tremendous questions of op- 
pressed labor in our large cities all along the seacoast and the 
remedies which may tend to settle some of them. 

The investigation may result in recommendations on the part 
of the committee for legislation in re gard to restricting immi- 
gration; it may result in recommendations for legislation to pre- 
vent the spread of contagious diseases through “the transporta- 
tion, outside of the cities where they are manufactured, of articles 
of clothing, saddlery, and other such commodities which have 
been manufactured amidst the filth which necessarily goes with 
this tremendous ‘‘ sweating system.” Now, to give a committee 
of this House authority to institute the inquirie s necessary, and 
to prosecute an investigation so far-reaching as this must neces- 
sarily be, and then limit it in itsexpenditures to the sum of $1,000, 
seems to be an unusual and unnecessary proceeding. 

In the report of the Subcommittee on Manufactures to the full 
committee it was stated that it was the purpose of the commit- 
tee to conduct every part of the investigation, if possible, in the 
city of Washington, and none of the committee are in favor of 
going away from here unless it shall be found’ absolutely essen- 
tial for the pur pose of giving to the House a thorough report and 
i full understanding of the subject-matter involved. 

hope, therefore, that the gentleman from Indiana will not in- 
sist upon undertaking to limit the amount to $1,000 for these ex- 
penditures; and I will assure the gentleman and the House that 
the committee itself will limit its expenditures as much under 
that thousand dollars as may be consistent with what they be- 
lieve to be a thorough and complete investigation of this important 
question. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, not yet have I heard any fact 
stated in connection with this matter which = Congress the 
jurisdiction to make the investigation contemplated by the reso- 
lution just read. Iam tired, sir, of seeing investigating com- 
mittees sent out by this House to investigate subjects upon which, 
when they are investigated, Congress has no right or power to 
legislate. Such investigations are frequently gotten up, no 
doubt—I do not refer to the gentleman from Massachusetts, how- 
ever, in this connection—for the purpose of making a little cheap 
claptrap reputation, and in this way the jurisdiction of Congress 
has been extended to the investigation of all kinds of subjects: 
subjects with which Congress has nothing whatever to do, and 
upon which, under the Constitution, Congress has no right and no 
power to legislate. 

Why, sir, but a few Congresses back, I believe in the Forty- 
sixth, when there was an investigation by a committee seeking 
for information with reference to matters upon which they had 
no right to legislate, they caughta witness who refused to answer 
certain questions, reported him to the House for contempt of the 
authority of the House, and he was imprisoned. For that im- 
prisonment he brought suit against the Sergeant-at-Arms, and 
the first verdict, recovered in a court of justice, was for $100,000. 
This verdict was set aside on the ground that it was excessive, 
and another trial had, when a verdict of $20,000 was rendered; 
and in the Supreme Court of the United States the late Justice 
Miller delivered the opinion of the court. In one of the finest 
opinions ever rendered by that court it was held thatthe recovery 
was proper, because neither the House of Representatives nor the 
other branch of the legislative department of the Government 
had any right to elicit information or call upon a witness to 
answer any questions pertaining to a matter over which Congress 
had no legislative authority. 

Now, if you inaugurate thisinvestigation, when the matters to 
be inquired into are not such as Congress would have the right 
to legislate upon, you can not compel a single witness to answer 
any question on a subject which is not found to be clearly within 
Congressional jurisdiction. 

I listened attentively to the statement of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], and I have heard nothing showing 
that we have jurisdiction in this case. He suggests that there 
may be developed by this investigation something that might lead 
Congress toadopt measures for limiting immigration. Through 
investigating committees heretofore sent out at considerable ex- 
pense, and which consumed a great deal of time in the examina- 
tion of witnessesin New York, Boston, and other cites, we already 
have enough of that kind of information toenable us to legislate 
if we have only the courage to legislate as we ought to. 

The gentleman has made the further suggestion that this in- 
quiry y may result in our obtaining some information which would 

ead Congress to legislate against the introduction of infectious 
Sir, my friend from Massachusetts 
ought to read what the Supreme Court of the United States de- 


* rena. 


ae 
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cided on this subject sixty yearsago. Thatcourt then held that | edy that which you allege, and probably truthfully allege, to be 


ongress has no jurisdiction to enact quarantine laws for the | 
4 | 


States; that those are subjects of State legislation. 
So I say there has been nothing stated by the gentleman, so far 


as I have been able to hear, which shows that Congress has any | 


power or right whatever to investigate what is called the ‘‘ sweat- 
ing system.” Idonotunderstand what the ‘sweating system” is; 
but the gentleman says that it relates to labor in the great cities. 
If that is the case, we now have a bureau of statistics in regard 
to labor; and that bureau can report to this House the status of 


labor under existing laws so as to enable Congress to adopt any | 


necessary legislation, if the matter is one of which we have juris- 
diction. Unless I hear some better reason than any which has 
been given to show that we have the right to legislate upon such 
information as this resolution proposes to collect, I shall vote 
against the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wis- 
sonsin [Mr. BABBITT]. 

Mr. BABBITT. Mr. Speaker, it may be unfortunate for the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that he has yielded to me, as I 
have received from two of the most important clothing firms in 
the city of Boston the request that this matter be postponed for 
one week. They state that they are very much interested in 
this question. Mr. Schuman, a merchant of Boston, was present 
here anumber of days, thinking that perhaps this question would 
come up for consideration. He also desired that further action on 
the question be postponed for one week, so as toenable the House 
of Representatives to consider fairly the question presented. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, as there seems to be in this House 
some lack of knowledge upon the general subject of this inquiry, 
I may be pardoned if I describe in my time what is the “‘ sweat- 
ing systemof tenement-house labor.” It is asystem under which 
a manufacturer gives out his wares, his partially manufactured 
goods, to a contractor, who makes a subcontract with the own- 
ers of small shops or tenement houses for the completion of the 
goods in those places. The middleman, or ‘*‘ sweater,” depends 
for his profit on the difference of price between the amount paid 
per piece by the manufacturer and the amount paid per piece to 
the persons owning the small shop or tenement house. Now, in 
the most filthy and degraded parts of our large cities this system 
is carried on in connection with the manufacture of clothing, 
cigars, saddlery, and other branches of manufacture. 

There is something perfectly terrible in the facts which have 
been already gathered on this subject through the investigations 
of Governor Russell, of Massachusetts, and the board of inspectors 
of the State of New York. These two investigations were for 
the purpose of reaching the difficulty locally; but it was found 
that a local law was not the thing needed, that it could not deal 
with this clothing, these cigars, these articles of leather manu- 
facture when passing from one State into another. Therefore 
the great labor organizations of the country and the merchants 
themselves are urging Congressional investigation of this ques- 
tion. I am surprised that any gentlemen of Massachusetts have 
sent here to ask for a postponement of this inquiry, for I have 
been in continual receipt of letters urging that the investigation 
be begun. The only request that there has been looking to any 
delay has come from the gentleman already named, Mr. Schuman, 
who simply asked that when the hearing shall take place the 
clothing manufacturers may have a chance to present their side 
of the case. 

Mr.OATES. Willthe gentleman be kind enough to state what 
is the reason that Governor Russell and the Legislature of his 
State can not deal with evils such as are described? Suppose goods 
to the manufacture of which the so-called ‘*‘ sweating system ” has 
been applied are brought into Massachusetts from another State, 
does the gentleman pretend to say that the Legislature has not 
jurisdiction to adopt laws to remedy any abuses connected with 
such transactions? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; but State action can not reach the seat 
of the evil. It can prescribe certain health conditions, and can, 
for instance, prevent clothing or other manufactured articles com- 
ing into the State unless they are suitably tagged. 

But it can not reach the causes of the evil, some of which, to 
my mind, lie in our system of practically free immigration. | 
believe myself that when we have investigated this subject it 
will be found that we shall have a better reason than has yet 
been shown by any statistics given on the subject of immigration 
for the passage of a rigid law restraining the immigration of the 
hordes and countless numbers of poor, degraded laborers who 
come to flood our large cities, and who take work out of the 
hands of the men who are living there. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will allow me, I will join with 
him on that; and I have been trying all the time to make our 
laws limiting and restricting immigration much more efficient 
than they are. I have tried in that direction for a number of 
years to make them more efficient; but now the power to rem- 


| an evil, rests either in the State Legislatures or in Congress. It 

rests in the States, unless by virtue of the Constitution of the 
| United States, or some construction of it that has been made, 
| Congress is given the power. Ni 
| wherein Congress has such power? 
| Mr. HOAR. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say thatI 
| believe the State hasa certain amount of control over this ey il, 
but I also believe that the Congress of the United States, under 
the decisions of our Supreme Court, has the power which I con- 
tend for. I have in mind a case of that kind, to which I will re- 
fer the gentleman afterwards, in which the right to brand oleo- 
margarine was held to be a power which Congress could confer, 
as it did confer it by a bill which passed this House. Now, [am 
rather opposed, I will say, to that kind of Congressional legisla- 
tion; but the gentleman asks what power we have, and if we have 
power to put a brand upon oleomargarine, so thatit shall be sold 
simply as oleomargarine, we also have the power to brand other 
articles to show their true nature. 

Mr. OATES. That was a power to tax, under the taxing 
power of the Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, and we could put a tax upon this kind of 
clothing or we could put a brand upon this kind of clothing: and 
if all the gentleman wants to know is how this Congress can act 
I think that is one way. It gives us a perfect reason for action. 
The gentleman said his only objection was that he had not heard 
of a way in which we could act. Nowhe has heard a way stated 
in which we can act, and I hope he will withdraw his objection 
to an investigation which is so important to all our people on the 
Eastern coast of this country. 

[ yield five minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [| Mr. 


yw will the gentleman show 


| WALKER]. 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I am thoroughly in favor of 
investigation proposed, but I think there should be a few words 
added in order to make the resolution efficient and to carry o 
what my colleague proposes. loffer anamendment, which I will 
ask the Clerk to read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

\fter the word ‘‘manufactures”™ in the first re wing 

As compared with the usual prices paid for like work not made in ten¢ 
ment houses on like clothing 

So that it will read 





Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and hereb ith 
ed and directed to make inquiry into the effe« f the so-ca 
system of tenement-house labor on manufactures of clo ng and 
ufactures, and upon wages and prices in such manufactures as 
with the usual prices paid for like work not madein tenement h i 


Mr. WALKER. I hope the gentleman will accept the : 
ment. 
Mr. HOAR. [did not quite hear it. I would like to lo 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

The resolution as amended was again reported. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the gentleman will not object to that 
amendment. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to that amendment at all. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentlemanfrom Massachusetts con 
sent to the offering of that amendment? 


Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 











Ir. OATES. Why can not the gentleman from M: huse 
lodge the jurisdiction with the Committee on ut 
while investigating manufactures, so that you may extend your 
investigation to reach the labor connected therewith? 

Mr. HOAR. We have done that in this resolutior 
‘* wages and prices.” 

Mr. OATES. I have not read it. 

Mr. HOAR. | reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RAINES. I wanted to ask the entleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAR] a question to see if I understood him cor- 
rectly. I understood the gentleman to say that one of his objects 
in pressing this resolution was, that he thought it might result 
in more stringent immigration laws and prevent the introduc- 
tion into the United States from abroad of cheap laborers, whe 
come here for the purpose of bettering their conditior 7 Is that 
so? 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say “for the purpose of bettering their 
condition.” That is the gentleman’s own addit 

Mr. RAINES. I have added that. have I? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAINES. All right. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speak 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from a 
vield? 

Mr. HOAR. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I do not make any objection to 
the passage of this resolution. I am certainly in favor of « 


} 


investigation which wil 





licht y reations < this 
light upon que LO! ) nis 


| throw any 





~~ 


—_ 
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benefit of the wage workers who ai 
nt houses in our large cities, not livin 
r" istence. If this inv tigation is to be or- 
accomplish anything, $1,000 will not begin to pay 
COCCI ( 1 a short tim aco to look over thx 
a of the investigating committees that hav: 
} sta I Congresses, to see ¥ 
( J ny é ad pee! i S 
( l ( inufac the bk ifti i ( : 
estigat sub; ( That comm 
imat 
ation accon i ‘ ood result. It gave to |} 
‘rect k of th anner in which tr 
W med and of the dangers to which they 
ation of the Re: ng Railroad strike, by the 
tee, W i | ve was only a subcommittee, and 
to save ¢ nses went into the coal i 
‘e The Strike oc irred, cost the Hous 
by the Ford committee, of the importation of 
i ola ion of la cost $7,000. The investiga- 
n the last Congress, of the Ohio 
y, a t 1 had been previously admitted 
vn, cost the House $8,232.30. I could not un- 
time the resolution asking for an investigation 
was presented, the ne sity for the same or tf 


accomplished. I acquired some light, hows 


‘ress of the same, and more since, by an exami- 








endit ires made by the committee 
place, as the investigation progressed it became 
is not the best of feeling amongst the lead- 
blican party in Ohio, and that there was an effort 
several distinguished gentlemen in that State 
( Val at publics xpense. In the second place, 
nt several gentlemen were out of jobs, and 
of investigation enabled its managers to 
ble-bodied gentlemen on the pay rolls of the House 
sio f Congress, whether the committec 
rit was idle. Before proceeding to that 
committee was authoriz d to appoint a clerk, 
and to require the services of a special deputy un- 
\n exa Suntan of the vouchers 
Clerk of the House by the committee disclos 
cde ty ser ant-at-arms, $264 


t, special deputy sergeant-at-arms, from March 
ry, 1891, $1,666. 

















llotte, cle from December 23, 
1 » hii ] wa ; S 
1891, $2 his cl aeaane nah ae 

1 and evé time the committ 

r, ISS8Y, to the day of the final adjournment 
J OnE J 
the c nitt was at work or not, 
a sullicient pull to have secured, 1n some man- 
l ry ol . This, l presume, was paid 
2 4 ] . } lové 
nich l t! regular employes 
is Y) 
.o | 
nee! 64 ). 
em pi L i itnes 3.18 equally inter- 
fit of t é ) may! know the busi- 
uch tl > A vcs @atvlons al - nera 
1 list of 1 witnesses examined by this com- 
a nts pala to eacn: 
$63. Of I ut W i $59. 3 
0 liver h f ) 
} { ir ("a7 T e)] Fr 
y) a 2 ia 
{ 0 1e 05 ) 
) r 59. 30 
75. 30 ru) 63. 80 
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i 6 x z 59. 39 
7.30 4 ‘ 55. 00 
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». 30 | John W. O’Neall, eight days 74. 30 
61.30 | John R. McLean, one day = 2.00 
65.30 | Charles E. Prior, ten days -.. 75.% 
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Se Bee I goatee iete dnl cece 61. 30 
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Does the gentleman pretend that there is any 
na — committee like that and a commit- 
*y clerk, alk as the Committee on Manufac- 
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Mr. BYNUM. This resolution authorizes the appointment of 


Mr. HOAR 


\- [t does not. Lé 


t authorizes only the appointment 
of a stenographer. 

BYNUM. Well, I think that probably an was ap- 
point d by the committee towhich Iam referring. He is called 





ger was also appointed. 





Ht ) AR. "The t ‘ommittee on Manufactures has a messenger. 
Mr. BYNUM. The deputy sergeant-at-arms drew $264; the 


uty, an additional employé, $1,666; the clerk, in all, 














$2,616, and the messenger $649: a total to employés alone of $5,195. 
The total pai id to witnesses was $3,037.70, making the cost of the 
investigation, in the ag rate, $8,232.70. 

Governor Foraker appears to have been subpoenaed three times 
and to have been before the committee in all ; ndays. R.G. 
Wood was likewise ee it before the comm and his pres- 
ence required forfourteendays. The presence of other witness 


Was 1 quir d a second time, and one was paid for twenty-three 
days’ attendance Taking ya surface view.of this investig ation, it 
looks as tl ough a committee might be appointed to investig: 

ation. My purp se, however, in calling attention to 
it is to show how easy it is 0 squander large sums of money in 
this manner without accomplishing : 


any ben¢ ficial results. 
In the investigation of the title of the 
1 
d 





the investigs ( 
i 


tig » gentleman from Arkan- 
sas | Mr. BR ECK [NRIDGE] to his seat the : Lac y subcommittee went 
to the State of Arkansasand took testimony, and that commit- 
tee exceeded all others, expending $16,354.88. It was a subcom- 
mittee of the r¢ 
members. 

[ want to call the attention of the House to these investiga- 
tions, because of the fact that many members have very little 
idea of how expensive these luxuries are. Committees come in 
with a resolution and secure an order to pay these expenses out 
of the contingent fund of the House in sums of a thousand dol- 
lars, to be drawn on the order of the chairman, which ise xpended 
by the committee, and no one ever takes the trouble afterwards 
to look into the report of the Clerk to see exactly how much has 
been expend 


CAPCHacLrs™ 


gular Committee on Elections, composed of five 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, is the eman from Indiana 
speaking in my time? 


Mr. BY a M. No, sir; I am speaking 


g in my own time. 
The § ‘AKER. Did th 


7 


gentleman from Massachusetts yield 
time to the centleman from Indiana? 
*. HOAR. LIunderstand not. I reserved the balance of my 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Mr. BYNUM. I thought I was recognized in my own time. 
The SPEAKER. The; t 





gentleman is correct. 

Mr. BYNUM. Now, Mr. Speaker, [am not opposing this in- 
vestigation. I hope some good will be accomplished by it; but I 
have taken the floor at this time to call attention to the fact that 
rable money expended in these investigations, 
at majority of it is expended uselessly, because by 
rience we know that they have very rarely resulted in any 

islation that has cured or even n iti gated the evils that have 
been complained of. Inview of the demand for other investiga- 
tions, | have taken this opportunity tosimply say that while I do 
not oppose the appointment of this committee, I am going to 
make a pretty v igorouso ypposition hereafter unless it is perfectly 
apparent that something is‘to be accomplished. 
. HOAR. Mr.Speaker, I yield five minutes to my colleague 
an n in wchusetts [Mr. Mc SE]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, there is one thing in connection 
with this matter that has not hom developed by either of my col- 
leagues. There is a very great interest in regard to this matter 
in Massachusetts, which has reached that extent that the gov- 
ernor of the State has, in a special message, during the last ses- 
ion of the Legislature, called attention to the evils of the sweat- 
ing syste mand tenement-house-made clothing. There has re- 
cently been held in Boston several largely attended indignation 
I nectings, under the auspices of the Antitenement-House League, 
svesidie’ over by ex-Governor Brackett; and the movement, o 
course, is e ntirely n a. 

In answer to the objection of the gentleman from Indiana, that 
former investigations have result d in no good results, I think 
that objection might be met by this single statement, that if no 
other result is obtained from this invest igation by the Committee 
on Manufactures, the attention of the Legislatures of the several! 
States would be called to this evil. My colleague certainly has 
not overstated the enormity of this evil, and the danger arising 
to our people from disseminating smallpox, diphtheria, scarlet 
fever, and other contagious diseases that may and do prevail i 
the tenement houses where this clothing is manufactured. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 





there is consid 


and that a 
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Mr. MORSE. Certainly, my friend. | Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speak 
Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. If this evilis so great in Mass ach ” TheSPEz \ KER. Doesthe tl an from Massachusetts | M1 
setts, why does not the Legislature of that State appoint a com- | HOAR| yield to the gentleman Indiar 
mittee and wipe out the evil thatexists to such an extent in 1 Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 
State? Mr. HOLMAN. I have no obje« to t tion, Mr 
Ir. MORSE. Iwillsay, in reply to the question of the gentle- | Speaker, for, from the statements rh nade, I: 
man from Illinois, that Massachusetts is powerless to prevent the | that valual ble facts may be elicited by the p1 l investiga 
coming into her borders of cheap clothing made in the slums of | but my observation has been that, ( the part « 
London, of B whe acinar fy Livé one ees , | the chairman and members of the ¢ ittees ‘ 
and I am a Republican and a protectionist, and therefore [ am in ich investigation e apt to! tha 
favor of aprohibitory duty so high that it will en tirely exclud me limit oug imposec 
that kind of clothing. So far as New York is concerned, my col- A few years mmitter 
league has describ« i how we might be protected by a label, a tag, | gate Indian affairs. It occupi ionths an 
or brand, from the a roduction of that class "al clothing which | traveling, and made its investigatio1 ly, and t 
is a largely o Massachusetts from the c ity of New York. | cost was fnsid le of $4,200, altl f ery laciilty was I 
. PICKLER. “Will the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. | that was necessary for the work. 1] i thi , Ul 
Hoag] yield for a question? me reasonable limit being fi for the expenses ¢ 1is inves 
r. HOAR. L will. vation, and I suggest $3,000 as: rope a int. L think tl 
r. PICKLER. What is to prevent this investigation being | will be ample, and I hope the g« 1an from Massac t 
referred to the House Committee on Manufactures, so as to save | allow me to move that amend! 
unnecessary expense? Mr. HOAR. Mal 0) 
Mr. HOAR. That is the committee which, under this reso lr. HOLMAN. I think t gentlema L ssa 
- ition, will have jurisdiction of the investigation. It is an es- | ought to accept $3,000. 
ablished committee of the House, having already the machinery Ir. HOAR. Make it $5,000 and I willdoit. Ihave seenh 
that is necessary to carry on the work, and if that committee is | difficult it is to get anything out of this House. [ prefer tostart 
to be of any earthly service to this House or to the country dur- | as well fortified as possible. [Laughter.] 
ing this Congress, when it asks to do a piece of work it ought to Mr.HOLMAN. [hope the gentleman from Massachusetts wi 
be allowed to do it. permit me to oller an amendment to fix the amount at $5,000. 
Mr.PICKLER. Ithought the resolution provided for aspecial | more is found to be necessary it can be obtained. 
committee. Mr. REED. Is the contract arranged? [Laughter.] I hop 
Ir. HOAR. It proposes that the investigation shall be made | the gentleman from Indiana will consent to pay a proper sum f 
by a standing committee of the House. this work. 
; “The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mr. HOLMAN. Iam proposing a proper sum. I have had a 
' MorsSE] has one minute left. very considerable experience in these investigating committ 
: ir. MORSE. I will occupy that minute, Mr. Speaker, in say- Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman from liana agree tha 
ing that every one of us, every member of the House of Repr e- | the committee shall find it necessary to ask for more he will 
sentatives, and every person who sits in the galleries of this | object to an additional allowance: 
raeoee is interested in this question of contaminated clothing Mr. HOLMAN. If iti [ shall certainly not object 
: made in the cheap and dirty tenement houses of the great cities;| Mr. HOAR. ‘Prop covers a multitude of 
a because, when you buy that clothing and take it hom 6 you may | that I can not consent. | iter. 
take home with you at the same time diphtheria, scarlet fever, Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend from Massa tt 
smallpox, or other malignant disease. That has been already agree to a imit of $3,000. 
developed by the investigation that has already been made. HO os [ will agree to $5,000. 
Mr. OATES. Has your State Legislature undertaken to sup- Mr. HOLMAN. « yh, you have said thatalready. Mr.Spea 
press the evil? L di sire to st sieait the aneeucte Lt. 
Mr. HOAR. Only to a limited extent. The SPEAKER. Does th tleman from Ma 
Mr. MORSE. cep an ye gab onan Reale gt emg eee pore b yield? 
in a special message, called the attention of the Legislature to Mr. HOAR. L yield to the g yman that he may 
the necessity of investigating and regulating the sweating sys- | amendment, but I hope it will be voted down. 
tem, and a hearing is now being held before a committee of the Mr. HOLMAN. Loffer that amendment, Mr. Speak 
Legislature upon this subject I see by yesterday’s Boston Record The SPEAKE] gentleman from Massachu 
on my desk. HOAR] asks for the previous question on the resolution a 
Mr. HO. AR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio | ing amendment. 
[\ Ir Har ‘ER]. Mr. CHIPMAN. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the « 
. Hy ARTE R. Mr. Speaker, I have several reasons for hop- | mand for the previous question. I do not see any rez 
ue ths it this resolution will be adopted by the House. In th there should be such great haste in this matter. 
first place it aims to benefit the most helpless class in the com- Mr. HOAR. There is no reason, so far as I am conce1 
munity, composed largely of women and children, who have no | cept the convenience of the Hous 
political representation and no political influence. Iam particu- Mr. CHIPMAN. I want to send upan amendment. 
arly anxious, too, that this money shall be appropriated so that The SPEAKER. There are two amendments pendin 
the investigation may be made at this time, because I am amem- Mr. CHIPMAN. I would like to have : p nit 
ber of the same general committee, I sit at the same table with the | my amendment. 
members of the subcommittee, and I do not believe that a set of Che SPEAKER. If the previous q tion is voted down, t 
gentlemen more competent to carry on this kind of investigation | the gentleman will have an opportunity to offer his an 
could be found in the country. They are capable, they are ex- Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I will accept, on behalf of 1 ( 
pert, they are enthusiastic, and I am sure that the result of their | mittee on Manufactures, the amendment of 
work can not fail to be valuable far beyond the moderate expense | Indiana. 
which will be incurred. Their services can now be had without Mr. ANDREW. Which one? 
cost, but if those services were to be remunerated, if such com- Mr. HO AR. The amendment fixing the limit at $3,000. 
petent men were to be secured by the paymentof wages, the cost | M ANDREW. Oh, donot. You will get $5,000 if ye 
would be four or five or ten times what is contemplated by this | out. [Laughter.] : 
resolution. Mr. HOAR. I will accept the amen nt. I demar { 
In the next place, sir, I believe that this investigation will es a is question, Mr. Speaker 
show to the _— ic that the class of labor perform d by these Wwo- JHIPMAN. Lhope my friend wi 
men and children is the most poorly remunerated labor upon the tie: a moment. 
face of the globe. I believe this investigation will be an enter-| Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw it for the purp of 
ing wedge in this ens. to show the people throughout the | the gentleman from Michigan {[Mr. CHTPM to offer his a1 


country that labor in the United States, instead of receiving more | ment. 

wages than it receives elsewhere, is receiving generally lower Mr. CHIPMAN. Iofferasan additional resolution tl 
wages, when the amount of the product is taken into account, | ment, which I send to the desk. 
than are paid anywhere else in the world; and if this investiga-| The Clerk read as follows: 

tion accomplishes anything for the relief of these poor c reatures | Resolved, That t mmittee hereby authoriz juire 
of whom I have spoken, or if it establishes this last proposition | much increase the Mc Kinley bill, so called, has caused in the wages of 
which I have stated, then ten times or a hundred times the | ™®™ “™Pioyed /n ‘néustries protected by the terms of that bill 

money which this committee will expend were wisely spent by | Mr. CHIPMAN. I wish to speak on this amendment. 

this House. | The SPEAKER. What time does the gentleman from Massa 
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chusetts, whois entitled to the floor, yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN]? 

Mr. HOAR. I yield the gentleman five minutes to speak on 
his amendment. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is scarcely necessary to say 
anything upon this amendment. It explainsitself. It proposes 
to enlarge the scope of the inquiry contemplated by the resolu- 
tion, and it does so in a very important particular. As we have 


+ 
er 


] The Clerk read as follows: 


| 
| 
| 


understood, the McKinley bill claims to insure increased wages | 
to American workmen by means of certain compensatory duties. | 


Now, it is very important for us to know whether the increased 


duties imposed by that bill have had the effect to give a corre- | 


sponding increase of wages to the workmen engaged in the pro- 
tected industries. If not, that measure fails to accomplish one of 
the great purposes for which its passage was urged. In order to 
give greater point and practical value to the investigation con- 


templated by the pending resolution, I propose that this commit- | 


tee inquire whether that bill, which has now been in operation 
for a considerable period, has had the effect which was claimed 
it would have—to increase the wages of the working people of 
this country. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts now de- 
mands the previous question, as the Chair understands, on the 
resolution and pending amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first amendment on 
which the House is to vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. WALKER: Amend by inserting, after the word ** manufactures 
the words “‘as compared with the actual price paid for like work on like 
clothing not made in tenement houses.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


rm 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

$y Mr. HOLMAN: Amend by adding “and that $3,000 be appropriated there- 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The question being next taken on the amendment of Mr. CHIP- 
MAN, as previously read, it was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

TheSPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the original res- 
olution referred to the committee will lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 

MINING DEBRIS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution reported from the Committee on 
Mines and Mining relative to mining débris in California. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to 


A bill (H. R. 5681) for the better control of and to promote the safety of na- 
tional banks, 

The SPEAKER. When this bill was last under consideration 
in the morning hour the gentleman from New York [Mr. BACON] 
had demanded the previous question on the pending amendments 
and on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. Upon that 
demand the question of a quorum was raised and tellers were or- 
dered. Pending the count by tellers the morning hour expired. 
The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. BACON. I desire, if there be no objection, to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question and ask that the debate 


| upon the pending bill and amendments be closed in thirty minutes, 


submit for the consideration of Congress what amounts can be prolitably ex- | 


pended during the coming year to carry out the recommendations made by 
the Commission of Engineers, United States Army, appointed under the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved October 1, 1888, entitled ‘An act to in- 
vestigate mining débris in California,” for restriction works, dams, and wing 
dams, to restrain the mining débris where now situated, and prevent its lodg 
ment in the rivers of California, to the injury of navigation and commerce 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hardly think there is any necessity for fur- 
ther information on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection until lcan make astatement. The Committee on Mines 
and Mining—— 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. I call forthe regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from California will be 
permitted to make his statement. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order 
the call of committees for reports. 


is demanded, which is 


l of 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN IDAHO. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees for reports. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 626) to provide 
the times and places for holding terms of the United States courts 
in the Idaho; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

The SPEAKER (having concluded the call of committees). 
The morning hour now begins, at five minutes after 1 o'clock. 
The Clerk will read the title of the bill pending at the expiration 
of the last morning hour. 


State of 


Is there objection to the present considera- | 


at the expiration of which time the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered and that the House then proceed to vote upon 
the amendments and the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the demand for 
the previous question. Is there objection to the unanimous con- 
sent asked? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BACON. Lvyield now to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Lock woop] five minutes. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I deem it my duty to object 
to the passage of this bill upon the general proposition that I 
am opposed to and believe it to be detrimental to the banking 
interests and the general interests of the country to be constantly 
changing and modifying the laws relating to national banks. 
The laws upon that question to-day have, under the interpreta- 
tion of the courts, become substantially well settled, after many 
years of litigation, and toadd new legislation upon that question 
now so broad and so sweeping as I conceive this bill to be in its 
various divisions would, in my judgment, work detrimentally to 
the national banks of this country. What is wanted in banking 
and all business is certainty and fixed laws and rules. 

In the first place, I make the statement that there has not been a 
failure of a national bank in this country wherein the officers of 
that bank have not violated the law as it exists to-day and under 
which they have been or can be punished for the very offenses for 
which they are sought to be made liable in the bill now under 
consideration, if such offenses have been committed. This bill 
will operate, in my judgment, to some extent in conflict with 
the existing rules and laws upon the subject, and will encumber 
the statute books with another law which must again receive 
the interpretation of the courts. Besides that, there is a fact 
which is familiar to every person connected with banking, and 


| especially with national banks throughout the country, that the 


laws are so severe at the present time upon the officers and di- 
rectors of the banks that it is not a voluntary act of but very few 
men to become directors in such institutions. They become so 
because of their interests in the bank, or because they have a de- 
sire to serve or are compelled to serve public interests and busi- 
ness in the communities in which the bank is located. 

Now, by the terms of the pending bill and the amendment 
which has been added by this House, we find a very stringent 
provision. In line 23 of the first section of the bill we find this 
provision: 

No such association shall permit its president, vice-president, its cashier, 
any of its directors, or any of itsclerks, tellers, bookkeepers, agents, servants, 
or other persons in its employ to become liable to it by reason of overdrawn 
account. 

Now, what is the effect of that provision, and where does it 
carry us? The very next section of the bill declares that any of- 
ficer of the bank, or any agent, or employé, who permitsa viola- 
tion of that provision shall be guilty of an offense—a misde- 
meanor—and be liable to punishment by a fine of not exceeding 
$5,000 or by imprisonment not more than five years. 

The effect of this provision will be this: Every director of a na- 
tional bank—and the majority of the national banks have thirteen 
directors—any one of them, if he happens by accident or otherwise 


| to overdraw his account to the extent of ten, twenty-five, fifty, or 


a thousand dollars, although he may be worth more than the en- 
tire bank itself, yet the officer certifying that check, or any cash- 
ier who pays the check, becomes guilty under the law of a mis- 
demeanor and is subject to the penalty imposed by the bill. 

Mr. BACON. Will my friend yield to me for a question? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. What amount of overdraft would you permit a 


| director to make? 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. I would leave the law as it is now, which 


| is sufficient and ample on that subject, and prohibits any presi- 


dent or any officer of a bank from certifying to any check or 
draft that comes into the bank where the person drawing the 
same has not got the amount of money named in the check or 
bill.to his credit. That is the law to-day; and the officers of 
a bank can not certify a check where this condition of things 
does not exist. 
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Mr. BACON. Then you would forbid certifying an overdraft, 
but permit it to be paid? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Isay, inthe natural course of business, 
to permit a depositor under the law to draw from the bank more 
than he has to hiscredit in the bank, and to forbid adirector, with 
whose financial standing and character the president and officers 
of the bank are supposed to be perfectly familiar, to overdraw 
his account five dollars or any amount—it may be a great detri- 
ment in the ordinary course of business and work injury to his 
credit—seems to be against good business policy; and according 
to the provisions of this bill the officer of a bank who allows that 
check to be paid or pays the check subjects himself to the penal- 
ties imposed by the bill, making him liable to the punishment 
here imposed, a part of which is inprisonment for a term not ex- 
ceeding five years, and although by this bill declared to be a 
misdemeanor is by the common law and by the laws of the States 
made a felony, and deprives him, as has been decided by the 
courts, of all the rights of citizenship. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Ishouldlike to have afew moments longer: 
I only desire a word or two more. 

Mr. BACON. I will yield five minutes longer. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, the first section of the 
bill which provides— 

That no national banking association shall make any loan to its president 

its vice-president, its cashier, or any of its clerks, tellers, bookkeepers, agent 
servants, or other persons in its employ— 
I wish to refer to briefly. That provision reaches nearly every 
single person connected with the bank, including its directors. 
My recollection is that the courts have held that directors are 
ofticers of a bank within the meaning in which you have stated 
it here. Now, this isa great inconvenience, especially to large 
banks, and especially in cities—banks of capital—where men want 
to get loans and can not wait to get the board of directors to- 
gether; and this would prohibit the executive committee of the 
bank, or, as it is usually termed, the finance or discount com- 
mittee, from passing upon such loans. 

In twenty-four hours the man may not wantit; and yet he may 
be ready to deposit collateral for his note to the full amount and 
twice the amount that he wants. I say that the law as it stands 
to-day imposes ample restrictions upon the president and the 
executive officers of the bank. Originally the directors were to 
manage national banks, but in 1874 the law was amended so as to 
permit the management to go into the hands of an executive com- 
mittee or such officers as the board of directors may designate. 

[Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. BACON. I[y 

Mr. REED. Ijust wanted toask youaquestion. Ido notwant 
to be tiresome or to impose upon the House too much by harping 
upon one particular question, and yet I would like to ask the 
chairman of this committee what he means by that expression 
in lines 11 and 12 on the first page of the bill— 

Accepted and approved by a majority of those present, constituting a 
quorum? 

[Laughter.] 

Mr. BACON. The gentleman from Maine, who makes the in- 
quiry, isso much better qualified to answer it than I am that |] 
will not occupy the time of the House by attempting to reply. 

Mr. REED. The point that I wish to make is that I seem not 


I yield to the gentleman from Maine|[Mr. REED). | 


only better qualified than the gentleman, but than all his politi- | 


cal associates collected together. [Laughter.| 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know anybody on this 
side of the House who desires to dispute the qualifications of the 
gentleman from Maine in discovering quorums. [Laughter.] 

And now, Mr. Speaker, if there is no other gentleman who 
desires to speak upon this bill at this time, I wish simply to say, 
in response to the suggestion made by the gentleman from New 
York, my colleague [Mr. Lockwoop], that the first section of 


the bill, in its provisions, does not prohibit the borrowing from | 


a bank by its directors; nor is it required thatany person not ac- 
tually in the active employment of the bank shall submit his 
loan3 to the examination of the board of directors or the execu- 
tive committee. 
that the director of a bank is an officer of the bank, and that it 
has been so decided. 
is that the officers of the bank are selected by the directors, and 
the directors as such are not officers of the bank within the mean- 
ing, as established, of the national currency act. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Are not the finance committee or discount committee 
officers of the bank, when they are paid for that service by reso- 
lution of the board of directors? 

Mr. BACON. Possibly so. 

Dir. LOCKWOOD. And when elected by ballot? 

Mr. BACON. It was intended that the finance committee, 
who pass upon the question as to what shall be done with the 
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IT think my colleague is mistaken in saying | 


The distinction, as I understand the law, | 


funds of the bank, should not loan to themselves the money of 
the bank secretly. Thatisthe mischief which it was intended 
to prevent—the secrecy of such loans. That is intended to be 
corrected by this bill. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Then you permit the officers of the ban] 
the president or the cashier, to make a loan to an outsider, a 
stranger to the bank, but you will not permit him to make a loan 


to adirector of the bank? 
Mr. BACON. The 
certain thing's. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. 


bill does not permit a1 





The law prohibits that as i | is 
without this bill. 

Mr. BACON. If there be no other gentleman oO l ) 
speak, I call for the previous question. 

Mr. WALKER. I would like to say a word 

Mr. BACON. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. WALKER. The purpose of this bill, Mr. Speak: s to 
so regulate the loaning of the funds of a bank that the ofticer who 

sually makes the loans shail not make a loan to himself without 
all the directors being cognizant of the loan soonafter. Borrow- 
ing unbeknown to any but the directors in collusion with the 
borrower has been the cause of the wrecking of banks when they 
have been wrecked. This bill aoes not propose to add any re- 
strictions as to who may borrow the money of the bank, but sim- 
ply provides that the loans shall be made public to the directors, 
and it is proposed that if the fact is not made public to the di- 
rectors of the bank, then there shall be a penalty for not doing so. 

Mr. BACON. I eall for the previous question. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I would like to inquire if it would be in 
order, before the previous question is ordered, to move that this 
bill be recommitted to the Judiciary Committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order either before or after th 
vious question has been ordered on the passage. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Then I make that motion, that this bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. I think it is 
important that the Judiciary Committee should pass upon this 


bill, after a careful investigation, to see whether it is in conflict 
with existing law, whether it adds anything to or takes anything 
from the present laws governing national banks. 


Mr. WALKER. I do not see any objection to that. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New York that this will be in order after the previous question 
is ordered. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAcon] d 
mands the previous question on the bill and pending amend 
ments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendments 
which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. BACON. The amendments were inserted by unanimous 
consent, and are mere verbal corrections of the text of the bil 

The SPEAKER. They will be so treated then. Shall th 
bill be engrossed and read a third time? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Am in order now to make this motion 
to have the bill recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary? 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides that 

It shall be in order pending the motion for, or after the 1s 
shallhave been ordered on, its passage 

That stage is not yet reacn d. Ch qu LO Ss upon th 

| grossment and third reading of the bill 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read at 
and, being engrossed, was accordingly read the third tim: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now recognize tl £ ‘ 
man from New York [Mr. Lock woop]. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I make the motion that i have heret 
sugcested. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
‘*noes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 77 

Mr. RAYNER. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BACON] and the gentleman from Maryland |Mr 
RAYNER] to act as tellers. 

Mr. BACON. [call for the yeas and nays on this quest 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken: and there were—yeas 29, nays 167, not 


voting 135: as follows: 


YEAS 2g 
Amerman, Bynum Lapham Stephen 
Babbitt, Coburn Layton, Stewart, Tex 
Bailey, Crawford, Lester,G Taylor, 11) 
Belknap, Geary Lockwoo Warner 
Bentley, Greenleaf, McAleer Warwick 
Buchanan, Va Hallowell, Miller 
Bunting, Johnson, N.Dak. Ower 
Bushnell, Jolley, Pickler, 
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FEBRUARY 13, 


Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. COVERT with Mr. Houk of Tennessee. 
Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT. 

Mr. CROSBY with Mr. ANDREW. 

Until Monday next: 

Mr. MCKAIG with Mr. 

Mr. O’NEILL of 
kansas. 

Mr. PENDLETON with Mr. PICKLER, until Tu 

Mr. DUNGAN with Mr. ENocus, from Fe} 
ary 17, 1892. 

Mr. CROSBY. 

The SPEAKER. 
name was called? 

Mr. CROSBY. I was absent for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair can not entertain the re- 
quest under the rule; but the gentleman can state how he would 
have voted if he had been in the Hall. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it, and the House refuses to 
commit the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. The ques- 
tion is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Pending that motion I 
House do 


SHONKE. 
Pennsylvania with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Ar- 


esday next. 
‘uary 11 until Febru- 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
Was the gentleman in the Hall when his 


move that the 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, is the question upon the 
passage of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Upon that I demand the yeas and nay 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Sixteen gentlemen have arisen; not a suffi- 
cient number, and the yeas and nays are refused. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. [call for tellerson the demand for the 
yeas and nays. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Six gentlemen have arisen; not a sufficient 
number, and tellers are refused. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass? 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BACON, a motion toreconsider the last vote 
was ordered te lie on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HATCH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it 
Mr. HATCH. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The question was taken; and there wer 
Mr. PEEL. 


ayes 65, noes 51. 


On that I demand the yeas and nays. t} 


L ask th 


gentleman to withdraw that motion in order that I may make a 
privileged report. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Twenty-five gentlemen have arisen in sup- 
port of the demand for the yeas and nays, and the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 


Several MEMBERS. Tellers! 
The question was taken on ordering tellers on the demand for 


the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER. Twenty-one gentlemen have arisen: not a 
sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 
Mr. RAYNER. We were voting on tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. A sufficient number voted on the demand for 
the yeas and nays, and on the other side being counted, on th 
demand for tellers, a sufficient number did not arise to count 
balance the vote ordering the yeas and nays; therefore the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 60, nays 115, not 
voting 156: as follows: 
YEAS—. 
Hooker, Miss 
Houk, Ohio 


Abbott, 


Alexander, 


Fithian, 


Sayers 
Forman, 


Seerley, 








Andrew Forney, Jolley, Simpson, 
Bailey Gantz, Kilgore Sperry 
Belknap Geissenhainer, Lane, Stevens, 
Bland Greenleaf Lanham, Stewart, Tex 
Bowman Grout Lapham, Stockdale, 
Branch Hamilton Lewis Tillman 
Bryan, Hare Lind, Watson, 
Bunn Harter, McKinn White, 
Busey Hatch, Moore W ike, 
Byrns Haugen, Patterson, Tenn W ox 
Cadmus Hayes, lowa Paynter Williams, N. G 
Chipman Herbert, Pearson W ise, 
Culberso1 Holman Reilly, Youmans 
NAYS—115. 
Alder Bartine, Bowers Butler, 


Allen Barwig, Brawley Bynum, 
Amerman, Beltzhoover, Bretz, Caminetti, 
Arnold, Bentley, Brickner, Capehart, 


Babbitt, Blanchard, Brookshire, Caruth, 
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Cate Hallowell, McCreary, Rocky I t National H 
Clarke, Ala Haynes, Ohio McKaig Sco ! led to ‘ 
Clover, Heard, McRae, cu j I i829. Th 
Cobb, Ala Hemphill Meyer, Shonk, yvernor 
Cogswell, Henderson, Iowa Miller, Snodgra } may deem i 
Cooper, Henderson, Ill Milliken Stackhouse, ia soldiers who \ 
Cox, N. Y. Hitt, Moses, Steward, I | t Ly ppoint 
Cox, Tenn Hoar, Oates Stone, Ky | t m rec 
Crosby, Hooker, N. Y O'Donnell, Taylor, U } in the appointn 
Cummings Hopkins, Ill O'Ferrall, Taylor, E. B ‘ whe era 
Cu: H O'Neil, Mass Terry, ! 1 Officer 
Cutting, Hi Otis - y f Army of the United Stat« 
Davis Johnson, N. Dak. Outhwaite 'ra a md ex é - 
De Armond Johnstone, S.C. Parrett Tur1 l } 
Dickerson, Kem, Patton Wari 
Dockery Kendall, Peel ‘ wick 
Edmunds, Kribbs, Perkins vi nat 
Enlo Lawson, Ga Post Mr. OUTHWAT \ 
Epes, Livingston Price Mi rea | 3 bri id « 
Fowle1 Long Rains i M ry 
Funston, Loud Rand M ; , 
Geary, Mallory, Rich: i ! 1 ( mitteas on I A fait ‘ 
Goodnight, Martin, Rife, Wrigh ipa tele tnt » Nat 
Gorman McClellan, Robertson, La. ace las at 

NOT VOTING | ; Vi 
Atkinson Covert Ray MrT ; . as , 
Bacon Cowles Ree lInder t} 
Baker, Crail R rl 1 | 
Bankhead Crawford R Pa |W 1 ) : 
Beemat Dalzell, Ru ; 4 
Belden Daniell, Ru | ' © 
Bergen De Forest Sa i nm There f ' 
Bingham Dingley s , with t j 
Blount, Dixon, Ss 5 eine’: P ’ 
Boatner, Doan, Sr y 
Boutelle, Dolliver, S , +. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Donovan, Springer , ' s 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dungan, Stahl ke j \J HATCH \ Sy | toa par . 
Broderick Dunphy, Stephenso1 | SPEAKER r : ats 
Brosius, Durborow, Stewart. Pa . at . . s 


Brown, Elliott, 
Brunner, Ellis, 
Buchanan, N. J. English, 























; ca ; 
é Buchanan, Va. Enoohs, litt Stou Mr. HATCH of rt ; , ; 
Bullock, Everett, Mills Stump | ment of the fac 
Bunting, Fellows, Mitchell Sweet ] SPEAKER The ¢ l YD { ou i 
Burr : Montgomery Tarsney - : 3 
Sushi Morse , l r, Tenn ; o mEVE es ; = os 
Cable Mutchler lay ID 2 o clock. j t le reg of 
Caldwell Newberry raylor, V. A from Ohio! Mr. OUTHWAIT!I yr 1 resent Col 
: Campbe Norton, Tucke . $ ' i 
Castle, 1d, O'Neill, Pa Curpir 2 oe Paes BOCK FCS 
Catchings O'Neill, Mo Van Hori Mr. RAY. Speaker, L wish to ask the 
Cr sey, Halvorsen, Owens Wa Oni vb | \ } i n the ) 
Cheatham Harmer, Page, R. I Walker ¢ 
Chapin Harries, Page, Ma Vaugl cnange that 1s made in We 1a 
Clancy Henderson, N.C. Pattison, Ohio Wever Mr. OUTHWAITE. That i he ¢ y chan to aut 
Clark, Wyo Hermann Payne, ! r,A the Bos of Mana s to apm ( 
Cobb, Mo Hopkins, Pa Pendleton Whitir ees : 
Coburn, Houk, Tenn Pickler Williams, I PPivValves S WO 26 aimon - nee Se nu 
Cockran, Johnson, Ind Pier Ww 1, Ky The SPEAKER Is the bijection to t . 
Compton Johnson, Ohio Powers Wilson, Was tlieman from Oh 
Coolidge Jones qua *nbush W ils« W i “ . 
Coombs Ketcham Ray Wolverto -eUEW oo wars , 
y UT y A] I | i ily I 
So the House refused to adjourn. ' la . 1 
The following-named members were announced as paired for Che am j as read. : 


the rest of this day: : 
fr. CAUSEY with Mr. DALZELL. - 
Mr. ELLIOTT with Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 


Ir. EVERETT with Mr. BINGHAM. ihe am ment was agreed 1 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. ihe bul as amended was ordered to be sFOSSeU al a 
+ +* y e« ) ; n 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. ten : 
Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on Mr. OUTHWAITE moved to reconsider t ot 


Indian Affairs to report a bill (H. R. 5974) making appropria- | bill was pas und uf n t 0 
tions for current and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 41d le table 
ment and to fulfill treaty stipulation with the Indian tribes for The latter moti 





the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893. 
The bill was read a first and second time. referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. and. with The SPEAKER. ’ ( ! é vt 


i 


the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. t rentleman from California | Mr. ¢ {IN t ( 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. consideration of the resolution (H. Res, 7%) i1 a to 
' - . at ia no de is in California 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw the objec- The resolution wa 
tion that I made awhile ago to the resolution called up by the The SPEAKER. Te 4] ; ; 
gentleman from California [Mr. CAMINETTI]. I objected under | 4;,, th} aK “Sat > 


a misapprehension as to the character of the resolution 





The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from California [Mr e resolutio { 
CAMINETTI| please send up the resolution? na 3 a ‘ { 
Mr. CAMINETTI. It is at the Clerk’s desk. ta 
The SPEAKER. The resolution does not appear to be at hand Mr. CAMIN] | 
at this moment, but the Chair will recognize t] ent lan tel 
lat I a ) A 
# 
OFFICERS OF SOLDIERS’ HO} ‘ 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of House bill 3867, to amend an a ee wi 
concerning officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer \ HEARD, b nanimo _— b, report ' 
Soldiers, and for other purposes. mittee on t District of Columbia, a b Hh. dk 
The bill was read, as follows: the di if uses along cert : 
: Be it enacted, etc., That section 4829 of the Revised Statutes of the Unitea | ington, : for other purpos ; 


States, being section 6 of the act of Congress approved March 21, 1866, ¢ 














LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SWEET, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
l'o Mr. CATHINGS, for one week, on account of important busi- 
The 
COINAGE AND ISSUE OF MONEY. 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, by unanimous consent, House reso- 
tion 43, reported advers« yesterday (in relation to the power 
of Cor ess to coin ar 38 money), was referred to the House 
Calenda 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House proceed 
to co ( t busin ont House Calendar. 
8 ) is a dt 
MENDMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS, ETC. 
rhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the first 
I pending on the House Calendar. 
| ( a | I ad 1S [oO | WS 
H. ] tl ernal-reve e laws, and for other pur 
J . 
| is heretofo ublished in the RECORD, was again 
Ir. BYNUM Vir. Speaker, there are pending to this bill two 
amendme recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary: 
and t inoth amendment which, in compliance with the 
of t nal Revenue Department, ought perhaps to be 
made tric th section of the bill it is provided: 
| s I il Revenue, with the approval of the Sec 
nis¢ r discontinue any civli or crim 
To which the committee have proposed to add the words “ ari 
nder the internal-revenue laws.” I understand that in the 
‘ on of the officials who have examined this question too great 
owt ight be conferred u ipon the Commissioner of Interna 
LX é d the Secretary of the Treasury if they should thus 
wered to discontinue, without consultation with the 
Departi t Justice, suits which that Department had becun, 
I LD bly the officers of the Department might think 
oO ) Os 1 
e not « S with other members of the committee, 
t I feel con t in saying that it would be perfectly satisfac- 
tor to e committee ft House would insert, after the words 
See i of the Treasury.” the words *‘ and the Attorney-Gen- 
eral: se as to provid that these a may be compromised or 
disco ed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue with the 
a rova ot th Hed F of the , reasury and the A ttorne\ - 
Gi a [ believe that at present these Departments concur in 
inv con omises which are made; so that the amendment will 
not, I think, change the existing pract 





Mr. BRE ‘KINRIDGEof Kentucky. Itappears tome that this 
endmen simply putan obstacle in the way of compromises 
out effecting the obj ct which the gentleman from Indiana 
contemplates (hese suits for violation of the internal-revenue 
aws are rea nder the control of the Secretary of the Treas- 
Mr.CULBERSON. Thetermsof the bill provide for th com- 
promise or discontinuance of ** any civil or criminal case.’ 

NI BRE« KINRLDGE of Kentue ky. But that is intended to 
‘ to cases arisi unde r the internal-revenue laws. 

Mr. CULBERSON Ye ir; an amendment by the commit- 
tee to that eff is now pending. That limitation is not in the 
orig il DI 

\ SRECKINRIDGE of Kentu : These compromises or 

continuances, then, apply to violations of the internal-reve- 

e laws—laws which are administered by the Commissioner of 
| al Rev e under the direction of the Secretary of the 
i i | subm that th > power to com] promise these suits 
ought to be lodged in the Treasury Departme nt; and there is no 

Oo ason for placing in the hands of the Attorney-General a 

oO on the action of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman will permit me to say that there 

not a single Department of the Government, I think, which 
et omises any pending suit without consulting the Depart- 
ment of Justice or without the approval of that Department. 
Hen donot believe the amendment will introduce any change 

W i “as Dee! e practi ice. 

NI BRECK] NRILDG! ot Ke ntucky. Practical \ , as I under- 
stand, thes ipromises or discontinuances depend now upon 
the judgment of the district attorney of the district in which the 
suit is b yrosecuted. His judgment, so far as concerns any 

ww questi nvo venerally accepted as final. Now, this 
bill will aj mly to violations of such laws as are administered 
by the Treasury Department. There are various laws under the 
rT nistration of that Dey ment—the customs laws, the laws 
iy icenses of engi rs and pilots of steamboats—— 

\T 


‘Those do not come under this bill. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. There are various laws 
which are under the administration of the Treasury Department. 
Now, as to violations of such laws, the power to make compro- 
mises ought to be given to the S eal. et y of the Treasury. I 
have no objection to the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Indiana, except that, as it seems to me, it may make these 
proceedings more cumbersome. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore 
tleman from ee Mr. 

Mr. BYNU 


Mr. McCREARY). 
BYNUM] send 7 
My motion is simply to 
after the ome ‘** Secretary of the Treasury, 
», the words “‘ and the Attorney-General.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following amendments, reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, were read and adopted: 

Amend section 3 by striking out, 


Will the gen- 
his amendment? 
mi snd by inserting 
>in line 2 of section 


in line 5, the words *‘ United States 


Amend section 5 by inserting, after the words “ criminal case.”’ in line 3, the 
following: “arising under the internal-revenue laws.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. BYNUM, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


table. 
on motion of Mr. 
House 


was laid on the 
And then, 


utes p- m)}, 


[TRACEY (at 2 o’clock and 45 min- 


ahead. 


ETS OF 


the 


REPO! COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XIII, private bills and benuamnone were 


severally reported from committees, delivered to the ( k, and 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, as a 
By Mr. WINN, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 5490) to refer the claim against the United States of the trus- 
t in the Cumberland Presbyte rian Church of Athens, Lime- 
stone County, Ala., to the Court of Claims. (Report No. 310. 


By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee. 
Affairs: 


A bill 


from the Committee on Military 


H. R. 3889) for the relief of the trustees of the *resby- 


erian Church of Bethel Springs, Tenn. (Report No. 311. 

A bill (H. R. 5449), as a substitute for the bill H. R. 4072. to re- 
imburse James B. Bazell for money expended by him while re- 
cruiting volunteers for the late war. Report No. 312. 

A bill (H. R. 3410) for the relief of Col. S. K. N. Patton. Re- 
port No. 313 


R. 4246) for the relief 
Report No. 314. 


A bill 
O'Brien. 


of the estate of William D. 


A bill (H. R. 3414) for the relief of Jesse P. Hartman. Re- 
port No. 315. 

A bill (H. it. 3045) for the relief of George Turner. Report 
No. 316. 

\ bill (H. R. 3411) for the relief of Nelson McLaughlin. Re- 
ort No. 317. 

A bill (H. R. 3404) for the relief of A. S. Johnson, adminis- 
trator of Thomas Johnson, deceased. (Report No. 318. 


4) 
A bill 


H. R. 3415) for the relief of William H. Henry. KRe- 

port No. 319 

A bill (H. 4122) for the relief of Horace L. Bradley, of 
Knoxville, Tenn. (Report No. 320. 

A bill (H. R. 3030) for the relief of B. I Hackne y- te port 
No. 321. 

A bill (H. R. 4242) for the relief of R. H. Hoffman. (Report 
No. 322. 


By a eres , of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 





Claims: bill (H. R. 2401) for the relief of Lydia A. Magill, ad- 
aboeieaae Report No. 323. 
CHANGES OF REFEREN( 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were severally dis- 


charged from the consideration of the following bills 
lutions; which were respectfully re-referred, as follows: 

A bill (A. 1182) for the relief of Nichols J. Bigley—C 
mittee on Claims discharged and referred to the Committ: 
War Claims. 

\ bill (H. R. 1739) granting a pension to minor children of 
Hiram H. Benner, deceased—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


RESOLUT IONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bill 


of the following titles were 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLOVER: 
for transportation by railroads 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (5951) to amend section 3 of the pen- 
sion law approved June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


and reso- 


om- 
‘e on 


BILLS, 


AND MEMORIALS. 


, resolutions, and memorials 
introdue ed, severt lly read twice, and 
A bill (H. R. 5950) for increasing facilities 
and water ways—to the Commit- 
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By Mr. HOOKER of New York: A bill (H.R. 5952) to provide 
for the improvement and survey of the Dunkirk harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 5953) to retire the circu- 
lation of the national banks, to issue legal-tender notes in lieu 
thereof, to reduce the interest-bearing public debt, to amend the 
law in relation thereto, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 5954) providing within desig- 

nated limits for the diversion of natural waters and their ap- 
propriation to beneficial uses, and for the regulation thereof—to 


the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United 
States. 
By Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5955) to author- 


ize the retiring of enlisted men in the Navy or Mari ine Corps of 
the United States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: A bill (H. R. 5956) to increase the 
internal-revenue tax on paper-wrapped cigarettes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Resolution of Talmadge, for free rural mail 
delivery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OTIS: 
liquors be prohibited upon the groundsof the Columbian Expo- 
sition, and that such Exposition be closed one day in seven—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Memorial of the General Assembly of Lowa, 
in support of House bill 2699, ‘‘An act defining options and fu- 
tures”—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the followin 
titles were presented and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 5957) for the relief of Henry 
Hale, alias Hal > Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H. R. 5958) for the relief of Eliz- 
abeth Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 5959) to remove the charge 


or 
B 





of desertion against Henry H. Hale, Company I, Fifteenth Mich- | r 


igan Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5960) for the relief of Nettie Doolittle—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 5961) for the rel 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also. a bill (H. R. 5962) to remove charge of desertion from mili- 
tary record of John Vest—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 5963) for the relief of Sarah 
Grisson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


ief of Nathan 


By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 5964) granting an honorable 
discharge to Wilson S. Lafferty—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. MCCREARY: A bill (H. R. 5965) for 
F. Hunter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 5966) removing the charge of de- 
sertion against Philip Bradley, late of Company F, Seventy- 
second New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SEERLEY: A bill (H. R. 5967) granting an increase of 
pension to Christian Lock—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. STEVENS: A bill (H. R. 5968) for the relief 
Carr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


the relief of W. 


of Patrick 


By Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5969) for the relief 
of Christian Schwarz—to the Committee on Military Affairs 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5970) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of Carl Understein—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (by request): A bill 
5971) for the relief of Mrs. Fannie N. Belger—to the 
on Claims. 

By Mr. WIKE: A bill (H. R. } to increase 
Capt. Henry S. La Tourrette, late a captain 
Eighty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: 
lief of William Mixon—to the 


(H.R 
Committee 
5972) the pension of 
in Company G, 
Infantry—to the Com- 


A bill (HB. R. 
Committee on W 


5973) for 
ar Claims. 


the re- 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
maps were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred: 
By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of members of the 
gational Church of Milton, Mass., 


First 
praying that the World’s Co- 


lumbian Exposition be closed on Sunday—to the Select Commit- | 


tee on the Columbian Exposition. 
Also, petition of the Cambridge (Mass.) Branch of the Indian 
Rights Association, praying for the establishment of system of 


Resolution that the sale of all intoxicating | 


Congre- | 


me 


| mittee 


law among the reservation Indians, and increased appropri: ation 
for educating Indians, and protesting against the removal of thi 


Southern Ute Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of James W. Scaggs, for relief—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. BENTLEY: Petition of citizens of Lewis‘ eee N.Y. 


for incorporating the principle of arbitration in treaties, and es- 
tablishing an international court for adjusting disputed questions 
between governments—to the Select Committee on the Col 
Exposition. 


im bian 


By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of 48 citizens of San Luis Obispo 
Cal., for free delivery of mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRETZ: Petition to accompany House bill 4971, of John 
i’. Howerton, for a discharge—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs 
fairs. 

Also, petition and affiday its of Theodore B. Starr, to remove the 


a of desertion—to the Committee on Military Aff: Mire. 
By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Papers to accompany House 


to pension Ella Wolsy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


hi IL 899, 


By Mr. BUCHAN AN of Virginia: Petition of citizens of Wise 
County, Va., for free delivery of mail in country districts—to 
the Committee on the Post-Oflfice and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. BULLOCK: Petition of representatives of sundry phos- 
phate companies in Florida, asking sundry and liberal appropria- 


tions to continue work at Cumberland Sound entrance to Fer- 
nandina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Tampa, Fla., on the 
subject of maintaining fast mail service between New York and 
Tampa to Cuba, and establish a line from Tampa to Colon—to the 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of 120 citizens of Kaysville ¢ 
Utah, for ceding of the public lands—to the Select Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States. 

Also, petition of 34 citizens of Mendon, Cache County, 
for the same purpose—to the Select Committee 
Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition to accompany House bill for the 
elief of Nettie Doolittle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to remove the charge of deser- 
tion against Henry H. Hall, Company I, Fifteenth Michigan In 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: Papers to accompany House bill 
the charge of desertion from the military record of John Vest 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso, papers in the case of House bill to pension Nathan Smith 

» the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROSBY: Petition of Ray 
Abbott Co. and others, of G. \ 

Blawe and others, of Keu 
se Thomas Clock Co. and others, 
K. Nomord and others. of Hand & 
ing of third and fourth class mail n 

he Post-Office and tonnage sy 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Petition and brief 
accompany House bill M74, rest 
Ky., certain illegally collected—to 
Claims. 

By Mr. HARE: I Harri 

itary record of William Waltman, to ac 
5835—to the on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wyandot Cor 
sage of the option hill—_to the Committee 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: R 
State Grange, asking take whi 
ta invite f th or 
uring and in connect 
tion in 1893, for the 


usures by 


ity, 


Utah, 
on Irrigation of 


to remoy 


nor & Martin and oth 
V. Dillingham and others 


Iesser Co. 


Boy & 
Oo ds Ba 


th 


{Te and othe s. of 


of P 
Pike 


™ + 
a er 


Fry and ot 
and others, for the unit- 


to the ¢ 


hers, of Jonn 


and former repo) 
to to Simpson 


money the Committ 


-etition of 


for 


‘OM pal 


t Waltman 


Col 
mil Ho 
Committ 


ee 


Congress to 


necessary a conference « 


to sit di ion with 


purpos 


whicl 
Vvilicell 


of ae 
tne 


: . 1 } s4 
atles, ete to the Select Committee or 


ommending mes 
be incorporated in tr 
Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of A. B.Gurmea, W 
for the same pur 
Exposition. © 

By Mr. HOPKIN 

che ny Towns] 


Tioga County 


iam H.C 


‘ommittee 


and 49 othe 
on the ¢ 


asson, 


™ to the Select ¢ 


S of Pe nnsy lvania: 
\ip. Potter Cour t) 
. Pa.. for free delivery of mai 
(’om the Post-Office al 
KENDALL: Pe 
Committee on Pensions. 
proof of Hiffard Williams, te 
ie Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. LANE: Petition of Week of Prayer Union Assen 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church,and othe 
[ll., to grant a loan of $5,000,000 to the E 
that the Exposition be ¢ 
on the Columbian E> 


ship, 
listricts—to the mittee 

By Mr. 
to the 


Also. 


t} 


on 


tition of the he ir 


raccompany Ho 


r churche 
tion 


o the 


x posi 
sed on Sundays—t 


positior l. 


lo Select Cor 








\RTILIN: Affidavit of Charles Brandt 


the House 3252 for his relief—to the (¢ 


ition. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Ulinois: Petition and claiz 
Mixo 1 tne 4 O! imittee on War ¢ 
py Mr ee 


a iL X pos 


ty (Mich.) Association, Patrons 
of the O’ Donnell bil , providing rfor free deli 
ul com! Lt to 1 Committee on the P< 


.: Petition in favor of resolutions 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of Onida, S. 


ie S t ¢ mittee on the Columbian Exposit 


y accompany Hous« 





| t for the passage of Mr. TURPIE’S re 





NDAY, Februa 





and others, in 


ible and resolutions of 
f Industry, den 


for gislation requiring closing of the World’s Fair 


. bill s 


tion of United States Senators by direct vote | election of United States S« aot 
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b, ji the pas- | taryof the Treasury, requesting that an additional sum of $42.000 
SA ‘ g pay of letter-carriers in the United | be provided in the urgent deficiency bill for salaries and expenses 
CG Con , n the Post-Off and Post-Roads. of circuit courts of app al for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, 
y al « Tampa (Fla.) Board of Trade, praying | to meet the salariesof the officers of those courts as they may be- 
{ aintain the present fast mail service | c me due and payable, etc.; which was referred to the Commit- 
{ < Cit 1rough Tampa, Fla., to Cuba, etc.—to th e on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
( Post-( Offi al d Post-Roads He also laid before the Senate acommunication from the Secre- 
4 KI [GHA Petition of citi s of Alexandria, | tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimateof dé ficiency sub- 
that th Ww orld’s ¢ ian Exposition shall be | mitted by the Attorney-General in the appropriation for print- 
‘ Sa to t] Select Con t on the Colum-/| ing and oe for the Department of Justice for the current 
sit i acal year of $3,000, a d to be provided for in the urgent de- 
ion of « York County, praying for the pas- ncy bill; whic h, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
Cons ul to the Committee on Agriculture. io the JYommittee on : Aeeeneianiade. and ordered to be printed. 
tit of « ns Thayer County, praying ~ the He also laid coats the Se ‘nate a communication from the Sec- 
passage of an act prohibiting dealings in futures—to the Com- | retary of the Treasury, submitting a statement from the Light- 
: 9 House Board concerning the appropriation for salaries of light 
\ on of citizens of Thayer County, praying for the pas- | keepers; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
Si of 1 Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
), petition of citizens of York County, praying for the pas- COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 
. ‘ ye nt lealine i I —_ T . nittee 
nny se a alana alia emilee ommittee | the VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 


tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact 
‘ommittee on | 224’ of law in the French spoliation claim of John C. McDonald, 

administrator of William McDonald, vs. The United States, No. 
. +h, | 1761,schooner Needham, master, William Grant; which, with the 


1 > ry] T wee 4 , . ‘ 7 T sii. 
I [EREDITI!I Papers to accompany House bill for the : a . 
id \ O De ssa menial lames ¢ *D vy. deceased—to tl accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
@)) oO Vwiary ay. movper Ol dames < , aeceasea——t Lie . ° . . ‘ 
. ’ _ priations, and ordered to be printed. 


t 1e World's | 


y A ORS! Petition asking for the closing of PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
Fair on Sunday, by Edwin S. Grant and other c ‘itize ns of Ana-| The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Board of 
( ain the District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on | Trade of on ila., praying for the passage of a bill to main- 


| tain the present spec ial fast-mail service from New York through 
Tampa to Cuba, and to establish a line from Tampa to Colon; 
| which was referred to the Committee Post-Offices and Post- 
the Macomb | Roads. 
landing the | He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
very of mails Astoria, Oregon, remonstrating against an appropriation for 
yst-Office and | deepening the channel from Portland, Oregon, to the sea, in the 
| interest of other work already begun, and for other reasons stated; 
ofthe Youn W hich was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Dak.,asking | He also presented resolutions of the Maritime Exchange of the 
on Sunday port of New York, urging that prompt provision be made for the 
ion. proposed naval parade in 1892 commensurate with the impor- 
‘ranting | tance of the occasion and worthy of the dignity and power of the 


nof Willia 


a ] sic to Sarah Seibert, mother of James J. Seibert, late | United States; which were referred to the Committee on the 
; of 1 Seventh Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers—to the | Quadro-Centennial (Select). 
( tee on Invalid Pensions He also presented the petition of A. H. Flack and 25 other citi- 
Mr. RUSK: Petition of Bridget Bradly—to the Committee | zens of Glavernack, N. Y., praying for the ratification of the 
oO! \ffairs. | treaty submitted by the Brussels conference of nations; which 
; STACKHOUSI Action in reference to the World’s | was ordered to lie on the tabl« 


Fa a ting in Marlboro Coun y,9.C. to the Select Com- He also prese nted the pe tition of B. W. Baker and 28 other 
m bian Exposition citizens of Delaware County, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
By I STEVENS: Petition in behalf of Patrick Carr, to ac- | the bill commonly known as the ee option bill; which 
co yal House bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | was referred to the Com nittee on the Judic lary. 
Ce JSON of Kentucky: Petition of sundry citizens of M URPIE presented a pet am of citizens of Hot Springs 


solution pro- | S. Dak., praying for the passage f legislation providing for the 
; 


by direct vote of the people of 


‘ to the Committee on Election of President and | theseveral States; which wasreferred to the Committee on Priv- 
\ ; R sentati rress | ileges and Elections. 
y citizens, fav the passage of the | He also presented the petition of William Vickry, of Los An- 
Cha nerease the comforts of immigrants—to the | Cal., praying for certain legislation relative to railroad 
Co tt of President and Vice-President and Re land grants; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
| « ( 
N ers e case of Stephen M. Honeycutt, Mr H ARRIS. I present a paper addressed to myself by the 
» the Committee on War Claims. Cotton ‘xchange of Memphis, Tenn., but in the nature of a me- 
GHT: Memorial of W. L. Thatcher and others, of | morial remonstrating against the passage of what is known as 
nna County, Pa., against Sunday opening of | the antioption and antidealing in futures bill. I move that th 
to 1 Select Committee on the Columbian lem ial be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
he motion was agreed to. 
EL ARRIS. 1 present « resolution adopted by the Cotton 


ange of Memphis, Tenn., also resolutions adopted by th« 


Siaeaatel River Im prove ment Convention held at Kansas City, 
| Mo., December 15 and 16, 1891, in respect to the improvement of 


the Missouri and M ] 


Mississippi Rivers. I move that the resolu- 
| tion ve referred to tl eee e on Commerce. 
( ( | | | onl 
eae _ Bt a »D. D . a Che motion was agreed t 
nos of Thursday last was read and . : 


Vr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of Jackson 





: ; E | County, Ind.; a petition of County Ass mbly No. 31, Farmers’ 

BCUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS | Mutual Benefit Association, of Warrick Cot inty, Ind.; a petition 

. DENT laid before the Senate a communica- | of citizens of Steuben County, Ind., and a petition of citizens of 

1 y ofthe Treasury, transmittin; galetterfrom | Fountain County, Ind., praying for the passage of what is com- 

1 D nt requesting thatan immediate ¢ appropri- | monly knownas the option b ill; which were referred to the Com- 
a ( to « ntin e the recoinage of uncurrent | mittee on the Judie lary 

and W y coins in the Treasury; which, with the ac- | He also presented a petition of a large number of citizens of 

compan} was referred to the Committee on Appro-'| Wayne County, Ind., praying for the exclusion of intoxicating 

priations, and ordered to be printed liquors and firearms from certain portions of Africa; which was 

He also laid b e the Senate a communication from the Secre- ! ordered to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of District Assembly No. 953, | burn option : whi ied 
Knights of Labor, of Evansville, Ind., pr: 
a bill for the collection of certain statistics; which was referred ealso pi ! a ( 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. Pr praying for th 

He also presented sundry petitions collected by the National | fi 1.of the Railway MailS 


1 
} 


Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by citizens of In- | ailway postal clerks; ( 





diana, praying that no exposition or exhibition for which appro- | on Post-Off id Post-Roa 

priations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday; which Mr. MANDERSO [ p 

were referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Se- | the Beet Sugar Conve! 

leet). propriation by Cor ess of 3 ; 
He also presented a petition of the Indiana Woman's Christia l" tit sets fi re f 


I J ~ s « 
Temperance Union, representing 4,890 members, praying that | ment of 1 experimental 


j +} 


the World’s Columbian Fair be closed on Sunday, that the sale prit las ade nent a tt ( 


of liquors be prohibited within its gates, and that the art depart- ‘e and Forest 
ment, be managed according to the American standard of purity The motion was agreed t 





in art: which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro- Mr. CASEY esented a t of t ’ in’s ( 
Centennial (Select). ance Union of Park Riv: Da conta 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition signed by 185 citizens of Mo { aying teat 
Miner, Hughes, Samboro, and Edmunds Counties, S. Dak., pray tions are mi yy ( e 


ing that no exposition or exhibition for which appropria ions areé vas red to the Com 
made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday; w hich was referred ir. PADDOCK presented t ion Oo B 
to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). raska City, Nebr.; the pet Gee Bea 





Mr. BLACKBURN presented the petition of Osear Blick ane triece, Nebr.: 1 petition of ( . ( ‘ 
230 other citizens of Eddyville, Ky., praying that no expositio ti if J. E. Hayes, of B N a4 ( 


or exhibition for which appropriations are made by Congress | Alexander, of Syracuse, N 4 tion « 
shall be opened on Sunday; which was referred to the Committ 
on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). v. 
Mr. VEST presented the petition of John Long and other citi- seatrice, Nebr. ving » passa 
ens of Jasper County, Mo., } at ul ' 
free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on t table. the sala ( le 1% 
Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Jane Hendrickson, | 1 Co tt on Post-O ‘ Post-R 





raving tor ie 


widow of William H. Hendrickson, of New Berne, N.C., pra; H op ‘ 

compensation for services rendered the United States Army by | Christian Temperance U1 an. Ho 

her husband during the war and for supplies sei Vs 1. | ing that no expos 

Army; which was referred to the Co ittee on Claims ire made by Congres ns i 





Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the United Presby- | ferred to the Committee on t (Qua Cent a 


terian Congregation of Bellaire, Ohio, and a petition of 355 citi- He also presented a memorial of the toria (Or 
zens of Ohio, praying for the passage of alaw looking to the | of Commerce, remonstratinga tthe ay ition on by ‘ 


closing of the World’s Columbian Fair on Sunday: which were | gress of $300,000 to aid in the cor ction of a nporar’ 
referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Sel 


He also presented a petition of 70 citizens of W yandet County, ferred to the Committee on Co c 
Ohio, and a petition of 41 citizens of Warren County, Ob 0, He also presented a m ‘ the O 
praying for the passage of what is known as the option bill; | Trade, remonstrating against assa 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. options and futures, know a 

He also prese nted a petition nume rously si a DY OWT ; ferre to the ¢ nmitt n tn | clar 
builders, and masters of vessels of the United States, praying for Mr. COKE. I present the petition of a 


the repeal of section 4136 of the Revised Statutes: which was r« l , 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. ers of those ; ( tural stanl vhi ‘ ' 














Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial by the Farmers’ ct of gambling wnipulat 3 
Douglas County, Minn., disapproving of the proposit O re- ch gambling in agi 3 
duce letter postage to 1 cent per ounce, and appr Ving and |} m a I t ur 
tioning for the consolidating of third and fourth class mail mat- rf ax ul ¢ 1 
ter: which was referred to the Committee on P Offices at is « ( \ l 
Post-Roads. etition be refe. a ») the 

He also presented a petition of the St. Paul Chamber of Co he motion 1 a 
merce, requesting representatives of Minnesota in ¢ 3 Mr. WILSON pres ( 
support measures for the speedy improvement of t ssouri | Adair County, lowa, pra 
and Mississippi Rivers, ete.; which was referred to the Commit- | be granted to the Ws 
tee on Commerce. the Sabbath; whi 


He also presented ap tition of the 
merce, indorsing resoiu ‘ ( 
Ways Convention, held at Evansvill 
1891, and commending the official re 


eration of Congress: wh 





1c Was ref 


He also presented a pet ion of the Board of Tra of Minne- . ich is refs te the (" 





apolis, ing 
propriations for the improvement of 1 vater ways of the Mi ( of O » Cit 
sissippi Valley, and praying for the appropriation of ici 
amounts to speedil: c l ] 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. He also ited : 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented petitions collected by the Na- | County, Kans., praying ‘ 
tional Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 294 | tion for postmastersof t 





— 1? 4 a 
y Ccompiet : such wor 


| 
Commerce. . 3 “| Tow L, p aying t { , 


citizens of Michigan, and petitions collected by the Nati al | Ce mittee on Post-O 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, sign d by citizens of He also present a petit fs ( 
Michigan, praying that no exposition or « xhibition for which | : othe A ( 
appropriations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday: | ernment provid 
which were referred to the Commit ee on the Quadro-Centennial | United Sta : ( 
(Select). : \LLI 
He also presented a petition of citizens of M: inac Island, | « il of t 


Michigan, praying that an appropriation be made sufficient to 

build areservoirand establish waterworks on that island to sup- | a y tr uy D 

ply the national park and Fort Mackinac with water; which was | at unt On a 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. and the report of the Commissi: hi 
Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of the Omaha(Nebr.) | Senate I wish, for the enlights 

Board of Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the Wash- ! tition may be printed in the Ri 1D. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to printing the 
petition in the RECORD? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that should not be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the statement of the Senator 
as to what the petition is. 

Mr. ALLEN. The petition is that of the mayor and common | 
council of the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington, pray- 
ing that the restrictions placed upon the Indian title to the lands 
granted in severalty to the Puyallup Indians may be removed, in 
order that those Indians may be enabled to sell and dispose of 


their lands. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to the Senator that he have it 
printed as a document. It certainly isnot a matter of such gen- 
eral importance that we should encumber the RECORD with it, 
which is already so voluminous. If printed as a document, I 
think it will answer the purpose the Senator has in view. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator from Nebraska misunder- 
stood me. I requested, or at least intended to reg uc st, that the 
petition be printed in the form of a document. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; the request was that it be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was misunderstood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
to ask that the petition be printed in the RECORD. 


Mr. ALLEN. My request is that it be printed as a document. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There is no objection to that. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 


Mr. ALLEN. I move that the petition be referred to the | 


Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLEN. [also present a like petition from the common | 


council of the city of Puyallup, lying on the other side of this 
reservation, to like effect. I wish that it be printed in the same 
manner, and also referred to the same committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be printed as a 
document, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, if 
there be no objection The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Congress Union of 
Tacoma, Wash., praying for the continuance of the Chinese ex- 
clusion act, and the exclusion of Chinese workmen from this 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 


Mr. ALLEN. I also present the petition of C. S. Cale, W. W. | 


Robinson, and 28 other residents of the county of Whatcom, in 
the State of Washington, setting forth that by reasons of obstruc- 
tions in the Nooksack River its channel has been greatly changed, 
so much so that its navigability is being destroyed and large 
areas of land in that vicinity are being swept away or destroyed 
and asking an appropriation by Congress of $50,000 for removing 
the obstruction and improving the channelof saidriver. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented the petition of Thomas McKee 
and 22 other citizens of Beadle County, S. Dak., praying for the 
passage of legislation to prevent dealing in options on agricul- 
tural products: which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


Mr. WARREN presented the petition of Richard K. Jenkins 


and 5 other citizens of Milburn, Utah, and the petition of O. J. 
Smyth and 165 other citizens of Johnson County, Wyo., praying 
for the ceding to the States of certain public lands for the pur- 


poses of irrigation and reclamation; which were referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Angora Goat-Breeders’ Asso- 
ciation of California, praying for the establishment of a Govern- 
ment breeding farm of pure-blooded Angora goats; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Denver (Colo.) Real 
Estate and Stock Exchange, praying for the cession of the arid 
lands to the various States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Black Diamond Assembly, 
No. 973, Knights of Labor, of Carbondale, Colo., praying for the 
enactment of anti-Chinese immigration laws; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a concurrent resolution of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Iowa respecting a bill known as the 








bill defining options and futures. I do not ask that it be read, 
which I believe is the usual custom, but that it be printed in the 
RECORD as though read 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 
The concurrent resolution was ordered to be printed in the REC- 
ORD, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 


Whereas the device now in general use on the exchanges and boards of 
trade, and k vn as “selling short,’ enables speculators to offer for sale 
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quantities of grain and other farm products many hundredfold in excess of 
the amount of such articles which are actually produced; and 

Whereas said device provides no means for discovering, but, on the con- 
trary, prevents a disclosure of how much of the articles so offered for sale isreal 
or actual product and how much thereof is fictitious or in excess of the quan- 


| tity actually produce@l, and in consequence thereof, the excessive or fictitious 


quantities so offered have all the force and effect which an actual overpro- 
duction could have in depressing the market price of said articles, and in 


| preventing the farmer from realizing the fair and reasonable price he would 


obtain for his products if the value thereof was determined by the law of 
supply and demand rather than by the manipulations of this speculative and 
and gambling device; and 

Whereas the trades or deals in farm products which are continually being 
made by speculators through the use of said device on the exchanges and 
boards of trade where values of such products are fixed and determined, 
have become so numerous and grown to such magnitude that they constitute 
the chief cause of the depreciation in the value of farming lands and of the 
general depression which has existed for several years in the farming in- 
dustry of the country; and 

Whereas it is manifest that the wrong thus inflictei on American farmers 
can not be remedied by State legislation without such legislation could be 
uniform in all of the several States, to obtain which would be impracticable, 
and that the remedy can only be secured through Congressional enactment: 


| Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein), That 
the Senators and Representatives in Congress assembled be, and are hereby, 
requested to enact the bill introduced at the present session of Congress by 
Mr. HATCH of Missouri, being House bill No. 2699, entitled ‘‘A bill definin 
‘options’ and ‘futures,’ and imposing special taxes on dealers therein, an 
for other purposes,”’ or to enact some other law and at the earliest possible 
date, whereby the practice of selling farm products by persons who do not 


own the same, and commonly known as “short ae. shall be soregulated 
uced by farmers shall 


and restricted that the value of articles actually pr« 
not be beaten down, and in a large measure destroyed, by the imaginary 
and fictitious product continually being offered for sale by the speculator 
and gambler in these products. 

We hereby certify that the above resolution was passed by both houses of 
the twentieth General Assembly of Iowa. 

SAMUEL N. PARSONS, 
Secretary of Senate. 
CHAS. BEVERLY, 
Chief Clerk of House. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of P. H. Donlon and a 
number of other citizens of Palo Alto County, Iowa, praying for 
the passage of the bill commonly known as the Conger lard bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of Josiah Sturdevant and a number 
of other citizens of Guthrie County, Iowa, praying for the passage 
of the bill commonly known as the option bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Marion (Fla.) Bap- 
tist Association, signed by 1,100 members, praying that no ex- 
position or exhibition for which appropriations are made by Con- 
gress shall be opened on Sunday; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of Calais, Me., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill to transfer the Revenue Marine 
Service to the Navy Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Congregational 
Church and Sunday school of Durham, N. H., praying for the 
ratification of the so-called Brussels treaty; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition signed by the Phosphate Com- 
pany of Florida, praying that liberal appropriations be made for 
the improvement to the entrance of the harbor at Fernandina; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Jackson- 
ville, Fla., praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
tinuance of the fast-mail service between New York and Tampa, 
Fla.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Tampa(Fla.) Board of Trade, 
praying for the passage of a law directing the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to continue the fast-mail service between New York and 
Tampa, Fla.; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAWYER presented petitions collected by the National 
Woman’s Christian Union, signed by 16 citizens of Wisconsin, 
praying that no exposition or exhibition for which appropria- 
tions are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Se- 
lect). 

He also presented a petition of the Reformed Presbyterian 
Church of Vernon, Wis., praying that the World’s Columbian 
Fair be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Adams County, Wis., 
praying for the passage of what is commonly known as the option 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Milwaukee ( Wis.) 
Clearing House Association, remonstrating against the passage 
of what is known as the Washburn option bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the purchase by the United 
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States of the Sturgeon Bay Ship Canal and making it forever 
free; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STANFORD presented three petitions of the Traffic As- 
sociation of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of such 
legislation as will hasten the completion and secure the national 
control of the Nicaragua Maritime Canal; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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| lands chiefly valuable for building stone, under the placer-min- 


Mr. DAWES presented the petition of the Woman’s Christian | 


Temperance Union of Ashburnham, Mass., praying that no ex- 
position or exhibition for which appropriations are made by Con- 
gress shall be opened on Sunday; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1923) granting an honorable discharge to William 
W. Wedgwood; 

A bill (H. R. 3867) to amend the act concerning officers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5681) for the better control of and to promote the 
safety of national banks; 

A bill (H. R. 4636) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 81) investigating mining débris in 
California. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution for the printing of 6,000 copies of Executive 
Document No. 91, to include also part 2 of said executive docu- 
ment, containing message of the President of the United States 
respecting the relations with Chile, etc. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I amdirected by a majority of the Com- 

mittee on Military Affairs, towhom was referred the bill (S. 258) 


| 


| charged from their further consideration, and that they be 


ing laws, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am directed by a majority of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 1026) for 
the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the late Lieut. Col. Na- 
thaniel H. McLean, to report it without amendment, 
mit a written report thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
endar. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee Appropriations, to 
whom were referred the following memorials, asked to be dis- 


S. 
and to sub- 


The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


on 


ferred to the Committee on Fisheries; which was agreed to: 

A memorial of the Legislature of Oregon for the establishment 
of a fish hatchery on the Upper Columbia or Snake Rivers; and 

A memorial of the Legislature of Oregon for the establish- 
ment of a fish hatchery on the Umpqua River. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1886) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to grant pardons and 
respites in certain cases, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1544) for the erection 
of a public building at the town of Lexington, Va., reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4631) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and foot pas- 
senger bridge at Burlington, Iowa,” approved August 6, 1888, as 
amended by act approved February 21, 1890, reported it with an 
amendment. 

STENOGRAPHER 

Mr. CHANDLER. 


FOR COMMITTEE ON NAVAL 
From the Committee on Naval 


AFFAIRS. 
Affairs, I 


| report a resolution for reference to the Committee to Audit and 


for the relief of Lieut. Col. Michael P. Small, United States | 
Army, to report it without amendment, with a written report, | 


which I ask may be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1501) for the relief of William 
H. Atkins, formerly commissary sergeant, United States Army, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were 
agreed to, and the bills were indefinitely postponed: 

A bill (S. 201) to increase the efficiency of the infantry of the 
Army; 

A bill (S. 881) to reorganize the infantry of the Army and in- 
crease its efficiency; 

A bill (S. 1037) to reorganize the artillery and to increase its 
efficiency; and 

A bill (S. 1778) to reorganize the line of the Army. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [am directed by the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs to report a bill to reorganize the artillery and in- 
fantry of the Army and to increase its efficiency. 


Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearings before 


| the Committee on Naval Affairs in relation to the bill transferring the Reve 


This is a bill | 


in the nature of a substitute for the four bills which the Senate | 


has indefinitely postponed. I ask that the bill be twice read and 
placed upon the Calendar with the written report. 

The bill (S. 2170) to reorganize the artillery and infantry of 
the Army and to increase its efficiency was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. I report back from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations the bill (H. R. 5399) making appropriations to supply a de- 
ficiency in the appropriation for the expenses of the Eleventh 
Census, and for other purposes, with certain amendments. I ask 
that the amendments may be printed, and I give notice that | 
shall endeavor to cail up the bill to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 541) making appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Columbia River, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1607) to amend the 
charter of the Rock Creek Railroad Company, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2015)to amend the act incorporating the Washington and 
Georgetown Railroad Company, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, | 


to whom was referred the bill (S. 1273) to authorize the entry of 


nue Cutter Service to the naval establishment, be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
the Committee to Audit and Contr 
the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
Ce eded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not seen it, and I did not know. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is partially printed, and | 
pains to furnish the Senator with a copy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould be very 

NATIONAL SAFE 

Mr. GIBSON of Maryland. I am instructed by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia to whom was referred the 
1929) to change the corporate name of the National Safe Deposit 
Company, of Washington, to report adversely thereon. | 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON of Maryland. I am instructed by the same com- 
mittee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4107 
corporate name of the National Safe Deposit Company, 


resolution will be referred 


ol the Contingent Expenses of 


to 


Has that hearing ever been printed? 


It has been printed so far as it has pro- 


hall tak 
Spall lake 


rlad to see it. 


rn 


DEPOSIT COMPANY. 


bill 


S. 


move 


1 
to change the 


of Wash- 


ington, to report it back favorably. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The will will be read for inform: 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in the Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 


sideration. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amend) 
dered to a third reading, read the third time 


lent, Or 


, and passed. 


CONDITION OF AGRICULTURE. 
Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred a resolution submitted by himself 


on January 26, 1892, relative to the appointment of a committee 
to inquire into the cause of the | de- 
pressed condition of agriculture in the States rais 

ported it with an amendment to make it read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed, by one or more subcommittees. or oth 
wise, to ascertain in every practicable way, and to report from time to tim 
to the Senate, the present condition of agriculture in the United States, and 
the present prices of agricultural produ and if there be f 
prices are depressed, then the causes of such depression 
therefor 

And for this purpose that they be 


yw price of cotton and the 


ire ing’ cotton, re- 


any of which 


ind the remed 


zed by ibes 


authori 


wise, to sit during the recess and sessions of the Senate, at 1 times and 
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! nographer | 000, not more than $1,000,000 to be ¢« ended annually by the engi- 
} : ip s Abe va neers. | 
‘ g fu he S Mr. ALLISON. From Cairo up how far? 
N FUTURES AND OPTIONS. Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. Up tothe mouth of the Lllinois 
. ia “ ee 
; as +} : rat aiiliens ALLISON ; ision for appropriations 
( T ( S he Se la — <0 1 a : a . 
Mr. GIBSON of Loui S$ DILL. 
: ; Mr. ALLISON, y appropriations above 
‘ p to send r | th mouth of the Ili ‘gated to the river and 
spers, and to em] Ls that the expe s be | harbor bill proper? 


Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. We have made no appropriation 











LITIMI lL. INVEST \ TION in this bill because it is desired to have the Mississippi River 
~ R ( ‘ k’¢ 1 Relations mprovea tne reat trunk line, to which a the other rivers of 
report as ed to e | the valley are tributary—before we attempt to make appropria- 
Cx : ( ( nt | enses of s for stream in the upper valley 

S Mr ALLISON. | nderstand the Senator to say that this bill, 
I 1 SO lar as it re es to the Lo Mississippi, is to take the place 

Se i xy ni I ot ] int ipproyp ition in the riy and arpor hill 
I \ . Vanes \ Nical lr. GIBSON of Louisiana Yes ! tl bill is passed; but 

: at aitie a 


SSISSIPPI VER IMPROVEMENT. Mr. ALLISON. And is to be excluded from the river and 
































‘ SON Louisiana. I am <« cted by the Con ttee | harb ull, Of course [ do not know that it is important, butit 
on ¢ ce to wh vas refe d the b 5. 2169) to improve | seems to me may become important to provide for appropria- 
the navigat ind to aff ease al safety to the trade and | tions the le river in the same manner. lamin thorough 
( ( Mississippi River, and to prevent destructiv sympathy with the Senator as respects this appropriation for the 
floor ‘ ( at ( oO repo! vith amen \Lississipy g l idea of drawing the line 
met! ar ta rep thereon of these appropriat the [llinois 

| Senate to mak explana Che VICE-PRESIDI vill placed on the Cal- 
of 1 Os np é Mississippi Rive enda 
anpenameg- ms ot MEMOS WSR DEVS Sr SILLS INTRODUCED. 
T) plan blends th etty system, which has proved so success Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 2171) to amend section 

i in fact whet applied, with th 766 of the R d Statutes of the United States; which was read 
ystem that has been equally successful wherever applied. | twice by its t and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
The fact a sca etty vhen placed in the bed of the | to the Committee on the J idiciary. 

r { tty a ley vyhen placed on the banks. They ar He also introduced a b S. 2172) for the relief of Edwin M. 
‘ t ‘ S itis, to contract and main- | Hart: which was read twice by its titl , and referred to the 
ta 1 ett rh if vat und the | ( Committee ¢ Naval Affairs 
i ute t 1 elo« of thee t Mr. POW ER introdueed a bill (S. 2173) to authorize the Mis- 
ana v¢ adischa 4 1 1 ed of t SO Rive Powe ) oO Viontana to construct a dam 
W ‘ the ‘ narr Si .000 feet wide, which is its | across the Missouri River: which was read twice by its title, 
normal wi { ep wate sare! ssa ‘ t I reler! oO the Com on Commer 
banks to he the v 4 t flood stag W he ir. STOCK BRIDGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2174) to 
bv reason of ¢ asses. it has ome luly wide. say 10.000 feet. | incorporate t Cross-Town Railroad of the District of Colum- 
ie f al ~ ‘ tra ! ‘ >, VO0 et. and ft st ia: V ich was ren ice by its tithk, and referred to the Com- 
el ( ( ty of t to se ( ttee on the Distriet of Columbia. 
cl \ , P ike re ‘eac he ct i 1] aa S. 2175) to Ann M. Green; 
( ( 10 yng lepth has beer Wi a by its title, and, with the accompanying 
} ’ r others ) aches to | im ( vers, referred to the Commit ( Pensions 
ation this i iffords ‘ | \ MII LN intro Lap S. 2176 » eX i the time 
{ i t ove 3 he effect wi do no or 1 ng an assessment of real estate in the District of Colum- 
oI ) lat to larger than the State of Indiana : 1 outsi the citi f Wi ington and Georgetown: which was 
0D | er Te ti =f T t loods. nD T LT wi “as I ti LW ct a) l - tit . an l it ire u 1 » TD »( ymmmuitt © mine Dis- 
‘ : LdvV 3s ‘ l i om ¢ ( < ; 
vat fe also introe ia bill (S. 2177) to provide for t reassess- 
Thea tio l to de by the bill runs overa lent and vi} of taxes declared illegal and void, and for 
Ne} ( t ab engineers to carry onsys- | other purposes: whic as read twice by its title, and, with the 
for « ‘ “a ] demonstrat accompany pay , referred to the Committee on the District 
: . nD of Co ) 
tir ! ! ‘ har r acts He also introduced a bi S$. 2178 anting an increase of pen- 

( the Mississippi Rive e maint < line, into | sion to Warren Hall; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
\ i the d to the Committee on Pensions 
v an ( - f wat Mr. CASI Te i 5. 2179) to reduce the fees on 
I i 16,008 s ul s, ba esti ney ore al ‘ purposes hich was read 

} 1 ra ! rs r the l e by 1 t a ! d to the Committee on Post-Offices 

a stre } ( Sti-rvoa 
4 it ‘4 M I a T ‘ ‘ il ‘ 1 A i 
ha t ( ) ! n act entil An act t 
1 1 1 pur s proved 
( to t s title, an l to 
star Oo s ov ! \ VAN( La i 
( 1 1 ) for this DO Dis ict of 
ons of ] le, should not be i vhich was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Lp ( Dart til- Dis ‘ ( ( 1pb1la 
{ ( alle ! that the appro Ir. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2182) for the 
: ’ ‘ | ioulk ” Carried on elief of Jame Ww. - ‘ner: wl 1 was read twice by its titl 
rm \ a arbor b ist as the harbors on t a- | and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
( , i ro ied ior now. Mr. DAVIS introdueed a bill (S. 2183) to limit the effect of th 
isk the S« ( m I] ana, | r ations of commerce between the several States and with 
"\ { ut ount is ] osed tobe appropri- | foreign countries in certain cases; which was read twice by its 
at yy the bul title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

GIBSON TI is an appropriation in the Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2184) authorizing the erec- 

bill of $10,000,000 for the river from the jetties at the mouth to | tion and maintaining adam on the water-reserve lands and flow- 


Cairo, not over $2,000,000 to b <pended annually by the engi- | ing the same on Tomahawk River, Wisconsin; which was read 
[ f . o up there is an appropriation of $5,000,- ' twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 2185) to amend section 4956 of Al S. 2208) for t ef of ( wy + 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copyrights; | and occupation of land in M y ( 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | United States Army, and reporte y the Co ( 


¢ } ‘ 


on Patents. the provisions of the a f Ma LS 
Mr. GIBSON of Maryland introduced a bill (S. 2186) for the re- | the Bowman act; 

lief of Edgar H. Bates; which was read twice by its title, and re- \ bill (S. 2209) for t 

ferred to the Committee on Claims. f] 
Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2187) granting a pension to \ 22 

Margaret M. Rice; which was read twice by its title, and referred | burg, Washington County, 

to the Committee on Pensions. their building for hospital p 
He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2188) providing for | pression of the rebellion, a1 

the prompt supply of all public documents to the designated d sick and wounded; a1 

positories of documents; which was read twice by its title, and \ bill (S. 2211) for the r of R. A. H 









































referred to the Committee on Printing. \. F. Hurley, being a claim for twenty-t 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced abill(S. 2189) authorizing the Pres- | nished to the Uta volunt as reporte e | 
ident of the United States to appoint Louis N. Stodder a li Claims under the provisions of tl aef of M: L883 
tenant-commander on the retired list of the Navy; which was read | monly known as the Bowman a 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- Mr. ALLISON introduced a b 5. 2212 
fairs. able discharge to J. H. Randleman; v ch w ad tw 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2190) granting a pension to John | title, and referred to the Committ on Milita \ fla 
Vars; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- He also introduced a bill (S. 2213) for the relief of Adam B 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. vhich was read twice by its title, and refern to the Cor itt 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2191) granting an increase of pen- | on Military Affairs. 
sion to Mrs. Emily Williams; which was read twice by its tit Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced ab S. 2214) f 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to t Committe benefit of officers of the United States Rev Cutter Si 
on Pensions. which was read twice by its title, a eferred to the‘ 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2192) in oO ways | on Comm 
of egress and means of escape from fire in certain witl Mr. CHILTON d 2 and a 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice b' ( nt by law the day of the ¢ 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. States: which was read t ts tit 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2193) granting leaves of abser to | the table 
clerks and employés in first and second class post-offices, and to He also (by request ti a S 
employés in the Post-Office Department employed in the ma ag | Mary C. Williai 
repair shops connected with said Department; which was rea to the Committee on Pensions. 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices Mr. VOORHEES introduce a S. 2217) for | ( 
and Post-Roads. is Deems: which was read t ry its 1 and 1 to 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2194) authorizing the appointment | the Committee on Claims 
of Dr. Ira L. Sanderson as assistant surgeon in the United State He also introduced a bill (S. 2218 wntin I 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to sion to Leander Woods; which wa ad ( ) 
Committee on Military Affairs. vith the accompanying pape! referred to the ( 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2195) to authorize the Secretary | Pensions. 
of the Interior to ascertain the amount due the Flandreau Sioux Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2219) for t 
Indians, and making an appropriation to pay the same; v nice M. Bro 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on | accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on P% 
Indian Affairs. Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (S. 2220 ) 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2196) to remove t] charge o structing a road to th national Cc etery at Gralit« W. Va 
sertion from the record of Richard M. Pieree: which was read which was read twice by its tit a I LO } ( 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- | tee on Appropriations 
fairs. Mr. TELLER introduced a » mead 1e 1 ef ¢ 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2197) for the improvement | J. Neenan: which was rea vice by its title, and, witl 
of Southwest Pass, Mississippi River; which was read twice by | companying paper, ret l to 1 Committ e 
its Aitle, and referred to the C ni on Comr ( M ri Lal on la SS. Mees 0 it sa 
“Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2 to a l an act en yp of i ra i 
‘An act to set apart certain tracts of land in the State of Ca tutions an ranches ¢ he Nat Hi or Di ) Vo 
fornia as forest reservations,” approved October 1, 1890; \ ‘ teer Si ers, and for other rpo = ch was read t 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee tit ferred to the Con tt M iry Affa 
Public Lands. I ) roduced a b 3. 222 t ( ay | 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2199) for the reli Charles Blake, | ted Stat 
Isham T. Owen. of Missouri: which S31 l f ‘ ! ( a 
and referred to the Committe ! ulso int yr t 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a 1 (S. 2200) for the 1 ; 
legal representatives of Lieut. Francis Ware, deceased, of t its tit ‘ ( 1 to t ( ( 

Revolutionary war; which was read twice by its title, and Lr. ¢ 
fi l to e Con ittee on Revolutionary ‘i ‘ 
also introduced the following bills: which \ @ sey \ ‘ ] ‘ la 
rea twi by tl l tit] 3, and ref l oO 1 C< ¢ , as 1 
Claims: 
A bill >. 2201 reiel no the ( 4lm Ol \ J 1 ) | a0) ( 
Court of Claims ‘ 

A bill (S. 2202) for the relief of Sar: sna 

\ bill (S. 2203) for the re f of Johr . Re yn on |] 

\ bill (S. 2204) for the 1 ef of Sarah A. Swa exer ( in 
Barnett T. Swart, deceased, late of the District of Columbia: { La Favette 

bill (S. 2205) for the relief of Sarah C. Mitchell. vid ( ) ( 
Richard T. Mitchell, deceased, late of Montgomery ¢ nty a 
for stores and supplies taken and used by the Unite« 3 Art 
during the war for the suppression of the rebellion; shat 

A bill (S. 2206) for the relief of C. M. Keedv et al.. executors of | und: a 
J.J. Kee dy,d ceased, late of Washington County} Md., for st 1 e, al ‘ er 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, a ir. DAWES 
as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of th and er e H k 
act of March 3, 1883, commonly known as the Bowman act; tv yy its 1 a re 

A bill (S. 2207) for the relief of Lewis Trone, of Washington Mr. FAULKNER B 
County, Md., for stores and supplies used by the United Stat to orporate t Washingto ( ( 

Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisio1 I ice by and ( 
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of the act of March 3, 1883, commonly known as the Bowman act; | trict of Co 
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Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 45) to regu- 
late licenses to proprietors of theaters in the city of Washington, 
D. C.: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 46) providing 
for an investigation relative to the slums of cities; which was 
read twice ry its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 47) 
authorizing the resubdivision of square 673 in the city of Wash- 
ington; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 48) au- 
thorizing the appointment of a commission as therein described 
and for the purposes therein stated; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

IMMIGRATION LAWS. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer a concurrent resolution, and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Senate Committee on Immigration and the House Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization, be, and hereby are, authorized jointly to investigate 
the workings of the various laws of the United States relative to immigra 
tion from foreign countries, and the importation of contract laborers to the 
United States, and the expenditures made in connection therewith, and es 
pecially the recent admission of immigrants infected with typhus fever into 
the port of New York; the investigation to be conducted at such times and 
we as said committees may deem proper; and the committees are hereby 
authorized jointly, as full committeesor through subcommittees thereof, to 
send for and examine persons, books, and papers, and to administer oaths to 
witnesses. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment, and I ask the attention of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS], the chairman of the Committee on Epidemic Dis- 
eases. 

[ think there is urgent necessity for the passage of this reso- 
lution. I read from the New York Sun of February 12: 

A PLAGUE OF TYPHUS FEVER—FIFTY-SEVEN CASES AMONG IMPORTED RUS 

SIAN HEBREWS HERE—FIFTEEN STRICKEN IN ONE LODGING HOUSE—PAR 


ENTS FOLLOW THEIR CHILDREN TO THE HOSPITAL ON NORTH BROTHER | 
ISLAND—HOW THE DISEASE BRED BY RUSSIA'S FAMINE WAS BROUGHT TO | 


EAST-SIDE TENEMENTS 


On January 30 the steamship Massila, of the Fabre Line, landed at this}port 
717 immigrants, Italians and Russian Hebrews. The 450 Italians were taken 
aboard at Naples. The 267 Russian Hebrews had gathered at Odessa from all 
parts of southern Russia, and had arrived here after a long voyage of unusual 


roughness 

These Russian Hebrews were divided immediately among the seventeen 
lodging houses provided by the United Hebrew Charities’ Association. Yes 
terday the board of health found that an epidemic of typhus fever, known 
under a dozen names as one of the most terrible fevers that can visit the 
human body and communicating itself by contagion as well as by infection, 
was raging amongthem, Fifty-seven of them, already down with typhusin 
its marked symptoms, have been taken to the hospital on North Brother Is 
land, andthe board of healthis doing allinits power tostay the further spread 
of the disease. It is probable that preventive measures are already too late, 
and that it is now a question how far those infected for at least ten days have 
spread the fever among their friends whom they have been visiting in the 
crowded tenements of the lower east side 





L find in the Sun of the 13th the following statement: 





All the Hebrew patients at North Brother Island will be supported at the 
expense of the United Hebrew Charities, which gave bond to Commissioner 
of Immig t Weber that the released Hebrew immigrants would not be 
come a } I vithina year. It is likely that the bill against the or 
ganizat Willnot be less than #10,000 

Mr. President, it is perfectly clear that these immigrants in- 


fected with this dangerous and dea ly disease should not have 
been allowed-to land in New York City. The law passed on the 3d 
of March, 1891, is explicit in two particulars: No persons are al- 
lowed to come who are suffering from a loathsome or dangerous 


contagious disease; and no persons are allowed to come into the 





country and be landed in our ports who are likely to become a 
public charge. On either ground these infected immigrants 
should have been excluded. 

[It may well be that the commissioner of immigration may be 
able to demonstrate that his physician did not discover symp- 
toms of typh before the immigrants were admitted, but the 
commissioner of immigration did discover that these immigrants 
were likely to become a public charge, and it was his duty to de- 
tain them assuch. He did detain them as such, and if he had 


+ lotai 
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continued to detain them the typhus fever would have broken 
out among them before they were distributed over the city of 
New York and the city of Brooklyn and throughout the country, 
to bring contayvion and death to our citizens. But being waited 
upon by an agent of the Baron Hirsch Hebrew Charity Fund, 
and receiving from this agent assurance that these paupers would 
be taken care of for one year, he opened wide the doors of Castle 
Garden and let them comein. They were immediately taken by 
this charitable organization and distributed in various boarding 
houses in New York and in Brooklyn, acknowledged paupers, ac- 
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knowledged t6 be incapable ofsupporting themselves. They were 
placed there until this Hebrew charity society might make some 
provision for them, and within two days there came this out- 
break of deadly typhus fever. 

Mr. President, I shall not be behind any Senator or any citizen 
of the United States in regretting the sad fate of these poor peo- 
ple, nor, I trust, in condemning the policy of the Russian Gov- 
ernment in driving them out. But, Mr. President, self-protec- 
tion is the first law of nature. These men and women and chil- 
dren were infected with typhus at Odessa, went from Odessa to 
Constantinople, and Turkey refused them admission into that 
country. They went to Smyrna, and from there they were taken 
to Marseilles, and the French people refused to allow them to stay 
there. They could not go to England, for England, with all of 
her professed philanthropy ,excludes the pauper Russian Hebrews, 
and so they took ship for America, and in contravention and dis- 
obedience of our laws they have been distributed from one end of 
the Eastern States to the other, perhaps to infect whole communi 
ties with typhus fever; and they have come in, in my judgment, 
much as [ regret to say so, when they should have been excluded 
by the immigrant commissioner of New York City in the perform- 
ance of his strict and imperative duties under a statute of the 
United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that I think it impor- 
tant thatthis investigation should be made and promptly made; 
and in all human probability, when made in the light of the facts 
developed by it, additional legislation will be found very neces- 
sary upon the generalsubject-matter. I hope the resolution will 
pass and pass promptly. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to have the resolution again 
read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


| resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 566) to amend the internal-revenue laws, and for 
other purposes: 

A bill (H. R. 1086) for the relief of Louisa Q. Lovell and 
others; and 

A bill (H. R. 610) extending the privileges of the first and 
seventh sections of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the 
transportation of merchandise without appraisement to the port 
of Ogdensburg. in the State of New York. 


DRY DOCK NEAR ALGIERS, LA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is therefurther morning business? 
If not, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
is in order. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. I am compelled to leave the city 
this evening, and I ask the indulgence of the Senate to take up 
Order of Business 165, being Senate bill 1900. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1900) for the establish- 
ment of a dry dock on the Government reservation near Algiers, 
La., with an appropriation therefor. 

The bill proposes to appropriate $350,000, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, toward the establish- 
ment of a dry dock on the Government reservation near Algiers, 
La., and to acquire such additional land as may be necessary for 
the site of a dry dock, in accordance with the recommendations 
of the two commissions appointed by the President under the 
provisions of the act approved September 7, 1888, and the act ap- 
proved June 30, 1890, respectively, concurred in by the Secretary 
of the Navy. 

Mr. ALLISON. That seems to be an important bill, and | 
trust the Senator from Louisiana wil give us some explanation 
of it. It providesfor the building of a dry dock by the Govern- 
ment. I should like to know the necessity for a dry dock at this 
point; and if there is such a necessity, why the Government of 
the United States should build it? 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. If the Senator so desires, the re- 
port can be read. It will show that this has been recommended 
by the Secretary of the Navy, that it has been recommended by 
two commissions appointed by the President of the United States, 
and that it is reeommended by the unanimous voice of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. I ask that the report may beread. It 
is a very short report. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Very well. LIonly wanted to know what is 
the necessity for this dock at this time and at this place. 

Mr. GIBSON of Louisiana. The report will show it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. GIB- 
SON of Louisiana, January 27, 1892: 


mis 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred Senate bill 14], for 
the establishment of adry dock on the Government reservation near Algiers 
La., and making an appropriation therefor, has had the same under consid 
eration and submits the accompanying substitute for the said bill. py 

In pursuance of an act of Congress approved September 7, 1888, authorizing 
the appointment by the President of a commission ‘‘ to report as to the most 
desirable location on or near the coast of the Gulf of Mexico, and the South At 
lantic coast, for navy-yards and dry docks,” Commodore W. P. McCann, United 
States Navy, Capt. Robert Boyd, United States Navy, Lieut. Commander 
Willard H. Brownson, United States Navy, and Lieut. Duncan Kennedy 
United States Navy, were appointed to constitute said Commission; and 
after having visited all the points on the coast of the Gulf of Mexico and the 
South Atlantic coast which they deemed advisable for the proper execution 
of their duty, they submitted, November 19, 1889, a very exhaustive and able 
report and made the following recommendations: 

“After carefully weighing all the advantages and disadvantages of Algiers 
as a site for a naval station the Commission is of the opinion that while 
spot is not an ideal one, no other place in the Guif compares with it in the 
advantages offered, and that the advantages are so many and so great and 
outweigh the disadvantages to such an extent that the Commission has no 
hesitation in recommending the location of a navy-yard and dry docks at 
present Government reservation at Algiers, La.” 

Shortly after this report had been made the Secretary of the Navy, Hon. B 
F. Tracy, appeared before the Committee on Naval Affairs and recommended 
that a dry dock be established at Algiers. A bill making an appropriation 





the 


the 


for the establishment of a dry dock at Algiers was thereupon reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By virtue of a provision in the naval appropriation act proved June 30 
1890, another commission was appointed by the Presiden to select a suit 





able site, having due regard to commercial and naval interests, for a dry dock 






at some point on the shores of the Gulf of Mexico, or the waters connected 
therewith.” 

The President appointed upon this Commission Capt. Francis M. Bunce 
United States Navy; Maj. H.C. Hasbrouck, Fourth Artillery, United States 
Army; Lieut. R. M.G. Brown, United States Navy; and Messrs. Sidney Pt 
ham and David T. Littler. 

The Commission was organized on December 5, 1890, and after visiting the 
various pointS which they deemed advisable in order to carry out intelli 
gently the requirements of the order for their appointment, and having du 
regard for commercial and naval interests and the emergencies which m t 


arise in the event of war, they submitted their report on March 9, 1891. The 


Commission say they made a careful study of the commercial routes to and 
from the Gulf of Mexico, and searched for the best position for a naval defense 
of them and of itscoasts. They learned from the Bureauof Yards and Docks 





of the Navy Department that 

‘In view of the increased size of the vessels now being constructed and 
contemplated, a dry dock must be at least 600 feet long, 97 feet wide at the 
top, 66 feet in the clear at the entrance, with a depth of at least ind of 
sufficient stability to support a load of 15,000 tons.’ 

Upon inquiry of the Chief of Ordnance of the Navy Department it was as 
certained that 

“The larger guns of a modern battle ship will range upwards of 8 miles 
the extreme elevation permitted by the mounting, the ship being on an even 
keel, and by heeling the ship to increase the elevation this ra 
ably be increased to at least 10 miles, and with the largest gun 
to 12 miles.”’ 

Whence the Commission concluded that the requisites for a dry do 
were: 

“A clear channel to the sea of a depth of at least 26 feet, 
dation to support a load of 15,000 tons, and protection by 
miles, or by an intervening elevation of the ground, from 
sea. 

After a careful study of the charts of the Gulf of Mexico and the waters con 
nected therewith, the Commission proceeded to visit Key West, Tampa, Pen 
sacola, Mobile, Port Eads, New Orleans, Galveston, and Aransas Pass. They 
declare that everywhere the greatest interest was manifested in the work of 
the Commission; that they were received by committees of citizens and 
furnished with every facility to aid them in their investigations. 

The report contains a clear statement of the advantages and disadvantages 
of seventeen different points on the Gulf of Mexico, and after a full examin 
tion the Commission reached the concluston that— 

‘The South Pass of the Mississippi River affords the only entrance 26 feet 
deep to a port or harbor on the Gulf of Mexico or waters connected therewith 
far enough from the sea to be safe from gun fire.”’ 

They quote the opinion of Gen. C. B. Comstock, colonel of engineers, United 
States Army, and president of the Mississippi River Commission, to the effect 
that “the channel at the South Pass jetties is permanent in the sense thatit 
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will be possible to maintain a channel there of at least 26 feet depth at low | 
water in the river as long asthe jetties are maintained to deep water and the | 


damages from storms repaired,’’ an opinion in which the Commission, after 
careful examination, concur. 

The Commission report that— 

‘New Orleans is the only port on the Gulf coast or the 
therewith where the three primary requisites for a dry dock are to be found 
It is situated about 100 miles up the river; it is the largest city in the Gulf 
States; fromthe entrance of South Pass to the city a depth of more than 2 
feet can be carried atalltimes. Thesoil ofthe river banks in its vicinity, at the 
surface light, is, from 2 to 4 feet below the surface, of clay or clay and sand 


26 


increasing in density and solidity with the depth of the boring or excavation 
made, insuring a foundation amply sufficient to support a load of 15,000 tons 
in the dock by the employment of the usual methods in its construction. 

“This port has other and great advantages as the site. Being the greatest 
center of population of the Gulf States, labor, skilled or otherwise, can b« 
obtained at short notice. Its foreign commerce is greater than that of all the 
other Gulf ports together, last year reaching 2,034,072tons; all others, 1,997,492 
tons. A fresh-water harbor, its water communication with the interior by 
the Mississippi and its tributaries is nowhere in the world equaled, and this 
is supplemented by six great railroad lines which, with their connections 
reach every part of the country. Defense of these by the whole power of the 
nation is assured; it is a military necessity. Fresh water for all uses is sup- 
plied by filtering the river water, by the rainfall, and by artesian wells. Epi- 
demic diseases of foreign origin are prevented by a strict system of quaran 
tine regulations, and the general health of the city is as good as that of any 
Gulf port. A supply of iron, coal, or other material required can always be 
had at sbort notice and at cheap rates.” 


waters connected | 
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We will add only one more quotation from the Comn ion’s rep ! 
conclusion, in which they say, for the reasons alread 1 
The Commission therefore select this as the most table site for a dry 
dock on the shores of the Gulf of Mexico or the waters connected wi 
The Commission say that the depth of the Government reservation near 
Algiers—2,880 feet—is ample for a dry do and if more land onther ‘front 


be needed it can be acquired adjoining the ¢ 
The Secretary of the Navy, Hon. Bb. F. ' 
warding the report of the Commission t 





ent reservati 











“IT approve of the selection made of a it A on 
the right bank of the Mississippi River, in vi f ‘ } id by 
the Commission to exist there. The nava i toa 
limited in extent for the proper location and use of ill 
be necessary to purchase additional lands adjoinin 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wi all the at tion 
of the Senator from Louisiana to the fact that a proposed nd- 
ment is noted on the bill. Thea ndment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8, after the word ** Louisiana,” it 
is propos ‘id to insert tl Cost ¢ | dry dock not te cre | 


$840,000," 


VICE 


Was agcr i WW. 


The bil 








l was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third rea uc 
the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 

The following bills and joint resolution of House « ( 
sentatives were severally read oe by thei tles, anc rred 
as indicated below: 

The biil (H. R. 565) to amend ie internal-reve ne 
fo other purposes to the Committee on Finance 

The bill (H. R. 1086) for the reli of Louisa Q. Lo ind 
others—to the Committee on Claim 

Che bill (H.R. 1923) granting a rome ble dischar o \ 
liam W. Wedgwood—to the Committ ( M ary Affai 

The bi H. R. 3867) to amend the a ( mcerning oO 3 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and othe 
purposes—to the Committee on Milita \ffairs. 

The bill (H. R. 5681) for the control of and to p ote 
the safety of National banks—to the Committ on Fina! 

The bill (H. R. 4636 laKIN ippropriations for the s ) ( 
the Military \cadkk my for the Tscal year ¢ naineg J Ine ov), PSO4 
to the Committee on ‘Appcopt iations 

The joint resol on (H. Res. 8] ivestigating mini br 
in California—to the Committee on Commerc: 

The bill (H. R. 610) extending the privileges of the rst and 
seventh sections of the act approved June 10, 1880, go 
the transportation of merchandise without appraisement to th 
port of Ogdensburg. inthe State of New York t Com le 
on Commerce 

WM IENTS 

The VICE-PRE befo the S { ‘ 
concurrent resoluti se of Representative i 
reterr d to the ¢ rintin 

uf ry j l 
1h l ) ide a ! 
1 me ure ¢ Presider he | l 
with Chili, diplomatic ; ' 
fi th a } ‘ 
tian Raatatre 
PROTECTION OF PROPERTY IN THE DIS 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar he p j 
with. 

The Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, resumed t] co! 
sideration of the bill (S. 267) for the preservation of the public 
peace and the protection of property within t District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill has been heretofo ad 
at length, and is now before the Senate as Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There are some committee amendn 
to be acted on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments w be state 

The bill was reported from the Committee or Dis Oo 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 6, line 6, a r 7 ords 
‘* porches, or,” to strike out ** porticos and insert ‘‘ po ( 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 10, after th rd 
‘squares,” tostrike out **City Hall” and insert ‘* District build 
ings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, at the begir of 
line 10, before the word ‘‘ horse,” to insert the word ) on:’ 
so as to read: 

And any person or persons who shall induce or cause a i & 
kind to run after, bark at, frighten, or bite any pe l 
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any kind, or other animals lawfully passing along or standing 
t, avenue, road, or highway "OF alley, in the ‘District of C 
rfeit and pay for every such offense a sum not exceeding %. 
ndment was agreed to. 
t amendment was, in section 15, line 8, after the word 


“thy to § strike out ee so as to read: 























person guilty of disorderly and unlawful co ict in or about — 
sh vilitully injure "he buildings or shrubs, or shall pull 
uir, or « “wise injure any fence, wall, or other inclosure, or shall 
sink, culvert, pipe, hydrant, cistern, lamp, or bridge, or shall re- 
ne gravel, sand, or other property of the United States, or any 
— ic grounds or lots belonging to the United States inthe 
( l i hall, upon convi n thereof, be fined not more than 
7] y « j 
ame was agret ) 
t amendment was, in 16, line 1, after the word 
to stri out 
rin any el I ( Oo ial to any 
her V i gr ids belong 
{ St t D ri ( any of thes 
> nt Wasl I il ‘ r wn ‘ 
ne 11, aft the word Stl ts, to in tthe word’ al- 
as to make the section read 
t person shall drive or lead any horse, mule, or other 
ny cart, Wagon, or other « re Whatever on any + paved 
i footways now made or which may hereafter be made in and on 
fore public grounds, or shall ride thereon, except at the in 
stree ys, and avenues, each and every such offender shall 
pay for each offense a sum not less than one nor more than five 
nendment was agreed to. 
AULKNER. In section 8, line 18, after the word ‘ dol- 
iove to strike out the word ‘* conditional” and insert 
‘conditioned;” so as to read: 
urity shall be in the nature of a recognizance to the District of Co 
DI lt in a penal ty ex | #200, con 





» +} Y 
) ie Ss 





shall in oth r respects conduct himself 


nendment was agreed to. 


AULKNER. In line 9 of section 9,1 offer an amend- 


behalf of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
out ‘*25” before the word ‘‘ dollars” and to insert ** 250.” 


+ } 
ate 
avleu. 


ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be s 


. 
C} 
The SECRETARY. Insection 9, line 9, after the word **exceed- 





ing,” itis propos d to strike out ** 25” and to insert ** 250:” so as 
to make the section read: 

Sec. 9. That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons to make any 
o ene or indecent exposure of his or her person or the persons in any 
street, avenue, or al road, or highway, open space, public square, or in 
closure in the Dis f Columbia, or to mal iny such « ‘ne or inde 
exposure of person in any dwe ror other t ig or other place where- 


from thes 


open space 


for eac) 


am 
M 
th ; C on 





ame may be seen in. any street, aven alley, road, or highway. 





public square, or inclosure, under a penalty not exceeding #250 
wa » of 

every such « ! 

en nt was agreed to. 


ILKNER. In section 18, line 11, I move on behalf of 
caine on ‘the District of Columbia to strike out th: 


words ‘*‘ ninety days” and insert the words ‘** six months 


The V 


ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In section 18, line 11, after the word ** ex- 


ceeding,” 


it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ ninety days” and insert 








‘*six months;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 18. Thatall prosecutions for violations of any of the provisions of any 
of the law r ordinances provided for by this act shall be conducted in th 
name of and for the benefit of the District of Columbia, and in the same man 
ner as now provided by law for the prosecution of offen against the laws 
and ordin es of the said District Any person convicted of any violation 
af eaer of th pr isions of tl act, and who ha fail to pay the fine or pen- 
alty imposed, or to give security wh ame is required, shall be con 





mitted to the workhouse in the Distri t of Columbia for a term not exceding 


six months 


reach and every offens« 


mendment was agreed to. 
ELLER. In tion 4, | 
words ‘‘set up or fly any kite 





ine 2, I move to strike out the 


This bill seems to be rather a severe bill, and there are manv 
t] Ss t. it seems to me, which might have been left out 
properly, but he is a provision that if a boy shall set up or 
fly any k on the streets he shall be punished by afine, ete. | 
think that is going alittle farther than is necessary. I move to 
strike out from line 2, of section 4, the words *‘s t up or fly any 


kite, « 


© re! { 
ing ki 
ment, t! 
bodied 
in QU, : 
we are 
eorget 
sections 
country 


kites on 


A\ULKNER. Idonot like to object to an amendment 
wacter, as I have full sympathy with the boys in fly- 

| think, before the vote is taken on the amend- 
Senate should understand that the law as it is em- 


t ili to-day is the present law of the city of Wash- 


| own rules and re 


telephone lines, and the electric-light lines, but they do prohibit 
it, as I understand, and — the prohi bition,in the thickly 
settled portions of the city of Washington, but on any reserva- 
tion I understand the police @ e not interf ere with the boys. 

It strikes me that is going about as far as we ought to go. 
There isa similar law or ordinance in every city in the United 
States, | suppose. ' 


Mr. TELLER. The Senator seems to think that a law will 


| not be e sea og 1at is the merit of his putting it in here. 


Mr. FAULKNER. No. I said on the reservations. In the 
streets i would be enforced. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that it has ever been enforced 
in the streets. I frequently see boys flying their kites in the 
streets, and I have never seen any detriment to the public by 
that proceeding. 

There is included in this billa very large number of streets on 
which there are few or no buildings whatever, where it will cer- 
tainly not inconvenience anybody if the boys should fly their kites 
or do many other of the harmless things which are interdicted 
by this bill, like the playing of ball and several such things. 
Certain! y I think outside of the main part of the city,whichis to 
be included and is not now included, it seems to me the words ] 
have reter red to.ought to go out of the bill. Whatever may be 
the necessity of preventing the flying of kites on Pennsylvania 
avenue, it does not exist in the country outside the territory that 
isto be brought in und r = pone oe etme Sonn no settlements 
at all, a half mile or a mile of streets where there is nobody liv- 
ing on either side. Why can not he b ae fly their kites there if 
they want a 

The VICE-PRESIDE NT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed * the Senator from Colorado |Mr. TELLER]. 

The amendment oe rejected. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, this bill is a fair sample of the 
tendency of the age to caiane uponalllittle things. The bill con- 
tains a great number of provisions imposing penalties for trifling 
acts, with a pretty large punishment. [suppose the committee 
have given it due consideration, and therefore I do not propose 
to go over the bill in detail; but under the provisions of the bill 
if the boys should play ball up on 8 vacant lot, and should their 
ball run into the streets, as is the case ev: ry day in front of the 
house where [ live, without any disturbance to anybody, they 
are amenable to punishment under this proposed law. 

The bill is not carefully drawn. It is not such a bill as ought 
to come from a committee of this body. The evils sought to 
be remedied are trifling, like the flying of kites and the play- 
ing of ball on the reservations upon the outside parts of the city 
or lots where there is nobody living in the neighborhood, and 
yet there is no discrimination made, and the boy who plays ball 
upon a vacant square, if his ball rolls into the street, is liable to 
be taken up and carried before the police court and punished. 
True, perhaps this may not be done, but the kind of laws to be 
passed are those you expect to enforce, and not those that you 
expect to be left simply without any attempt to enforce them. 
The bill, as I understand, makes the stealing of an umbrella 
practically a felony, and the whole bill from beginning to end is 
entirely out of character, in my judgment, and the Senator who 
has it in charge has had the penalty raised from $25 for some of 
these trifling transactions up to $250. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Colorado how it is possible to have an efficient government in 
this city or in Georgetown, to which I understand this bill ap- 
plies, there being no council, there being no board of aldermen, 
unless we act. There is no power really to pass an ordinance, 
which is usually done in cities under a general provision of law 









| empowering them to do it, and the Congress of the United States 


undertakes to legislate for this District. Therefore,in the ab- 
sence of any other anthority to make these minute laws, certainly 
the city can not get along without regulations and very precise 
ones, and until the people of the city of Washington shall be or- 
ganized into local government empowering them to make thei 
»gulations and ordinances touching all these 
small matters, certainly Congress must do it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the Senate will understand exaetly 
the scope and object of this ag The law as it is found in this 
bill is the law to- day of the city of Washington as known before 
West Washington, which was heviene ‘rly known as Georgetown, 
was made a part of this city. There is no change in the law so 
far as this law is applic ae to the city of Washington proper, 
within the bounds of the city. 

Mr. TELLER. It is simply extended all over the District. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No; all the provisions are not extended 
over the entire District. Some of them are limited to the city 
of Washington and West Washington or Georgetown, and the 


| other provisions that are properly applicable only to the streets 


{ object and purpose . this proposed statute that 
passing is simply to extend those laws to the city of | 
here applicable to the city, and to the country | 
of 1 District of Columbia where applicable alone to 
ctions. Of course, they do to-day allow boys to fly 
+} y +) 


of the thickly-settled portion of the city are not extended over 


vations where it does not affect telegraph lines, ' the entire District of Columbia. 








1892. 


Mr. TELLER. Take section 6: 

That it shall not be lawful for any person or persons within the District of 
Columbia to congregate and assemble at the corners of any of the street 
avenues. 





That applies to the whole District. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course, and wherever there are streets 
and avenues there ought to be a law to provide against the cor 
gregation of crowds to interfere with the passageway of persons 
who have the right to travel along the streets. 

I want to say to my friend from Colorado, who I know is very 
anxious to have accomplished what the law officers of the Dis- 
trict and also the committee desire, when he understands the 
facts which are involved, that the only punishment which is 
really severe is the one to which he alludes, and that is the pen- 
alty of $250 in case of indecent exposure. This instance has 
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come to the attention of the authorities of the District. Here- | 


»~ 


tofore there was only a fine limited to $25. A case was reported 
to the police authorities in which a man lived in a room that 
fronted toward the window of the 
which resided a gentleman and his three sisters. That man liv- 
ing in that house, whenever he found that the male members of 
the family had left the house to attend to their business, would, 
when he had an opportunity of catching the observation of the la- 
dies of that house, most indecently expose himself. 

Mr. TELLER. He ought to be punished. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let me goon. The ladies did not desire 
totestify. Detectives were sent there tostay at night, sothat when 
the gentleman to whom I have referred left in the morning they 
would have an opportunity of seeing this indecent exposure and 
themselves testifying before thecourt. Just asitalways happened 
it occurred that morning. This man in a most outrageous man- 
ner exposed himself. The detectives went around, arrested 
him, took him before the court, and all they could do was to im- 
pose a fine of $25. 

Now, the officers of the law have appealed to us to raise that 
one fine—not fixing it at $250, because there might be cases that 
would only justify a fine of a dollar. It simply provides that the 
fine shall not exceed $250. 

The bill was drawn by the District attorney. It was gone over 
at the last session and also at this session carefully by the com- 
mittee, and they have only altered one or twoof the fines or pen- 
alties imposed in the present law, so far as the city proper iscon- 

erned. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not intend to go into any examination of 
this bill. I think section 6, probably, as applied to the settled 
parts of the city, is allright. That will prohibit the playing of 
ball in those parts. When properly enforced that is a proper re- 
striction to put upon games within the settled parts of the Dis- 
trict. But section 8 will prevent, as I read it, the playing of ball 
anywhere in the District if there is a building within half a mile. 
I do not know that that is what it means, but it certainly looks 
to me like that, because if there is a gathering accompanied by 
boisterous shouting and laughter, which always accompanies a 
ball game as [ recollect it, not having seen the modern game 
often, but the old ancient game which was played when I was a 
boy, it was always accompanied by a good deal of shouting and 
hilarity. The whole bill is drawn with a lack of that attention 
and care which ought to be bestowed upon it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. L will say to the Senator from Colorado 
that it does not apply to the question of playing ball in that sec- 
tion, and would not be so construed by any court. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no doubt it will be so construed, and ] 
suppose we shall have to rely upon the good sense of the officers 
not to enforce that provision; otherwise it would be exceedingly 
objectionable. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRiIs in the chair). The 
Chair calls the attention of the Senator from West Virginia to 
the fact that the report in this case reads that: 

In line 12 of section 13, page 8,insert the following after the w 


Wways:” “On any of the public grounds belonging to the United St: 
any of the streets, avenues, or alleys.”’ 














The report shows that that language ought to have been in- 
serted, and as the Secretary informs the Chair it is not printed 
in the bill as an amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The member of the committee who made 
the report in this case, Mr. HANSBROUGH, asked me to take 
charge of it as he is not well. I do not remember the committee 
debating that amendment at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sends to the Senator 
from West Virginia the printed copy of the report, and the page 
will call his attention to the paragraph to which he refers. 

[The paragraph of the report was handed to Mr. FAULKNER by 
& oeet 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where do they propose to insert that lan- 
guage, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The printed copy of the report 


co 
‘ 


back part of the house in | 





. = 
3D 
hows where it is to come in the bil The Senator from W 
Virginia will inform the Senato 
Mr. FAULKNER. Iask: ent that that amendment be in 
serted directly after the words * District of Columbia,” because 
it applies simply to the protection of trees. I think there can be 
no possible objection to it. [n ] 12 of sect 13, after the word 
‘highways,” L move to insert 
( il of th ) yuu 
ré ‘ 1e8, or alle 
The object of the amendment is to con e i tion 13 all 
injuries to trees, and for that reason in tion 15 the wor 
trees” has been strick« n out 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 12, section 13, pa 8, aft 
word ‘* highways,” it is propos d to j rt: 
On any of the public groun belongi to the United State 
the street avenues, ora VS 
‘The amendment was agreed to 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment ere concurrs n 
[he bill was ordered to be envross 1 for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. 
Mr. WILSON. There was com 


Representatives to the Senate 


iunicated from the House of 


to-day the bill (H. KR. 566) to 


amend the internal-revenue laws, and for other purposes. It 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. I[ move to reconsider 
the vote by which the reference was made in order that we may 


have the bill referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to r ; 
recarded as agreed to, if there be 
hears none 
Mr. WILSON. I now ask that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be so referred. 


‘onsider will b 


no objection. The Chair 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There was laid before the Senate some days 
avo aletter from the Secretary of State relative to certain use 
less documents which encumber the consular offices, and I sup 


pos lit had been ordered to be printed. A select committec 


was appointed and the letter has been referred to me withou 
having been printed. I ask that it may be printed and that 


printed copies be sent to the committee. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 1 


MISSOURI AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGES 


will be so ordered. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 429 
Missouri River, between its mouth and the mouth of 


Dakota or James River, and across th 


to authorize the construction of bridg: 
across the 


Mississippi tiver, 


between the port of St. Paul, in the State of Minnesota, and the 
port of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, and across the Illinois 
River, between its mouth and La Salle, in the State of Illinois, and 
to prescribe the character, location, and dimensions of the same. 
The bill was reported by the Committee on Commerce, with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 
any persons, associations, or corporations complying wi 

visions of this a and having the authority of the Secretary of War may 


th the pro 
n 
hereafter, when public necessity so demands, erect bridges a 


mstruction Will not materially allect the interests of 


points where 


navigation acro 








the 



























ssouri River, betweenits mouth and the mouth of the Dakota o¢ Jam 
River; and across the Mississippi River, between the mouth of the Minnesota 
River and Natchez, Miss.; and across the Illinois and Des Plaines rivers, be 
tween the mouth of the Illinois and the city o iet, int ite of Illinoi 
for railroad or other uses, upon compliance with the provisions and requir 
ments of this act; and hereafter no bridge hall be built over saidr 
within said limits except under the said provisions and requirement 

Sec. 2, That the sections of th t numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7,8, 9, 10, 19, 20, 21, 
22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, and 29 shall be general, and shall apply to all bridges au 
the ed under this law; and that the tions numbered 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
and is shall apply specifica to br es at ich points on the Mississippi 
M Thliz and D Plain rs as a red by the section 
enumerated. ; 

Sec. 3. That whenever the phrases ** high-water marl me im stage 
water,’ or iow-Wwater Mark are used in this a they sha me Ne »>mean 
the local high water medium stage, or lowest water level at i l j 
as determined by the Secretary of War; and whenever 1¢ phra cleal 
headroom” is used it shall be heid to mean th “ar he it measured from 
the water surfa to the lowest part of the iperst ny sp ind 
whenever the phrase * clear channel wa} use tol i 
clear width of openings at the elevation of Vv wat 1 red in a¢ 
rection atr tangles tothe current of the é tthat stage of water which 
is Most im] tant to navigation; and wherevert phras length of span 
is used it sha } l I cen of adjacen I 
measured on the center iin it i pre n vVnerever the phrase I i 
bridge ”’ is used it shall be held to;mean abridge of which the spans over nay 
igable channels are high en 1 to permit the pa ge of boats under ther 
atall stages of water, and the phrase w bi ‘ shall be he in a 
bi shaving an opening or openings through which boats « i 
st sof water 

4. That in all high bridges authorized by this act, except 
after provided, every span over the water way between the 
river at a bank-full stage shall give aclear headroom not Pp 
scribed for those over the channel way also tha 8 
or more wide or channel spans, of lengths to b« ! I ll 
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able the number of channel spans shall be increased so that 
»agood navigable passage for all classes of boats under some 
ge at all stages of water 
all low bridges authorized under this act shall beso located that 
a good channel can be kept and maintained for th assage of boats at all 
» stages of water, and that the said channel shall be made easily ac 
boats at all such stages; and that the draw opening or openings 
rer the above-specified channel in such a manner that one 
$s can be conveniently and safely reached by boats atall 
‘s of Water; and that one draw opening at least shall be over 
t convenient channel of the river atany stage of water; and 
1ing shall be visible from all parts of the channel for a dis- 
‘ i ss than 1 mile above said opening; and wherever practicable 
and in the interests of navigation all bridges located in the vicinity of im 
portant landings shall be placed above rather than below said landings; and 
that in all bridges with channel or raft spans or draw openings of less than 
300 feet cl l y authorized by this act there may be required, as a 


























part of the y accessory works provided for in this act, one or more 
yrotection piers of masonry, crib work, or piling, as may be directed by the Sec- 
retary of War, ext g from the end orendsofsuch spans or openings up- 


stream for a distance of 1,000 feet or less from the center line of the bridge, 
and which protection pier or piers shall be properly arranged with ringbolts, 
posts, or similar accessories, and fender planking, so as to 
enable boats or rafts to tie up alongside and drop down through the draw 
openings, channel, or raft spans, at such times as it may be dangerous to at- 
tempt the pa » of the same when under headway; and in addition to the 
said protection pier or piers the Secretary of War may also require as a part 
of said accessory works, when a draw opening or raft span is near shore, that 
the end of the opening or span be connected with the shore by a substantial 
guard fence, ext g upstream in such direction and to such distance a 

will render access to the said draw opening or raft span easy and safe at all 
times; and also that if, by reason of the location of a bridge in or near a city 
harbor, or from any other cause, the draw opening, channel, or raft span 
next the shore becomes difficult of access at any season or sea 
of the proximity of river craft which are or may be tied up to the bank, or 






cavils, snu 
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sons because 











from any other cause, then the company or persons owing, controlling, or - 
erating said bridge shall, by purchase or otherwise, extinguish the right to 
obstruct the entrance to said draw opening or span for a distance of at least 


700 feet above and 700 feet below the bridge 


Sec, 6. That all draw spans authorized by this act shall be operated by 










Ble r other reliable mechanical power, and shall be opened promptly 
upon isonable signal for the passage of boats, except when trains are pass 
ing over said —_ or spans; but in no case shall unnecessary delay occurin 
opening said draw after the passage of trains; and also that in case the 
opening of a draw is delayed by reason of the passing of a train after the 

gnal has been given from a boat ready to pass through, the draw shall be 
opened for the passage of such boat before another train is allowed to pass 
over the said span or spans; norshallthere be any unnecessary delay in the 
passage of trains over the bridge. 

St 7. That all piers shall be built parallel with thecurrent of the riverat 





that stage of water which is most important for navigation; and the bridge 
itself shall be built as nearly as may be at right angles thereto, and that rip 
rapping or other protection for imperfect foundations which will lessen the 
required water way shall not be permitted; also that piers which will pro 
duce cross currents or bars dangerous to navigation shall not be constructed; 
and if after construction any piers or accessory works are found to produce 
the above-mentioned ts, or if any riprapping or other protection prohib 
ited by this section is found to exist, the nuisance shall be abated or cor 
rected under the direction of the Secretary of War or at the expense of the 
company or persons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge 

Sec. 8. That in the case of all bridges built under the provisions of this act 
the approaches to the bridge shall be so designed and constructed as not to in 
terfere with the free discharge of the river in seasons of flood; and any en 
croachment on the high-water cross section by piers, solid embankments, or 
otherwise, Which will result in unduly accelerating the high-water current 
at the site of the bridge shall not be allowed 

Sec. 9. That if the interests of navigation so require the clear channel 
ways of any proposed bridge located in the immediate vicinity of an exist- 
1ay be made to correspond in length and location of spans to the 
l spans of said existing bridge 

t any persons or company constructing any bridge under au- 
i shall build and maintain at all times, as accessory works 
ge, such booms, piers, dikes, guard fences, and similar devices 
sary to insure at all times a permanent channel for a suffi- 
ce above and below the bridge site, and for the guiding of rafts 































ean i and other water craft safely under or through said bridge; and 
if at any time after the construction of the bridge and its accessory works 


to draw ope 
avigabie waters 


igs, Channel spans, or raft passages in bridges 
ed toin this act are found to be dangerous 
u i cess by any important class of river traffic, the Secretary of 
Ly, Upon the recommendation of the chief of engineers, United States 
order the company or persons owning, controlling, or operating said 
o construct under his direction and to maintain such additional sheer 
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dikes, and other devices as will obviate the difficulty mentioned, 


additional sheer booms, dikes, and other devices shall be built and 
maintained at their own expense by said compaay or persons 
Sec. 11. That all bridges authorized by this act over the Missouri River 











above the mouth of the Platte River shall be high bridges with unbroken and 
continuous spans, all spans over the water way to have a clear channel way 
of not less than 300 feet, and a clear headroom of not less than 530 feet above 
high-water mark 

SEcC.12. That all bridges authorized by this act over the Missouri River 
below the mouth of the Platte River and above the mouth of the Kaw River, 
shall be high bridges with unbroken and continuous spans, having at least 
one « pan of not less than 400 feet clear channel way, all other spans 





over the water W to have a clear channel way of not less than 300 feet, and 
all said spans shall have a clear headroom of not less than 50 feet above high 


water mar 















Sec. 13 t all bridges authorized by this act over the Missouri River be 
tween its n h and the mouth of the Kaw River shall be high bridges with 
*ken and continuous spans, all spans over the water way to have a clear 
ch nel way of1 less than 400 feet, and a clear headroom of not less than 
55 feeta I water mark 

SEc. 14 ill high bridges over the Mississippi River above the mouth 
of the M ri, and over the Illinois and Des Plaines Rivers, authorized by 
this act, Shall have one or more channel spans, each having not less than 350 


feet clear channel Way, and not less than 55 feet clear headroom above high- 





water n and the clear headroom under other than channel spans may 
be less than 55 fee Provided, That no part of the superstructure of 

i Spans shal ‘ ess headroom than 10 feet above high-water mark 
ind} i furt that the interests of navigation be not injured by such 


nn 





reduc ight. That all low bridges within the above-mentioned limits 
sha ») or More draw openings, each having not less than 200 feet 
clear e}) Way; ano in addition to said draw openings, all said low 


the main channel or channels of the river; and in case the | bridges shall have oneor more fixed channel spans, each having not less than 


350 feet clear channel way; and every part of the superstructure of said low 
bridges shall give a clear headroom of not less than 10 feet above high-water 
mark: Provided, That all spans of both high and low bridges shall be so lo- 


| cated as to afford the greatest possible accommodation to the river traffic, 


and a draw opening of low bridges shall, if practicable, be located next or 
near shore: Provided also, That in case of a low bridge, if the physical 
characteristics of the locality so require, and the interest of navigation be 
not injured thereby, the lengths of the fixed spans or the number of draw 
openings may be reduced: Provided also, That for any two adjacent draw 
openings of 200 feet each, one draw opening of 300 feet may be substituted, if 
the interests of navigation be not injured thereby: Provided Jurther, Thatin 
low bridges over the Illinois and Des Plaines Rivers, twoor more draw open- 
ings of not less than 160 feet each may be permitted: Provided further, That 
on the Mississippi River above the mouth of the Missouri, and on the Illinois 
and Des Plaines Rivers, bridges may be constructed as pile and ponton 
bridges, similar to the ponton railway bridge at Prairie du Chien, Wis., 
legalized by act of Congress approved June 6, 1874; and such bridges shall 
be provided with a ponton draw, giving not less than 400 feet clear channel 
way for each navigable channel of the river, and such other openings for the 
passage of rafts and logs asin the opinion of the Secretary of War may be 
necessary: And provided further, That pile and ponton bridges shall be sub- 
ject to all the restrictions of this act as regards plans, location, and acces- 
sories, as provided for in case of high and low bridges, so far as they are ap- 
plicable to such kind of bridge. 

Sec. 15. That all bridges authorized by this act over the Mississippi River 
between the mouth of the Missouri River and the northern limits of the city 
of St. Louis, Mo., shall be high bridges with unbroken and continuous spans, 
having at least one channel span of not less than 500 feet of clear channel 
way, all other spans over the water way to have a clear channel way of not 
less than 400 feet; and all said spans shall have a clear headroom of not less 
than 55 feet above high-water mark. 

Src. 16. That all bridges authorized by this act over the Mississippi River 
between the Eads bridge over said river at St. Louis, Mo., and the northern 
limit of said city shall be high bridges with unbroken and continuous spans, 
and shall have over that portion of the river bed embraced between the 
wharf line of the city of St. Louis as now established, or may hereafter be 
established within the limits specified, and a line parallel thereto, and 1,500 
feet distant therefrom, spans of not less than 500 feet clear channel way, and 
having not less than 55 feet clear headroom above high-water mark. The 
spans over the remaining portion, if any. of the river bed shall have not less 
than 300 feet clear channel way. and may have such reduced headroom as in 
the opinion of the Board of Engineers, elsewhere provided for in this act 
will not be prejudicial to the interests of navigation. 

Sec. 17. Thatall bridges authorized by this act over the Mississippi River 
between the Eads bridge at St. Louis, Mo., and the mouth of the Ohio River 
shall be high bridges with unbroken and continuous spans, having at least 
one channe! span of not less than 650 feet clear channel way, all other spans 
over the water way to have a clear channel way of not less than 500 feet: and 
all said spans shall have aclear headroom of not less than 65 feetabove high- 
water mark 

Sec. 18. That all bridges authorized by this act over the Mississippi River 
between the mouth of the Ohio River and South Port, La., shall be high 
bridges with unbroken and continuous spans, having at least one channel 
span of the width to be prescribed by the board of engineer officers provided 
for by the next section; all other spans over the water way to have aclear 
channel way of not less than 600 feet. All of said spans in bridges between 
the mouth of the Ohio River and Natchez, Miss., shall have a clear headroom 
of notless than 75 feet above high-water mark; and all spans of bridges be- 
tween Natchez, Miss., and South Port, La., shall have a clear headroom 
above high-water mark of not less than 85 feet 














Sec. 19. That any authorized person, company, or corporation intending. 


to construct a bridge under the provisions of this act shall give notice for 
two weeks dof such intention, stating the kind of bridge and exact location 
by publication in papers having a wide circulation in the cities of St. Louis, 
St. Joseph, and Kansas City, in the State of Missouri; Atchison and Leaven- 
worth, Kans, and Omaha, in Nebraska, concerning bridges to be built over 
the Missouri River; and in newspapers published and having a wide circula- 
tion in the cities of St. Louis, Mo.; Chicago, Quincy, and Peoria, Ill; Keo- 
kuk, Davenport, and Dubuque, Iowa; LaCrosse, Wis.,and St. Paul, Minn., for 
bridges over the Mississippi River above St. Louis, or over the Illinois and 
Des Plaines Rivers: and innewspapers published and having a wide circula- 
tion in Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Louisville, St. Louis, Memphis, and New Or- 
leans for bridges over the Mississippi River below St. Louis, and shall sub- 
mit to the Secretary of War, for his examination, a design and drawings of 
the bridge, piers, approaches, and accessory works and a map of the location, 
giving, for the space of at least 3 miles above and 1 mile below the proposed 
location. the topography of the banks of the river and the shore lines at 
high and low water. This map shall be accompanied by others drawn on 
the scale of 1 inch t9 200 feet, giving, for a space of one-half a mile above 
the line of the proposed bridge and a quarter of a mile below, an accurate 
representation of the bottom of the river, by contour lines 2 feet apart, de- 
termined by accurate soundings, and also showing over the whole width 
of this part of the river the force and direction of the currents at low 
water, at high water, and at least one intermediate stage, by triangulated 
observations on suitable floats. The maps shall also show the locations of 
other bridges in the vicinity, and shall give such information as the Secre- 
tary of War may require for a full and satisfactory understanding of the 
subject. Said maps and drawings shall be referred to a board of officers of 
the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, for examination and report, 
which board shall personally examine the site of the proposed bridge and 
shall hold a public session at some convenient point to hear all objections 
thereto, of which public session due notice and invitation to be present shall 
be given to all interested parties by advertising, and such parties shall b¢ 
allowed sufficient time for a full examination and consideration of plans; 
and if said board of engineers reports that the bridge is not a public neces- 
sity, or thatthe location selected is unsuitable for a bridge, or the plans pre- 
sented are unfavorable to the interests of navigation at the site proposed, 
the Secretary of War is authorized, on recommendation of said board, to 
refuse permission for construction of a bridge on the proposed location, or 
to order such changes in the design of the bridge or the location of its piersas 
may bedeemed necessary; and the construction of such dikes, booms, piers, or 
other structures as may be needed for confining the flow of water to a per- 
manent channel for a distance of not less than 1 mile above the bridge site 
and a proper distance below. and for guiding rafts, steamboats, and other 
water craft safely under said bridge or through the draw and raft spans, at 
the expense of the parties constructing such bridge; but in no case shall 
there be a reduction in the number, width, or headroom of draw, raft, or 
channel span, or in the arrangement and length of accessory works required 
by this act, unless such reduction is made necessary by the physical charac- 
teristics of the river in the locality where the building is proposed or is 
shown clearly to be not injurious to theinterestsof navigation; and the pro- 
posed bridge shall only be a legal structure when built in accordance with 
the plans as recommended by the said board of engineers and approved by 
the Secretary of War, and while so managed and kept in repair as to offer 
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at all times reasonable and proper means for the passage of rafts, steam- 
boats, and other water craft through or under said bridge, and only so long 
as all the requirements of this actare observed.. ; 
Sec. 20, That whenever the Secretary of War has good reason to believe 
that any of the provisions of sections 7, 10, and 25 of this act have not been 
complied with by any persons or company owning, controlling, or operating 
a bridge authorized under the provisions of this act, it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary of War, on satisfactory proof thereof, to require the said per- 
sons or company to comply with the provisions of said sections, and on fail- 





| 
| 


ure of said persons or company to comply with said requirements within a | 


reasonable time, the Secretary of War shall proceed to cause the necessary 
work, in the form of additions, alterations, repairs, or removal of obstruc- 
tions, to be made at the expense of the United States and shall refer the mat 
ter, without delay, to the Attorney-General of the United States, whose duty 
it shall be to institute, in the name of the United States, proceedings in the 
circuit court of the United States, or any State in which any 
obstruction or bridge touches, for the recovery of the cost thereof, and all 
moneys accruing from such proceedings shall be covered into the Treasury 
of the United States: Provided, That in the construction of additional acces- 
sory works not contemplated by the approved plan of bridge and accessory 
works, no greater sum than $15,000 shall be required to be expended upon any 
one bridge in a single year; And provided further, That such sum of money 
as may be necessary to execute the provisions of this section is hereby ap 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, to be paid on the requisition of the Secretary of 
War. 

SEc. 21. That any companies or persons owning, controlling, or operating 
bridges authorized by this act shall maintain at their own expense from sun- 
set to sunrise throughout the season of navigation such lights and other 


ortion of said | 


1137 


| laid aside in order that the bill which was under consideration at 


2 o’clock may be proceeded with. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I shall feel under constraint to object to 
that except with the understanding that if the bridge bill shall 
lead to debate it shall go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. VEST. I do not think it will lead to any debate what- 
ever. 

Mr. MANDERSON. |] 
put in that saving clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection 
with the understanding stated by the Senator from Nebraska. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. On page 17 of the bill, in line 10 of section 1 of the 
substitute, I move to strike out ‘‘ Natchez, Miss.,” and 
‘*South Port, La.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


do not suppose it will, but I want to. 


insert 


| ment was concurred in. 


signals on the bridges as may be required by the Light-House Board forthe | 


security of navigation; andshall also, during the season of navigation, have 
posted in a conspicuous place on or near all high bridges the clear headroom 


under the channel span on that day, the figures expressing this height to be | 


readily visible to the naked eye from any point in the channel of the river 
for a stretch of 4,000 feet, of which 3,000 feet shall be above and 1,000 feet shall 
be below the channel span of the bridge; and shalldisplay on all low bridges 
at points plainly visible to boats passing through the draw a record showin; 
the stage of water and whether the river is rising or falling. 

Src. 22. That any bridge constructed, maintained, and operated under this 
act and according to its limitations, shall be a lawful structure and shall be 
recognized and known as a post route, upon which, also, no higher charge 
shall be made for the transportation over the same of the mails, the troops, 








and the munitions of war of the United States than therate per mile paid for | 


the transportation of said mails, troops, and munitions over the railroads and 
public highways leading tosaid bridge; and the United States shall have the 
right of way for postal-telegraph purposes over any such bridge; and in case 
of any pa eae arising from any alleged obstruction to the navigation of 
any of said rivers created by the construction of any bridge under this act, 
the cause or question arising may be tried before the circuit court of the 
ee States of any State in which any portion of said obstruction or bridge 
touches. 

Sec. 23. That all railroad companies desiring the use of any bridge con- 
structed under this act shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privi 
leges relative to the passage of railway trains or cars over the same, and 
over the approaches thereto, upon payment of a reasonable compensation 
for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said bridge and the several 
railroad companies, or any of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon 
the sum or sums to be paid. and upon rules and conditions to which each 
shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall 
be decided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and 
proofs of the parties. 

SxEc. 24. That the persons or corporations constructing bridges under the 
provisions of this act shall have the right to construct safe and suitable pas 
sageways thereon for foot passengers and vehicles of every description, and 
to charge a reasonable toll for the use thereof; but the rates of toll shall be 
submitted to the Secretary of War and shall be subject to his approval or to 
any change he may think proper from time to time in such rates: Provided, 
That the constructions authorized by this section shall not reduce the clear 
headroom or clear channel way required by the provisions of this act 

SkEc. 2. That such alterations and changes as may be required by the Sec- 
retary of War or Congress in bridges constructed under the provisions of this 
act, so as to preserve free and convenient navigation, shall be made under 
the direction of the Secretary of War and at their own expense by the com 
pany or persons owning, controlling, or operating said bridges. 

SEc. 26. That all bridges constructed under the authority of this act shall 
be built under the general supervision of the Secretary of War, and nochanges 
or alterations in plans shall be made during construction of said bridges or 
after their completion unless said changes or alteratious conform to the 
provisions of this act and are authorized by the Secretary of War. That 
during original construction or in carrying out any authorized changes or 
repairs of said bridges a navigable channel shall be preserved at the site of 
the bridge at all times, and the waterway of the river shall not be obstructed 
to a greater extent than is absolutely necessary, and such lights and buoys 
shall be kept on all cofferdams, piles, etc., as may be necessary for the se 
curity of navigation. c 

SEC. 27. That any permission granted by the Secretary of War under the 
provisions of this act for the construction of a bridge between the mouth of 
the Ohio River and Natchez, Miss., shall be null and void if said construction 
be not actually commenced within one year and completed within three years 
from the date of said permission. All bridges below Natchez, Miss., shall be 
commenced in one year and finished in four years from the date of permis 
sion, and if not so commenced and finished the permission granted shall be 
null and void. 

SEc. 28. That all former acts or parts of acts granting authority for the 
erection of Any bridge or bridges over the portions of the rivers set forth in 
section 1 of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed, in each and every 
case where actual construction of said bridge or bridges be not commenced 
on or before the date on which this bill becomes a law. 

SeEc. 29. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and the right to require the entire removal of any bridge con- 
structed under the provisions of this act, at the expense of the owners thereof, 
whenever Congress shall decide that the public interests require it 
pressly reserved. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which is the bill providing for the public 
printing and binding and the distribution of public documents. 

Mr. VEST. Lask that that bill may be temporarily laid aside 
until we can finish the pending bill. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 


is ex 


unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally 
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| would be to practically destroy the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read : 

A bill to authorize the construction of bridges acr« 
between its mouth and the mouth of the Dakota or James River: and a 
the Mississippi River, between the mouth of the Minnesota River, inthe State 
of Minnesota, and South Port, in the State of Louisiana: and across the Ill 
nois and Des Plaines Rivers, between the mouth of the Illinois and the city 


8S the Missouri River, 


ross 





of Joliet, in the State of Illinois: and to prescribe the character, location 
and dimensions of the same 
PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate resumes the con- 


sideration of the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as the Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1549) providing for the public printing 
and binding and the distribution of public documents; the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment of Mr. COCKRELL to strike 
out from section 62 to section 73 of the bill, inclusive. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri[Mr. COCKRELL] is one that is very 
sweeping in its character, and the result, if it should prevail, 
t Of course, there would 
be left of it that which concerns the organization and the power 
of the Joint Committee on Printing, of the Public Printer, and 
that general legislation in the bill which refers to the number of 
documents that shall be printed constituting the usual number, 
and the extra number that may be ordered by concurrent resolu- 
tion of the two Houses. But it strikes from the bill 


bill that which 
has seemed to me to be the 


most important feature in it, that 


which proposes to establish a decent, orderly, and systematic 
distribution of the public literature of the country. 
No man has estimated, and I doubt if any man can estimate, 


the enormous expenditure that goes into the printing of these 
public documents, for, Mr. President, it not only involves the 
cost of the printing, but it involves that far greater amount which 
constitutes the preparation for the printing, the organization of 
the different Bureaus and Departments, t that is 
formed by the efficient scientists who lend their hours and their 
labor to the preparation of material. If we are to expend this 
enormous amount of money in the preparation of the material, it 
will be wasted under existing conditions in this 
shall be printed; and [ submit that, unless 


} t *| . 
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country unless if 


the matter printed be 


systematically distributed, unless business methods are brought 
to bear upon the distribution, it is as much wasted as though it 
was not printed at all. 

Congress years ago recognized that there was an existing evil 


and inthe year 1859, in the first instance, 


and by frequent amend- 
ments of the law, running down 


to the date of the revision of the 
statutes in 1878, it attempted to remedy ils: it es- 
tablished a new official, charged with certain duties; it threw the 
burden by this act upon the Secretary of the Interior. 


497. 


the existing ev 


SK The Secretary of the Interior is charged with receiving, arranging 

















and safe-keeping for distribution, and of distributing to the persons entitled 
by law toreceive the same all printed journals of the two Houses of Congre 
and all other books and documents of every nature whatever. already or here 
| after directed by law to be printed or purchased for the use of the Govern 

ment, except such as are directed to be printed or purchased for the parti 
lar use of Congress, or of either House thereof, or for the particular use of 
the Executive or of any of the Department ind any person whose duty it 

i1all be by lawto ver any of the san ha ra 

igned by the Secretary of the Interior therefor 

Reading further from this statute we fin 

Sec. 499. A register of all publications received at the Department of e 
Interior for safe-keeping and distribution shall be kept nder the direction 
of the Secretary iowing the quantity and kind at any time receive: 
and he shall cause to be entered in such register, at the proper time, the tim 
when, the place where, and the person to whom any of such publications h 
been distributed or delivered 

Certainly this was a move in the right direction, a move i1 


direction of a business method for the distributi 
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+ + + , ; “* + 
t ‘ I ted States t is occupied by the Pub- 
, “1 > 
i ippol l by the same method, tha 
the | ‘ 1 1 ‘ vice and consent of the Senate 
¢ i i n ent aocun its, and that the dls- 
+) ‘ } , ; } tafar, n th nt Dena 
7 ‘ ‘ tir } y y eit l? ‘ nnec 
‘ + | + ‘ 
> rin Ofc 
T ‘> - } ' | V ’ 
‘ } . oft 4 Soy fy lis . - 
I I nk that 5 at rom Misso 
( ao not i ik that in eieme! | l 
S, ca la oO that i i ( ‘ - 
I 1 and Vy { pm by tl cepat 
4 + + + ’ ¢ ance 
. \ \ ms on ¢ a uac 
aay ved vervfullcons : 
‘ ‘ | a \ rvs ory 7 ey , ‘ 
mm ve n +} 
| ) h rarians Oo 
{ - i l i ) t K ‘ tS nat X- 
I A l A ‘ , T i l ; 
+ . +» | : } y + 
( A > ‘ ’ I y ay ¢ i 
nave ti J ir ot 3 na re- 
< ( t i received letters 
ndat or ¢ lemnati 
( a t nded to I t = l 
I DAY S$] from ( B - 
t a y 
i) \ . 1] = ¢ = rial 
) > ) ‘ i 1 > < 1 ) < al i ' i a - 
Ww T r l 
I I < WW g 
i a ati t r tO! \ A I ) 
) 1 ‘ SSLY it ‘ 
( r Tul ‘1s ) so m hast . 
I atic ¢ t ( l man says 
rst I 
thu of this library association, or ra > 
‘ A ilans LO Wot tL have re rread, 18 @ AIP. 
? 1 fenyry + yy \ cal paw +7 1eati 
i ved ym him several communications. 


ve Oo 20th day of January. Now mark it. 
r experience, looking to the mat- 
ter not of the dis ution of d iments in personal or political 
interests, but aiming to reach by the best methods the reading 
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public, bring to the criticism of a bill like this, it seems to me, 
‘ 


fairness, candor, and honesty. This gentleman says under date 


of January 20: 





Office of the Publishers’ Weekly [R. R. Bowker], Franklin Square, 330 Pearl 
street. ] , 
NEw YORK, January 20, 1892 

DEAR Sim: I have received a copy of the bill offered by your committee for 
the improvement of the public document system, and write to express hearty 
gratification that you have been able ina single bill to cover so much ground 

» well, 

While it is not practicable at this time to get the members of the commit- 
ee on public documents of the American Library Association together for 
sultation, I think I may say that the bill will meet not only their ap- 
but the approval of the library profe n generally. 
> are some points on which it would be desirable to do more, perhap: 
than the bill contemplates, particularly in revising the list of public depost- 
tories, but it is my experience that it is better to attempt to pass a good bill 
without amendment than to possibly retard its passage by offering any 
amendments, however good * ¢ 


Very truly yours, 





t 





R. R. BOWKER 
Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON 


7 ited State Senate Wasi. Tae) _D ry 
Mrom ¢hi ame cvrentlemar AR ] +} )” ++ + 1 « 
from this same gentieman re lve i le evver, dated @ 


few days afterwards, in which he says: 


DEAR Sim: I regret that you have not d the copies ofthe two check- 





lists of Government publications, of wh have ordered two more copies 
of each sent to yout If you shou lire further copies for the use 
of the members of y¢ ttee in th e or House Ishould be glad to 
have copies sent you 


ul y im ose the scheme of the Ameri 
uments, Which you will see correspor 
If this yuld be useful to you in putting t 
pies printed off and s¢ 
not express too strongly 
entative of the America 
tee and our own have 
} < 1 for the 





Li 








R. R. BOWKER 


Hon. CHARLES F.. MANDERSON 

United States Senat } } fon, D. C 
President, this communication, which is inclosed, being 
the report of the special committee on Government publications 
to the American Library Association, was received by the com- 















mittee after the preparation of this bill and after the report had 
been sent to the Printer or had, at least, been fully made up, and 
it has been a matter most interesting to me to see how the com- 
mittee as the result of its explorations—and I take no credit to 
the committee or toa member of it, for we are beholden for 


i 
whatever merit there is in this bill to the people we have called 


before us, the gentlemen connected wi iment rooms of 








the two Houses, the folding rooms, the -e, and other 
licials, who, |} reason of their ex been able to 
rive us most valuable information—i r most inter- 
esting to me to see that this communication from the se experts 
on the di i the use of books had been so closel 
followed. p the time of the Senate to read these 
resti nanimous consent to incorporate the 





as part of my remarks, so that it may be seen what this Americen 


Library Association has desired with reference to public docu- 








Qo ana . . af 4} on it 2 S as wert} 
nts and how nearly we have come to the same conclusion with- 
‘ consul tat wen oll ld ¢ acting independent 
I 
ot th Ot ey 
v , y 7% f f-) 
[he pay i to as follow 
1 i Li i i ; 
‘ 8} i ‘ Government publicatior ibmit that as 
fa ystem Government issues should emt e the following co1 
tions 







er, in permanent stan 
iriation, and in sufficier 
to supply the executiv: 
resentative, each issui 
copies for recor: 
I for general us¢ 
from Department app 


¢ 








legis] 









lude office blanks, confide 
lic concern 

idition to separate 
ithe binding up of 
; desirable 


should be 





best be me 





aracter nese conditions migh 
Senate and House executiv 
nsive series, to be known as United 
uments, to embrace Departn 
‘belonging in thes ] 


of Congress or 1 








nt report 





aries specifical 
ft ublicati ; 
me or set to that volumeors 
only; there should be a separate ann Governmen 
tions of the year, whether by Government subscription to individual 
prises or by publicprovision; and there should be ultimately a syst« 
l comprehensive subject index to all governmental publicati 1 
4 plan has been matured after full consultation with the 
graphical authorities inside and outside the Government service. 

Every Gcvernment publication should be sent, as soon as issued or bound, 
to public depositaries of the first class, which should include every State li- 

‘ary and the leading library for public use in the great centers of popula- 

A select list, to embrace the statutes, President's message, census 
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best bibl 
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ee 
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volumes, copyright lis and other issue yf ul 





other issues as may be of special interest, shoul 


depositories of the second class, which should inch 


can make good use of such documents, suc 





plication of the librarian or proper officer, statins 





of the library, its present or prospective shelf 1 
use, the character and distribution of its reader 
servicable to its constituenc} ich applicat l 
Senator or Representative. 
t 1 to subject to ti 
hould be throu acen 
where, ¢ n tl ( 








ngr Depa 





check-lists to prevent unintended duplication. ‘ 


the general depository of all unissued documen 


Recognizing thatsuch! ilts must be accompli 
mittee would confine present action to the follov 


Whereas the present lack of system in the 
and distribution of Government publications re 
exceeding $500,000 yearly maximum of it 
as distributors, anda minimum of conve! 
plying to libraries publications which tl 
ing those which would be especially usef 
entire confusion as to arrangement, Inde 


l 1e American Library 


Pope? 7 t +} 
€80 i [ 





wi 





mu 





ence at San Francisco, learns with gratification « 


into the printing and distribution of public d 
Joint Committee on Printing of the two Houses 
Resolved, That this association proffers to 
its standing comm on publi uments, it 
moting better methods of issuing and distributi 

included among Government publications 
‘Resolved, That the A. L. A. hereby extends it 
orable the Secretary of the Interi 









Y 
Department in utilizing Government pu ati 


umes to complete sets, and trusts that t! wol 
tended. 

Resolved, That the A. L. A. appreciates he 
Mr. J. H. Hickcox in his valuable Monthly Cat 
tions, and co1 l f 
completion and continuation 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. Preside 


the establishment in the Interior D 











mer the work 











irp yu 

3 Office and to iid upa large reau 
nproper, theretore, tor me, as at present t 
say that whi l presented by t J 


body mz 


innual 


















l 
me to adopt met of administratio1 r 1 
Congress or the Committee « Printing, whi 
the good of the public service, for the greater 
Congress, officer ft Gawer nt al 
ive nomy in the expendit I 
what lengthy experier in dealin h tl 
ments, I am absolutely certain that i 
into a law without ma al changes it willa 


three ends above specifi 
I think, t t 
become acct 


hem will r 
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souri. It seems to me, upon these statements, the evil is of such 
magnitude that we ought to find a remedy for it. 


Of course until the accumulations of undistributed documents here and 
there i 





wray of these documents must be provided, but as soon as this is accom- 
plished there ought not to be any necessity for the renting of extra rooms for 
storing documents, as, the surplus once cleared away, it Is probable that the 
ordinary provisions for the storage of documents will be found adequate. 
Taking all its provisions into consideration, it seems to me that the bill 
under consideration is one of the most thorough and carefully prepared meas- 
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| 
| 


ures ever proposed, and I sincerely hope that it may meet the approval of | 


both Houses of Congress 
y 


ery respe tfully 
JOHN G. AMES, 
De tendent of Documents 
Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON 
Chairn of ( the Printing, Unit Slates Senate 


Mr. President, Ido not think that any member of this body 
who knows this gentleman will be disposed to underrate the 
value of that testimony. He is the expert upon that question, 
and upon the matter of the publication and distribution of public 
documents there are not many who are experts. it is not anat- 
tractive subject; it has not been a pleasant or acomfortable thing 


to go through this great mass of legislation and attempt to give | 


it form and shape; it has not been a pleasant or comfortable 


thing to take this great mass of testimony and to winnow and re- 
luce it down to that which was legitimate and germane to the 
bject under consideration. 

The motion of the Senator from Missouri is to strike out the 
sections from 62 to 73, inclusive. I say it is emasculating, it is 
destructive of that which I believe is the best feature of this bill; 
and I do not believe that the Senator from Missouri, when he 
gives the matter that full and careful consideration which he 
gives to all public questions, will feel it incumbent upon him to 
go to the extent at least of destruction. 

Now, a word or two as to what these provisions are. Section 
62 simp! prov ides how this officer shall be appoint d. We pro- 
vide that he shall be appointed as the Public Printer is ap- 
pointed, nominated by the President and confirmed by the Sen- 
ate. The proposition was made to the committee that he should 


L\ 
at 
a 


j 


be elected by Congress. That was tried in the case of the Con- 
gressional Printer. For many years the Printer of Congress 
was elected by the two Houses, but it was found that the best 
result was not obtained, and it led to infinite trouble, and of 
such character that Congress at last was glad to pursue the other 
course, and have the Publie Printer appointed by the President 
and confirmed by the Senate. 

The proposition has been made that this officer should be ap- 
pointed or selected by the Joint Committee on Printing. Ido 
not think that there is any member of the joint committee, at 


least as it is now constituted, who wants any increase of patron- 





age. I certainly do not, and I think I can speak for my colleague, 


the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], that he wants no 
such power as this. It was because this seemed to be the consti- 
7 


tutional method, the usual and the best method, that the pro- 
on was put in the bil 


[t furthe 


vi 
r provides that he shall have the general supervision 
of the distribution of documents. but the bill as amended prov ides 
that he shall not have the distribution of those printed for the 
official use of the Executive Departments and those printed for 
the use of the two Ho ises of Congress, which are to be distrib- 


uted or delivered ready for distribution to Members and Delegate s 
upon their order. Can it be contended for a moment, with this 


provision in t] 


his section, that it is not within the power of any 


— 


il 
member of Congress to distribute his documents exactly as he 
distributes them to-day? It seems to me not, and I do not think 
that was so under the bill as it was originally written, certainly 
not as amended : 

The next provision that is proposed to be stricken out is sec- 
tion 63. Ido not think that that language is subject to the con- 
struction put upon it by the Senator from Missouri. As origi- 








nally written it did say that: 

All orders for the distribution of documents by Senators, Representatives 
or Delegate nd Departments shall be sent to the superintendent of docu 
ments 

Mr. COCKRELL. Read the first part of it. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I will read it. 

Sec. 63. He shall keep the document account of members of Congress and 
Departments, and on request of any Senator, Representative, or Delegate 
shall } ‘tly farnish a statement of documents standing to his credit 





Mr. COCKRELL. He must keep it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. He must keepit. He keeps the docu- 
ment account. In other words, he must do exactly what the su- 
perintendents of the folding roomsof the Senate and of the House 
do to-day. The efficient superintendent of the Senate folding 
room, Mr. Hickcox, keepsbooks. He has the document account 
of every Senator. He furnishes 
any Senator his document account, showing exactly the residue 
of any number of documents standing to his credit, and a refer- 
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ence to his book will show the original number that was issued 
and the number that has been distributed on his order, either by 


| slips or labels or by distribution by the Senator himself. 
the city have been disposed of folding rooms for the assortment and | 


All that is kept to-day, and that is no innovation; it is nochange, 
except that, instead of the superintendent of the folding room 
keeping this account, it is kept by the superintendent of docu- 
ments, whom it was supposed would keep the books for the en- 
tire matter of distribution. 

But whatever may be the difference between the Senator and 
myself as to the construction of the language in section 63, he 
lost sight of the fact—and I do not wonder at it, for by some 
blunder the words were omitted in the reprint of the bill—that 
at the beginning of line 5—— 

Mr.COCKRELL. If the Senator will permit me, I did not lose 
sight of the fact, because the sight was not to be seen. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps it was not within the scope of 
the Senator’s observation, but [ wonder, with the attention the 
Senator had given to this bill from its earliest stages, that his 
memory did not serve him to remember that, on the suggestion 
of his colleague [Mr. VEsT], I introduced an amendment, which 
placed in the beginning of line 5 the words ** when desired,” so 
that it read: 

When desired, all orders for the distribution of documents by Senators, 
Representatives, or Delegates, and Departments shall be sent to the superin 
tendent of documents on franked or other labels. or in lists 

What is the present method of the distribution of documents 
by members of Congress? Some pursue one and some another, 
and some, I am sorry to say, never distribute at all, or do it to 
such a limited extent that you may say they do not do it at all; 
but by those who distribute the publications of the Government 
there are two methods. Either a member of Congress has the 
documents that are to be issued by him sent to his room and he 
or his clerk, with much labor, direct them, frank them, send 
them out, and keep a list of those to whom they are sent, or they 
send a list of names to the superintendent of the folding room, 
or else they take the small patch that we put upon a book and 
put the list upon it, each man’s name being upon a separate paper, 
frank it, and send it to the folding room, upon the back of it men- 
tioning the document that is to be forwarded. The latter is, I 
think, the more general and the favorite method: atleast it has 
been my method. I have found it much more convenient to take 
this course than to have these books brought to my room, and 
with this infinite labor and trouble address them. So it is sim- 
ply proposed to continue the present system. When desired, 
this system can obtain, and when it is not desired, the Senator 
can issue by the old and more laborious process. So it seems to 
me that that criticism or condemnation should not be made. 

The next provision that was objected to was that here was a 
system of bookkeeping which would entail an enormous amount 
of labor and very great expense,a system of registration by card 
index or otherwise, leaving it to him to select that which will be 
best from the standpoint of convenience and economy, as well as 

event duplication, and such a system of notification by mail as 
will secure the reception of documents by the parties in whose 
behalf they are ordered. I do not know what may have been the 
experience of the Senator, but certainly it has been my own that 
there has been a very frequent miscarriage of valuable docu- 
ments. They do not seem to receive that careful handling on the 
part of the officials of the Post-Office Department which is given 
to mail matter of a different character and that is presumably 
more valuable. It has been my frequent habit, as it is, 1 know 
the habit of many other members, when a document is sent to 
forward a notification of the fact by mail. In many instances I 
have sent documents so as to insure their distribution where they 
were of value and importance to the party by registered letter, 
so as to save as far as possible this loss of documents. 

[do not think that this method will be one which will entail the 
amount of expense and labor depicted by the Senator. The docu- 
ments issued annually, while great in number, do not entail any 
greatamount of bookkeeping for the purpose of keeping the record 
of them, but, as I said when the Senator was condemning this 
section, I am not tenacious for that provision. I care nothing 
about it. It would be so easy to eliminate from this section that 
feature, if it is objectionable, and save this expense, which it 
seems to me would be trifling. If you desire to hang on to it, do 
so. It seems to me we should certainly cling close to the provi- 
sion which provides that where a Senator does desire that his 
documents should receive an orderly and a business-like distribu- 
tion, he can have it if he desires. I know it would be a saving 
of very great labor if you could throw upon this efficient officer 
thatduty which is now performed either by members of Congress 
or by their clerks, that of keeping the record of the documents 


| and sending out the notification and performing the manual labor 


eriodically on the request of 


of handling the documents themselves. 
I need not comment upon the proposition, but it certainly is 
not desirable to strike out the provision that looks to the pre- 
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vention of the duplication of public documents. I mentioned an | to be public libraries o ive ch: ted num] 


instance of a valuable document in the folding room of the Hou ( vorthy of t 3 yuld 

of Representatives, where it was found that 40 copies had been | from the list of designi 

sent to one individual upon the orders of members of Congress. hese, then, are the s 

Congressman Smith receives a request from some one in any part | tion of the Senator fro at 


of the country—it may or may not be in his own State—and h nstead of taking that c 


is asked to send a certain document to the applicant. He does h exists he tha ( { { ‘ i 
not hesitate to do it, and in this instance thirty-nine other mem- choice English which charact ( ‘ a 
bers of the House of Representatives had received similar r tes—that he wi ek t 

quests and furnished this speculator—for such he must have | and straight anythi that 


been—with this document. vive us the benefit of tha 

Mr. President, I will not take the time, except in a very gen [ simply desire to give, a \ { it 
eral way, to refer to the other sections which are proposed to b t. whatis d ared by th 
stricken out. saving of this l, and tl 

Section 64 reaches the ver} 
of making one—with the exception of certain documents that ars o, 1 think, in cost to about $80,0 
excepted here, like the laws of the United States, which are sold on the motion of the Senator fr T Mr. Co CO 
by the Secretary of the Interior making one place charged ¥ h that as an expenditure f 0 he A { R 
the sale of public documents so that an) | 


desirable result, as it seems to me, | the bill. For instance, ores 1,000 








he can write for the purpose of ascertaining the cost of a near a can ¢ 
lication and of procuring it if he wishes to purchase it 58 ie : 

The next section, 65, which it is pre sed to strike o is that : ac hee rv tak or tl 4 : ) arte 
which provides for the index of public documents. This d ments obtained since Sa 
we have thrown upon the superintendent of documents, and [ | $175,000. T : ‘ ; ° he 
submit that under this bill, by the impositior on |} of thes ovisio1 ted at %38.00 
additional duties, he certainly | earn th hich . 





proposed to pay him. tlicu to a , leit a 
This index, I th . 
from Missouri would not desire to get rid of it. t rope do not anvrehs af 


ink, is amatter of such va that the S $226,000 annually tl 


that he shall issue monthly an index of Govern) t catio anger Cal t 1) 
during the month, and prepare and publish in one vo a Print Oft 
solidated index at the end of the year. to te t @ 
Section 66 prov ides si nply for the matter of a re) t ! ‘hat is t n « { ( 
what has been the performance of his duty) 
Section 67 is the section that abolishes the « 


tendent of documents in the Department of th: 





Section 68 simply provides that the official corresponden f \ 
the superintendent of documents shall be ‘ ! “a 5 
I 
and that he shall be entitled to frank pul docu 


1is mail purposes the usual penalty envelopes t it te ( 
Section 69 is that the Public Printer shall fur? ‘ nited S 

intendent the blanks 1 hi a [ 

Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, the Di ork er of 

and the Public Printer shall proy ide convenient ice, s a l ; : 

and distributing rooms for the purposes of this bi section 71 


lecessary 








i 
Section 70 is one which it seems to me is of very great 
We have declaimed at length and loudly about tl] ‘eat a . 
mulation of material, and here is an intelligent method by ie ft 
it can be disposed of and we can satisfactorily « Ose ¢ 
perhaps millions of books rotting and molding 5 
the Capitol, and they can be taken out in the day ht ld 
tributed all over the country where they will do son 00 
submit, with the amendment which is found at the close ¢ 
section, that it makes a fair and consistent dist tio P 
superintendent of documents. 
Section 71 prov ide 5 f rr cata ies a 1 
each month. I confounded a moment agot l tht ’ that ( 
alogue. The section provides that 
J ( ] 
y i ; sa wk ) 
St VA i! ( 
suhbiect to th ( ( 
auty of ta 
in j ( ind catalo ( ( 
' 1) Yt) e ) é ‘ 
ent Publications w h ( 
) is the clerk of printil rv 
I ) 
very ita tim 
Section 1 { ( or 
of the country ot r than designated deposit: es. I ‘ \ 
nated depositori e those that are menti« t 
tendent of documents by members of Convcress: t i 
to him by each Memb r of the House and by each S 
own State. and, besid 3 those, there fo pu lies 0 th 
and Territorial libraries. There has been an enormous req 
from all parts of the country that other libraries not ds lat ‘ ) 
depositories, of smaller pré tensions, should receive Govert istrib 
publications, and the object of section 72 was that of this cre: to the m 





of the Government publications issued in extr: 


tribution by Congress there should bea distri e dl 
superintendent of documents of at least a portion of them. aries are for t 

ation of the condition of the | the places where they are locat 
present designated depositories, so that those which have ceased | a ess of them, and t 


Sect ion 73 prov ides for an investi 
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Mr. MANDERSON. 


| admit that fact. 
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l fave ( of the bill 1 ch provides for the distribu-| Mr. COCKRELL. Andthe Senator himself did not call atten- 
tion < ae I to other than the ( positories, be- | tion to it. 
cal [ ai w that libra r established in Mr. MANDERSON. But why waste blows upon som othing 
t] \ the smaller ¢ lages, and they | that is not here tostrike? Why not hit the existing, i ad of 
ol Il: perfect s to agree to that. | simply the imaginary? 
3ut. A P lent. isly object to placing the documents Mr. COC KRELL. Wait till we geta little further on. My 
of : S or Ri tative ler the control of the super- ue may be correct in his interpretation. If he desires to 
intendent of documents, and requiring the Senator or Represent- | fill his house with public documents and retain them there until 
ative to furnish a list of namesand the post-office addresses of all | he wishes to distribute them he would have the right to do it, 

‘ persons to whom he desires docw ts sent, and that list to be | but I do not propose to have that the law if I can helpit. I 
kept as a p anent regi . Thatis the point I object to. I | think the documents to which I am entitled should remain there 
know th f es is bi until [can have time to dis ibute them, and then I can dis. 

Mr. VEST Preside tribute them without furnishing alist of names. There is the 

‘I PRI DING OFFI( i. Doe Senator from Missouri | difference. The Senator can al. under the law as it is now, 
yield to lea and have all these documents shipped to his house the moment 

COCKRELI ( uit | they come out. Then he or his clerk would have to direct each 

Mr. VEST. Lask my colleague if section 62 does not do away | one specifically, whereas now we leave them in the Senate docu- 
with that objection? The amendment that was made to it was | ment room, and we send a list of franked slips there, and they 
intended to do away with it are sent off. The only trouble we have is to frank the slips, put 

Mr. ¢ OC CRE] Ido not think it does. the names upon them, and then upon the back the address. 

Mr. MANDE RSON . Leall the attention of the Senator from Mr. President, I know there are some good features about 
Misso aa also to the fact that there wa san om ission of the amend- | having these documents all under the charge of a superintend- 
ment in the reprint of t ill in line 5, page 25, of the words | ent of documents. I appreciate that fact. I am not disposed 
‘when desired.” now to pick a quarrel with the Committee on Printing because 

Mr. VES They \ eft out they have allowed for years and years past eighteen standing 

Mr. COCKRELI \ t de not do away with th ob: c- | committees of the Senate to receive a great m ass of documents, 
tion which they put in sacks and send down to the basement of the 

Mr. VEST [ ask my « eag to point out why it does not, | building, nor am I disposed to criticise the Committee on Public 
because I was under the impression, as it reads now amended, Printing because they have p vuliieal an enormous number of 
that it is entirely optional with the Senator or Representative volumes of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and other documents to 
whether these d nents shall go to the superinte ndent of docu- = be print dad for the Senate lil ary which could not find space 
ments or n there, and put them into sacks and sent i" m — to fill the 

Mr. COCKRELI Not at all halls and walls of the basement. Not at all, Mr. 2 apg nt. 

Mr. VES1 Here is the language of i These are the only documents that are there. os a xy ought to 

The Pre ' 1 States shall 3 ila taii be taken out. Not only that, but we ought to go < ittle furt ther. 

Go to many committee rooms of the Senate janes en you will 

i ul nmittee prescribes the duties of the superintend- | find in bookeases all around the walls hundreds of documents 
ent | that are of no earthly use to the committee. They donot belong 

He shall ha neral supervision of the distribution of all public docu- | t0 the subject-matters that that committee considers; and they 
ment und t istody shall be committed all documents sub to dis | ought to be taken out and pl ut with these documents. 
re. 5 By SERIO SRCRS Pemee 5 eon —— omctal —— ne = 2 But, Mr. President, you ought not to take from the basement 
gre ; —e ore ee wee * | of this building all the documents that have been stored there. 

Se i ie hl ls a i Faas _| We need to complete the sets in the Senate library and we need 
\s I understand that, it takes the custody of those documents | out of the number th re to comple te the sets in the Congressional 
fy 1 the intendent | 


Library befor e they are sent elsewhere. When that is done. the 








aman | rest of the onal to go to the superintendent of documents, or 
Mr. VES eee | the Senate ought to pass an order for their distribution. That 
1 ! ready for i n to Mi rs | is in the control of the Senate, however. 
; a | Now, Mr. President, I did not criticise Dr. Ames, the superin- 
vy ul ding of that amendment is, that if my colleague tendent of documents in the Interior D partment, but I stated 
wants ft perintendent of documents to distribute, and fur- | What is a fact, that if the system of keeping a record of every 
nishes him a list voluntarily, the superintendent shall doso. If | name thi it is sent by every Senator and Representative to him is 
[. on the other hand, donotchoose that the superintendent shall | carried out the books will be multiplied, and a clerical force will 
have my list, I simply send to him an order tosend me my docu- | be necessary, and the expenditure that will be made will over- 
ments, and he iscompelled under this section to doit. It issub- | reach all we economize in tl ill y so again. There 
jer 1 of Senatorsand Representatives. I statefrankly | would be over 500,000 dé tributed, probably 
th I uid vote for the bill, as I stated the other day, if | 1,000,000 or 3,000,000 perhaps has to keepa record 
the cor 1 of my colleague upon that section were correct. | Of the names of all to whom ¢ nt, and then has to 
The ob | made to the bill, and to remove which I offered | write a letter to onees oon a n, and then to notify each Sen- 
that am as that the superintendent of distribution, or | ator that he has attended to his request, it would be an enormous 
whater ay ter? _should not have the listof any Sena- | labor,and inthe end the force would have to be largely increased. 
{ R tative w chos . | But, Mr. President, I see that the Senator from Nebraska has 
_COCKRELL. If that were the only section of the bil] it | 0 much set his heart upon having some of the provisions in re- 
micht b terpreted as mv colleague thinks, but section 63 says | gard to this document room retained in the bill that I am per- 
‘ ( if docu ; fectly willing to let him have his way. He only aims at what I 
: ; : rin a ee, I think, and I know I aim to get the best possible printing 
oe | pill. Iam willing to propose an amendment striking out all the 
i . ; clauses that refer to placing the documents of Senators and Rep- 
VEST. If my colleague will permit me, that seems to me | resentatives under the control or the direction of this superin- 
e , bea wo Bae : ee i which I} ‘tith al- | tendent of documents unless they specially so request. If any 
at wie a list of documents to which I amentitled, | Senators want to have their documents distributed through that 
tha ne that done now. [can inquire now as to what | room I am wil lling to let them have it done. I think each Sena- 
documents are coming to me under my quota. tor is competent to attend to his own matters of that kind—more 
Mr. COCKRELI \s a matter of course you are f a | so than the whole Senate or the whole House. He can have his 
wit! hen the next section which I criticise says documents placed there and distributed und r this bill, but do not 
é e dis ition of « nents by Senato nd Re enta- let us require him to place them there by law. In pursuance of 
t D 1 Departments shall be sent to eri t that suggestion I move, at the end of section 62, to add: 

VEST. The words I referred to are left out. | by the superintendents of the document rooms of the Senate and House 
MANDERSON. Yes, the words ‘‘ when desired.” The bill would then provide for the distribution of documents 
. COCKRELL. They were not in the bill when I criticised | by this superintendent ‘excepting those printed for the special 
it. | official use of the Executive Departments and those printed for 
MANDERSON. The action of the Senate had put them | the use of the two Houses of Congress which are to be distributed 


| or delivered ready for distribution to Members and Delegates 


.L. They were not printed in the amendments. | upon their order by the superintendents of the documents rooms 


| of the Senate and House.” That would make it perfectly plain, 
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and there could be no question about it. They would be dis- Mr. COCKRI | 
tributed then as they are now. Instead of sending your order | portions of t 
and bringing all your documents from the s i ent of « ( 
uments to your house, or being compelled to send our } t < d 
rou would distribute them just as you distribute them now. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask the Senator whether th 
does not provide exactly that now? Striki ( t 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Senator’s question? no question ab it t 
Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the bill provide that a Senator Mr. MANDERSON ( 
may have his documents to send now, just as it reads? Mr. COCKRELI 
Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. pendi ich | 
Mr.CHANDLER. Without the Senator’s amendment? dr 
Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir; you have got to take them all to ( 
your house if you get them. That is the only wa; can do it. | that t 14 j 
" Mr. CHANDLER. I do not see that the language is: ( M ICKRI ( 
Senator sugg The bill does not say that you must take them | els ] 
to your house. Lr. YERSO 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is the only way you candoit. \ ment 
can not distribute them upon your order in any other way tha Mr. COt 
to furnish a list or bring them to your house or your committ a 
room. whk is h oO 
Mr. CHANDLER. Where is that clause in the bill? The PRESIDID ( 
Mr. COCKRELL. Itisin every line of it. The Senator « t ich 
tainly has not read itif hedoes not understand it that way. ‘* He | consideration ¢ 
shall keep the document account of members of Congress.” * is the bill the « | S 
* ‘ A)l orders for the distribution of documents by Senators,’ Mr. COCKREI \ 
and so on. But let us make it perfectly plain. There is no | not propose any : 
trouble about that. but it is at t t ( 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does not want to need! ss] Mr. MAN] 


amend the bill. As I understand the amend 
proposed by the committee, it says that the d Y 
delivered at this room ‘‘ ready for distribution to Members and is iper 
Delegates upon their order.” That does not say- that they shall | “eprese 
order them tobe sentto theirhouse. I ask the chairman oft] The PRI 
committee whether there is any doubt about this provision as it | souri desir 
stands. Mr. CO¢ 
Mr. MANDERSON. I have nodoubt about it; but to make it The PRI 





still more binding, if the Senator will turn to line 5 of page 25 | posed to be a 


and insert the words ** when desired,” he will have t | ( 
has thus far been enacted. Exce h 
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Mr. CHANDLER. What I hate is to put the Senator from | m and te 
Missouri to the trouble of amending the bill when it is perfectly | 27° *0 bee" mere 
plain now as it stands. Senate and Hi Repre 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is not perfectly plain now, and th¢ The PRESIDING OFFI 
Senator from Nebraska as much as admits that by proposing an | the a 9 ee 
amendmentthere. I propose to add another word or two to pla The amendment was s 
it beyond all question. Mr. COCKRE]I rs 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hopethe Senator will pardon me. M Ben : ; 
amendment was not an admission of anything of that kin I Paes 
was simply a sop to the whale and an effort to get rid of this 
technical objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think the Senator from Nebraska Mr. MANDERSON 
ought to use that lancuage: but I understand that he does 1 Thi VI > DI 
admit that there is any defect in the proposed law as it vr 
stands, and I do not see why the Senator from Missouri will 1 | am lm 5 
take the committee’s bill instead of putting in an amendment Mr. COCKRELI 
when the language is perfectly plain as it now stands. strike out. in line 


Mr. COCKRELL. I knowit is not plain just as well asI know | Poanresentati 


that I am standing on this floor. No Senator who will look at 
coolly and dispassionately can say thatitis plain. Itr 
cepting those ” documents ‘‘ which are to be distributed or deliv- The VI¢ 
ered ready for distribution to Members and Delegates upon th: r 

order.” 


‘eads ‘*e \Tr MAD 


Upon theirordertowhom? Tothe superintendent of documents. | +; De 
You can not getaround it. Talk as you please, all the document 
go to the superintendent of documents, and a Senator can <¢ 
get them out upon his order. I say let them go to the su] ! r COO 
tendent of the Senate folding room and to the superintendent of | , 
the House folding room, and then if the Senator or the Mem!) ain Se .uU 


wants to place them under the superintendent of documents he | j, the ame) 

can so direct. Thatis the difference. Is the Senator from Ne-| wry Wa? 

braska willing to make that change? sah 
Mr. MANDERSON. The change suggested? Re 
Mr.COCKRELL. That the bill shall be soamended that ther 

shall be no controversy that the documents intended for Ser 

and Members of the House shall go to the Senate folding room | made in th 


I 


atarec | + 4 


and to the House folding room unless the Senator or Member of | does not req 

the House requests them to go to the superintendent of docu- | it is a recog? 

ments? I attem 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam perfectly willing to have that done | or D a 


in choice English. words. If}! 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then fix the language to correspond. it the systen 
Mr. MANDERSON. Ishall put in that amendment, for I do | that will pr 
not think it changes the bill in the least. It simply makes its | aboutit. Th: 
diction probably more elegant, and I am always desirous for such | have the ri 
& result. Mr. COC] 


vY ) i 
} 
( D ~ 
LCS a 
na ‘ 
WC liad 4 L 
>t 1 i? 
1 
if, the) 
4 Oh 
) ‘ ) J 
i 
> ) 
‘ ¢ 
tea at ( + 
‘ 





1143 





1142 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. FEBRUARY 15, 


| 
, 
| 








































| favor t cla of the bill which provides for the distribu- Mr. COCKRELL. Andthe Senator himself did not call atten- , 
ti ( ) han the designated ¢ OSLO! De tion to it 
c ut libraries a stablished in Mr. MANDERSO iste blows upon something 
tl smaller cities a \ es, and t that I re tos hit the existing, instead of 
O01 ‘ erfect to agree to that simply t i né 
B \ ] i ol t to pli y the documents Mr. COCKRELI get alittle further on. My 
of g R itive u e control of the er- | colleag iy be cc rpretation. If he desires to 
iring the Senator or Represent- | fill his house with public documents and retain them there until 
a LZ I | ott addresses oI all he wishes to distribute them he would have the right to do it, i 
p vhom ] t, and that list to be | but I do not propose to have that the law ifI can helpit. I 
k ‘hat the point I object to. I | think the documents to which I am entitled should remain there 
until I can have ti to distribute them, and then I can dis- 
\ ite them without furnishing alist of names. There is the 
PR )] OFFI .. Do S tor fre | ( rence. The Senator can send, under the law as it is now, 
yield to a and haye all these documents shipped to his house the moment 
COCKRELI ( ; they come out. Then he or his clerk would have to direct each 
Mr. VEST a au f section 62 does not do away | One specifically, whereas now we leave them in the Senate docu- 
v t that wa ule to it was | ment room, and we send a list of franked slips there, and they ml 
intended do away th it are sent off. The only trouble we have is to frank the slips, put : 
Mr. co RELI I< t thin t does. | the names upon them, and then upon the back the address. 
[ANDERSON [ call the attention of the Senator from Mr. President, I know there are some good features about 
I r 0 tot act that there was an omission of the amend- | having these documents all under the charge of a superintend- 
I n the repri t 1 line 5, page 25, of the words | ent of documents. I appreciate that fact. I am not disposed wil 
: n desired.” now to pick a quarrel with the Committee on Printing because 
N VEST. TI! \ eft out. hey have allowed for years and years past eighteen standing 
) CO REI ( t do away with the objec- ees of the Senate to receive a great mass of documents, 
tio hey put in sacks and send down to the basement of th¢ 
VES eag » po out why it does not, | is, nor am I disposed to criticise the Committee on Public 
beca 1 Slo a t 1 l x because they have p rmitted an enormous number of 
that \ ytloné ith penat ve | volumes of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and other documents to 
Ww ui d en co to the supe - | be printed for the Senate library which could not find space ‘ 
me} oO! there, and put them into sacks and sent them down to fill tl j 
N COCKRELL. Not at all. | halls and walls of the basement. Not at all, Mr. President. 
VES Ai is the language of it: These are the only documents that are there. They ought to 
- ; | be taken out. Not only that, but we ought to go alittle further. 
Go to many committee rooms of the Senate to-day and you will 
t duties of the superi id- | find in bookcases all around the walls hundreds of documents 
c | that ar 10 earthly use to the committee. They donot belong 
H l p the distribution of all public docu- | tO the subject-matters that that committee cor siders; and they 
mi 1d 1 all mmitted all documents subject to di ought to be taken out and put with these documents. 
tiv 5 eee }- Pare Soe th ny ee cee cae exece | But, Mr. President, you ought not to take from the basement ' 
1 : P ' | of this building all the documents that have been stored there. 
_—_ ; s 1y of ¢ _, | We need to complete the sets in the Senate library and we need 
Pena Sa, — a a : ’ | out of the number th« re to complete the sets in the Congression 
; co Not ate Read furt! | Library b fore they are sent elsewhere. When that is done, th : 
; ; : |} rest of them < rht to go to the superintendent of documents, or 
VES! vory ™ the Senate ought to pass an order for their distribution. That 
W ready for distribution to Membe1 is in the control of the Senate, how: 
and » - a | Now, Mr. President, I did not « Dr. Ames, the superin- 
} of ut al d i } if tendent of documents in the Int partment, but I stated 





what is a fact, that if the system of keeping a record of every 


name that is sent by every Sen d Representative to him is 





? 
a do choos carried out the books will be 1d, and aclerical force w 
ha send to him be necessary, and the expen | be made v ») 

{ i t r tl eu ull we ynoN » in tl ill, a [say so again ; 
jee ; nd Re would be over 500,000 documents to be distributed, , 
t ! f { b 1,000,000 or 3,000,000 perha inall,and if he hastoke i 
{ ‘ of the names of all to whom documents are sent, and then has to f 
"1 ‘ ‘ vrite a letter to every o1 h and the » notify each Sen- : 
t ‘ s ator that he has attended to his request, it would an enormot ‘ 

( not |} tof any Sena- | labor,and inthe end the force would have to be largely increased. ‘ 
t R tat chos b But, Mr. President, | that the Senator from Nebraska has 
CO ~-RELL If that were t} only section of the bil] it | S80 Mucnd set his heart upon having some Of the provisions 1n re- - 
n ) is ‘ a s, but section 63 s gard to this document room retained in the bill that I am per- 
. ‘ ‘ 4 Se aa ee: a ee 12 canes i anil, ‘saul 

t t of ( fectly willing to let him have his way. He only aims at what | 


. 1 1 T : + + + : } aot 43 
do, I think, and I know I aim to get the best possible printil 
Ll tl 




















bill. Lé ling to propose an ame king out all the 
clauses that refer to placing the documents of Senators and Rep- 4 
TT" ) aca will nermit me. that cs ma + na . : _ ; e : ° : 
Vi : ague will j ae me, onal iy O mi resentatives under the control or t! ction of this l rin- 
I t the amendment to which I have al- | tandent of documents un they sp y sO 1 est. If any 
] T ; list of a ments to whichI amentitled. | a ae J *I es i . 
u i ri or ¢ n nt to which I amen itled, Senators want to have their documents distributed through that 
that I t t don ow ‘an inquire now as to what 7113 oe hawa it a think earl ans 
_ : a . ican inquire now as to what | room I am willing to let them have it done. I think each Sena- 
aoc a ‘ay Yao tor is competent to attend to his own matters of that kind—more 4 
\ ( a \ t > S vO ? f . 1 1 ° 
‘ = ee 1 | so than the whole Senate or the whole House. He can have his 
| t ’ { ‘ ‘ AIS ‘ : : - 285 oe . sh: es 
. ae eee documents placed there and distributed under this bill, but do not 
n of 3 i Representa- | let us require him to place them there by law. In pursuance of 
: rinte! t of | that suggestion I move, at the end of section o add 
“v1 ry . . — by the superintendents of the document rooms of the Senate and Housé 
VES ‘ds I referred to are left out. : 
MANDERSON. Yes, the words ‘‘ when desired.” | The bill would then provide for the distribution of documents 3 
COCKRELI Chey were not in the bill when I criticised | by this superintendent ‘‘ excepting those printed for the special ( 
it. official use of the Executive Departments and those printed for 


. MANDERSON. 17 action of the Senate had put them | the use of the two Houses of Congress which are to be distributed 
il or delivered ready for distribution to Members and Delegates 
LELI They were not printed in the amendments. | upon their order by the superintendents of the documents rooms 
ERSON. I admit that fact. | of the Senate and House.” That would make it perfectly plain, 
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and there could be no question about it. They would be dis- Mr. COCKRELL. T 
tributed then as they are now. Instead of sending your order | | t if 
and bringing all your documents from the superintendent of doc- | at 
uments to your house, or being compelled to send him your list, 14 
you yould distribute them just as y trib ! 
Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask tl 
does not provide exactly that now? . t 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Senator’ estion? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the bill provide that a Sena Mr. MANDERSON r 
may have his documents to send now, just as it reads? Mr. COCKRELI 


Mr. COCKRELL. Not atall. 
Mr.CHANDLER. Without the Senator’s a: ent 
Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir; you have got to take them all to 
your house if you get them. That is the only wa 
“ Mr. CHANDLER. I d t t 
Senator suggests. Thebi 5 J n hs 
to your house. M MAND . ») 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is the only way you can do it 
can not distribute them upon your ¢ ‘in any other way 1 ) ( 
to furnish a list or bring them to your he se OL your « 
room. \ i 
Mr. CHANDLER. Where is that clause in the bill? l PRESIDID 
Mr. COCKRELL. Itisinevery line of it. The Senat t \ : ’ 











tainly has not read itif he does not und lit that way ration « 
shall keep the document account of m sof Congres is ill t} 
* ‘6 All orders for the i men senator r. CO" . | \ . 
and so on. But let us ctly ] ! ! pr i 
trouble about that. but itisa 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does not want to need] * MANDERS« Tha ( 
amend the bill. AsI understand the a Iment on pa 2 Mri. I 
proposed by the committee, it says that the documents 
delivered at this room ‘‘ ready ‘distribution to M« 3a B 
Delegates upon their order.” That does not say-that they sha 
order them tobe sentto theirhouse. I ask the chair ( 31D ( ) 
committee whether there is any doubt about this provisi« i 
stands. Mr. COC . 
Mr. MANDERSON. I have nodoubt about it; but to m: if The PRI {oO} 
still more binding, if the Senator will turn to line 5 of pa >| po te ‘ 
and insert the words ‘‘ when desired,” he will have the bill « t | S 


has thus far been enacted 


Mr. CHANDLER. What I hate is to put the Senator f . | ments and ' oH 

















Missouri to the trouble of amending the bill when it is perf 
plain now as it stands. S H pres 
Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is not perfectly plain now, and th: The PRESIDING OFFI > : 
Senator from Nebraska as much as admits that by proposir 3 
amendmentthere. I propose to add another wi two to plac raed se 
it beyond all question. M COCKRELL es ove to sti out li 19 
Mr. MANDERSON. I hopethe Senator will pardon me M a eae “ 
amendment was not an admission of anything of that kin ' EA 
was simply a sop to the whale and an effort to get rid of this |; : Re} ) 
technical objection. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not think the Senator from N« \ ) 
ought to use that language; but I unde1 1 that he does ‘ 
admit that there is any defect in the pro ed law as 
stands, and I do not see w hy the Sen: ‘fro I 
take the committee’s bill instead of putting in an amendn f ie ’ ! 
when the language is perfectly plain as now st ls 
Mr. COCKRELL. I knowit t plain just as well asI} 1) 
that I am standing on this floor. No Senator who will looka ( 
coolly and dispassionately can say thatitis plain. It reads ‘*: Mr. MAND SON. 1 
cepting those ” documents ‘‘ which are to b istributed or Nhe VI 'P >) ryON 
ered ready for distribution to Members and Del utes upon th ) 
order.” ; } 
Upon th irors rtowhol ? Tothe superinten itof docume! 42 or T) 
You cannot getaround it. Talk as you please, all th t 
go to the superinten lent of documents, and a Senator can « 
get them out upon his order. I say let them go to the Ly CO 
tendent of the Senate folding room and to the s rintendent « t 
the House folding room, and then if the Senator or t Mem} ao, 
wants to place them under the superintendent of documents he same! ( 
can so direct. Thatis the difference. Is the Senator from Ne- Mr MA NDERSO ‘ : 
braska willing to make that change? : oe 
Mr. MANDERSON. The change suggested? 
Mr.COCKRELL. That the bill shall be soamended that t 
shall be no controversy that the documents intended for Senat ymit to t 5 
and Members of the House shall go to the Senate folding 1 in th 
and to the House folding room unless the Senator or Member « : ( 
the House requests them to go to the superintendent of docu- | it Lr 
ments? ! attempt to st t 1 i ti 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam perfectly willing to have that done | or Del ats elt ible » 7} erve 1 
in choice English. words. If] f t 


Mr. COCKRELL. Then fix the language to correspond. t the ( catio1 iil to the es, [ft 
Mr. MANDERSON. Ishall put in that amendment, for I do | that will pr to be advantay care notl 

not think it changes the bill in the least. It simply makesits | aboutit. That y go out I certainly t 

diction probably more elegant, and I am always desirous for such 1 the right » desi to t 

& result. Mr. COCKRELL C i 
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The SECRETARY. In line 25 of section63, strike out the word 
‘him ” and insert the word ‘‘ them: ” so asto read: 





And accounts of such exchanges shall be kept by them. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes, I thought that clause was stricken 
out entirely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator may be able to fix it more 
rapidly than myself, but I want this index of public documents 
to begin back where the descriptive catalogue of the Government 
publications ended. It is not worth while to have a little inter- 


regnum in there. It is just as well to commence work there and 





be done with it. I think that would probably come under sec- 
tion 71. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does the Senator mean to have the su- 
perintendent of documents take up the work where Maj. Poore 
left it off? 





Mr. COCKRELL. I think that is exactly what we want to « 
have done. Why should we have an interregnum in there? 
Mr. MANDERSON. The only objection I have to that is this: 
I see very grave faults in that system. It was a chronological 
and not an alphabetical arrangement of indexes. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I know; that was the trouble with it. ¥ 
Mr. MANDERSON. Ithink if the Senator will not hamper 
this bill with that provision, we, at a very early day, can form a 
concurrent resolution that will cover this point, and then we can 


do it intelligently. We have in this report several different 





pians of indexes propos d by different individuals 


Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, I have examined that. 
Mr. MANDERSON. One by Dr. Ames, one by Mr. Lowder- 

















milk, a very intelligent gentleman whom we all know, who is a ' 
dealer in second-hand books, and there are others suggested. I 7 
think a better plan would be to allow that matter to go, and not 
put it in this bill, but let it be for future action. I am quite in 
accord with the Senator that it is very valuable we should have 
a topical index of Government p iblicati | it should not be 
pon the plan of Maj. Poore’s catalogue; ild be upon some- 
thing entirely different. I wish the Senator would let that go 
for the present 
Mr.COCKRELL. Thatdescriptive catalogue was not what was , 
anticipated by the friends of the measure. While it is valuabl 
iany respects, it is not arranged so that t information in it 
access ‘ L wi leave the matter, the at the suggest on of 
t Senator. I donot suppose tl in section 66 the clause ‘* the 
aggregate numberof volumes orders for istribution of which » 
been r lve from each House mgress”’ makes any 
difference there. They will only receive them when request 
[t may be that we had better strike out those lines. 
Mr. MANDERSON. On what page? 
Mr. COCKRELL. On page 27, section 66. It reads: 
I endent of do nent hall t an ess 
I ime sre ved y I 1th Pu aw ' 
l < I the aggre lm ( s r 3 
! fw h ha 1 i n H ( } 
| ado not suppose that ill mat any diile ce there. 
ir. MANDERSON. I hope that will not be stricken out. I 
t] ve ought to hav hat ren 
V1 COCK RELI No I ve come to se oO 70 i ~ - 
) H 1 ; 1 
i Ca 1 M 3 of 7 
( 1) e 
( Oo ins af slega i line 12 
ral ~ ) ~ Oo tT ft 
i h a and theS i thes - 
t a a creat many ¢ ts in Ne ale rary 
L oO be ta l t nd yet before t y e taken out 
a distributer oO the pile yu Congressk il Libra ( 
t ve the pick of them ( plete anything they have | 
I ao ients a p ad io! Si at rar | Lb 
\ MANDERSON () ( sua l does t} ~ ‘ 
| CON KRI LJ mean ol 0 a un 5 ior the ‘ il I 
wary. Ido not refer tothe Senate document room; I mean th 
senate library I have noticed in many places here that é 


ber is 15. 


Mr. MANDERSON. It is 15 copies, bound. 


. COCKRELL. As a matterof course, you will finda great 
many more bound volumes of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
there. I think our Congressional Library ought to have as 
complete a set of all the Government publications as possible. 
If we have more copies there than are necessary, let the Con- 
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gressional Library be supplied first, and then let the remainder Mr. COCKRELI 

of them go. Therefore I want the Senate library left out. Mr. MANDERSON. In 
Mr. MANDERSON. I have noobjection to that. Ithink the | out the word ‘* bill” and 

matter to which the Senator refers can very safely be left to th ' 

Congressional Librarian and the librarian of the Senate. Cer 1¢e CHIEF CLERK n 102, page 59 

tainly it is not a matter with which the Committee on Printing | out the rd ** bill” and ert a 

has anything todo. We are not running the libraries. 
Mr. COCKRELL. But we do not want the Senate library to 

be encumbered with a useless number of documents. Tn NEP 2 ; 
Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not object to the amendment pro- Pe a ae a ’ = 

posed, to except the Senate library. ; e ; ere - sie? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Imove, after ‘‘ Delegates,” i 

sert ‘‘ and to the Senate library.” r. ; - “d 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment ve stater aie lh, eo ee : 
The SECRETARY. Inline 12 of section 7 t vord ‘‘] rye 


4 


CE-PRESIDI 


egates,” inser 
read: 


the words ‘‘and to the Senat brary: so as te 


Shall cause an i be yf all? 
itol. other than those belonging to the quota of Met of ( | 
Delegates and to the Senate library; anda l 


The amendment was agreed to: 
Mr. COCKRELL. In section 75, line 8, I move to stri ( 














all after the word ‘‘rooms.” ‘The sentence reads: 
and Delegates shall be folded and s ed i in aK 
L move to strike out the rest of the sentence and é ) 
otherwise ordered,” so as to show specifically that a Senat ; 
give an order for them; that tl shall go to a . 
otherwise ordered. 
[ Rie The a ‘ 
| r R I vord ( S i e & 
, 
‘ ipel I ( | } . 
‘ 
f ) is i 
shall be f ' ited tha f ( 
dered i > 
, The amendment was agreed to. ~ 
Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to ask the Senator fron ! 
braska if lid not make the amend1 ton Lo 7 ) 
to the distribution of 1 l = I is ta > 
about it, and [ am not c w he r the a ( { 
. was made about the distribution of men lals. —_ ; Cons 
Mr. MANDERSON. I think the ar 1dm 
clerks can state. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Haveamendm 
432 I have it noted and I donot l \ 
dow amended ” « | D d; tha 
my 1 lection O 13 of th Il it S 
print 1 of eulogi ( ised M bers, R 
Delegates 
; Mr. MANDERSON age 41 
ith in Zoe. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT Che para ! 
Mr. COCKRELI That sb a 
Che Chief Cle ul as fi 
} 
Lye iv 
Mr. COCK RELI a t | 
i 12 or 43 the « ce to 
GRESSI‘ AL RECORD i ut 
Mr. MANDERSON I t 3 ( 
The VICE-PRESIDE}D | 
‘ead 
- Che ¢ é ( i as - 
The P P ( 
M COCKRELI Liha rl t | a 
made at amend t has b Ll! oO a 
be sure a t that | to thi t f 
the last le 
No Gove! nu ‘ 
Congr 
, Mr.MANDERSON. “Except for the use: 


is my impression of what was inserted. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Chief Clerk read the next to t 


last clause. 
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h 2» es 1Y e ther 
i Use O1 mMemoper ie! 





. 








a 


~~ 


at 

4 

an ¢ 
tbh 

of e 
+} 

idl »sS 
>) i 


as ¢ 

‘ | 
ai OD 

| ‘ f ¢ 

( 

3 4 

\ 

=» « 

( \ 

n 

y = Vi 

‘ 

a 

auy 


CONG 


i 
ort 
+ 
‘ f 
‘ ) 
‘ a | 
not \ 
‘ om 
‘ 
‘ 
‘ ( 
\ 
3 ¢ 
A De pia 
e [ena 
no} } 
‘ S 


> 
\ 





‘ c ae sioaas titutine t} aaa . of the Constitu- 
+ the Unit . tas 
;. £@ Lr a by D ald t t ui | rvatior f tl 
( et | ndence of the Senate and Hi e, and e ab- 
liz i ( { ( each to det S . risa O- 
as b l tely 1 wry to 1 ntinuance of « 1 of government. 
TAl « ; 12] sand i po to « nunicate with th 
»ythe vet ) >of the P s a fatal mistake. 
GALLINGEI Mr. Pre | not ag with 
. a oO ys of tl and | ay would make 
creater economy to the Govern) a » the people, yet | am 
s ji th the a itasav legislation and 
( 1 enacted Into lav ro a v y glad of an op- 
statut oes | portunity to express satisfact W he very ¢ llent work 
’ "el »' int ain that the com tree ha a palnstaxing 
! r < a- are 1 t] ave Col \ ib ‘tS < i- 
t t is During the Fiftieth Congress it was 1 privilege,as a mem- 
It « I nits er of the other House, to be brous n contact with the Gov- 
documents and re- | « nt Printing Office, and to learn s thing « details 
od = x *K there « I on. One things pres i me more than 
urs ¢ i r iring the investigation of t office t 1 had, and 
» limitations v that was the nec y for a new pr oO se for t Govern- 
t [ wish to devote a few minutes of time to calling the at- 
a have ’ n that tel of t > ite to the urgent necessity that « i O-caay, 
atev n ( for legislation to cod t ws relating to printing, 
ong, it was ess more especially for legislatiorz lat Wi create a print of- 
nued ia 1 W be a juate to ca on ¢ ne a a properly 
I more a =] 1 W ¢ ot (; rT lent int i airectilon. 
ht to de the \fter leaving Cx ex Y : f 1 tolearn from 
t may send f public prints t riation had | : for the 
edings. Yet the} ] hase of a site with a v1 t onstructil printing house 
‘ongress all de for the Government. But I learns ith or regret upon re- 
thout a two-thirds | turning to Washington that for some reason or other that appro- 
-day declare to all | priation was not available, and that the « t on of a new 
this t except is apparently as re yte as it had been three years be- 
2c withont 4 ( 
\ I - N York Cit 
o + i al 4 = +t 
ee ; ‘2 oe lin ore fo 
Pp , . . } 
T > a met i? a 
ra ut ‘ { ind the H 
‘ . > mf 4 
s l Vi a | \ 
ybs at s sible ec } 
it 1 ; sn l atte ai al 
Ad = ¢ 1 > i \ . 
+ ‘ : T 
, ‘ a i t i 
orte allt ) \ ! l Lprir 2 tadlishments 
VI ‘ i I a, I u al A A ack to Was not , ~ < i [ saw tl > I } 
lie ) + H st ‘eet, t ‘ a a at nr nti eho < 
— ¢ ot in eel ‘ hod 
‘ A ‘ a ‘ Ai Avi A i L ‘ vi ae A A y il 
s not te « s as « 1 ndition of the Governm«s Prin 
: co eter Offices i disgra 1e Congress of t United Sta 
Ir. Presi not ¢ 3 the Gov it Printing Office ai 
Ani t t ar as it acity and comfort ar 
the ‘ . \ bVe ‘ rrect, its sanitar) 
er jud t . tion t ‘ 1 not w be worse in th 
n ) .! U 5 ‘ SP t to . Vy to lax Ss, 1 . PULL a at calamity 
4 +r an ala 7 st. | I yy re j ess Ww Ly + re t 
or « ini = s danger ¢ ry day thatit may 
officials. T { eht whi in rar pon it 
‘ tl ( nose ¢ exam ine it, fea r that it ld b 
ar S t Mr. P for t Gover 
f ] i States (: properly char: 
e pl Col 000 men and wome! in the walls of a bu 
} : h ling is 
to al +r +r) + ~ ate of the United States +h 
y judgment, a very | legislation, of which I approve, is passed or not, 
the theory of our !' relating to the G nment printing are colla 


ESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 









































FEB 











I 





> 
‘ 





UARY 105, 


























j . 
- j ~ 
. 3 
: f / 4 tet td A Ay 
- “4 - - / ~ + ~~“ 
+ - : ¢ Pe , 
- . 7 = , 7 ‘ 
- j i - f - a “4+ 
- i g 
= 2 . Sine: IC BHOUOUOCOMMMEMMS » 
; SSe ‘ Arey . . 4 - , 
a = - ae J 
. - r 7 [ 
_'~ 3 me of . = oe - z : Qe : 
- ot ‘am 4 a ; — c a A ne 
6 & : <4 0% <0 ge : : > Bio &} 
: ay a2 WY 
2 - 3 = 1 - —~ SEC a Mis & a } - <2 alele , ARRROOUURM 
a et pod ~ ‘ + —o + - r+ ~~+ Fr ’ _ ° So |. an 
ae 5 Or 








f 
iJ 





1148 CONGI 














I es compou Ss W 
| ( my n 
t nown as art oft od u 
— < le ibele ul 
‘ it Vl ’ ‘ 
l t r ingredient L en a 
5 rer for t} , y ~~ 
Lus ! l I 1e } A 
na at fit for carriags 
} . ht ry 
‘ t Tr ‘ sit 
¢ I y t I h ut 
’ y DY bv t w ret 
them t mpounds and the exact characte 
; i , 1 nt t, sh v 1ed 
I i i ( iry I 
h i ’ 
¢ 7 
i I 
' - ¢ y 
is 1 < t t] eparati 
Sr i I ifa ! rex R 
ef i ir ‘ 
t arug r art 
l r = tary AgI l re t ret 
inufa rer < ve or ™ 
‘ ) } r 
i f x S ’ y ‘ r ar 
tT l 
‘ irt ul 1 
( i « A 
‘ ¢ 7 
i 3 
‘ r 
u i 
A ‘ of T 
I ed St ) 
! 
i ] t T t 
Ty 
R100 r 
x i r iess t rty da 
A ul i Vin yo 
misbr é i eof f 
ed 7 I 
‘ 1 I eS «ul c 
‘ l i I arti 
f ul uW sé ’ 
2 at I of ar 
i ) ply 
é ] t l \ $ I 
v ~ ‘ t 
a I for ‘ 
y ef ? is her 
a roy 
’ DpDoC!I the ist ( 
f ( on A t 
é 1 l ( co a ‘ t 
’ y tT T 
( ( l lila l I ( 
t arKed, @ iV I 
al 
» >A ‘ + 4 
rs\ i ( ( ) ( ) 
* ae > 
PRESLI N¢ ORE TT . \ Sc 
\ nea I 
( ) 
( 
( 
I 
I 
i i 
‘ ‘ 
I i I i t x 
\ t A 
\ ra Ss 
I 
‘ a 
eT ) ' f 
. . 
wets ; post : 
< ' j \ if iri 
y } 
i | I i i l 
nie \ i a Wil ‘ Lh ini 
ma ts, t the l atior s 
fr ort I e 


) 
\ 








ESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE., 





y Ler reputation of the producer a1 

at American farmer to the nec 

ma e now or from be needed to supplement the 
€ ‘ } stinctive tion of the Stat« 








‘8, and governments have 





ee] 

ut it has only been since the gr 
1 science, and espex ially 1 

at the sophistication of artic 





ket of 
























































) 
{ 


ince of the subject of adulterati 





FEBRUARY 15, 


ion has bee 
called to « 
eat opp 
ern che 
les of comn 



































with the similar work of other examining analysts 
verage of the per cen 











ul 
unities for fraud pro- 


n 
W 


tr 


ra 





have combined 
slation by Con- 


msequentiy in- 


eded since the 
ith it for centu- 


have presented 
has reached its 


erest of honesty to 
1d the microscope, test 


ve and growing 
c health, affect- 


$8 so aptly denomi- 





























Dr. H ery foundati trade, ¥ Faith in com- 
rit ‘he report upon Hou bill 10320, from the Committee 
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food and drugs: Olive oil, 60 = cent; castor-oil, 20 per cent; blue oint- | 


ment, 61 per cent; tincture opium, 58 per cent; spices and condiments, 66 

r cent; candies, 33 per cent; sirups, 50 per cent; cream tartar 40 per 
cent; baking powder, 44 per cent; butter, 40 per cent; bread and pastry, 15 
per cent; milk, 40 per cent; lower grade sugar, 20 per cent; lard 70 per 
cent; tea, 40 per cent; ground coffee, 49 per cent; cider vinegar, 80 per 
cent; ice cream, 55 per cent; chocolate, 38 per cent; honey, 24 per cent; 
wine, 40 per cent; beer, 45 per cent; spirituous liquors, 33 ned cent” 

The enormous amount of adulterated food products under false pretenses 
can not be questioned in the face of the facts presented, or the menace to 
health in many of theadulterations used. But there is another point of view 
as importantas it is practical, viz, the effect of these practices upon the pocket 
ofthe consumer. It is manifest from the investigations made that mee no 
longer guarantees purity. But even where this is the case the wealthy alone 
reap the benefits. ‘The purchasers of the inferior, because the cheaper, arti 
cles are naturally those of most moderate means. 
adulteration therefore falls most heavily onthe poor. 
by these commercial pickpockets is startling. 

It is estimated by one of the leading trade journals of the United States that 
2 per cent. of the entire food supply of this country is sophisticated. Taking 
the conservative estimate of %,500,000,000 as the total value of the food supply 
consumed in the United States annually, there is, upon this basis of estima 
tion, $90,000,000 a year of fraudulent food products foisted upon consumers. 
Dr. Abbott, of the Massachusetts board of health, asserts that in that State, as 
the result of stringent food and drug inspection laws, there has beena saving 
of 5 per cent. to the poo in the increased purity of food products. 

If the same results of deterrent legislation could prevail throughout the 
country, the annual saving to the consumer through pure food would reach 
a stupendous sum. 


‘he annual sum gained 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The robbery through food | 


But there is another standpoint hardly less vital from which the impor- 


tance of the subject presents itself. Thatis from the side of the food producer 
whose products are sophisticated and misbranded and whose market for a 
pure product is restricted because of the suspicion of fraud which dis 
credits the purity of the products subject to adulteration. Both Houses of 
Congress have been deluged with petitions from farmers’ organizations dur 
ing the present session praying for legislation which will compel the manu 
facturers of hog products to conform to the laws of commercial honesty 
They complain, and justly, that the sale of compounded products under the 
name of the genuine article is destroying a remunerative market for their 
hogs by — acing millions of pounds of pure lard with articles of acheaper 
quality sold under the same name. 

Our export market is already suffering from the discredit thrown upon 
American food products. Prosecutions in England of tradesmen_ selling 
adulterated American food has cast suspicion on other products. National 
inspection abroad is so rigid and thorough that its absence in this country is 
taken as evidence of a studied disinclination on the part of our Government 
to protect consumers —- commercial avarice and fraud. In consequence 
there is an alarming decrease noticeable in the export demand of articles 
most subject to adulteration and which need most inspection to assure their 
edibility and healthfulness. Nothing but Congressional action can relieve 
the situation. 

The demand for legislation by Congress to prevent dangerous adulterations 
and the sophistication of foods and drugs has been yearly increasing since 
attention has been directed by various State boards of health and commis- 
sions to the alarming prevalence of fraud in the preparation and sale of foods 
and medicines. 
is no dissent to the verdict that their operation and application have within 
the limited lines of State jurisdiction been productive of good, both by ma 
terially decreasing fraud through the fear of exposure and in inculcating 
greater watchfulness on the part of the purchasers andconsumers. But 
however efficient State regulation has been, it has entirely failed to meet the 
requirements of the situation, owing to the Federal restrictions against in 
terference by local authorities with interstate commerce. 

Repeated decisions of the courts have so contracted the surveillance of the 
States as to leave a wide and steadily growing margin which State legisla 
tion is incompetent to reach. But barely one-fourth of the States have 
awakened to the need of stamping out fraud in the manufacture and sale of 
these products, or have exercised their rights of inspection to the extent of 





their capacity. As aresult throughout the greater part of the country, as 
shown by the most careful national investigation, the adulteration and sophis 
tication of foods continue but slightly checked. The recent decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Leisy vs. Hardin, better 
known as the original liquor package case, and the Minnesota dressed beef 
cases make legislation by Congress imperative if any legislation is to be 
effective. 
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executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
00 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 


day, February 16, 1892, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


. : . ; . - 
Executive nominations received by the Senat February 15, 1892. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Rowland B. Mahany, of New York, to beenvoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Ecuador. 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
Joseph McKenna, of California, to be U 


judge for the 
} 


ceased. 


ited States circuit 
ninth judicial circuit, vice Lorenzo Sawyer, de- 


ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 


Merritt Wright Barnum, a resident of New York, to be an as- 
sistant surgeon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Samuel B. Boder, to be postmaster at Boulder, in the county of 
Boulder and State of Colorado, in the place of Valentine Butsch, 
whose commission expires February 28, 1892. 

Le Baron B. Willard, to be postmaster at Greeley, in the county 
of Weld and State of Colorado, in the place of Rudolph H. Johns, 
whose commission expires February 28, 1892. 

Samuel F. Cole, to be postmaster at Pella. in the 
Marion and State of Iowa, in the place of John H. 
whose commission expires February 24, 1892. 

Joseph H. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Harlan, in the co inty 
ot Shelby and State of Lowa, in the place of Jonathan B. Stuts- 
man, whose commission expired February 9, 1892. 

Edward Hall, to be postmaster at Havre de Grace, in the 
county of Harford and State of Maryland, in the place of Jo- 
seph F. Woodrow whose commission expired February 9, 1892. 

Henry A. Talbot, to be postmaster of Franklin, in the county 


county of 


Stubenrauch, 


| of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of James M. 


In nine States pure-food laws are already operative. There | 


The bill reported by your committee is believed to be at once conservative 


and comprehensive. It is drawn, in my judgment, alike in the interests of 
the honest manufacturer and of the general consuming public. It will ren 
der unnecessary the enactment of laws directed against special interests or 
designed to supplement trade jealousies. By its passage, adulteration and 
sophistication in foods and drugs will, it is believed, be reduced to the mini 
mum, commercial integrity bulwarked by the detection and punishment of 
dishonest dealers, and millions of dollars annually saved now abstracted 
from the pockets of consumers. Supplemented as it has been by legislation 
dealing with the inspection of products of the slaughter houses intended for 
foreign sale, it will strengthen and build up a declining export trade in 
American food products and materially lighten the load now carried by the 
American farmer. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. lL[ask the Senator to yield to me for 
ment. 

Mr. SAWYER. All right: I withdraw the 
present. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire simply to state that I understand 
the arrangement to be that this bill will goover asthe unfinished 
business until to-morrow after the morning hour, and thatit will 
come up at 2 o'clock as the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
S..W YER]. 


motion for the 


Thatisthe parliamentary sit 


| yield to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. SAWYER. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 


Freeman, whose commission expired January 16, 1892, and who 
has also resigned. 

Edward F. H. Pearson, to be postmaster at Pontiac, in the 
county of Oakland and State of Michigan, in the place of James 
G. Buchanan, whose commission expired January 31, 1892. 

Hanson H. Barnes, to be postmaster at Castle, in the county 
of Meagher and State of Montana, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law. 
ident on and after January 1, 1892. 

Frank J. Nesbitt, to be postmaster at Bozeman, in the county 
of Gallatin and State of Montana, in the place of George Bud: 


deceased. 


become vested in the Pres- 


Samuel E. Fouts, to be postmaster at Westerville, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Ohio, in the place of William Rowe, 
whose commission expired January 16, 1892. 

Lewis B. Landmesser, to be postmaster at Wilkes Barre, in the 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Mary 
K.P. Bogert, whose commission expired December 21, 1891. 

William T. Lewis, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of 
Potter and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Nelson H. Hast- 
ings, deceased. 


J. Clarence Reeve, to be postmaster ¢ 





t East Greenwich, in the 
county of Kent and State of Rhode Island, in the place of John 
I’. Galvin, whose commission expired January 23, 1892 


mt, Jars 


John S. Fenn, to be postmaster at Port Angeles, in the county 
of Clallam and State of Washington, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become 
President on and after January 1, 

Edwin D. Coe, to be postmaster at White Water, in the count 
of Walworth and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Edward F. 
Donnelly, whose commission expires February 24, 1892. 

Levi R. Davis, to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county of 
Weston and State of Wyoming, the appointment of a postmaster 


vested in the 


for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after July 1, 1891. 
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the investigation, I repeat, must necessarily be partisan in its | jority of 160 in this House, and yet, with all the denunciations 
} 


haracter simply from the fact that upon this committee there 
ure ten men who are opposed to the existing tariff law, while 
there are five who are in favor of it. 
Mr. ee INGSTON. Will the gentleman allow a question? 
FUNSTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. L Vv NGSTON . Can not the five men who are in favor of 








g in a minority report and state their case to the country 
and the wor a? 
Mr. FUNSTON. Why, certainly; but the p reponderance of 
evidence will be on the side of the majority [laughter], from the 
that the minority will have no power to br ing in witnesses 
1” papers, or to spend money for the purpose of presenting their 
le of the case, and the report will be the assertions of ten men 
against the assertions o five. That is wh at it will amount to. 
Now. Mr. Speaker, there is an inference attached to this resolu- 
tion, and if it v e not for that inferenc oor nah anness i. 
lhe erem is that the agricultural interests have been dam- 
aged by the McKinley tariff law, and that the farmers of the 
oO intry are opposed to that law. 
That is the inference intended to be drawn, and the simple fact 
that we go into such an investigation at this time is a declara- 
on the part of the House that we believe that the McKinl y 
1 ff law is injurious to the farming interests of this country. 
No, no, Mr. Speaker, the farmers of this country, if they have 
ever been Denetited by any act of Congress. have been benefited 
by the McKinley bill. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side. ] 
Kverything of importance that the farmer produces has been 
placed upon the protected list, and the duti es upon agricul 
prod cts imported into this co intry have been increased, 1 
t hings that the farmer has to buy are in every instance ch 
than they were before the McKinley bill was passed. We were 
Mr. Speaker, that if we passed that bill we would destroy 
‘ foreign commerce, but the fact is that the foreign commerce: 
of this country is great than it was before the MeKinley 
tariuil iaw was passed. d us also that we could find no 
( ( anufact l ¢ 1S ut lo-daay e are sellir 
anufs 1 goods than ever before. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
\ UNSTON No, si Laughter I will git ie oO 
: i i ( pori hn his own time 
| VINGST* p I Lave not go ai 
FUNSTON. Well, I will give you time. Mr. Speaker, 


the ge eman who has just interrupted me [Mr. LIVINGSTON | 


came before the House the other day and repeated the how ee 
he had raised down in his own district whe nhe looked the farmers 
there in the face and told them that th ‘y were star'y ¢ todeath. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No; I did not. 

Mr. FUNSTON. He told them that they were getting noth- 
ng@ for their cotton. He went through his district (] mare read 
his speeches by my own fireside) telling his farmer neighbors 
iat they were getting nothing for the ir cotton emunaned the 
McKinley bill. Do you know, sir [to Mr. LIVINGSTON], what the 
cotton product of this country has been this past year? If you 
do, why did you not tell your farmer neighbors? Why did you 
not tell them that the y had prod iced nearly 500,000 bales more 


cotton in 1890 than the year before? Whydid you not tell them 
! had p rod wed 1,000,000 more bales 1891 than in 1890, 
TATSON. Wi he gentleman allow me to ask hima 
questior 

Mr. FUNSTON. I am talking to t re gentleman [Mr. Liv- 
INGSTON]. [Laught Why did you not tell your farmer neigh- 
bors that they produced 1,000,000 bales in 1891 more than tl 


had produced in 1890? Why did you nottell them that there are 


to-day 1,500,000 bales of cotton on the markets of this country 
more than there were in any previous year, and more than can 
possibly be consumed, and that that is the cause of the depres- 


sion in cotton? 
WATSON. Because it would not have been true. 
Mr. FUNSTON. No, sir; because it would not have been poli- 
; because it would not have elected you to Congress if you had 
told the truth. [Laughter. | 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I repeat that I have not rise n on this occa- 


sion to seriously oppose the passage of this resolution. If you 





ll give us a fair chance, if you will give us an susormali to 
nd for men, to send for papers, to bring the farmers before the 
committee, to bring the business men of this country before th: 
ommittee—if you willdo that, and the Government will pay the 
ex] n we court the investigation. I want to say to 
n that the Republican party has no fear of its 
ecor We propose to go into the fi leld in 1892 upon the McKin- 
ey bill. We propose to stand upon that principle and we have 
O apologies lO Mak 
Now, why do you want this investigation? For what purpose 
do you want this informat Is it tl - you may introduce a 
pill to reform the tariff? , Sir, You have a Democratic ma- 





which you have heaped upon the McKinley law, you dare not in- 
troduce a bill upon this floor for the purpose of repealing it 
not one. Why do you not bring in a bill for the purpose of re- 
pealing the McKinley law? 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman is mistaken; I have introduced 
such a bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I mean,of course, the member of the Ways 


| and Means C ommittee. No,sir: no such bill will come from that 


committee. But what do you propose todo? The chairman of 
that committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
proposes to introduce a bill to remove the duty upon wool—one 
of the most important products of the farmer. Why, sir, the 
only enemy of the farmers of this country is the Democr atic party. 
[Laughter.] The one thing for which the farmer needs protec- 
tion above <asthing else is wool; yet the Democratic party, when 
they come into power, propose to repeal the duty on wool! Why 
does not this Committee on Ways and Means report a bill to revise 
and reform the whole tariff? Why does it not propose to repeal 
the McKinley bill? 

No, sir, gentlemen are afraid of that question; they do not want 
to touch it until after the next election; and then they will go 
howling over the country; whenever a cold blast comes from the 
North, whenever the farmers suffer from a drought, whenever 
there is an incursion of grasshoppers, wheneve r there is a fail- 
ure of the farmers’ crops, you will say, putting your hands in 
your pockets, *‘ Oh, this is the result of the McKinley bill.” 
Gentlemen, you have a majority here to-day that can repeal the 
McKinley bill in fifteen minutes, but you are afraid to do it. 

Mr. HEARD. What would the Senate do with it? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Do not fail todo your duty, for fear some- 
body else will not do theirs. [Laughter.] Stand up to the rack 
like a man and perform your duty, and we will look out for ours. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ make these remarks from no special op- 
pesition to this bill. I am only objecting to the manner in which 
this investigation must necessarily be carried on. Whocancome 
before this committee and testifv? The committec has no power 
o send for witnesses; it has no money to pay expenses of that 
kind. We caneall before the committee members of this House 
and they can testify if they think SeOner. But suppose that 
committee should make a report against the existing tariff, how 
nany gentlemen in this House will change their present opinions 
on the subject? Tell me what good can come from this investi- 
gation. Why should the Agricultural Committee sit for proba- 
bly three or four a duties that properly belong 


to the Committee on Ways and Means? Why should a com- 
mittee labor for three months and then make to this House a re- 
port to which not one of you, Democrats though you are, W “ill pay 
any attention? 

Mr. Speaker, with these few remarks, I yield two minutes of 
my time : the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas has 
three aca s remaining, of which he yields two minutes to the 
ventleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, in response to the question 
just submitted by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. FUNSTON] as 
to what witnesses might be called by the minority of this com- 
inittee as to the condition of agriculture I beg to suggest that 
the committee summon the chief magistrate of the State in which 
I live, the most wonderful agricultural area in the world. In his 
annual message, recently delivered to the Legislature of Iowa, he 
says: 





lis ig this duty it is my pleasant privilege to say that at no time 
in the history of lowa have her people been blessed with a more general 
prosperity than they now enjoy 

[ submit that this man ought to be summoned as a witness. 

Several MEMBERS. Who is he? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Governor Boies. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He is only ‘ one of the boys.” [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kansas[Mr. 
FUNSTON] has one minute remaining. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I reserve that. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. MOSES], a member of the committee. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker, the farmers of the country have 
been considering this glorious ‘‘ McKinley law,” and are ready 
to say to this Congress ‘what effect they believe that law has had 
upon their interests. [am surprised to hear our farmer friend 
from Kansas [Mr. FUNSTON] say that we shall have to send or 
persons and papers in order to find out what effect the McKinley 
law has had upon the prosperity of the farmer. I thought the 
gentleman was a farmer himself. We know him in the South 
as ‘‘ Farmer FUNSTON,” of alliterativefame. Yet he comes here 
and says that he is not ready to say what effect this law has upon 
the business of the farmer until he can send for persons'and 
papers. 
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Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. MOSES. I have only a minute and a half. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker, does he wish to send to Kansas? 
Kansas has already spoken, is on record here. If I am not mis- 
taken, Senator Plumb, of that State and of the gentleman’s own 
party, declared that the McKinley law was not in the interest of 
the farmer and voted against it, ‘‘ Farmer FUNSTON ” to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Senator Plumb never said so. 

Mr. MOSES. A great majority of the people of Kansas—and 
the gentleman knows it—say to-day through their Representa- 
tives here that the McKinley law is not in the interest of the 
farmer. Witnesstheir five Representatives standing on this floor. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HATCH. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. LEwIs]}. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, from the réle that the gentleman 
from Kansas, Farmer FUNSTON, acts in this tragedy, I would 
suggest that he is better equipped as a swift witness in court than 
to testify as to what is to the advantage of the great farming in- 
terests of this country. He gets up here before Congress and 
says that he objects to the adoption of this resolution, first, be- 
cause it was introduced for political effect, and second, because 
forsooth, a majority of the committee to which it is referred is 
composed of Democrats, and on that account the report made by 
them would be a partisan one. 

[ ask, Mr. Speaker, in the name of common sense, could not the 
same thing be said of every report that was made by every com- 
mittee during the whole progress of the last Congress? Further- 
more, sir, he says that this committee will be powerless to make 
a report of any value to the House because it is not authorized 
by the resolution to send for persons and papers. I[ say to him 
that there are witnesses all over this country who would speak 
the words of soberness and truth and would be glad to come be- 
fore that committee without any process of law. I would like to 
ask him how the men came before the committee in the last Con- 
gress while the McKinley bill was being considered? I would 
like to ask him if our committee (on Agriculture) is not attended 
every day now by many visitors to testify and give their views 
for and against the option and future business? Are they sum- 
moned by process of law to appear and testify? No, sir: they 
come of their own free will and accord. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I would not speak lightly in reference 
to the gentleman’s veracity, but I say that he is profoundly igno- 
rant of the effect of the McKinley bill on the farmers of this coun- 
try, or he willfully and deliberately misrepresents the situation. 
He says that everything the farmers of the country have to buy 
now is cheaper than before the passage of the McKinley bill. | 
say in this that the gentleman is entirely mistaken. I would 
like to ask him to state now to the House whether cotton ties 
are cheaper or not? As a matter of fact, they were advanced in 
price, as per Schedule C of metals and manufactures, paragraph 
134 of the McKinley bill, from 35 to 103.71 per cent. ad valorem. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HATCH. LIyield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kan- 
sas is afraid of justice. It cropped out in every word he uttered 
during his remarks. Here we have acommittee of ten and five, 
a committee of this House. The committee is that of Agricul- 
ture. I presume that it isan honest body on both sides, composed 
of honest men; and the imputation he sought to cast on that com- 
mittee was not, it seems to me, in good place, coming from any 
member of this House, that that committee, because of its polit- 
ical majority, would not make an honest effort to secure a fair 
and impartial report. That is not the trouble. I tell you, Mr. 
Speaker, what the trouble is. There is not a single thing, from 
a pewter spoon and the tin plate to the suit of clothes that the 
farmer of this country may be able to purchase, that has not been 
increased in price by the operation of the McKinley bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I would like you to point toa single item 
that has been increased. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Speaker, that statement I re- 
peat, and if it is faise I ask the gentleman to refute it here. | 
repeat that the cotton tie, the pewter plate, the tin plate, the 
plain glass jug, everything that goes into the domestic consump- 
tion of the farming community of this country, from the cheap- 
est commodity to the clothes he wears on Sunday, has been in- 
creased in price by the operation of that bill. And I want to tell 
the gentleman from Kansas another thing, that the farmers of 
his district know the difference between a sheep and avoter. | 
guarantee that the gentleman does not know whether there are 
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| men or sheep engaged in farming in his district. [Laughter.] 
| He does not know the price of corn, I undertake to say; and in 
fact he seems to be utterly and perfectly ignorant of everything 

| pertaining to agriculture. I do not think the gentleman has 
heard from the last election either. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I make this prophecy, that the farmers of this 
country will be heard from on the floor of this House as to the 
effects of the McKinley bill in the ve ry neal future: if not now, 
they will be heard in the next Congress: and the gentleman 
from Kansas can take due notice of that fact and govern himself 
accordingly. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. | now 5 ie ad two min ites tothe ov ntleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. MCKINNEY]. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas 
has charged that this resolution was offered fer political purposes. 
I do not know on what authority the gentleman has made such a 

statement. I believe myself it is the proper thing that this Con- 


cress should investigate that subjectin order that the people gen- 








erally may know what the effect of the present tariff law is upon 
the various industries of the country. Therefore I offered this 
resolution. believing thatthe Committee on Agriculture was the 
proper committee to report to this House and through this House 
to the people of the country at large. 

[t does seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
Kansas has no right to intimate or openly chi that because 
the majority of that committee happens to belong to the major- 
ity part of this House. who differ with him in polities, that there- 
fore the country will be deceived by any report that they 
make. The people of this country will not be misled in ar 


nmanner, 


The gentleman from [Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], who replied to a 


question of the gentleman from Kansas with regard to the in- 
vestigation, suggested that he call pon the governor of the 
State of lowa as awitness. It is a very strange thing, indeed, if 
the agricultural people of the State of Lowa b lieve that the 


MeKinley bill and the present tariff law are so largely to their 


interest that the gentleman to whom he refers, the governor of 


that State, should have been elected at the last election as a man 


opposed to the McKinley bill and the present tariff system. 
Now, we only ask a fair investigation sothat this committee v 

be enabled to make a full and ample report to the House and 

through us to the country: and if the gentleman from Kai 

not afraid of the investigation let him withdraw his opposition. 


Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from Kansas ha 
time I want him to use it now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. FUNSTON] has one minute remaining 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Geor 


[Mr. LIVINGSTON] defied me to state a single thing that went 
ipon the farmer's table or that he consumed that is not deare) 
to-day than it was before the McKinley bill passed. Now, just 
the reverse of that is true. I have before me a report on nails 


Cut nails were selling before t] 
and to-day they can be bought for $1.65. 
Mr. ENLOE. Nails do not go upon the farmer’s tabl 
Mr. WATSON. They do not eat nails. 
Mr. FUNSTON. And wire nails, which before the MeK 
bill passed were $2.90, can now be bought for $1.80 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Farmers do not eat nai 


he MeKinley bill passed at $2.50, 


Mr. FUNSTON. Oh, I have only gota minute Has tl! 
tleman forgotten that every time he makes a purchase 
table in the way of sugar he can purcha ilmost doubl: ‘ 
amount of sugar that he could purchase before the MeKinley 
bill was passed? 

Mr BAILEY. Free sugar made that possible. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Perhaps the gentleman does not take sugar 
in his. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I was delighted to hear th 
tleman from Jowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], who quoted from the grand 
est governor Iowa ever had, telling of our prosperity in the 


Northwest. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. He was a Republican until about f 
ago. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. He had sense enough to get outof the Re- 
publican party. [Laughter.| 

Mr. BUTLER. L think every body ought to impro. a ‘ 
grows older. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] Mr. Speaker 
we all know that the grandest crops ever grown upon th« of 
Iowa have been grown during the past year. We know that 
had the showers and the bright sunshine which fell upon o 
fertile prairi s and gave us better crops than ever befor 
the Democratic party give credit to Almighty God, while th 
Republican party give credit to Bill McKinley. That is the d 
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perfectly v ) bmit th eso ion to the House witho 
any remarks upon it, simply explaining the scope of the commit 
yn But I knew that the gentleman from Kansas [| Mr. 
FUNSTON el tated in his opening senter di 
not op} \ ( this r lution, could I 
temptatii LO mal 1 at old tariff speech ov: “ace ] 
lif But 2 man disparages himself, and, not 
he disparages the inority upon that co mittee; OK 
nc ish to report his views upon it to the House, I ruarante 


that the gentleman from Kentucky |[Mr. WILSON], the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. JOLLEY}], and the other members of the 
minority, in ding the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 


CHEATHAM], wi ake a report fully embodying the views of the 


mi ty of the committee and the minority on that side of th 
House up his great question 
1 ITN wen Dor t you fret 
HATCH. But the gentleman ought to have reserved his 
speech ut the report was made to the House, and then perhap 
he would ha had more time and it would have had more effect 
Mr. SIMPSON He always goes off haif-cocked. 
Sr KER } ihe ¢ stion is on the motion < 
tine ent] an from Mis yuri [Ma HATCH]! to suspend the 1 é 
‘ ) vas taken, and (two-thirds voting in the afirma 
i aed i the resoiutl was agreed to 
FUNSTON Mr. Speaker, let it be reported that this r 
( y a - nanimously 
LINEAL PROMOTION 
Ol HWA Mr. Spea r 





SPEAKER pro tempore. The Committee on Military Af- 


fairs, which had been calledand passed after the gentleman fron 





h the Clerk will report. 


| up the bill, under a mo- 
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by the committee, and it contains two s 


which tha hair , structions as he readino 
iich the Chair will give instructions as to the reading. 


FEBRUARY 15, 






















lhe Clerk read as follows: 
R. 328) to establish I the several lines 
of artillery, y 
B I n al th tall oO ms 
t OV artillery, ca f the Art to the 
ude of colonel shall be by senior ower grade rding to 
j 14l entry intot regular servi sioned officer: t 
iat no office i trank by the operations of a sentence of a court 
martial or of an examining board shall by virtue of this act regain any rank 
lost ind pi ed Jurther, That any officer who has been reinstated in the 
I Congress with origir tatus of rank shall, for the purposes 
y in the service 
‘1 mu ited October 1, 1890, entitled 
\ to} ie for the examination of certain « rs of the Army, a1 
reculate ] notions thereir s i n pr f the id 
| hel y , i 
McCREARY A parlia 
>i LAER p p 
= > , 
R ARY | Lit \ ‘ 
l Lit an irom Onblo h 
( and 51 3 Dl \ K 
s t au LS5n0 ad Dv ‘ ) t 
examinations hereto! reg I 
efore ask unanimous consent that the amendment which I 
nd up De adopted. l ask the gentleman from Ohio to accept lt. 
1 “SPhMAK KR rl} air il] ‘ j ‘ UW . 
Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, in answe: 
» the gent nans parllamentary inguiry, that an amendment 
er this call can only be made by unanimous consent. The 
rk Will report the amendment, after which the Chair will ask 
tine m ) on tot amendment tothe bill to be submitted 
>the He 
a7 7 , + + ¥ ] t 
\ VicCREARY [ am satisfied t man will not ob- 
4) 7 
. 1 
lr. O THW AIT! Let it be read 
The ( read as follow 
\ nd section 2 by adding 
} he } tions hereinb ré led fo be subject to the ex 
ms requir in said 
AT q »T 4 > TMh« } cat ’ ‘ 
\ IcCREAR That has always been t law 
\ OUTHWAITI That a ndment should be accepted 
il WI ax ptit 
SPEEA R » tempore s tl} e objectio oO the request 
I / j i t J it vl i‘ 
mar ' Kant 7 at +h? 2 ly nt } . 
e ft iaD TPO! rn LUC e I + tDls an 1am De a 
pted to the bill De Submitted to ti House? 
1 HOL) LN. lr) section was not rea | do not find but 
l section to this bi) 
1’ y ry | 4 + 
OUTHWAI Is that the re] 
BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio moved 
is] 1d the rules and pass the Dlil With an amendment 
ry LA "> rm} 1 aire imnir < 1 . 
ij SPEAKER pro tenupore. ve Chair thinks that unde: 
! s the safe construction would be that a gentleman mov- 


- 


¢ to suspend the rules by direction of his committee can not 


accept an amendment. That would be an amendment of the in- 
t tions given him by direction of the committee, and the 
air would be of the opinion that the instructions of the com- 


ee can not be departed from, and the only way to reach the 


yject sought would be for the House to give unanimous consent 





t the amendment be incorporated as part of the proposition 
) submitted 
OUTHWATII L ask the Hous » Pive 1 t unanimous 
\ IcCCREARY It hi en the law for ma years 
The SPEAKER pvo tempore. Does the ge ntleman propose to 
add this to the rst section? There is oaly one section to the 
lil read. 
Mr. HOLMAN. There is another print. I[t seems that there 
was oniy one section to the origina! bill 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, then, has been mis 


ormed by the Clerk. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill which I sent up was reported 





i ) . 
Mr. MCCREARY. /‘The amendment which I propose is to the 
econd section. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk has had the wrong 


Is there objection to the aa ment to be incorporated as 


rm) 1 1 7 


, 
a part of the proposition to be submitted to the House? 
A 


Mr. HOLMAN. As there was some misapprehension as to 
the bill stood, I umendment will be reported. 
T 


LECKINRIDGE of Kentucky hope that the bill and 


Ow hope that this 


Mr. BI 


amendment will be again reported. 
; 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 


and amendment will again be reported. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the amendment be reported in con- 





nection with the second section. 


Mr. MCCREARY. Let the second section propos “dd by the 


committee be read, and the amendment offered by me also bi 
read, 


1 say » 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order, after 
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had demanded a secot 
Mr. HOLMAD | A 
oO? ed 
ie SPEAKER pre Ont 
ayes 111, noes none: so the motio 
either side. The Chair will recog the gentlema ( 
to control tl time in the affirmative. 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I want ask t 
©! j paqdue tion for i format on. DD 1 a | i 
Corps? | 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. It do 
Mr. OATES Are not ft KE) r ¢ 
sal ] is tO promotion @s tl O i ‘ 
OUTHWAIT! t does not a ( 
or t staff of tl rmy at all, but o 
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fr. OUTHWAITI It ites O 
and infantry 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. \ vha as 
ond part of thi tatement? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I stated that f O 





1890, lineal promotion was pro ‘ 
above second lieutenant 

Vir. BRECKINRIDGE of K 
mistak 

Ir. OUTHWAITI tuxcepting first 

Ir. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky Is ) 
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amending also passed at the last Congress. The bill to which 


FEBRUARY 15, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Kentucky. Undoubtedly—subject to 


the gentleman from Indiana refers was a bill to reorganize all | the law of the land and the power of Congress. The commander- 
of the Army, and was subject to that criticism. I can assure the | 


gentleman, however, that it is utterly impossible that any con- 


struction can be. placed upon this bill which will increase the | 


number of officers or the pay of any officer. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is satisfactory to me. 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill simply has the effect of putting | 


an officer in the place where he ought to be put. 

Mr. HOLMAN. LI yield the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker, 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
intend to try to defeat this bill, because I presume it will pass, 
but I want to enter my protest against the principle upon which 
it is based, as I would have done against the bill of October 1, 
1890,if [had had anopportunity. I think the bill isentirely wrong 
in principle in both aspects of it. 1 think it is a mistake to com- 
mission a man as an officer in the Army, and not commission him 
as an officer of a particular company and regiment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that there is’an existing law on that subject; 
we are not now legislating with reference to that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. But, having started 
wrong, you are now going farther in the same direction; so that 
hereafter, when we may undertake to correct this wrong, we shall 
have a greater distance to travel backward if this bill be passed. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the success of an army depends 
upon the morale of its units. Ina large army the unit is a regi- 
ment; ina small army like ours it may be acompany. By ihe 
law of October 1, #880, and by this bill, following inthe same di 
rection, we destroy the indentity of a company: for as soon as 
an officer ceases to be the officer of a company, he practic uly 
has no further pride in any company in the service. As long as 
he remains the officer of a given company he and his men have 
a certain common interest in that company. As he makes them 
better soldiers, so he acquiresa higher reputation as an officer: as 
they be come more skillful and of higher repute, creditis reflected 
upon him. 

I speak in the presence of a number of gentlemen who served 
in the late war, on one side or thé other, and who must feel the 
force of the suggestion I am now submitting. We know that 
companies which were proud of themselves could always be de- 
pended upon, and this pride grew out of the conduct of the offi- 
cers identifying themselves with the company and of the men 
identifying themselves with the officer. By legislation of this 
kind we break up all that, and the end will be that in the next 
House, or laterin this House, under the skillful management of the 
gentleman from Ohio |Mr. OUTHWAITE], we shall take the next 
step; that is, we shall break up the distinction between artillery, 
cavalry, and infantry as to the officers 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I beg the gentleman's pardon 

Mr BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Such ameasure has b2en 
proposed heretofore by Secretaries of War because it would give 
to the Secretary of War all power over the Army. The law of 
1890 has enlarged the power of the Secretary of War until now 
every officer is practically at his bidding, not really by orders 
issued as Secretary, but by the power of the Secretary to trans- 
fer the officer from one regiment to the other without assigning 
the slightest reason and without regard to what may have been 
the service of that officer. This bill proposes to go one step far- 
ther. The next step will be, as I have said, to abolish the dis- 
tinction between artillery officers, cavalry officers, and infantry 
officers. , 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think I can assure the gentleman that 
there is no danger of such athing occurring during this Congress. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Facile descensus. Now 
that the gentleman hasstarted down hill there is no telling where 
he will stop; there is no telling what changes may be made when 
the gentleman has once begun to yield to the blandishments of 
those who surround him. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am trying to undo the result of ** blan- 
dishments ” in the last Congress. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. But, seriously speaking, 


this is another step toward the destruction of the identity of 


of the Army officer; another step toward increasing the power of 


the President as commander-in-chief, another step toward mak- | 


ing the Secretary of War more arbitrary and less responsible to 
the public opinion of the Army. Therefore it seems to me astep 
in the wrong direction. Itis a step toward making the regular 
Army more and more under the power of the Executive, reduc- 
ing more and more the chance of its being the representative of 
public opinion, making it more and more a machine and less 
and less the representative of the people. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Should not the army officers be under the 
control of the commander-in-chief? 


in-chief is charged with the execution of the law; we are the law- 
makers; and it is our duty so to frame the law that the Execu- 
tive shall not have under his irresponsible will the Army and 
its officers, but that they may understand that they are respon- 
sible to the law, speaking through the mouth of the President. 
This legislation is one step farther toward giving the Secretary 
of War power to transfer officers wherever he may please. An 
officer who does not submit gracefully to any suggestion of the 
Department can be sent to a post or a regiment that is disagreea- 
ble. The Secretary may transfer him ina mode entirely arbi- 
trary. 

There is no identity on the part of the officer with any com- 
pany or regiment; he is simply a part of the Army; and in this 
way officers become more and more separated from the Army. 
The private is reduced in the seale; he is no longer under the 
influence of that indefinable but still proud tie that should con- 
nect company and officer: for no officer is peculiarly his officer 
in any true sense; every Officer is simply an officer of the Army. 
At present every private feels that his lieutenants are really his 
officers, to whom he can appeal, by whom he can be protected, 
who are interested in his morale, whoare his friends. Hecomes 
nearer to being associated with hiscommanding officer. It pulls 
him up, so to speak: it makes him feel more hope; it buoys him 
up not only with the hope of promotion, but association. You 
redue> that condition in the mind of the soldier every time you 
take away fhe identity of the officers with the men and the iden- 
tity of the men with the officers. 

| speak with som> feeling upon this subject because of my own 
knowlcdge in reference toit. I know that when a regiment in 
the service had put over it by the power of an executive acolonel 
who had not been identified with the regiment, or served with 
it, it lostalarge partofitseffective power. Thatcondition never 
occurred tome. I had no personal grievance in reference to it 
myself: on the contrary, everything else but that. But I saw its 
‘vil effect in other cases. Jsaw it probably produce the disaster 
and panie at Missionary Ridge, when the entire Confederate 
army was reorganized upon some mistaken idea that the army 
ought not to be commanded by men with whom it had been long 
associated, or under whom it had served, with whom the various 
regiments had served and by whom they had been commanded. 

in pursuance of this scheme of reorganization regiments were 
separated from each other: were taken from one brigade and put 
into another, officers were changed from one brigade to another, 
and the entire Army was reorganiz:d. The result was that every 
man lost confidence in his neighbor, each man was a stranger to 
his commander; and when Grant pushed up the hill, the men, 
not knowing in whom to trust, broke and ran in a panic. 

In every family, in every community, in every organization 
there must be aunit, and that unit must be protected and guarded, 
kept to itself, and must be strengthened by all possible means. 
The more it is strengthened, the more it is identified with its 
various members, the better for the strength of the organization 
itself. 

Now, that is the philosophic principle involved here; and this 
bill,in my judgment, goes a step in the wrong direction. I only 
have sought the floor now to participate in this debate to the ex- 
tent [ have, because I did not have an opportunity when the bill 
was before the last Congress, and simply wanted to put on record 
here my protest against what I believe will result in evil instead 


of 





wood. 
Mr.OUTHWAITE. Willthe gentleman from Kentucky yield 
for a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Suppose the system adopted by the leg- 
islation of the last Congress is to be permanent, do you see any 
objection to this provision? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Yes, because this bill 
takes from the companies first lieutenants. During the tenure 
of that officer, identified with the company to that extent, he, 
being young, active, and vigorous, is the trained commander and 
the associate of his particular company; and while this is not 


| much—not as much as it should be—it is better than nothing 
the company, of the morale of the company, of the independence | 


in that direction. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, another question. Whathave you 
to.say of the gross injustice of that condition which permits men 
106 below their comrades to be promoted over them? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. That happens in all lines 
of life; it is something that can not be avoided. But we must 
not sacrifice the privates for the promotion of the officer. The 


| esprit de corps of the command must be keptup. That is one of 


the objects of the Army. It is to maintain the integrity of the 
whole mass. It is not merely for the promotion of an officer; it 
is not for the purpose of doing what seems to be justice in each 
ease. 
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What is the object of anarmy? To give in time of peace the 
nucleus around which in time of war a volunteer army can be 
gathered. 

What is the best part of the nucleus? The trained officer to 
command when needed. Whatnext? The privatesoldiers prop- 
erly trained by the officers What is acco ym plishe d by taking 
from the private soldier the esprit de corps which should prevail 
in every company and regiment? The destruction of the nu 
cleus of the regular Army, which we may need in time of war. 
What else? What is the danger of a standing army? We do 
not feel it now in time of profound peace. We have seen in our 
own day and in our Army a condition where the officer felt him- 
self more closely bound tothe Executive than to th: » people, sur- 
rounding the polls at elections. It is a condition which may re- 
peat itself hereafter. 

What do we want with the officer? That he shall be dependent 
exclusively on the executive power; that he shall be trained to 
believe that the Executive is the sole source of all comfort 
promotion; that it, and it alone, is the source from which h 
gets all he gets, and all he needs? Or shall we train him more 
and more to understand that it is the law and not the Executive 
that is the power he is to obey? It should be our duty to keep 
him more and more under the power of Congress rather than un- 
der the power of the Executive. 

Mr. Speaker, we are by this process lowering the rank and 
file; by this process we are eliminating as far as possible from 
the regular officer the conception that he is an officer of the army 
of a free people, subject to them and to their power, instead of a 
part of the machine under the control of the Executive. 

[yield the remainder of my time, if any, to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unless some gentleman wants it, I will yield 
it back to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I had seven minutes and the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] yielded me two, making nine. | 
yield four minutes to the gentleman from California [Mr. Bow- 
ERS], a member of the committee. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, the whole purpose of this bill, 
as it was presented and thoroughly investigated by the Military 
Committee, is to put all officers of the Army upon the same foot- 
ing. By the law as it exists to-day promotions in the Army sha 
be, as the law states, according to seniority in the nextlower grade 


except first lieutenants. Now,this bill is to cure that exc>p- 
tion. Why should any one line of officers be excepted from th 
rule of promotion by seniority inthe nextlower grade? Itapplies 
to every officer but the first lieutenant. Now,the point of tl 
bill is just here: Under the operation of that exception certa 
lieutenants have obtained a rank that they could not have ob 


tained except by thatexception. Wedonot take that ra 


ana 


The gentleman has two minutes 





Ka a 
They are to keep that rank, and I would like to know or have any 
man show me one good reason why an exception should be mad 
against any class of officers. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Will the gentleman a 


low me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BOWERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The reason is a very 
simple one. The first lieutenant under our system is, as a rule 
in command of his company. Now, the exception which took 
the first lieutenant out of this rule was for the purpose of 
ing upfor the present the identity of the company command 
it had been; and it was only temporary, beca 
the officers would be subject to this rule. 

Mr. BOWERS. The Secretary of War says this ex 
was an effort to cure an evil by its continuance. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The trouble about that 
is that the Secretary of War was not a member of Congress, and 
therefore when he gave the reasons why we did a thing 
ment must not be taken as conclusive. 

Mr. BOWERS. The whole point of this bill is that tl 
tenant who has, by a mistaken proy ision in 4-1 law, attai 


“aS 


ise after awhilea 


his state- 


‘ank that he could not have attained had he been in any other 
grade, and who could not have done it exc ept by thi ception 


in the law, shall not continue to go on and advance, 
vantage of that error, but shall retain that position and be placed 
upon an equality with every other officer. In regard to add- 
ing anything to the cost of the Army, it does not add a penn) 
There is the whole nubof that. All the officers of the Army as 
the passage of this hill. Itis only fair and equal justice toe 
other officer outside of that rank, and they all ask it. The De 
partmentask itandrecommendit. I can not, of course, blame t! 
men who have happened to receive the advantage of it for 
posing it. 

Mr OUTHWAITE 


to take ad- 


How much time have I remaining? 
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+ne SPEAK ER pro tempo The gentleman from California 
. BOWERS] occupie 1d three n ites. 

M r. OUTHWAITE. Then I have six minutes. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has four minut 

his own time, and there were two minutes iv oppositio! h 
the gentleman can use if there is no objectior 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The two minutes vy yielded to m«e 
the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. HOLMAN] maki 1 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman fr [Indiana 
vielded the oa but if the point Was made tha ‘ n 
desired to op} se the measure, t Chair thin} op ) 
would have a right to the time 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly, if they wish it 








The SPEAKER jj em Cha 
vrentleman in the absence of anv « yyection 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only yielded that ti on account o 
fact that there was no gentleman who wished to spea oppos 
tion. . 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, if this bill were ie i 
ce ption of the poliey S80 ADLY discussed by the vent at In 
Kent icky Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and if this bill proposed to 
bring about now any of the evils pointed out by the gentlemar 
from Kentucky, it is altogether probable that it would no 
here for your consideration to-day. This bill proposes sin y to 
cure a gross injustice that resulted through for rlegislatic b 

vislation under which the system of promotion, accor 
ing to seniority, was adopté for every of tl cept 

hat of first lieutenants. Second lieutenants have had the a 
vantage of it recently, and captains and majors and lieutenant 
colonels all have had the advantage of it. Now, as the result of 
a proviso that was put upon the House bill in the Senate—and 
[am not going to suggest that any bad motive prompted that 
proviso, lam simply going to state the faets to vou DY Virtue 
of that exe ption, first lieutenants jump lover their companions 
to the number of 106 files and became captains long before men 
who had been in the service of tl Army for tet or fitt yea 
more than the y 

Now. the Secretary of War points out that evil and say 

artillerv first — itenant have beer romoted ft " 

ight enth, twentieth, and twenty-third, respectively, and in 
nfantryvy those who had stood only one hundred and 

indred and sixty-third. and two hundred and 1 th in tl} 

tenants of that arm o s r st Lis t i 
id two hundred and n h ed over 208 o ! { 

arms toa captain ,O sb oO ut ca 

) tt at. 7 1 mack upon a for sco yal 

tvs to D 4 stay e! Ot capt ar ( 

1rd } ral nt These en who oO 
) l wn ts ¢ 1 I ( ! Lp is 
ule i | im} re Gg ! ‘ 
swhatt ) at V1 on oO DD ( 

( of his 1 es ra | if, 1s e hls \ 

Lie could do ) f th \ ne 
n On al if LOOTING 1 rar ) ! ) tic 
senior itisa mie \ i at ! 

quiet the dis itent that is! } ind 
ol fa ionyv Db Ver the « l¢ \ I ( 1 
D eason oj 1 oO ha mut i? 

M KILGORI Ho pre ni 

ar ord 

Mr. OUTHW AITE d al ‘ 
me tl q l Th I t ( to ) 

Fach off : os hy , . at nm +} 

TY) t I! or promot } hd , 

The date of s ‘ ! } ( isan oO 

or ral he ore do ind a bo appe ( amit 
< A { | ete) i (>t ) i 

word 

if } cal iss th é 1th 
order, allright: he goes forward: but if he fa to pa i 
amination he remains whe he is for one eal hat 
law. This law the gentleman appeals to has nothir 
to do with it 7 ( ( Oo «© ( ( 
man from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY ‘ 
tions should apply also to the first lieutena t ) 
that the ) ich re ~ ( SO it i 

ik the no of I ( of « i natlo! “4 
officers n t Db imined Dva Do l appoint oO i j 
when tl 1 comes [or aminatior 

N KILGORE. Onemor tior How « 

OCC ! ol Vilit the s nt ns { ~ I ( i ( 
rae legislation? 

Mi THWAITE. They were regimental pri 

ere made because of vacancies resulti ‘eoilmeé 
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in ariy settli of the ¢ | count when the first 
ort nof the Cherok« I i ‘ co I Clne apout one- 
t of the 10le numb the ‘ illed contradistinction 
Ol Thos WD \ ni later, ** Tne 1d sel ers 0 W rl Chero- 
Sy ( Old Settl improv sal springs known as 
Sa s and salt wells the Cheroks country. Among 
‘ tl spring was imy] ed by ord West, who was then 
ng. Afterthe remova the remainder o } 
ast of riy who co tu a av tt Oo l 
I ) - yoo i i col ( OTT oOcal DOV 
stern UU! roK s ha LaAKeN ¢ aro of 
OI OL OL T OV nel! ( Cn oKree ‘a 
aring th sg a + commo! f 
weeR ton. a annointes co is n to ap- 
raise tl a of each or tha men might be paid fo 
{ I Hnproy I s on l 
Mr. KILGORI W the ! an a y to ask hima 
q stion-; 
M PEEL. Certainly 
Mr. KILGOR W hat I would ’ get at, is this: My un- 
lerstanding that no membe ( okee Indian tribe has 
i o ( tie O an reaity 
P] H la ) the t itta 
’ Kx | GOR WW bb , ne Ca lave ab 
ais I T ~ 
PEI tie has norightas tot I ais: | 
ove made to work and « ate these sa 
M KILGORI Chen, this is a} sition to 
provements 
E \ ? it 14 na ) ; 4 
wr. KILGO Had n he impro } s been abandone 
Mr. PEEL They were confiscated by an act of the Cherokee 
Nation a ! ato be a raised Dy the Cheroke Legislatu 
and paid for 
Mr. KILGORE Vhy do they yt pay xy them; they |] e 
enty of money of thelr own? 
PEEI Why they did not pay for them, and 1e cause 
not paying for the if the gentleman w walt a littie fur- 
ther will tell him. 
Mr. KILGORI [ will wait 
Mr. PEEL. Bluford West, as I have stated, had made thes 
n vements, and when the order was made dispossessing him 
‘ } ‘ty anc irning lt ¢ is common property, the 
( ssion appointed by the Cherokee Nation appraised these 
! ents at $24,000. These salt spriu os ad salt Works as 
d by him were veryextensive. Atthat time Indian affairs 
( r the War Department, and West ca to Washington 
a appealed to the Indian Bureau, and the Secretary of War 
pointed a commission of Army men to go oug and appraise th: 
ropert They appraised the actus rovements, including 
he adjoining prope) een th ind and some hundred 
they a ) asses aa wes tO amount of $15,000 
O \ dis} Sesser I he mean ti West died and 
‘ ‘ ti lia al 
oO We ST ) ad to 1 e UneroKkee INa- 
Ol ! ‘ t rover on the farm adjoining 
S he « yinal a a t), beca , under 
v( Le ( ( vat tl band dies the l- 
“a oO ‘ end to wido | ler 
i ‘ W St Mut a atl i) ne 4 ( 
is paid $12 or th irm improvement 
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yect o l ) pay a ior t 
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he committ reported @ t ast Cong ss ca ing 
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KILGORE. Is this to pay 
Mr. PEEL. No; to pay theest 
ir. KILGORI! 


Mr. PEEL. 


Who paid 
The Cherokee 
Who pays 





widow? 


The widow has been paid. 


‘ 
, 











The 
Mr. KILGORI! 
tio! eve I | ) ent 
Mr. PEEI Ne 
Mr. KILGORE 
Mr. PI b 
either to have t 
co 1 GovV 
out being relimb 
Nation it f that 
have stated, the ‘ 
first party, term 
rst ol 


ne an 
provi a these salt 
their coul and 
property and had 
had b n aone, t 
were represent 
ke 5S a a ep 
either to retu 
Mr. HOAR W 
Mr. PEE! Y¢ 











ir. HO \ 
\ MEMBER 
Mr. PEE] 
al tpi ell 
r ‘ 
pas a A 
they appointec 
did pa 
} D4 tt 
} ) 4 ig + 
yr PR] 
hl; 7 
T ( I N 
the «) ~ot 
Di | 
Ul « 
) } | 
Dit 
Y 7 - 
P| de 
) Dit | 
pi DiC 4 
] P] 
thre h 1 D 
cal ou 1e 1 
ee 
this claim back 


Mr. FOR 


Cherokee J 


NADL 


N KY. ; 


mn 


+4 
tt 
dec 
’ 
ay 
ss 
A A 
nT. ? 
e ( 
Li 
Oo! 
is | 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











1159 


) T 
i 
1) 
i 
) 
) 
~ }) 
i { . 
‘ ) > 
a 
no T ‘ ‘ 





—— 





1160 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 15, 


has been earnestly and persistently resisted. I think in that re- | 
spect Congress has been exceedingly derelict in its duty, and we | 
have disposed of their funds very much more liberally than we | 
have disposed of our own. And yet, sir, for forty-three years 
here has been a claim against these Cherokee Indians, during 
all of which time we have had a fund under our control belong- 
ing to them, and this claim singularly enough has not been 
yressed or paid. 

Mr. BRETZ. How much is the amount of the claim? 

Mr. HOLMAN. About $12,000, with interest for forty-three 
years. 

Mr. BRETZ. At5 per cent? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Let me ask the gentleman from In- 
diana if the Cherokee Nation ever recognized the validity of the 
claim, and, if so, when? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The only information I have is this, as ap- 
pears in the report of the committee, and I will ask that the 
papers I send to the desk be read in this connection. It is un- 
derstood, however—and I will try to answer that question by 
reading the statement—that there are two claims set up against 
the Cherokee Nation, one for a body of land on which West and 
his family lived. He was manifestly, and I think my friend from 
Arkansas is aware of that fact,a white man. He married a 
Cherokee woman for the purpose of getting at these mines. I 
do not state that on any fact which is presented here in the evi- 
dence, but it seems to me to be perfectly clear and beyond ques- 
tion. Being a white man 

Mr. PEEL. Ido not know about that, if the gentleman will 
allow me. It is not so certain that he was a white man. All | 
know is that he was recognized as a Western Cherokee, and usu- 
ally these people have Cherokee blood in them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course he was recognized as a Cherokee, 
having married into a Cherokee family. The moment that he 
married into a Cherokee family he became a Cherokee. But 
that does not hide the fact that he was a white man. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. As a matter of fact does that make 
any difference? 

Mr. HOLMAN. None whatever. But manifestly he married 
this woman for the purpose of reaching the mines, and the infer- 
ence which naturally follows, I think, is too strong to be over- 
come without positive testimony. 

Now, let us examine and see exactly what is the condition of 
the claim presented here. Two claims were presented origi- 
nally in this case, one for lands occupied as a home by this man 
and his wife, and that homestead was appraised at $4,125, which 
amount the Cherokees paid to this white man with his Indian 
wife. I hope my friend from Arkansas will not overlook the fact 
that of the two claims presented one was paid. 

Mr. PEEL. -I am not willing to let the gentleman assume that 
this was a white man in the absence of proof on that point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I am necessarily assuming that: there is 
nothing to show to the contrary. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. And yet you do not think it makes 
any difference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The land in question was a farm, having ap- 
ple trees arid improvements on it, a good house, and all of that, 
which indicates the thrift of a white man pushing his fortunes. 

Now, I say that was pai * by the Indians, and seems to have 














been ver romptly paid on presentation. The other appears 
never to bave been paid, and the only fact bearing upon it that 
| can find here are the two papers whicl to the desk 
Oo re ‘ ad 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nancy Ma im (now) was the widow Bluford West, deceased, and she 
w paid $2,000 for her home improvements, adjoining the Bluford West sa- 

I by the Cherokee Nation; but in that payment not one dollar was valued 

r paid fof the saline proper, as, under the Cherokee laws, at the death of a 

nd ti i npr n ts belong to the widow; and there never has 

Ce] } ir paid by the Cherok ition to Nancy Markham, or to Nat 
Mayr uy mpnistres x of the estate of Bluford West, deceased, or to any 
or se I th@ Biuford West Lilne 

7 J. M. BRYAN 

Sworn to ! 19th Nov ) 1RR9 

SEAT ¥ ALLEN ROSS, 

Clerk, 7. D. C. N., Ind. T. 
CHEROKEE NATION, 7 equah District: 

Personally appeared before me, Allen Ross, clerk of said district, Dennis 
W. Bushyhead, ex-chief of the Cherokee Nation, who, being qualified, makes 
the following statement, to wit: That he was treasurer of the Cherokee Na 
tion in 1873, when council made an appropriation of $12,000 for the benefit of 
Mrs. Nancy Marcum, which amount she was paid in full. After he became 
principal chief of the Cherokee Nation he found on file in the executive office 


a schedule of property adjoining the Bluford West saline, for which coun- 
cil made the app iation of $12,000 for the benefit of Mrs. Nancy Marcum. 
He served as treasurer of the Cherokee Nation for eight years, from 1871 to 
1879. He also served as principal chief from 1879 to 1887, during which time 
he knows of no payment being made for the Bluford West saline proper. 
While principal chief he appointed D. W. C. Duncan to act for the nation as 
commissioner, with the Hon. John Q. Tufts, United “tates agent, to investi- 
gate the saline claim of Bluford West, deceased. 


Pending the investigation J. M. Bryan, attorney for the estate of Bluford 
West, deceased, preferred charges against Duncan, alleging that he and one 


; Allen Gilbert were trying to prove that the heirs of John W. West had an in- 


terest in said saline. Mr. D. W.C. Duncan was notified of said charges, but 
no investigation was had in the matter. 
D. W. BUSHYHEAD. 

Sworn to before me this 19th November, 1889 

[SEAL] ALLEN ROSS, 

Clerk, T. D. C. N., Ind. T. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. If the gentleman from Indiana will 
allow me, is that the only evidence in this case that the claim was 
recognized by the Cherokee council that investigated the claim? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not able to say as to that. It may be 
that my friend from Arkansas may have some paper read more to 
the point. I have only made, asI stated, a hasty examination 
of this question. 

But, Mr. Speaker, these papers are not at all satisfactory, as 
the gentleman will perceive. Now,to my mind there are sev- 
eral facts that ought to be considered carefully in determining 
whether the money should be paid as proposed here, and the 
first and most important, in my judgment, is that there were two 
claims which were investigated by our authorities at the time, 
the one being promptly paid and the other has not been paid, so 
faras we know, up to the present time. That is the first fact. 
Now, what is the inference to be drawn from that when we re- 
member that this is after a lapse of forty-three years? 

The second fact is that we have had under our control during 
all this time funds of the Cherokees; and, as I remarked before, 
we have always appropriated them with great liberality in the 
payment of claims, and yet this claim has never been paid by 
any preceding Congress. 

Mr. BRETZ. Did these twoclaims grow out of the same trans- 
action? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The same transaction; that is, this family, 
the Bluford West family, occupied a farm adjacent to the saline 
formation which he was working. The farm was paid for. It 
had apple orchards on it and other improvements common to civ- 
ilized countries. That was paid for, paid to the wife, but the 
claim for the saline formation was never paid for. 

[ would not like, Mr. Speaker, to vote this money, amounting 
now to some thirty or forty thousand dollars—that is to say, 
212.000 with 5 per cent interest for forty-three years—I would 
not like upon this evidene> to pay this money out of our Treas- 
ury: and we certainly ought to be a little more careful about 
taking it out of the fund of these Indians. Why in any event 
should our Government pay the money and then make it a lien 
upon their lands? If it is proper to do it at all, why not take it 
directly out of the funds under our control and apply it to the 
payment of their debts. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Doyou know whether the salt springs are 
being worked or not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not know anything about that. 

Mr. PEEL. No; they have been abandoned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WASHINGTON in the chair). 
The time of the gentleman from Indiana [Mir. HOLMAN] has ex- 
pir d. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time did I have? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ten minutes, yielded by the gen- 
tleman from Texas |[Mr. KILGORE}. 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE] has five minutes remaining, and the gentleman from 
Mississippi |Mr. HOOKER! is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
this is a measure which ought to be passed without due consider- 
ation on the part of the House. Ido not think it is one of that 
class of measures that ought to be passed by a suspension of the 
rules, as proposed under these circumstances; but I think it isa 
matter which ought to have deliberate consideration. As I un- 
derstand, the policy of the Cherokee Nation at all times, not only 
with reference to this saline spring, but with reference to all 
others embraced in the treaties between themselves and the 
United States, has been to reserve them for the benefit of the 


| nationat large, without yielding them to individuals. Isay, with 


regard to this matter, that I do not think we. ought to pay this 
claim—which is of the character described by the gentleman 
from Indiana, some forty-odd years old, with accumulated 5 per 
cent interest upon it, which will probably triple the original 
amount—and make it an appropriation out of the Indian fund. 
Now, if this had been a claim which had to be paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States, the House would at once have 
responded, **We will not make the appropriation.” Will you de 
it the more readily because the appropriation is to come out of 


| the Indian funds, and especially against the assentof the Indians 


to this proposition? I think the House ought to be as prudent 


| about voting an appropriation to pay the claims of individuals 
' out of the funds of the Cherokees which the Government holds 
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in trust for them, invested in bonds bearing 5 per cent interest, 
as it would be about making appropriations to be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States. And this is all that I have to 
say upon this question. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to yield one minute to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I shall consume that minute by asking 
for some information from the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. Hgr- 
MAN] or the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. This bill 
proposes to add to thissum of $12,000 interest since 1844. As I 
understand, this claim grew out of a private transaction between 
the Cherokees and Bluford West, when alive. By what author- 
ity can the United States prohibit the Cherokees from pleading 
the statute of limitations? Another thing I want to know. How 
can the United States Government pay a debt for the Cherokees 
without the consent of the Cherokees? How can they make ita 
lien upon the land of the Cherokees without the consent of the 
Cherokees, treating them, as they were treated in this transac- 
tion, as an independent nation, acting for themselves, with the 
right to act for themselves, and certainly capable of acting for 
themselves? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. PEEL. That gives me no time to answer. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Iwantthe gentleman to answer in his own 
time. I want an answer to that question as a legal proposition. 

Mr. PEEL. If you will give me time I can explain it fully. 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield the remainder of my time tothe gen- 
tleman from Indiana |[Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ionly want totake amomentof time and then 
to yield to my friend from Arkansas |[Mr. PEEL]. 


The time of the gentleman from 
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that the $12,000 paid to the widow was all of it. Chief Bushy- 
head, who was one of the last delegates, himself testifies, as has 
been read by the Clerk, that after he was chief he found papers 
on file (and I saw the original papers and examined them myself), 
that the widow's account was made out against the Cherokees 
All these 
other springs have been paid for, and Bushyhead swears and the 
council states that not one cent has been paid for the saline 
property, 

Mr. HOOKER. 
was paid $12,000? 

Mr. PEEL. Yes; I understood that; and we have given credit 
for that much. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
is only for $4,125. 


Do I understand you to say that the widow 


If she has been paid $12,000, the other claim 
There are two claims presented—one was a 


| claim for $4,125 and the other was for $12,000. 


| tion that appraised it put it all in one. 


| $24,000. 


Mr. PEEL. If the gentleman will not take up all my time, | 
will endeavor to explain that tohim. [ will state to him that in 
transmitting the report made by the army officers they sepa- 
rated the propositions, but the commission of the Cherokee Na- 
Here is the affidavit 
made by Mr. Alberty, a citizen of that country, who swears em- 
phatically that the commission appointed by the Cherokee Na- 
tion, when they passed the resolution which declared them to be 
common property, stated that they appraised the whole estate at 
Well, we could not see how it could be, and we cut 


| down just as much as the evidence would permit; we took that 


| it at $24,000 instead of $12,000. 
I wish to eall | 


the attention of my friend from Arkansas, who is a just and fair | 


gentleman, to two facts embodied in the papers I have had read. 


One is that J. M. Bryan swears that no money was paid, that not | 


one dollar was paid by the Cherokee Nation to Nancy Markham, 


or to Nancy Markham, administratrix of the estate of Bluford | 


West. Here isan affidavit that nothing has been paid. She does 
not say what relation she bears to the Cherokee Nation; but then 
comes the affidavit of Chief Bushyhead. 

Many of you know Chief Bushyhead, a very intelligent man, 
and I have had quite an acquaintance with him, and regard him 
as not only a very intelligent man, but a very upright and honest 
man, and one who was highly esteemed among histribe. I have 
had the honor of seeing him inthatcountry. Hemade that state- 


ment. He was president of the Cherokee council after he was 
treasurer. He stated that he was treasurer of the Cherokee Na- 


tion in 1873, when the council made an appropriation of $12,000 
for the benefit of Mrs. Nancy Marcam. I am very anxious to 
know whether that Nancy Marcam is not exactly the same per- 
son as Nancy Markham mentioned on the other side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. Time for debate has also expired. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House for ten minutes in which to explain these matters about 
which I have been asked, and which I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to answer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas: 
asks unanimous consent that the time for debate on this propo- 
sition be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ten minutes on a side. 

Mr. PEEL. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was about to state it 
in that way—that the time be extended ten minutes on either 
side. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. PEEL. Now, Mr. Speaker, probably I would not have 
presented this bill under a motion to suspend the rules and cal! 
it up had it not been sovery thoroughly investigated by two Com- 
mittees on Indian Affairs. That is specially true in regard to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of the last House. We did not 

yretend to go into it at length in the committee this Congress, 
cause we had the evidence and the reportall before us: but we 
thought, after the Senate had reported it unanimously, and after 
there were two reports of House committees, we might be justi- 
fied in calling it up. It was unanimously reported by the Senate 
committee in the lot Congress, without a single objection, and 
but for the fact that it was reported late in the session, I have 
no doubt it would have passed the Senate. I did not suppose 
that there would have been any captious opposition to it. 

If I had time I could explain it fully, as I have investigated th: 
matter thoroughly and examined the original papers in the case. 
We had the delegates of the Cherokee Nation before the com- 
mittee in the last Congress, Chief Mays, Chief Bushyhead, and 
Mr. Adair. All the objection that they urged to it—and they 
urged none about the springs, and said they had no objection to 
that claim—but all the objection was that they always understood 


side of the appraisement which would make it least. 

If we had followed that appraisement, we would have reported 
We did not think it an injustice 
to the nation, when their own officials had appraised it at $24,000, 
and after they paid the widow $12,000, there was still $12,000 
left. Nobody who knew the amount that had been invested in 
the improvements would say that it was too much. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Will the gentleman tell us what expres- 
sion he has had from the Cherokees themselves? 

Mr. PEEL. We have the proceedings simply of the Indian 
commission, and the statements of the officials of the Cherokee 
Nation. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. What do they say? 

Mr. PEEL. When you come to find the papers you will find 
that it was not all given, for it is sworn by the witnesses that the 
claim was never made out in favor of this saline, but that it was 
for the improvements. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. What was the expression of the Cherokee 
Nation or anybody speaking authoritatively for them? 

Mr. PEEL. Now, as to the interest question mentioned by 
the gentleman from Mississippi, that comes under the treaty 
of 1846. When these old-settler Cherokees, of which Bluford 
West was one, emigrated to the Cherokee Nation in 1828, under 
the treaty made, I think, in that year, about one-third of them 
went to the Cherokee Nation, but the other two-thirds were still 
east of the Mississippi River. Those who went over and settled 
in that country made these improvements. 

Under the treaty of 1835, those who were on the east of the 
river went out, and when they went out they were in the major- 
ity, and like the Democrats they had a majority rule and con- 
trolled the Government. After they got control of the Govy- 
ernment they passed this law declaring .these saline springs 
common property that had been improved by other members of 
the tribe, but they appointed a commission to value them and 
to pay for them. They paid for every one, except this, and it 
was a very valuable spring. They were not willing to give this 
amount to the widow. After that two army officers, under or- 
der of the Secretary of War, were sent to appraise them. They 
appraised them at $19,000 for the improvements, and $15,000 for 
damage, which made the total a great deal larger than the com- 
mission made it. Then, after Bluford West died, they paid the 
widow for the improvements, but nothing for the saline. After 
that she made out her account, and [ have seen her accounts 
myself made, leaving out the improvements but claiming for the 
springs. If she married this man Markham, she has married a 
second time as some widows It was for the home im] 
ments, which were hers under the Cherokee laws. That an 
was paid her on that account. Why they paid that I 
know. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Howmuch was that amount? 

Mr. PEEL. Twelve thousand dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, $12,000; and by this bill we deduct that $12,- 
000 from the appraisement made. — 

Mr. HOLMAN. This report states the amount differently. 

Mr. PEEL. But that is the appraisement of the home improve- 
ments made by the army officers. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman yeild for a question? 

Mr. PEEL. I do not want to yield at this time. 
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Speaker, here are the sworn statements in this report, with cop- 
ies of all the testimony in the case. The affidavit which I hold 
in my hand shows absolutely that the Cherokee commission, ap- 
pointed by the Cherokee Nation themselves when they took 
charge of this as common property, appraised the property in 
question at $24,000. 

f we had taken the appraisement of the army officers as the 
basis and given credit for the $12,000 paid to the widow we would 
have had a claim here of over $20,000. But I said to Mr. Adair 
and to Mr. Daniels when we considered the matter, that the best 
that could be done was to take the appraisement of the Cherokees 
themselves, $24,000, deduct the $12,000 paid to the widow, and 
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pay the balance. Gentlemen will remember that several years | 


passed after these transactions had occurred between the two 
branches of the Cherokees before there was any settlement, but 
at last the treaty of 1846 was made. The Old Settlers had claims 
against the Government, the Eastern Cherokees had claims 


against the Government, and the two separate branches of the | 
Cherokees had claims against each other. In the negotiation of | 


that treaty of 1846 the ‘* Old Settlers” were recognized as an in- 
dependent body and were allowed to keep their separate organiz- 
ation, and they have kept it down to this time. 


The treaty of 1846 was, as I ha “3 said, triangular, and by ar- | 


ticle 6 of that treaty the Cheroke ation obligated themselves 


either to return these salt works or oar the ‘‘ Old Settlers” for | 


them; but by that time the works and improvements could not 
be returned because they had been abandoned. Now, the ques- 
tion is whether you are going to allow the Cherokee Nation to 
fail to mect an obligation which exists under a treaty to which 
we area party. The payment in the manner proposed in this 
bill is just and equitable. We are paying the Cherokee Nation 
interest on the money of theirs that we hold, and if they had paid 
this amount themselves some time ago of course they would have 
so much less money in the Treasury to draw interest. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iunderstand the gentleman to say that the 
appraise ment made under the authority of the Cherokee Nation 
was $24,000. 

Mr. PEEL. That is corr 

Mr. KILGORE. And they rhe ave paid $12,000? 

Mr. PEEL. Yes 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘Does not that ihdicate that the Cherokee 
Nation repudiated that appraisement? 

Mr. PEEL. They repudiated it in one sense. But remem- 


ber, that $12,000 was paid long after West had died, and it was | 


paid for the improvement adjoining the salines and — for the 
salines themselves. Later, the widow, representing her hus- 
band’s estate, made a demand for payment for the salines, and 
that was refused- 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr.Speaker,I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am very anxious to have the 
ear of my friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], so that we may get 
a clear understanding of what this report means. The commit- 
tee have set forth here two important facts, one of which is the 
foundation of this claim. One fact is that the Army officers ap- 
pointed to make the appraisement of this property appraised 
first the improvements of West, as follows: One dwelling house, 
a story and a half high, built of hewed logs; two good-sized rooms 
with passage betweén them, etc.; dining room, kitchen, and 
smokehouse, and other improvements, amounting in all to $4,125. 
My friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] states that that was paid. 
Then again the ‘‘saline” improvements are valued at $15,300. 

Now, the House has two claims before it, one amounting to 
$4,125 and the other to $15,300. By this report, as I read it—and 
I hope my friend from Arkansas will be able to correct me if | 
am wrong—by this report it appears that this lady was paid two 
items, and there is nothing in the statement whic h subst antially 

i hi cept the paper which I had read. That is to 
say, she was paid $4,125 and then she was paid $12,000, as appears 


by the 1 nony of Bushyhead himself. Now, what other claim 
had West and his wife against the Cherokees? 

Mr. PEEL. The appraisement of the saline property by the 
Cherokee Commission and by the army officers also. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Here is every word there is in the report on 
that point 

Mr. P] sing). If the gentleman will allow me, I 
can explain it t . The Cherokee Council did not go by the 
a ent of the army officers; they went by their own ap- 
praisement. They allowed the widow $12,000 for the i improve- 
ments on the adjoining farm. Now, the army officers appraised 
the ines at $15,000, and also assessed $15,000 for damages for 





FEBRUARY 15, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not see that in these documents— 

Mr. PEEL. If the gentleman will refer to the statement of 
Alberty and another gentleman— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Tamrelying upon the affidavit of Bushyhead. 

Mr. PEEL. That relates only to the farm improvements. 
Nothing was paid on the saline property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He swears that $12,000 was paid—— 
Mr. PEEL. Hesays that nothing was paid on the saline prop- 
ty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Letussee what authority we are going upon. 
Here was this commission of army officers who made appraise- 
ment of the two properties, one at $4,125, the other at $15,300. 
Now, if there were any other items that these army officers 
found due 

Mr. PEEL. There was $15,000 assessed as damages. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The testimony of Bushyhead proves beyond 
question that $12,000 of the amount appraised was paid. That 
left only $3,300 of the $15,300. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman takes the largest credit and the 
least debt. I think it is fair to take the Cherokee’s own appraise- 
ment and their own credit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon a claim like this, forty-three years old, 
[ think it fair to take a public record rather than anything else. 
The appraisement made under the direction of the War Depart- 
ment included only two items—$4,125 for the farm improvements 
which everybody admits was paid and $15,300 for the saline 
property. Now, Bushyhead swears that while he was treasurer 
of the council $12,000 was paid to the widow. Certainly, in any 
event, the amount now claimed can not be due. 

[ will not occupy any more time of my friend from Texas. 

Mr. PEEL. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me just a 
minute for an explanation? My friend from Indiana has not 
quite got this matter clearly in his mind. 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman from Indiana refers to the appraise- 
ment by the army officers of $4,135 for the farm improvements 
and of something over $15,000 for the saline property. He over- 
looks the fact that these army officers made an assessment of 
$15,000 for damages, making $30,000 to be paid, if we are going to 
make settlement in accordance with that appraisement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What was the last item to which the gentle- 
man referred? 

Mr. PEEL. An item of $15,000 which was assessed for dam- 
ages. I have not counted tha 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have taken the report of the army officers. 

Mr. PEEL. If you take the assessment of the army officers 
you are bound to charge the Cherokee Nation $30,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What was the other item? 

Mr. PEEL. The army officers assessed the saline property at 
$15,000, and then made an assessment of $15,000 for damages. 


er 


| Does not that make $30,000? 


dispos session, making $30,000 in all; but the Cherokee Nation, | 


when they came to make a settlement with the widow, went by 


their own on praisement, and they paid her $12,000 for the ad- | 


joining fe vm because they had appraised it and the salines to- 
gether at $24,000. That is the whole case 


| 


Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend have that read at the desk? 

Mr. PEEL. It isin the report. I refer the gentleman to the 
appraisement of the army officers which is be afore him. If you 
undertake to settle in accordance with the appraisement of the 
army officers, you must pay $18,000, against $12 9.000 which we pro- 
pose to pay. We accept the appraisement of the Cherokee Na- 
tion, which was $24,000, for all this property: and we give a credit 
for $12,000, leaving $12,000 as the balance to be paid. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Ir. KILGORE. LI yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Spe ake r, I have not been able to un- 
derstand, although gentlemen claim to have made this matter so 
clear, why we should be assuming the guardianship of the Chero- 
kee Nation, and why these gentlemen ‘who have heretofore been 
so earnest in their interest for the inde pendence of the Indian 
Nation should wish us to assume such guardianship, in view of 
their acute interest in the Fiftieth Congressfor the Cherokees as 
an independent nation. It was almost dangerous then for aman 
to say here that these Indians were not an ~~ nation. 

Now, here is a private transaction between the Cherokee Na- 
tion | and Mr. West occurring more than forty years ago. It ap- 
yt that the Cherokee Nation e jected him from his real estate 
aaa appraisement was had, which the Cherokee Nation, accord- 
ing to the confession of these gentlemen, repudiated and refused 
to pay. Now,after a lapse of forty-eight years the Congress of 
the United States is undertaking to try this case ex parte, with- 
out any chance to the Cherokee Nation to be heard. Not only 
that, but in this private transaction we are going to count inter- 
est against these Indians for forty-eight years. 

Mr. PEEL rose. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I will yield for a question, but not for an 
explanation. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman overlooks the treaty of 1846, by 
which we bound ourselves to see that this property was returned 
or paid for. 





1892. 





Mr. STOCKDALE. These gentlemen dodge the 
every time you put it to them as a legal proposition that they are 
proposing to count interest against the Cherokee Nation without 
their consent for forty-eight years and compel them to pay a 
debt which they deny and without a day in court. 

I say that there is not such another proposition on record. Let 
me see: $12,000 at 5 per cent. interest, $600 a year. Porty-eight 
rears is over $28,000 of interest on an original claim of $12,000. 

What will the Cherokees say about it? 

Mr. PEEL. They have had thgir say already. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, Shas had their say, and they said 
they would not pay it, and the Committee on Indian Affairs of 
this Congress, forty-eight years after, come in here and by them- 
selves say it shall be paid. The Indians have a right to plead 
the statute of limitations if this matter were in a court against 
this estate of West. 
must pay it.” And how does the Government propose to pay it? 
Not that the Cherokees shall pay it themselves, but the Govern- 
ment, after hearing the matter ex parte, and determining whether 
it shall be paid or not, take the money out of the Treasury of the 
United States and pay a debt for the Cherokees that they say they 
do not owe and charge it up against them. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Taking their money to do it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No; not taking their money, but taking 
the money out of the United States Treasury and then compel 
the Indians to pay it back. My colleague was eloquent in argu- 
ment against the movement in the Fiftieth Congress to give 
these people a government, and severe in his criticism of it. 
Now, we are to put our hands into the Treasury and take out 


quest ion | 


| 
| 
| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Vv 


Lu 


1+ 


limits of a judicial division in said Indian Territor 
shall have his office with the clerk of the U 
\lester, and shall make his annual report to the 
All prosecutions and actions of a] i > sl 
United States. 
The SPEAKER pro temj a 
| manded? 
Mr. CULBERSON. I demand a second. 
Mr. CULBERSON and Mr. MANSUR were : 
The House proceeded to divide. 
After some time 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I dema 


But this Government says, ‘‘Oh, no; you | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. MANSUR. 
lowed two minutes to state 
Mr. CULBERSON. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Have thet 
Mr. MANSUR (one of the 
voted in the affirmatiy 
Mr. TRACEY. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
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order to move that the House 
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motion. 
ion that Ho do nowa 
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noes 17. 


The tellers reported —ayes 124, 


money and pay 4 debt for the Cherokee Nation that they refused | Mr, CULBERSON. No quorum. 














ay av a reiecte 2laj f sire ¢ > av . ‘Now m ‘ " rr my rn 
(| to pay, pay a rejected claim of theirs and the n say tothem, “Now| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
you repay us, whether you are willing or not. Phatis astrange | makes the point that no quorum has voted, and pending that the 
transaction. Why, Mr. Speaker, we are asked to make a law | centleman from New York moves that the House do ad 
that will be a subject of information to the people of the United | journ. 
States—that is to say, that one man may make a bargain that |° The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
will bind another, as well as himself without that other’s con- | gs. noes 40 
sent. SAVE OF ABSENCE 
iar : : { LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. PEEL. Byt how do youget around the treaty of 1846, that | i 
bound us in this matter? Pending the announcement of the vote, leave of absence was 
. a s “ <n a sit aie P Ay ‘ore af : Sha * IN wt f 
Mr. STOCKDALE. I think always that when a treaty is | granted (on motion of Mr. Cons of Missouri) to Mr. O'NEILL o 
. ° . . ° . 1; Writ i Te. 1 vv y nN 200° iilne 
brought in question there should be something said by both | Missouri, until Wednesday next, on account of illness. 
parties to it, especially as we have been dealing with these peo- | PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 
‘ Sail . rae am +? a narty ¢ mate % asditer | ‘ a — pend : ; 
7 ple as an individual government; one party to a treatyis hardly | On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, by unanimous consent, the 
competent to determine mooted questions. But in this case we | fo}|owing resolution was considered and adopted: 
do not ask their consent. We not only undertake to pay a bill | — p.soimed. That the Committee on the Judiciary be. and 1 is. author 
. - So cesolved, at the Committee on the Judici: ©, and hereby is t 
that they have rejected, but we charge them interest on it for | ized to have printed and bound such documents and papers fo1 the use of 
all of these years that they have refused to pay it. | said committee as il y deem necessary in connection with subjects consid 
These gentlemen themselves acknowledge that this is not done | °'°¢ 0 © ¥° Considered by the comm en ne Sy eee ee 
by the consent of the Cherokees when they undertake to pay it, | The announcement of the vote on thi ot \CEY 
but arbitrarily set aside this amount of money belonging to these | was then made; and accordingly (at 3 o’clo tes p. 
people to pay a debt which they claim they do not owe, and then | m.) the House adjourned 
charge it up as a debt against the Indians and claim that it is a 
lien on the Indian lands until paid. Now, if the Indians own | REPORTS OF COMMITT! 
the land, and the Government does not own it, how are we going | or ne cae re 
to make this a lien upon the lands that we do not own? Under clause 2 of Rule XIIf, private bills and resolution ( 
[Here the hammer fell.] severally reported f a 3, deliy d to the Cle ind 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. My colleague entirely misun- | referred to the Ci it of the Whole H as follow 
derstood my position. Iam on your side on this question. By Mr. ENLOKE, from the Committee on War ¢ 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, you are right for once on the In- \ resolution to ref » the Court of Cla H.R. 777 
dian question. [Laughter.] I will transfer that all over to the | 783, 1951, 1961, and 197 R N 7 
gentleman from Arkansas. \ resolution to refer to Ce 0 1s4 
. Mr. PEEL. The gentleman from Mississippi is as wrong on | (Report No. 328 
one as on the other. \ resolution to refer to ( Clain R.1 
The SPEAKER protempore. The time for debate having been | 1956, 1959, 1969, and 1972 ER 20) 
exhausted, the question is on the motion of the gentleman from \ resolution to ref » the ¢ Cla iJ 
Arkansas to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 1842, 1848, and 1854 Report No. 33 
The question was taken, and the motion was rejected, two-thirds \ resolu 01 to the ¢ 
not voting in favor thereof. Report N | 
Trea > * “ * y mu nm YT . ; SU t , 1 C 
MINES AND MINING, INDIAN TERRITORY. ;, 145 194 : 
btJi, dtodd, a t. bye por ‘ a“ 
The Committee on the Territories was called. \ resolution to refer to the Court of ¢ { ill j 
Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committ teport No. 333 
on the Territories, I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill \ bill (H. R. 2953 } 
(H. R. 249) to regulate mines and mining in the Indian Territory. | of Peter K: decea 0 ( 
The bill was read, as follows: 334 
’ Be it enacted, etc.. That the general laws of the State of Missouri in forcs A rest ution to ' Of ‘ ‘ 
3 the close of the Thirty-fifth General Assembly of the State of uri, as p KR VO ° 
lished in A. D. 1889, in the volume known asthe Revised Stat ‘sof the State R WILSO f Mi { ( > 
of Missouri, 1889, which are not locally inapplicable or in conflict with an) ‘ TP 9n = th P 
law of Congress, entitled “‘ Mines and mining; safety and inspection of mines = bs RU danas SO POMEEOE - hn te. Crawl " . 
chapter 115, are hereby extended over and put in force in the Indian Territory | ©. A. Crawlord, soldier in ¢ ar of 1836 Report No. 33 
until Congress shall otherwise provide. 4 bill (H. R. 2496 anting a nsi to Sts I? 
Src. 2. That wherever in said laws of Missouri the word‘ State” or t) eC ais = oe al 
words “State of Missouri” are used, the word “Territory” or the words | **7° 7?'r/) 
‘Indian Territory ’’ may be substituted therefor; and where the word * gov A bill (H. R. 3123) to pension An J. Jones fo 
ernor” or the words “court” or “circuit court" are used, the words “Secre- | the Indian wars. (Report No. 338. 
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tary of the Interior” or “the court of the United States of the judicial dis- | A bill (H.R. 448 Pr 
trict having jurisdiction” may be res o . R. 4488) granting ap 


. 339.) 


ctively substituted. Wherethe word | 


“county” is used it shall be construed to embrace the territory within the ' port No 
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By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War | 


Ciaims: 
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A bill (H. R. 3228) to authorize the Court of Claims to hear | 


and determine the claim of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, ete. 
(Report No. 340. 

A bill (H. R. 1239) for the relief of the Mobile and Girard Rail- 
road Company. (Report No. 341. 

\ bill (H. R. 668) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the case of Augustus P. Burditt. (Report No. 342.) 

\ bill (H. R. 1182) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley. (Report 
No. 343.) 


A bill (H. R. 1790) for the relief of the legal representatives 


and devisees of James W.Schaumbarg. (Report No. 344.) 
By Mr. COBB of Missouri, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 3558. 
(Report No. 345. 


A resolution to refer tothe Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4356. | 


(Report No. 346. 

By Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, with 
amendment: A bill (H. R. 5133) to authorize the Marinette and 
Western Railroad Company to construct a railroad through Me- 
nominee Reservation, in the State of Wisconsin. (Report No. 


347. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIIT, an adverse report was delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: A bill (H. R. 3211) for the relief of Rev. M. M. 
Travis. (Report No. 348.) 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


FEBRUARY 15, 


to the assistant commissioners to the industrial exhibition held 
at Melbourne, in Australia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JOLLEY: A bill (H. R. 5991) to fix the pay and allow- 
ances of the veterinarians of the Army of the United States—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5992) authorizing distinguished marksmen 
of the Army and officers of the Navy to wear the badges or med- 
als worn by them upon all occasions of ceremony or whenever 
they appear in full-dress uniform—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5993) directing the Secretary of War to 
loan to certain educational institutions at which an officer of the 


| Army is acting as professor of military science certain Govern- 


ment property—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill(H. R. 5994) toadmit the Cherokee, Creek, 
Seminole, Choctaw, and Chickasaw Nations of Indians, known as 
the five civilized tribes, as a separate State into the Union upon 
equal footing with the other States—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5995) appropriating $200,000 for the improve- 
ment of White River, in Arkansas—to the Committee on Rivers 


| and Harbors. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5996) regulating the manner of taking evi- 
dence in pension cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 5997) to amend section 2 of an 


| act approved May 14, 1880, being an act for the relief of settlers 


on public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 5998) to amend paragraph 
725 of an actentitled ‘‘An act to reduce the revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes ”—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: A bill H. R. 5999) for the ap- 


| pointment of a corps of superintendents of construction and re- 


pairs of public buildings under the direction of the Secretary of 


| the Treasury—tothe Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 


of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and | 


referred as follows: 

By Mr. MITCHELL: A bill (H. R. 5975) to amend section 4956 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to copy- 
rights—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 5976) establishing a steam 
fog whistle at Sheboygan, Wis:—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R.5977) providing for the prompt 
supply of all public documents to the designated depositories of 
documents—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: A bill (H. R. 5978) to extend the time 
for making assessments of real estate, ete.—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5979) regulating the man- 
ner and limitation of tree culture—to the Committee on the Pub- 

Cc Lands. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN; A bill (H. R. 5980) to amend the judiciary 
acts of 1875 and 1887 as to the jurisdiction upon diverse citizen- 
ship and concerning corporations, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 5981) providing for a life- 
saving station at or near the harbor at Port Washington, in 
Wisconsin, and for life-saving crews, ete.—to the Committee on 


Commere 


By Mr. KEM: A bill (H. R. 5982) donating 20 acres of land | 


from Fort Sidney military 
< 


eservation to the city of Sidney, 
.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
y Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 5983) to reduce the lifetime ofa 
patent to seven years—to the Committee on Patents. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 5984) prohibiting the use of railroad and 


} 
m 
i> 


other passes and of telegraph franks by members of Congress and 
idiciary of the United States, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 5985) authorizing the leasing of 
a portion of allotments in severalty to Indians upon certain con- 
ditions therein contained—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. COMPTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 5986) to pro- 
de for the extension of letters patent for an improvement in 


insulating submarine cables—to the Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H.R. 5987) to repeal so much of seetion 
3915, Revised Statutes of the United States,as permits the Posi- 
master-General to have return requests printed on envelopes—to 


! ittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 5988) to enlarge the ship room 
and increase the comforts of immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

jy Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5989) to authorize contest 


against swamp land selections—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 


Department. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 6000) to repeal the act of 1882 
extending the corporate existence of national banks—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6001) to amend section 1 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase of silver bul- 
lion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved July 14,°1890—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weizhts, and Measures. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 6002) to make the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries an officer of the Department of Agricul- 
ture, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6003) to provide for the issue of fractional 
curreney—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6004) to provide for the im- 
portation and maintenance of thoroug hbred Angora goats—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 6005) to place binding twine on 
the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 6006) to admit free of duty 
bagging for cotton, machinery for manufacturing bagging, cotton 
ties, and cotton gins—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 6007) to place wool on the 
free list and to reduce the duties on woolen vo0ds—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6008) for the benefit of offi- 
cers of the United States Revenue Cutter Service—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 6009) to declare the duties, en- 
foree the obligations, and regulate the service of railroad com- 
panies as carriers of interstate commerce, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MCKEIGHAN: A bill (H. R. 6010) to provide a posta 
fractional currency, and for other purposes—to the Committee or 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 6011) fixing the salary o} 
the warden of the United States jail in the District of Colum- 
bia and the number of the employés and compensation for each 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HATCH (by request): A bill (H. R. 6012) imposing 
special taxes on contracts for future delivery of farm products and 
on dealers therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: A bill (H. R. 6013) to amend the laws 
relating to land titles in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6014) to regu- 
late the pensions of soldiers who never engaged in battle and 


| who never incurred any disability in the service—to the Com- 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5990) authorizing additional compensation ' 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 6069) creating an additional land | 


district in the State of Montana—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: aR: Res. 85) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to make a survey, plan, and estimate of the 
cost of constructing a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Po- 
tomac River, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Calling on the Postmaster-General for infor- 
mation in regard to foreign mail service—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: Resolution requesting certain informa- 
tion from the Committee on Mines and Mining, concerning the 
effect on mining industries of the United States of the tariff laws 
now in force—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, resoiution requesting certain information from Commit- 
tee on Labor concerning wages of employés engaged in the min- 
ing industries of the United States—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Memorial of the General As- 
sembly of Iowa favoring H. R. 2699—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. WISE: Memorial of the General Assembly of Virginia 
in relation to jurisdiction of Interstate Commerce Commission- 
ers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 6015) for the relief of the own- 
ers and crew of the Hawaiian bark Arctie—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 6016) for the relief of Henry 
S. Wishart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 6017) for the relief of Ole T. 
Nystel—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 6018) for the relief of Wells C. 
McCool—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 6019) to in- 
crease the pension of George R. Shebbeard—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: A bill (H. R. 6020) to amend the militar, 
record of Dan S. Place, first lieutenant Eighteenth Indiana Vo! 
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 6021) to increase the pension 
of John Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid,Pensions 

By Mr. BUNN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6022) for the relief 
of Anna S. Rawls, of Durham, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 6023) for the relief of Eliz- 
abeth T. Boyd and Joel S. ghee of Alabama—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRETZ: A bill (H. R. 6024) for the relief of William 
H. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6025) for the relief of James 
E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 6026) granting a pension to 

setsy Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6027) for 
the relief of Mary E. Huestis, widow and executrix of David 
Huestis, deceased—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 6028) to pension F. A. Trade- 
well—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: A bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Leon 
J. F. Laroze—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRIES: A bill (H. R. 6030) granting a pension to 
French W. Thornhill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 6031) for the relief of Luther 
Herrick, late first lieutenant Company F, Ninth Regiment New 
York Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6032) to provide for the payment to Moses 
-aquette of his distributive share of the Winnebago Indian fund, 
he being a member of the Winnebago tribe of Indians—to the 

Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6033) for the 
relief of Quine y McNeil—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRIES: A bill (H. R. 6034) for the relief of John 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Succlens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6035) for the relief of George G. Weilder 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 6036) for the relief of Louis L. 
Williams—to the Committee on Cale. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 6037) for the application of the 
accretionsof the Caracas awards of 1868 to the new awards made 
in 1889-’90—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. JOLLEY: A bill (H. R. 6038) for the relief of Jona- 
than Kimball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 6039) granting a pension to Henry 
Sisson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H.R. 6040) granting a pension to 
George T. Nickell 7 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 6041) for the relief of J. D. 
Golden ote Ceuatinen on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWSON of Virginia: A bill (H.R. 6042) for the relief 
of John R. Hathaway—to the Committee o i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6043) for the r f of e legal 
tive of Leopold C. P. Cowper, deceased—to the Co 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6044) for the relief of the trustees of the 
folk Academy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6045) granting a pension to 
Susan E. De Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 6046) for th: 
of the Importing and Exporting Company of the State of Ge 
via—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. KR. 6047) for the relief of William 
Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6048) to increase the i of 
Frederick Proctor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. MCRAE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6049) t os crease 
the pension of W. C. Stone—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 6059) granting a pension to 
Samuel Burns—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R.6051) to provide for the pay- 
ment of a bounty to District of Columbia volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCGANN: A bill (H. R. 6052) to release Thomas Dunne 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6063) for the 
relief of Hugh Harkins, captain Company G, Third Regiment 





Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteers—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bfll (H. R. 6054) to provide for 
pointment of an Ohio River commission for the improvement of 
said river from Pittsburg to Cairo—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 6055) for the relief of Mrs. Si 
donie de la Houssaye, of Franklin, St. Marys Parish, La.—to thé 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6056) for the relief of the heirs of Lesant 
Guidry, deceased, late of La Fayette Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

iy Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 6057 rranting a pe nsion to 
Hannah Boone. ete.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6058) for the relief of James R. Cleaver, 
Ashland, Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNOW: A bill (H. R. 6059) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas M. Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 
sions 

By Mr. STEWART of Pensylvania: A bill (H.R. 6060) for the 
relief of James Garrett Sadler—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6061) for the relief of Maurice O'Conner, iate 
of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6062) for the relief of John L. Hawkins. 


Lue ap- 


ol 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6063) for the relief of Richard M. A. Fe 
wick, late of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6064) for the ef 
of Cordelia A. Ritchie—to the Committee on War Claims 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6065) for the relief of C. J. MeCo oO 


the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WINN: A bill (H. R. 6066) for the relief of St 
Honeycutt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: A bill (H. R. 6067) to increase the pe nsion 
of Charles D. Ashton—to the Committee on Invalid Ps — 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6068) to increase the pension of James H. 
Devine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


} 7 
ephen si. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
= were laid on the Clerk’s des k and referred as follows 

vy Mr. ATKINSON: Petition of 125 citizens of Union Co 

on of 150 other citizens, and of 100 other citizens, for the 


4 
invy 


free 


delivery of mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also petition of 50 citizensof Franklin County, protesting agair 
opening the World’ s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committ 
the Columbian Exposition. 

sy Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of J. Holmes Wilson and 


eon 


A 





1166 CO 





ot 3 of N Township, Cumberland County, Pa., in favor 
of 4 live y of mails in countr; districts tothe Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roa 
M BRE KINRIDGE of Kent cy: Petition of Hath 
a and 39 others of Marietta, Ohio, for the passage of Hous 
bi 13, to juire pers who make ther re lence on boats on 
l : t Unit Sta tain a license, and 
fo the Com e ¢ state < Foreign 
( ‘ 
yi Lia i ) i A a . Vi« Vial a 
oO f isiol ( Invalid Pensk 
M BUSEY: Px of 21 « of Cat , Verm ) 
( tv, ] al f 40 Vai I . ), for free delivery 
al ! ( ttee } Post-Office and 
Pi R 
Mr. ] Peti of ¢ s Vor and 46 oth 
o! liana , in of the passa of Ho ill 18 
te Cr Ways Mea 
Mr. | Petition of citi 3; of Nebraska, favoring : 
los of $ OOO fe } Expositi ipon conditions—to th 
mo ct ( mittee on LA imbia Exposition 
i Mr. CAINI Pe of 35 citizer of Burch Creek and 
4 } I rash ( [ as x for free « vary of 
mi 1 ry ( ( on the Post-Ofn 
and Post-Roads 
By Mr. CAPEHART: Papers to a y | se bill 5958 
to l Com te on Invalid Ps 
By Mr. CARUTH: Resolutions of t eneral council of th 
city of Louisville, praying that a pension be gra 1 John J.7 
ley—to t Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. GHIPMAN: Paper to accompany a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Betsey Cole—to the Committ 1 Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. COOPER: Papers >-envmeunee House bill 965, filed 


qQ co - > . ecoiuwi)) 4 
1892, in yf Bargersvil to 


f John Davis, « 





Also, } s of Charles Reep to accompany House bill 2906 O 

the Com on Milita Affairs. 

30, papers of Henry Lanham to accompany House bill 956 
t Cr ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, pa of Joseph Greene, of Danville, Ind., to remove the 
charge of deserti« to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COVERT: Pet nm of August Dej jon and others, 
asking that used and unused postage stamps may bi > placed upon 
tl ree li to the Committe on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Me tition of citizens of Rockland, Mains 


for survey of Rocklar Harbor with a view of deepening thi 


same—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. DOAN: Papers and documents to accompany bill in 
t case of Winfield S. Barnett, to remove the charge of deser- 


on Pensions. 


Petition of citizens of 


tir to the Committee 


Ir. DOCKERY: Clay County, Mo., 


asking that the free-delivery system be extended to country dis- 
tr to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of certain citizens of Chicago 
in printing and publishing relative tocertain changes in spelling 
the English language—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. EPES: Petition of re ag Church, Nottoway 
County, to the Congress of the United States for compensation 
for use and destruction of church property after the surrender at 


App mi ittox—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of C. L.Comstock, of Company E 
One hundred and twenty-third Regiment of Illinois Volunteers 
to accompany Ho ise bill 4688 for relief—to the Committee 


on 


Military Affair 

By Mr. GORMAN: Memorial of the faculty of the Univers 
of Michigan, asking that the new Naval Observatory be placed un- 
der the direction of an accomplished and practic al astronomer— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs 


I> ARTER by req\ Petition of citizens of Ohio, in 
favor of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


petition of citizens of Ohio, for sundry reforms of mat- 


< 
the Post-Office 


est 


to the Committee on 


id others, urging the passage 








‘ ‘ 1 bill » the Cr »on Agricult 
I [ERMANN: Ps citizens of Oregon, asking 
{ ‘ | delivery be « nded to country places—to the 
Cx ‘ I Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
of citizens of Oregon, for free delivery of mails 
in to : Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
R 
By Mr. HOUK of Ohio: Petition of 70 citizens of Ohio, in favor 
of the < | of Mr. HatTcH—to the Committee on Agri- 
Cl i 
0, p of 73 « s of Warren County, Ohio, in favor 


ttee on Agrici 


lture. 
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JOLLEY: 
of Meade Count 
ill to the ¢ 
ition 


Mr. 
and 
1 op ion b 


Also, pet 


f Yar 
meress to pass the 
Agriculture. 

izens of Y aalchon County, asking Congress 


nkton C ounty, S. 
Butter- 


citize ns Ol 


king C 


itte . 


Petition of 
¥) as 
Ommil 


Dak.. 


sy¢) 
rorti 


- on 


of ¢ 





to pass the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
tu 
\lso, petition and remonstrance of citizens of South Dakota, 
against any grant or lease of money to the Columbian Exposition 
niles nder the condition that the Fair shall not be opened on 
Sunday—to the Sk ( ec | he Columbian Exposition. 
»y Mr. JONES: Petition asking an appropriation to remove 
1e sandbar at the mouth of Milford Haven—to the Committee 





on Rivers and Harbors. 
. LODGE: Petition of Fall Rive 


By Mi against the 


iep iving the Secretary of War of the po >to change ex- 
isting bridges—to the Committ m Interstate and Foreign 
Comme} 


SIGHAN: Petitio1 ‘urnas County, 





Neb praying for free delivery of mail—to the Committee on 
Post-Offic ) and Rost-Roads. 
By Mr. McCL sAN: Affidavits of Drs. J. A. Clevenger, T. 
C. Sargeant, and oe erick B. Wood, to accompany House bill 
33, granting a pension to F. B. Wood—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
3 MONTGOMERY: Petition of John S. Garvin, a Mexi- 
soldier, for increase of pension—to the Committee on Pen- 


* O'DONNELL: Petition of Margaret Hanly,for pension 

*month—to the Commi be Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr.¢ IRRALL: Petition of J.B. Watkins and 21 others, 
of Powhatan County, Va.; of H. W. Carter and 22 others, of Scott 
County; of J. L. Lindenwood and 13 oth« rs, of Wythe County,Va., 
James Suther 10 others, for free delivery of mails 
ommittee the Post-Office and 


ntry 
Ltry 


++ 
LLee 


land and 
to the 


and of 
in col 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POST: Petition H. E. 
ria County, Ill., favoring the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. E. Fahnsto 


districts on 


of Peo- 
to the 


Fahnstock and 13 others, 
passage of the option bill 


1 14others, of said county, 


favoring the passage of the bill known as the Conger land bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 


ees ty of Christian En- 
‘losing, prohibition of 
to the Select 


Also, petition of the Young People’s 
deavor of Knoxville, Il., for Sunday 

,and pure art at the Columbian Exposition- 
Committee on the Columbian Ex) ositi yn. 

By Mr. SANFORD: Petitions 
Fulton County, N. Y., asking for 
tion by the Fifty-second Co1 ngress prov iding 

thedTnited States mails in country 
on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania: Memorial praying for 

tmbu ‘sement for the expenses of the Pennsylvania State Ag- 
rie tural Society in holding the International Sheep and Wool 


liquors 


Johns- 
legisla- 
» delivery 
‘ommittee 


50 citizens of 
the enactment of 
rfor the fre 
to the ¢ 





Lown, 


districts 


Show 1 IS8O—to the Con umittee on Agri 1c ulture. 
alex, petition and claim of Marrion Fenwick, late of the Mex- 
ican war—to ‘he Committee on Pensions. 


Petition of 
the 


By Mr. STEWART of Texa 
Texas, asking the passage of 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Newton County, 
passage of a law preventing dealing in futures 
on Agriculture. - 

By Mr. STORER: Petition praying for the relief of Dr. 
Johnson, assistant surgeon, United States Army 

ittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: Resolution of the 
Fort Smith, Ark., indorsing the 
convention in favor of the improvement of the Missouri and the 
Mississippi Rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Resolutions of the Denver Real Estate 
and Stock Exchange of Denver, Colo., in favor of ceding the arid 
lands to the States—to the Select Committee Irrigation of 
Arid Lands in the United States. 

By Mr. WAR — K: Petit 
Medina Cx ers Se 


sundry citizens of 
compound-lard bill—to the 


praying for the 
to the Committee 


W.A 
—to the Com- 


Chamber of Commerce of 
resolution of the Kansas City 


on 


of Westfield Town- 
for free delivery of mail in country 


ion of citizens 


Snip, 


districts to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. WILI COX: Petition of citizens of Madison County, 
= or passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Ag- 


ilture. 

“Also, perene citizens of same county, for the passag« 
Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition and claim of 
Mixon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of citizens of we arren County, Pa., 
for f ree delivery of mails in country district to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 


of the 


William 
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SENATE. 
TuESDAY, February 16, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of JOHN 
SHERMAN, chosen by the Legislature of Ohio a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1893; which were read, 
and ordered to be filed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com- 
munication from the chief of the division of stationery, printing, 
and blanks of that Department, stating that the Public Printer 
has informed the Department that the Treasury allotment of 
$285,000 for printing and binding for the current fiscal year is 
exhausted, estimating that it will require the additional sum of 
$100,000 for that service for the remainder of the fiscal year, and 
recommending that an appropriation of that amount be included 
in the urgent deficiency bill; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, with a favorable recommendation, 
a letter from the Acting Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, 
submitting a draft of a bill to authorize the administration of | 
oaths by certain civil and military officers of the United States; | 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BLODGETT presented petitions collected by the National | 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 50 citizens of 
New Jersey, and petitions collected by the National Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, signed by 133 citizens of New Jer- | 
sey, praying that no exposition or exhibition for which appro- | 
priations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Se- | 
lect). 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of Forest Grange, No. | 
29, Patrons of Husbandry, of Jefferson County, W. Va., praying 
for the passage of the pure-food bill now pending in the Senate; | 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present a petition, signed by B. F. Eshle- 
man and 31 other citizens of New Orleans, La., praying that the 
present postal law which provides for third and fourth class mail 
matter may be changed so as to consolidate both classes into one, 
to be designated as the third class, and that the rate of postage | 
be fixed at 1 cent for 2 I also present asimilar petition, | 


2 ounces. 
signed by J. L. Lyons & Co. and 40 other citizens and firms of | 
New Orleans, La., making the same prayer. I will state that I 
resent these petitions at the request of the junior Senator from 
ouisiana[Mr. WHITE], who was unexpectedly called from the | 
city yesterday. I move that the petitions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORDON presented a resolution adopted by the Savannah 
Cotton Exchange, indorsing the action of the convention held at 
Kansas City, Mo., December 15 and 16, 1891, in reference to the 
improvement of the Missouri River; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Board of Trade, of Or- | 
egon City, Oregon, praying that increased appropriations be 
made for the improvement of the Columbia River and other riv- | 
ers of Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the State Beet Sugar | 
Convention of Nebraska, praying thatan appropriation of $50,000 | 
be made for the establishment of asugar school at Lincoln, Nebr.: 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Tampa, 
Fla., praying that an appropriation be made for maintaining the 


i 





special fast railway mail service between New York and Florida; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Nebraska, 
’atrons of Husbandry, praying for the prompt passage of the 
pending pure-food bill, or some similar measure, to protect the 
people against the adulteration of food and drugs; which was | 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Ministerial Union of | 
Topeka, Kans., praying for the prohibition of the liquor traffic ' 
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| lumbia, to whom was referred the bill 











in the national capital; us 1 to the Co { ) 
Education and Labor. 
Mr. WILSON presented a petition of 21 « 
County, Iowa, praying for the passa at j mmonly | 
as the Conger lard bill: hich 1 ( im 
| Agriculture and Forestry. , 
He also present dam 1 la ) 1 5 Ke ( 
Utah, remonstrating against passa Ci 
ner-Caine and Teller bills in refere to the T y of I 
which was referred to the Comn ee on Te ‘ 
Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Cha oO 
of Port Townsend, Wash., praying that suitable appropriation 
made for the completion of the custon ildine at that pla 
accordance with the original designs of the Supervising A 
tect of the Treasury Department; which was referred to the Com- 
ittee on Publie Buildings and G 
He also presented a resolution passe at | l ting of 
the Thurston County (Wash.) Farmers’ Alliance, held at Tum- 
water, Wash., favoring the free delivery of mail in rural district 
and the extension of the money-order system to all fourth-class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 
Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of York 
County, Nebr., praying for the passage of what is known as the 


Butterworth option bill; which was referred to the 
on the Judiciary. 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of mgregation of 


h of Salineville, Ohio, praying fo 


the United Presbyterian Church of Salin« 


ommittee 


the « 


the passage of legislation looking to the closing of the World 
Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of 45 citizens of Carroll County 
Ohio, praying for the passage of what is commonly known as th 
option bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


clary. 
* He also presented a petition of Farmers’ Grange, No. 18, Patron 
of Husbandry, of Wayneville, Ohio, praying for the passage 
the measure known as the antioption bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 
praying that no exposition where United States funds ar 


oO 


28 citizens of Johnston, Ohi 


pended be opened on Sunday; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

le also presented a petition of 42 citizens of Carroll Count; 
Ohio, praying for the passage of what is commonly known as the 


Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH pres d a memorial 
and members of the congregation of the Gurley 
byterian Church of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against 
the proposed repeal of the act prohibiting the sale of liquor with 
in one mile of the Soldiers’ Home groun referred 
to the Committee on the 


‘inte of the officer 


Pres 


Memorial 





is; which was 
District of Columbia. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VANCE. The bill (S. 144) providing an income tax to 
pay pensions and the salaries of retired offic was referred t 
the Committee on Finance. I.am instructed by that committe: 
to report it back adversely and to move its indefinite postpon 


“rs 


ment on the ground that itis a revenue bill and should orig 
nate elsewhere. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 


5S. 741) to incorporate tl 





Eclectic Medical Society of the District of Columbia, reported 
vith an amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to wh 
was referred the bill (S. 574) to change the boundaries of 1 

| Uncompahgre Reservation, reported it with an amendment, ar 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on J 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1548) to extend t 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United Stat } 
same is defined in section 709 of the R 1 Statutes o 
United States, to include the judements 1 decrees of th 
highest courts of the Cherokee, Creek, S “ ‘taw, and 
Chickasaw tribes of Indians, respecti , to t it th 
amendment. Within afew days [ sh: ask pel on to p 
sent a written report thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The} ( 
endar. 

WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY 

Mr. McMILLAN. From the Committee on the Di 1 
Columbia I report favorably, with an amendment, the: 
submitted by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor 


ing the Commissioners of the District of 
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Senate in regard to the pavement of B street, between Seventh 
and Ninth streets NW., in front of the Center Market. I ask for 
the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. I have not risen for the purpose of making any 
— to that report. It is a subject-matter which to those 
of us who have been here some time itis not new; it hasall been 
under investigation. I rose simply to ask to have read at the 
desk the answer of the market company to this proposition, that 
it may appear in connection with the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. MORGAN 
on the 10th instant, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
are hereby directed to inform the Senate under what authority and under 
what appropriation B street, between Seventh and Ninth streets NW., in 
front of the Center Market, has been paved 20 feet out from the footwalk on 
each side, while the rest of the carriageway is left as heretofore. Also, under 
what authority of law the Washington Market Company has been allowed 
to obstruct the footwalks of said B street, in front of said market house, by 
the erection of an elevator, a stairway, and an eating house thereon, and the 
width of said footwalks and the number of feet said obstructions are ex- 
tended out from the building line, with the amount of rental received per 
month by said market company for said eating house. 

Also, under what law the said market company is allowed to space off and 
rent out the footwalks on B and Ninth streets, around the Center Market, to 
farmers and others, and what is the total amount received annually by said 
market company for rent of said spaces, and what disposition is made of the 
money. 

Also, if the corporation attorney for the District of Columbia, or his assist- 
ant, has given an opinion adverse to the right of said market company to 
jurisdiction over the footwalks outside of its walls, or to collect rents for 
— use thereof; and, if so, what action, if any, has been taken upon said opin- 
on. 

Also, the amount of franchise rental paid to the District of Columbia by 
said market company for the year ending June 30, 1891; whether said fran- 
chise rental has been reduced, which was fixed in amount and set aside by 
act of Congress for the benefit of the poor of Washington; and, if so, how 
much, and for what reason or reasons. 

Also that said Commissioners furnish a statement showing the assessed 
value of the land and improvements of the Washington Market Company 
under the assessment recently made. 

And also, a statement of the rental paid said market company for the Dis- 
trict militia armory during the year ending June 30, 1891, and the amount 
paid said market company by farmers and others for the use of footwalks 
covering the same ene stated separately, with the total of said amounts, 
and whether they do not amount to more than the franchise rental received 
from said company for the benefit of the poor during the same period. 

Also under what law or permit the Washington Market Company has been 
granted permission to erect a bridge leading from Pennsylvania avenue on 
the line of Eighth street to said market, with the number of square feet of 
land occupied by said bridge, its market value, and what rental is paid for 
the use of the same, and if said bridge was not erected for the purpose of giv- 
ing access to certain rooms over said market building, to enable said market 
company to rent said upper rooms tothe District government for an armory, 
and if the amount of rental paid for said upper rooms does not amount to 
more than the entire rental paid for all the other District buildings that are 
used for executive or clerical purposes. " 

Also, a statement showing under what law said market company is allowed 
to hold possession of the two squares of ground bounded by Tenth and Twelfth 
streets, B street, and Ohio and Louisiana avenues, given by act of Congress 
to the city of Washington for a wholesale market; the present assessed value 
of said squares; what rental said market company receives for them, and 
what proportion of said rentals, if any, is paid over to the District of Colum- 
bia; and why farmers are not required to sell their produce on said squares, 
aS required by act of Congress approved May 20, 1870, instead of selling said 
produce on the public streets, in violation of law, and to the great obstruc- 
tion thereof 

Also, the date of the establishment of a cold storage and ice plant by said 
market company, and the extra quantity of water used in consequence 
thereof, with the date that water meters Were put on to measure water used 
by said company, and if there was any increase in the water rents charged 
against said company in consequence of the extra water used by said plants 
up to the time meters were put on, and if there was no increase in said water 
rents the reason why said market company has not been required to pay its 
just proportion of water rents as private cltizens are required to pay. 

Also, if said market company is in arrears for special assessment or other 
taxes, and if so, to what amount, how long such taxes have been due, and 
why they have not been collected. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 13, on the third pa 
add the following: 

And why private parties are allowed to sell produce on the sidewalks of 
Louisiana avenue and B street between said squares and Ninth street? 

Mr. DAWES. Now I ask that the answer of the market com- 
pany may be read. I shall offer no opposition to the passage of 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The CHTEF CLERK read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY, 
CENTER MARKET, SEVENTH STREET WING, 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1892. 
Sir: The Officers of the Washington Market Company have noticed the 


re 
Be, 


reference by the Senate to your committee of a resolution making sundry | 


inquiries of the District Commissioners concerning the affairs of the com- 
pany, and they direct me to write you that they have no objection to the pas- 
sage of the resolution. They recognize, however, in the movement another 
of those acts of hostility to the company which were frequent during the first 
years of its existence, and which were all successfully met and shown to be 
without just foundation 
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The subjects mentioned for the first time in the resolution are without im- 
portance. but all the others have been fully investigated at different times. 
‘The attention of the committee is called tothe following reports and papers: 

i. No. 5, committee reports, house of delegates, first session of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the District of Columbia by the committee on laws and 
judiciary. 

2. Senate Report, No. 449, of the first session of the Forty-third Congress, 
June 13, 1874, by Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3. Memorial to Congress of the st6éckholders and officers of the Washing- 
ton Market Company, January 16, 1875. 

4. House of Representatives Report, No. 277, at the second session of the 
Forty-third Congress, March 3, 1875, by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5. House of Representatives Report, No. 139, second session of the Forty- 
third Congress, by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6. Senate Report, No. 661, second session, Forty-third Congtess, February 
17, 1875, by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There was also an investigation during the session of 1870-1871, by the 
House Committee on Appropriations, but no written report was made. It 
is needless to notice any of the frequently offered resolutions in the Hous 
of Representatives touching the affairs of the company, except the one 0 
December 4, 1877, Which instructed the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia to inquire into five alleged breaches of its charter by the market com- 
pany, and gave it power to send for persons and papers. The evidence col- 
lected by said committee was transmitted to the Senate to accompany act, 
H. R. 4426, and was printed in 1878 by order of the Senate for use of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Various questions a to the rights, duties, and proceedings of the 
company, especially that of the legality of the reduction of the original rental 
to be paid by the company, in consideration of the transfer by thé company 
to the District of the most valuable front land on Pennsylvania and Louisi- 
ana avenues to be used for the erection of a District building thereon, have 
been considered by the courts of the District and, on appeal, by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and in every case the final decision of the latter 
court has fully justified the company. (See Dist~ict of Columbia vs. The 
Washington Market Company, 108 U. S. Rep. ; Hoffman vs. The Washington 
Market Company, No. 38, October term, 1879.) . As to the inquiry relating to 
the squares known as the wholesale market grounds, granted for that pur- 
pose by Congress, in the sixteenth section of the market company’s charter, 
all questions at issue between the District of Columbia and the market com- 
pany are now before the courts upon an amicable equity suit, which ought 
to satisfy fair-minded citizens, at least until a decision is reached by thé 
courts. 

The company will gladly give to the District Commissioners and to the 
committee all the information in its possession on the subjects covered by 
the resolution of inquiry. 

Respectfully, 
N. G. ORDWAY, 
President of the Washington Market Company. 

Hon. JAMES MCMILLAN, 

Chairman of the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

POTTAWATOMIE INDIAN AGREEMENT. 

Mr. DAWES. From the Committee on Indian Affairs I re- 
port favorably, with a verbal amendment, a resolution relative 
to the Pottawatomie Indian agreement, and as time is of great 
importance, I ask that it may be considered now, if there be no 
objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution, submitted by Mr. PERKINS on the Ist instant, 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the United States Senate, etc., That whereas the provisions of the 
articles of agreement by and between the United Statesand tne Citizen band 
of Pottawatomie Indians residing in Oklahoma Territory and elsewhere, 
ratified by Congress March 3, 1891, require that large sums of money be paid 
to them in said tract of country, which is construed to mean said Territory 
of Oklahoma; and whereas many members of said band of Indians reside in 
Kansas, who through age, poverty, and sickness suffer great hardships by be- 
ing compelled to go to said Territory to receive their payments: Therefore, 

Resolved, That article 4 of said agreement be, and the same is hereby, con- 
strued so as to authorize and direct the proper officers of the Department of 
the Interior to make the payments as they fall due to the members of said 
band residing in Kansas at some point in their original reservation in said 
State as will accommodate the greatest number of said Indians. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee 
on Indan Affairs will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the fourth line strike out the word 
‘‘and” and in lieu thereof insert ‘‘ the Secretary of the Interior 
in his discretion to;” so as to read: 

That article 4 of said agreement be, and the same is hereby, construed so 
as to authorize the Secretary of the Interior in his discretion to direct the 
proper officers, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out the words making it a 
simple Senate resolution and to insert the ordinary words which 
are prefixed to a joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That change will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

The resolution as amended was changed to a joint resolution 
(S. R. 49) construing article 4 of the agreement with the Citizen 
band of Pottawatomie Indians in Oklahoma Territory and else- 
where. 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
garded as having been read twice, and it is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to be 


' engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to give notice that when the hour 
of 2 o’clock arrives to-day and after the pending measure is taken 
up I shall ask that that measure be laid aside temporarily and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the contested 
case of Clagett vs. Dubois, from Idaho. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I shall ask at 2 o’clock that the pure-food 
bill be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. With the understanding that temporarily | 
shall yield for the purpose suggested by the Senator from Ore- 
yon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. I shall ask that the regular 
order be laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. HALE. I will state tothe Senator from Oregon that there 
is an appropriation bill which will come up after the morning 
business, and that we shall proceed with, I hope, until it is com- 
pleted. I do not expect that it will take much time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. We shall probably get through with the 
appropriation bill by 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. Wewill get through with it by 2 o’clock, I think. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2231) to release 
certain church property in the District of Columbia from arrears 
of taxation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2232) to provide more fre- 
quent payments to the enlisted men of the Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2233) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Dredge; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2234) in relation to special assess- 
ments for local improvements in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2235) for the relief of Sam- 
uel Feagins and others, of Tennessee; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr.SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2236) granting a pension to 
James D. Thurston; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2237) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Thomas L. Young; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2238) to provide an 
all-night street-car service for the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on th: 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2239) to provide 
for the partition to those members of any Indian tribe who are 
persons having less than one-half Indian blood, and able to read 
and write intelligently, or who have completed the course of 
education in any school or college prescribed or used by the 
Government for the education of Indians, such persons being 
over the age of 21 years, and desiring to become citizens of the 
United States, their pro rata share in value of the tribal lands 
and other property, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2240) to extend the 
jurisdiction of courts in Oklahoma Territory over certain classes 
of crimes, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. , 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 2241) for the relief of 
Mary H. Noonan, of Jersey City, N. J., for the payment of her 
claim for rent and occupation of property in the city of New Or- 
ieans by the military forces of the United States, as reported by 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2242) increasing the pension 
of Azor A. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2243) for the relief of W. 
G. Piper, of Moscow, Idaho; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. , 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2244) for the relief of Thomas 
H. Christmas, administrator of James R. West, deceased, of 
Holmes County, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2245) to increase the | 


efficiency of the Inspector-General’s Department, and to provide 
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for the more thorough examination of accounts; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2246) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Henry C. Seaman; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 2247) to provide for the 
sule of navy-yard lands in the city of Brooklyn; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2248) to appropriate $18,484.57 for 
the completion and dedication of the monument commemorating 
the surrender of Burgoyne at Saratoga; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2249) for the appointment 
of a corps of superintendents of construction and repaurs of pub- 
lie buildings under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2250) toextend the time 
for adjudicating certain claims arising from Army or Navy serv- 
ice; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE submitted an amendment intended to ba 
proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which 


was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 





Resolved, That the report of the Chief of Engineers of the United States 
Army of the date of January 29, 1892, in respect to the completion of the tun 
nel in process of construction in the District of Columbia, be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, with instructions to inquire into the 
expediency of completing and testing said tunnel and of appropriating out 
of the sum already appropriated the sum of $20,000 for testing said tunnel 


HEIRS OF HON. JOSHUA HILL. 
Mr. GORDON submitted the following resolution: which wa 


referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 


and directed to pay to the legal heirs of Joshua Hill, late a Senator from the 
State of Georgia, the amount due him from the beginning of his term on the 
4th day of March, 1867, until the 29th day of July, 1868, the date from wi! ! 
was paid; said payment to be made from a special appropriation for t} 
tingent fund of the Senate 


EX-SENATOR H. R. REVELS 






Mr. GEORGE. I wish to introduce a resolution by request, 
and tostate that it seems to me to be one like that offered by the 
Senator from Georgia |[Mr. GORDON], to get some back pay by a 


former Senator. I offer the resolution and ask that it b 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be, and is hereby, authorized and directe¢ 
pay to Hon. H.R. Revels, late a Senator from Mississippi, # the am 
due him as Senator in the Fortieth Congress from the 4th of March, 1867, till 
he was paid, said payments to be made from the miscellaneous items of tI 
contingent fund of the Senate 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
tion of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 53899) making 
appropriations to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for 
the expenses of the Kleventh Census, and for other purposes, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the formal reading of the bill be di 
pensed with, and that it be proceeded with and considered as the 
amendments are reached in the reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That course will be pursued in the 
absence of objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 


The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations wa 
under the head of ** Eleventh Census,” on page 1, after line %, to 
insert: 

For the work of the division of farms, home ind mortgage #50000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of *‘Indian affair 
on page 2, line 8, before the word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘‘fift 


thousand five” and insert ‘‘forty-three thousand nine:” so a 
read: 
For subsistence of the Sioux, as per agreement ratified by tof 


approved February 28, 1877; being for the service of 
#143,914.17, or so much thereof as may be necessary 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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d i 2) 2 OK . v . . ° 
! LA ogical Garden. I think this is about as good a time as any 
3 acraad 4 to make the question whether 1t 1s right and just that the ex- ; 
. ‘ . . , . . . $ - . . é 
| , , ‘ i 11 tn enses OL ZO al Garden, the creature of the United States, : 
I Seanetins ' ' . LO gy as ch to the people of one State as another, cer- 
i ia iv . . . . . . , . 
Bertt 2 \ North D .. or such por tainly asmuchas tothe people of the District of Columbia, should 
i nece y, to be rveyed for allotment to the India e requir to be paid one-half by the people of the District. I 
rvat —_— ‘ the ’ . tw } + 7 - 424 ° . ae ‘ - ° 7 7 
re , : ; = yor een have no doubt it will be a somewhat expensive toy to the people 
< ’ : ( the Uni li States, Dut is ont, 1s just, to take from the 
‘ ’ ’ s acreed , ted I ans « the people oi the District of Columbia to pay 
g f hic ¢} y 
ta is. On pa after li ”). to il his 1 ; 
: [t isnot inany sense a part of the government of this District. 
EA ¥ DEPARTMENT ; re * +. : © UWachine o4 
ads — ai It is admitted on all hands that the city of Washington, a city 
‘ wat in, fiscal year 1892, $10,00 ; of 200,000 inhabitants, is totally unable to maintain a zoédlogical 
, n, Including fractional silvé yre carden. The city of London can do it, the city of Paris can do 
te! LY LO? £5 iW) TH he exnende ur er th . : +4. 4 . e 1. } 4 4 ¢ 
tion for this purpose f said ¢ lt, and some other cltles have undertaken the task, Dut MOSt O 
J ; é a made failure creat s of the world which 





ame! t acreed to aintain zodlogical gardens for the instruction and for the in- 



















































t as. o0 , 1. after e 4. st of the inhabi ts of the empire to which those cities be- 
TATION rge and wealthy; but to charge one-half of this 
an expense cons owing increasing— 
Z Pa f CL, 15 unjust Th mente ish this« li- 
ta t s OWN Managem Commissioners of the 
iortinn ear 18 $434: 1 nothing to do with Ve have an organized fore 
labor ; pose of maintaining and cari for it. I hope now 
‘ he Holt l at least take the gro it will not put this 
t “rae t] District of Columbia, upon the few people 
be borne by the people of the United States, where 
oy " | addition to their burden, while to the peo- 
trict it might be a very serious one before it goes 
Fl ' 
‘ , Does the S ator from Ohlo move to strike out 
] = the clause? 
t was agreed to Mr. SHERM 2 . move tostrike out som ates to th 
iment was, at the beginning of page 5, to insert: | District of Columbia paying one-half for th den. 
PARTMENT OF STATE Mr. HALE. The committee i porting has taken 
nee United States to be properly repres no ne w ground on the subject. 
rnational Art Exhibit » be held in Munich, in the Kingdom of The provision that is found at the end of the amendment which 
: @ 5 WO CELONee Se, Bam, ee obliges the District to pay half of the bills for the running of the 
reed to. Zodlogical Garden is the present law, the pres 
nt was, on page 5, after line 6, toinsert: | action in regard to that park was taken delibe 
5 fEN ; rIcr | Congress. [t was discussed most fully. 
Indian depredation claims, fis Mr.SHERMAN. This is a mere limitatio 
. tion bill. 
ee . Mr. HALE. Of course it can be 
, voy ee », alter line 10, to insert | so far as appropriations have b 
_— LABOR | did not pass sub silentio. I 
I ‘ I 41 agent le traveling on | the other branch « 
: Eo axnn ak canal “4 er ate as cision of C SS Was | . 
Senate ( te 1 Finaz the benefit of citizens of Washi or the b 
payers of Washingt and the ; $s, that I 
amendment was agreed to. should be asked of the General nment was that it should 
as, on page 5, after line 18, to insert: pay one-half 
} NAN AND } ATION | I suppos hase 
t in m of B ‘did of O nar na of this pro} 
I 892, 85,0 chase, and 
to. feature of 
is, On page od, after line 22, to insert: District. : : 
SENATE But I do not choose to go largely into that question now, only 
I nyestigations ordered by the Senate, includ- | saying to the Senate that the Committee on Appropriations has 
ir mittees, fiscal year 1892, $10,000 | simply followed in the line that was set for it in the last Con- 
‘he a tb was agreed to rress, and it is for the Senate to decide now. It is a question 
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ment I am notcertain, for one, but 


do not want to attempt to countervail wh: 
sentatives has done and the Senate h 


done, and raise a conilict upon it, 
that under present conditions it 1s 
asitis. Ifthe question 1s to come 


the District Committee or whatev: 
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* MORRILL. Mr. President 
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Mr. STEWART. I fully concur 
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the Senator from Ohio, and also with t! 
Senator from Vermont, that this 
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But I will suggest to them that thi 
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To raise this question now, wh 
both Houses of Congress, will de 
I think we had better let it pass 
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Mr. HALE. Ona general bill 1 

Mr.STEWART. Yes; thisisa 
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sage to dispose of this « stion. 
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from Ohio to move an amendment. 


Mr. PEFFER. I thought it wasa1 
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offer an amendment to another pai t 
Mr. BERRY. I should like to hear 
fered by the Senator from Ohio. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amen 
The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 17, 
it pr strike out 
One-h: SUI be p 
Colum! her } 1 the 7 
Mr. SHERMAN. In view of what |} 
at rom Nevada [Mr STEWART | 
passage of th bill, which I know is v 
i card t 
tii 
pre ut 
] ( ( 
ry 
co aerat whetner the ol 
out of the law before tl ( ar bill co 
Ul ~~ [ th ion It =e iL1S to ry T a 
S orta and ma 
may become one of the large charg: t 
the committee will ta that matt t 
termine once for all whether this is a 
people of this District. I withdraw 1 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thea 
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If not, thatorder is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
in ord 

The bill (S. 199) providing for the construction of a military 
storehouse and offices for army purposes at the Omaha military 
depot, Nebraska, and for other purposes,was announced as first in 
order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider the bill, which proposes to a roa $60,000 for 
the construction, under the direction of the Secretary of War 
of suitable buildings for a military storehouse and oflices at the 
military depot at Omaha, Nebr., the amount to be immediately 
available. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN R. BLANKENSHIP. 

The bill (S. 1342) for the relief of John R. Blankenship was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

[t provides for approving and confirming the homestead entry 
of Wallace Mefford, of lot numbered 1, of the northwest quarter 
of section numbered 30, in township 31 north, of range 9 west of 
the fifth principal meridian, in Texas County, Mo., as shown by 
final receiver’s receipt numbered 2476, on application numbered 
5912, issued by George H. Crum, rece ive r of the United States 
land office at lronton, Mo., on January 22, 1884. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH. 


; a 
The bill (S. 388) to provide for the construction of the public | 
building at Salt Lake City, Utah, was considered as in Committee | 


of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds W = amendments, on page 1, line 12, after the 
words ‘‘sum of,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘* two;” and in 


line 13, after the words ** sum of,” tostrike out ‘* five” and insert 
‘‘two:” so as to read: 

The cost of said site and building, including said vaults, heating and ven- 
tilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, not to exceed the 
sum of $200,000, whi id sum of #200,000 is hereby appropriated for said 
purpose out of any moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise ap 


propriat a 





The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. A clerical error was committed by the clerk 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in fixing the 
limit of the bill. The bill has passed the Senate once, perhaps 
twice, for $500,000, and was reported favorably by the committee, 
or it was intended to be reported at that amount. The member 
of the committee having charge of the bill is not in at this mo- 
ment, but he was instructed by the committee to ask that that 
change should be made in the bill, that the original sum named 
in the bill should remain; in other words, that the amendment 
hould not prevail. I will therefore ask in his absence that the 
amendment be not agreed to. These are the facts about it. 

The = E-PRESIDENT. The question will be again taken 

on the amendment, if no objection be made. 
Mr. ¢ ‘KRELL. Ishould like to hear some explanation from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds about this. They 
inade a report here to cut down the appropriation for this bu ild- 
ing from $500,000 to $200,000. How, if they have changed their 
opinion, if they were before mistaken, I should like to hear some- 
thing apout 

Mr. PA DDOCK. Istated to the Senate— -probably the Senator 
did not hear me—that on the statement of the Senator having 
charge of this bill, who is absent for the moment, I was able to 
say to the Senate that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds admitted that an error had been made by its clerk in 
putting in the printed bill $200,000 instead of $500,000 as the limit. 

This bill has twice passed the Senate at $500,000. Thesum now 
named will = yuy the ground required for the site of this build- 
ing at Salt Lake, and it is an absurdity to pass the bill at that 
amount. You had better let it go entirely than to pass it with 
any such amendment. Five hundred thousand dollars is a very 
moderate estimate as the limitfor this building. It is as low rel- 
atively as that which has been fixed for any public building for 
which an act has been passe dd this year. 





S 


As I have before stated, the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CAREY], who is a member of the committee having charge of the | 


bill, said to me that the committee had instructed him to state 
to the Senate that the amendment was a clerical error, for which 
the committee itself was not responsible at all, which makes the 
bill an absurdity. I hope no one will think of voting for the 
amendment under such circumstances. 

The Senator from Wyoming has now appeared in the Cham- 
ber, and I will ask him to make his statement for himself. 

Mr.CAREY. A bill was passed by the Senate in the last Con- 
gress appropriating $500,000 for a public building at Salt Lake. 
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The committee ordered the bill to be reported with the same 
amount at its first meeting this session. Inadvertently the bill 
was reported with half that amount. I called the attention of 
the committee to this fact at its last meeting, and the commit- 
tee instructed me to make this statement, that the bill should 
stand reported here for $500,000. 

[ desire to say further in this matter, that Salt Lake is one of 
the large cities in the Rocky Mountain region, and it is destined 
to be one of the big cities in that section of the ¢ ountry. 

[ have a statement here which shows that the gross post-office 
receipts for the year 1890 amounted to “a $112,000. The popu- 
lation of Salt Lake is 55,000. There has been an increase between 
1880 and 1890 of 115 per cent. The county and city are now con- 
structing in Salt Lake City a building to cost $350,000. There is 
in the Territory of Utah about a quarter of a million of people. 
The Government is paying very large rents there, and [ doubt 
very much, if the Government should commence the construction 
of a building to-day to cost $500,000, whether it would be large 
enough when completed to accommodate the business of the 
United States at that point. The people of Utah are entitled to 
this consideration. 

[ have some data, which I will not take up the time of the 
Senate to read, I should like to have inserted as part of my re- 
marks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper referred to by the Sen- 
ator will be inserted in his remarks, in the absence of objection. 
The Chair hears none. 

The paper is as follows: 


SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 

Population by census of 1890, 44,843; increase in ten years, 24,075, or 115.92 
per cent; estimated population at present time, 55,000, 

The assessed valuation of property as returned by the city assessor for the 
year 1891 was, in round numbers, $58,000,000; an increase of $5,000,000 over the 
previous year. The rate of tax for city purposes is 5 mills on the dollar. 

The city expended during the year 1891 in public improvements, $393, 153; 
now constructing a city building to cost $350,000. 

There was expended in new buildings and improvements on old ones dur- 
ing 1891, $4,343,450. 

The recorded sales of real estate for the year 1891 amounted to $9,776,747. 

The Salt Lake clearing house reports the clearings for the year 1891 to be 
#81.854,820; for the nine months ending December 31, 1891, the clearings were 
$59,621,603; for the month of December, 1891, $7,215,907. 


Post-o flix € statis tic S. 


Gross receipts for the year 1890____- ae _ ae . $111,786.85 
Gri 88 receipts for the year 1891 . . #16, 299. 23 

gistered matter dispatched during the year 1891._.... pieces 19, 000 
Re wristered matter received during the year 1891 _. a do 39, 400 
Registe red matter in transit during ye ar 1891 __. do 45, 000 


seing a total of 103,400 pieces of registered matter handled during the 
year 
Money-order business: 


Number of orders issued during 1891... i ; mans 27, 703 
Amount of orders issued during 1891_____. seinie ec 284, 070. 62 
Number of orders paid during 1891 : s . 27, 384 
Amount of orders paid during 1891 ___- sete Sentie end deus (Gn OO 


Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator omits to state that this build- 
ing is not only for court-house and post-office uses, but that it is 
to be the capitol building, the building in which the Legislature 
will hold its sessions, the building in which the governor and all 
the officers of the Territory are to have their oftices; the courts 
are to be held in it and all its officers located therein, and $500,- 
000 isa very small limit to fix for the building. The appropri- 
ation ought to be larger, and it would be economy to make it 
more, taking a decade ahead, which should be considered in con- 
nection with it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator if the 


| United States builds capitols for all the Territories and State 


buildings and everything of that kind for new States? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The United States does build all the cap- 
itols for the Territories, and there never has been an instance 
where a Territory has erected its own capitol. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And for State courts at the capitol? 

Mr. PADDOCK. For United States courts. I am not speak- 
ing of State courts. This building is for a court-house for the 
Federal courts. There are no State courts in Utah. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are Territorial courts there. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The supreme and district courts are Federal 
courts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr.PADDOCK. Let the amendment be stated, so as to be un- 
derstood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is to substitute 

$200,000 for $500,000. The question isontheamendment. [Put- 
ting the question. ] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Idonotthink the amendment is understood. 
The amendment to the bill reduces the limit from $500,000 to 
$200,000. The amendment ought to be voted down by the friends 
of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the question 
again. 

The question is on the amendment reported by the Committee 
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on Public Buildings and Grounds, striking out $500,000 and in- 


serting $200,000. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BOISE CITY, IDAHO. 

The bill (S. 393) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Boisé City, in the State 
of Idaho, was considered as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with amendments, in line 12, before the word ** hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘ one,” and in the same 
line, after the word ‘ dollars,” to insert ‘* which sum is hereby) 
appropriated;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and 
cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults 
heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the us« 
and accommodation of the United States post-office and other Government 


offices in Boisé City, and State of Idaho, the cost of said site and building 
including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap 


proaches, complete not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which sum is hereby 
appropriated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment of the committee. [Putting 
the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. SHOUP. I wish to state that the place named in this 
bill, Boisé City, is the capital of the State of Idaho. The United 
States courts are held at the capital, the surveyor-general’s 
office, the internal-revenue office, and all the other offices con- 
nected with the United States Government in that State are lo- 
cated there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, we can not on this side of 
the Chamber hear a solitary word that is being said. 

Mr.SHOUP. Iam informed by the committee that the amend- 
ment was offered through a mistake. The bill was for $200,000. 
I hold in my hand an estimate made by the Supervising Archi- 
tect, who, after corresponding with the Federal officers in that 
State, makes the estimate of $200,000 as being the proper amount 
to be inserted in the bill. The rent paid there to-day by the 
Government is over $4,000 per annum, and the room occupied is 
insufficient. I therefore hope that the action of the committee 
will be reconsidered, inasmuch as they have authorized me to offer 
an amendment restoring the amount to $200,000, as $100,000 would 
not be adequate for a building of the size necessary to conduct 
the business of the General Government at Boisé City. I hope 
there wiil be no objection to the restoration of $200,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This raises a very important question. 
Here is a report from the committee of the Senate, and [ do not 
believe there has beena solitary report coming from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds this session which pro- 
»0sed to reduce the amount but what upon the floor of the Senate 
it has been restored to the original amount. If that is the case, 
why do we have a Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 
Let Senators introduce the bills for whatever amount they want 
and pass them, because that is the result of it after all. 

I do think that in these cases some attention should be paid to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and the bill 
ought to be recommitted to the committee, and let us know what 
the committee is doing. 

A bill comes up here and the committee propose to cut it down 
from $200,000 to $100,000. The Senator from the State says that 
that is too small an amount and asks the Senate to overrule th 
committee. I think that question ought to be submitted to the 
committee, and we ought to know whether they are giving any 
attention to the subject, whether they recommend the amount 
that is necessary or not. We are in the dark all the time and do 
not know what to do. Here is asolemn report of a committee 
stating that $100,000 is all that is necessary, and the Senator from 
the State comes forward and says that $200,000 is necessary. | 
do not know what todo. Here is the report of a whole commit- 
tee of Congress upon one side, and here is the statement of the 
distinguished Senator from the State upon the other. [haveno 
doubt these statements are honestly made; but here isadiscrep- 
ancy, here is adivergence of view, and how are we to reconcile it? 

Mr. SHOUP. I will say to the Senator, if he will permit me, 
that the bill was introduced for $200,000, and inadvertently the 
‘‘two” was struck out and ‘“‘one” inserted, and the committee 
have authorized me to offer an amendment restoring the original 
sum. Several members of the committee are on the floor of the 
Senate, and I believe they will verify that statement. I will call 
upon the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] to do so. 

_ Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, let us understand how this 
isdone. Why can not the committee themselves offer an amend- 
ment to correct a report that they have made? Why do they 
leave to the Senatorr from the States to make the motion? [If 
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the committee have changed their minds, they ought to speak 


by some member of the committee. Thatis the point I make. 
[ am not disputing t 


a ae ae 
haf? $200,000 is necessary; Ido not kn 





how that is; and if it is necessary it ought to be voted; but | 
want to know upon what basis the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds make these reports, and then turn right around 
and change them or authorize somebody else to do it. 

This bill was reported, I see, by t Senator from Wyomin 
[Mr. CAREY]. Now.I should like to know by what authority the 
hill was reported for $100,000? Was it not by authority of the 
committee? Have the committee taken any subsequent action? 
Has it been up before any meeting of the committee? 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, so far as the Salt Lake bill is 
concerned | happened to be out of the Ser te, having been called 
out of the Chamber at the time that bill was brought up. That 
bill was ordered to be reported originally at $500,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no: it never was, I reckon. Does t 
Senator mean Boisé City, Idaho? 

Mr. CAREY. Iam speaking now of the Salt Lake bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That has be lisposed of. This is the bill 


for Boisé ¢ ‘ity. 

Mr. CAREY. But the Senator referred to these bills gener- 
ally. I want to explain that matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 


Mr. CAREY. There was amistake made in reporting the bi 
The committee in the first instance instructed the bill to b ‘ 
ported with an appropriation of $500,000. This was the amoun 
named in a bill which passed the Senate at the last session 
Congress. 

In the case of the bill for Be Citv. Idaho. as | iInderstand 
the committee directed the bill to be reported after examining 
into the testimony which was fore it, and that was testimony 
vathered two years ago, whet! had reported for the amount 
which the Senate agreed to in the last Congress, which was 
$100,000, I think. Idahohas becomeaState. The United State 
courts are held at Boisé City. It proposed to erect a public 
uuilding at the capital of that 1 y State to accommodate 
post-office, the United States courts, the surveyor-genera he 
land office, and the internal-revenue office for the Stat 

The Senator from that Stat vhich | believe is almost a 
tomary practice, went to the Supervising Architect, who, as soon 
as that bill was introduced. sent out to the State to obtain 
mation in reference to it, and he obtained a statement from t 
Architect based upon the replies that he had received from the 
United States officers that it would require an appropriation of 
$200,000 to erect a proper building atthe capital of the State of 
idaho for the accommodation of the United States office: \ 
canvass of the committee was made with this testimony, and 
committee instructed the introduction of an amendment 
bill to strike out the sum of $100,000 and insert $200,000, 

As 1 understand, that is a complet istory of the ea ind it 
is as fully indorsed by the committee as it could possibly be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was the information that was obtained be 
fore the committee? 

Mr. CAREY. It was. Of cour [ did 1 present it before 
the committee, but [ have scen the testimony as a memb 
the committee, and as |] nderstand the testimony us 
but if Iam mistaken about that, of course I shall be corre: 

Mr. COCKRELL. T why did the committee, hay a 
this testimony hefore them. mak one eport. and t n whe if 
was presented separately to the individ members on the 0 
of the Senate vhy did they cha 

Mr. CAREY. Simply because at the f t mee ot 
mittee the committee acted upon th estimor the 
lected two years ago when th O ( 
then, or whel i t } \ il L, I 
nroceeded to collect new niormation with eference to thet ll 
and this recent action is based, : dl tand, upon the new in- 
formation received. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the point. Did the Committee or 
Publie Buildings and Grounds ha that new information befo 
them prior to the time they ma this report? 

Mr. CAREY. They did not at the first meeting, t, as | 
derstand it, the individual members of the co \ 
had the information before them [ can on peak for 
it was brought to me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That places the matt in a ve ry awkward 
situation. Idaho was a State at the time the bill passed in the 
last Congress. There has been nochange of status in that regard 
at all. 

Mr. CAREY. If the Senator will pardon me, I think he is 
mistaken about that. I think—I know it was soin the ca )} 


our bills for W yoming—the bills for public buildings in the 


ern Territories were passed earlv in the first session of the } y 
first Congress, and the States were admitted subs« ent to the 
time when the bills were passed by t1 
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i ARRIS, The question is upon the committee amend- 
t. is it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still in Committee 
of the Whole and is open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

r. COCKRELL. Now Lask for a separate vote on the first 
a n Lent ot the commit ° 
lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurrin 
t amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

* COCKRELL. I ask for a separate vote on it. 

Che PRE SIDING OFFICER. The question will be taken on 
» tirst amendment. 

coy le amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now move tostrike out ‘* two” and insert 
‘one e,” in line 12, before the word *‘ hundred,” and I ask for the 
yeas and nays on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 12, before the word “ hun- 
dred,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert ‘‘ one;” so as 
to read: ** $100,000.” 

Mr. TELLER. If the Secretary will wait until we can have a 
little orde © in the Senate we can know what is going on. Iam 
unable to hear, and I want to know what the proposition is, as 
does ev ry body else around me 

The oS! DING OFFIC ER. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Coc SLL] moves to strike out the word ‘ two” and insert 





r 
oO 


12 
KRELL. That is simply an amendment that is rec- 
ommended ~ the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SANDERS. Ido not believe myself, Mr. President, that 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri is in the 
interest of economy—a very much-abused but a very excellent 
ea Whatever money is put by the United States into a pub- 

ic building ought to be wisely expended, for the improvement is 

one of some permanence and for definite, specific, and perpetu- 
ally growing uses. One hundred thousand dollars put into a build- 
ing in Boisé C ity will not begin to accommodate the public busi- 
ness and the officers of the United States at that point. It isthe 
capital of the State of Idaho. It is a city of permanence, contin- 
ually growing. 

We have had some experience with this method of paring 
down appropriations for public buildings, which is not at all wise. 
We appropriated $300,000, I think, for the construction of a pub- 
lie buil iding at Los Angeles, in the State of California, and = or 
having constructed much of that building its inadequacy for t 
purposes for which the Government desired it was so m a st 
that, by the consent or procurement, perhaps, of the authorities 
of the United States having it in charge, further work was sus- 
pended with a view to an adequate ap propriation for the con- 
struction of a building at that point which should accommodate 
the officers of the | Tnited States in the discharge of their duties 
there. 

Boisé City will unquestionably be able to furnish to the offic 
of the United States such accommodations as we refuse ourselves 
tofurnish for them. The citizens of that town are able to con- 
struct any building that shall be desired for such compensation 
as will be paid. They are willing to go to work and erect build- 
ings and lease them to the United States; but they are not going 
to do it for 5 per cent upon their cost, or 44 or6 per cent. They 
do not lend their money or invest it on any such basis as that. 
The expense of living and the rewards for the use of money in 
that region of country are higher than in any other part of the 
United States. 

The simple question is whether you propose to pay to the pri- 
vate citizen who shall construct these buildings there 15, 20, or 
25 per cent, perhaps, upon the cost of the building as matter of 

rent, or whether you will construct a building that will accom- 

modate the officers there and have it cost you not to exceed 5 per 
cent 

Everybody who knows anything about the cost of a building in 

that region of the country knows that a $100,000 building will be 

entirely inadequate there for the use of the post-office and th« 
courts, to say nothing about the other multitude of officers who 

m ist necessarily have their abode in the capital of aState. | 

say ‘‘necessarily,” necessarily for the convenience of the peopl 

and for the wise conduct of the public business. 

[ think if this committee, indulging in what is alleged falsely 
| to be econ omy, have recommended the construction of a $100,000 
buil ling a t Boisé City, it is high time that we proceed to inquire 
whether they have any c meeption of the number of offices there 
| to be accommod: ited. There is a land office. That involves a 
| surveyor-general’s office. As to that office, I can not speak for 

Boisé City particularly, but in my own town we are now paying 
| rent for five or six rooms, and they are all occupied, and the room 
is none too much. We are paying certainly for those offices four 
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times as muc 
that building ourselves. 

As to the land offices proper, the register and receiver and t 
clerks occupy rooms in my 
goes to that town in the capacity of a mendica i 
not money e nough to house its own public records, and th re 
ter and receiver are required, on pain of being discharged fro 
the offices which they hold, to themselves pay arent, [doubt 1 
of 15 per cent at least upon the cost of the rooms which they « 
cupy. We do notaccommodate the district attorney; 
accommodate the clerks ofthecourts. Wehave a multitu 
officers to accommodate, and the 
towns and says, ‘‘ Weare notable to furni 
have tl 1e © lerks of the two courts, the t 
court of the United States. The United States marshal ar 
deputies have no room even in which to do their business. 
are enabled, perhaps, by swapping,with a grand jury at som 
tion of the time to occupy a corridor of the court room. 

It is idle to say that, with a post-office to be 
with a court to be accommodated, with the land office to be ac- 
commodated, and with the signal service to be accommodat 
I do not believe they have any at Boisé City; I do not know how 
that is—but with a variety of these offices it is idle to say that a 
building which will cost $100,000 will accommodate that town 
even for to-day. In my own State the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury found that the Government had fone out there and 
had burdened its.own officers with the duty of furnishing rooms 

themselves for the protection of the records of the United States 
to such an extent that practically it was baposstishe to ascertain 
by correspondence with any person having knowledge in Wash- 
ington of the rooms that were occupied by the officers of the 
United States, information as to how much space was required 

I do not believe that $200,000 is an adequate appropriation for 
a public buil ding at Boisé City. The great State of ‘Tdaho is 
rapidly filling up with population, and there is a contin 1al in- 
crease of the public business. For myself I say that eve 
ought to be entitled to at least one public building, 
Senators should not happen to be upon the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and that that building ought to be amply 
adequate for the accommodation of the business that is now do 
In the growing States of the West there ought to be some wi 
provision for the accommodation of the increasing business that 
will tl oe be transacted and in which the Government of 
United States has a supreme and an abiding interest. 

Mr. SHOUP. I desire to state that at Boisé City the United 
States courts now pay rent at the rate of $1,800 per annum; the 
post-office, $500: the survey ror-gene ral’s office. 
Office, $360; the United States attorney, $360; the 
enue office, $300; and the special agent of the land office, $1 
There are several of the United 
ing their own private offices at the present time, for w] 
are charging no rent. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What is the aggregate? 

Mr.SHOUP. Theaggregate is over 34,000 in the items that 
have named. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the 
aquestion. Has he any knowle dge that] 
City are contributing towards the payment 
there, having a view to influence th« 
ator know mn Seer about that? 

Mr. SHOUP. Only so far as the post-office is concerned. 

Mr. SANDE RS. I am cognizant of the fact that ina grea 
many towns in the West, in a large number f towns in the Stat 
of Montana, for instance, private citizens pay the rent of th: 
mage ar which the Government occupies with the intent an 
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for the purpose of augmenting their business or incr 
value of property which they may own in the parti 
where by paying the rent they are able to have it occ 
this demoralizing practice is connived at, is cons 
has been for a quarter of a century at least by the office 
United States, the Government in that aspect becomin 
with private 





remunerative or their property valuable. I am of the opini 
that some law ought to be passed or some process iny 


whereby that transaction can be at once and forever ended. 

If this money, instead of being put into the Treasury of 
United States, were put into the p who ha 
the determination of it, it would be a form and species of bri! 
that would be brought within the purview of the statute: 
morally regarded, it is nota bit more creditable to the Gov: 
ment of the United States than if the money itself went into tl 
hands of the officers of the United States instead of into t 
pockets of the individuals who are putting up an amount for 
to the United States, and are able thereby to increase 


pocket ol he officer 


amount of their possessions by some other process. 
The Senator from Idaho says he does not know that to be the 


town; but the United States 


individuals to assist them in making their business 
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from the Stats f Idaho for the full term commencing March 4, 1891, and to 
which seat he was admitted on his prima facie case onthe 8th day of Decem 
ber, 1891, having had the same under consideration, beg leave to submit the 
fol 

TATEMENT OF FACTS 

rhere I i I terial controversy in regard to the facts 
rhe que ns it ed are of arisi ‘ mstruction of various 
consti atu pl ym licability to these facts 
The t Mr. Dulx und the contest: Mr. Clagett, each claims 
to have ted a United States Senator by the Legislature of the 
State of he full term above mentioned. Mr. Dubois claims to 
have been thus elected on Thursday, the 18th day of December, 1890, while 

Clagett ims to have been thus elected on Wednesday, the 11th day of 
rua 1k] 

Inasmuch as each claimant 1ims to have been elected for precisely the 
same term, and as it onceded that the election under which Mr. Dubois 
claims to have been elected was prior in time,it follows that, if it shall be 
held he was duly elected, thatis the end of the contest and he is entitled to 





retain his seat. Upon the other hand, should it be determined that Mr 
Dubois was not duly elected, then, and only then, will it become necessary 
into the legality of the election of Mr. Clagett. 





toi 

I ose of determining as to the validity of the election of Mr 
Dubois, in as the facts are involved, it is only necessary to consider 
the record proceedings of the first twelve days of the first session of 
the Legis of t State of Idaho, commencing Monday, December &, 





ecord, together with accompanying affidavits, supplying an 
l h record on one particular point, and the truthfulness 
as to such omission, and of its proper correction by the 
red to, are not denied by the contestant, disclose the following 
nce to the organization of the Legislature and the election of 
















tatement of the facts thus disclosed and 
» of Idaho was admitted into the Union 
This act refers to and adopts the con 


» Territory of Idaho had adopted prior to 
article 21 of such constitution contains 





lays after the ganization of the Legislature both houses of 
shall then and there proceed to elect, as provided by law, two 
United States for the State of Idaho. At said election the 
shall receive the majority of all the votes cast by said sena- 
ntatives shall be elected as such United States Senators, and 
d by the presiding officer of the said joint session. Thepre 
siding officer of the senate and house shall issue a certificate to each of said 


shall besod 











Senators, certifying his election, which certificate shall also be signed by the 
governor and attested by the secretary of state.” 
I act of Congress adn ig the State into the Union, including the re 
citals, reads in part as f ows 
Whereas the people of the Territory of Idaho did, on the 4th day of July, 
1889, by a convention of delegates called and assembled for that purpose, 
form for themselves a ¢ titution, which constitution was ratified and 





adopted by fsaid Territory at an election held therefor on the 
first Tuesday ber, 1889, which constitution is republican in form 
and is in conformity with the Constitution of the United States; and 

W hereas said convention and the people of said Territory have asked the 
admission of said Territory into the Union of States on an equal footing 
with the original States in all respects whatever: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the State of Idahois hereby declared to be a State 
ot the United States of America, and is hereby declared to be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States in all respects what- 
ever; and that the constitution which the people of Idaho have formed for 
themselves be, and the same is hereby, accepted, ratified, and confirmed.”’ 

Section lr ing the State reads as follows: 

Sec. 20. That the Legislature of the said State may elect two Senators of 
the United St: 8s provided by the constitution of the said State; and the 
Senators and Representatives of said State shall be entitled to seats in Con 
gress and to a ts and privileges of Senators and Representatives of 
other States in the Congress of the United States.” 
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THE REVISED STATUTES PROVIDING THE TIME AND MANNER OF ELECTING 
UNITED STATES SENATORS 

15, 16,17,18, and 19, of the Revised Statutesof the United States 

n me and manner of the election of United States Senators 

the same being a reénactment of the act of July 2, A. D. 1866, are for the cor 

































venience of the Senate here inserted 1ey read as follows 
Sec. 14. The Legislature of the State which is chosen next preceding the 
expiration of the time for which any Senator was elected to represent such 
State in Congress shall, on thesecond Tuesday after the meeting and organi 
zation thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress 
SEc. 15. Such election shall be conducted in the following manner: Each 
house shall openly, by a vi é vote of each member present, name one 
person for Senator Col from such State, and the name‘of the person 
so voted for who receives a majority of the whole number of votes cast in 
each hous ill be ¢ red on the journal of that house by the clerk or sec 
retary ther r, if el r house fails to e such majority to either per 
son on that Ly, the faet shall be entered on the journal At 12 o'clock me 
ridian of t Ly fi wil at on which proceedings are required to take 
place, as a esa the 1 nber ft two houses shall convene in joint 
i n l he journa f each then be read, and if the same 
person ha ‘ iam ity of in each house, he shall be de 
ur Sena 
But if the same } ss not received a majority of the votes in each 
house, or if either h e has failed to take proceedings as required by this 
section, the nt asse 1a ceed to choose, by a viva voce vote 
of each m« er pl ‘ s und the person who receives 
the major f 3 ¢ assembly ts majority of all the 
members elects hall be declared 
‘ vy ele If1 I t day, tl joint 
mbly shall meet a «ck meridian of each succeeding day during the 
ession of the Les ture nd shall take at least one vote until a Senator is 
‘ ed 
SI 16. Whenever on the meeti of the Legislature of any State ava 
ancy exist it re] itation of such State in the Senate, the Legisla 
ture proceed t econd Tuesday after meeting and organization to 
elect a px t vacancy, in the manner prescribed in the preceding 
section for t tion of a Senator, for the full term 
W hens r during the session of the Legislature of any State ava 
irs it e representation of such State in the Senate, similar pro- 
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be had on the second Tuesday after the 





ature ha I ed and has notice of such vacancy. 

SEC. 18. It shall be the duty of the executive of the State from which any 
Senator has been chosen to certify his election, under the seal of the State, 
to the President of the Senate of the United States 

‘SEc. 19. The certificate mentioned in the preceding section shall be 
countersigned by the secretary of state of the State.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


ORGANIZATION OF THE LEGISLATURE 


On Monday, December 8, A. D. 1890, the first Legislature of the State of 
Idaho met pursuant to the proclamation of the governor as required by sec- 
tion 14, article 21 of the constitution of the State. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE. 


The house met at 12 o'clock meridian on Monday, December 8, A. D. 1890, 
in the hall of the house of representatives, in the capital of the State at Boisé 
City. Neither the State constitution nor any statute made any provision 
for officers of the house. The house, therefore, was possessed of the inherent 
and exclusive power, not only of electing its own officers, but also of deter- 
mining the number and kind of officers to be elected 

On the first day of the session, namely, Monday, December 8, 1890, the house 
of representatives, a quorum of members being present, elected a speaker 
and principal officers. The house was called to order on that day by Hon. 
H. J. Burkhart, speaker of the house of representatives of the Fifteenth Leg- 
islative Assembly of the late Territory of Idaho, at the hour of 12 o’clock m., 
whereupon Charles H. Reed, chief clerk of the house of representatives of the 
fifteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the late Territory of Idaho, 
acting as the chief clerk of the house, with the consent of all, there being no 
protest, then read the proclamation of the governor of Idaho convening the 
State Legislature on that date. 

The certificate of the secretary of state was then read, certifying the names 
of the different persons elected members of the house of representatives of 
the tirst session of the Legislature of the State of Idaho. The roll of mem- 
bers, as they appeared upon such certificate of the secretary of state, was 
then called. All being present, the oath of office was administered to the 
members of the house, respectively, by Hon. John T. Morgan, associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court of Idaho. After prayer by Rev. L. W. Gowan, the 
election of a speaker having been declared in order, Mr. Emery, of Custer 
County, placed in nomination Mr. Frank A. Fenn, of Idaho County; Mr. 
Jones, of Boisé County, placed innomination Mr. Ballentine, of Ada County. 
A ballot was taken, which resulted as follows: 

Mr. Fenn received 29 votes; Mr. Ballentine, 5; Mr. Emery, 1; Mr. Steunen- 
berg,1. Mr. Frank A. Fenn, having received a majority of all the votes cast, 
was declared duly elected speaker of the house, and was conducted to the 
chair by a committee consisting of Messrs. Price, Armstrong, and Cameron, 
appointed for that purpose by the temporarychairman. The committee pre- 
sented Mr. Fenn, who was introduced to the house by Mr. Burkhart, the tem- 
porary presiding officer, as speaker of the house. 

The oath of office was then administered to the speaker by Judge Morgan, 
associate justice of the supreme court of the State of Idaho; whereupon thé 
house proceeded to the election of achief clerk. Mr. Charles H. Reed, who 
had been acting as temporary chief clerk, was, on a ballot being taken, elected, 
and declared duly elected by the speaker chief clerk of the house for the en- 
suing session. A recess was then, on motion of Representative Armstrong, 
taken for one hour. 

The recess having expired, the house was called to order at 2 o'clock p. m., 
December 8, Mr. Speaker in thechair and a quorum present, whereupon Mr. 
John Hunter was elected sergeant-at-arms; Miss Carry Sweet, assistant chief 
clerk; Mr. J. W. Jackson, doorkeeper. An enrolling clerk. an assistant en- 
rolling clerk, an engrossing clerk, and an assistant engrossing clerk were 
also each duly elected, and all the above-named officers were declared, respec- 
tively, to have been duly elected on that date, December 8, A. D. 1890. A page 
and a messenger were alsoelected, after all which, on motionof Mr. Hawkins, 
the house adjourned until 10 o’clock a. m., December 9, 1890, the record of 
proceedings in the house journal being signed as follows: 

‘F. A. Fenn, speaker; attest, Charles H. Reed, chief clerk.”’ 

No action was taken on that day, December 8, in the house looking to the 
possible election of any other officers on any future day; whether the house 
would elect any other officers during the session was uncertain. At10 o'clock 
on the morning of Tuesday, December 9, 1890, the house of representatives 
reassembled, Mr. Speaker in the chair. Immediately after the journal was 
read, and which was then approved, a chaplain was elected. No other officer 
was chosen on December 9, 1890. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE SENATE. 


The senate of the State of Idaho also met at 12 o’clock meridian, Monday, 
December 8, A. D. 1890, in the senate chamber of the capitol of the State at 
Boisé City. The State constitution of Idaho provides that the lieutenant- 
governor of the State shall be the presiding officer of the senate. The lieu- 
tenant-governor was Norman B. Willey, and at the hour and on the day just 
named, the members elect of the senate being assembled in the senate cham- 
ber of the capitol at Boisé City, a quorum being present, were called to order 
by Lieutenant-Governor Norman B. Willey, acting in virtue of a provision 
in the State constitution in the capacity of presiding officer of the senate. 

After prayer by the Rey. Mr. Scidmore, Senator Gunn moved that M. C. 
Athey be elected secretary of the senate pro tempore, which motion, as will 
appear hereafter, prevailed. Mr. Athey was duly elected and so declared to 
be by the presiding officer, and he immediately entered upon the duties of 
his office. The president of the senate then read the proclamation of the 
governor, convening the Legislature of the State of Idaho, at Boisé City, on 
the 8th day of December, A. D. 1890. The president of the senate then called 
the roll of members as certified by the secretary of state, and a quorum, 16 in 
all—the whole number constituting the senate of the State of Idaho being 
is—answered to theirnames. The oath of office was then administ red to 
the senators elect by Mr. Justice Sullivan, chief justice of the supreme court 
of the State of Idaho. 

Senator Gray then moved thatthe senate adjourn until 2:30 o’clock p. m. 
ofthe same day. This motion was carried, and the president of the senate 
declared the senate adjourned until 2:30 o’clock Monday, December 8, 1890. 
At 2:30 o’clock p. m. of the same day the senate met pursuant to adjourn- 
ment, Norman B. Willey, the lieutenant-governor, presiding. The roll was 
called, which disclosed the fact that all the senators were present. 

Senator Gray moved that the rules of the legislative council of the fifteenth 
session of the late Territory be adopted, as far as consistent, for the regulation 
of the senate until the report of the committee on rules be adopted; which 
motion was put by the presiding officer, and by him declared carried. 

Motions were then made for the purpose of determining the selection of 
seats of the several senators. 

Senator Finch moved that in drawing for seats names be placed in a hat 
and the first name drawn would take seat No. 1 and so on. 

Senator Gunn moved to amend this motion by adding that the senators 
retain the seats then occupied by them; which latter motion prevailed. 

The senate then adjourned. 

These acts on the part of the senate constitute, in the judgment of your 
committee, an organization on the part of that body sufficient to enable it to 
exercise every function of a State senate, legislative and otherwise, includ- 
ing that of electing a Senator of the United States. These acts constituted an 
organization, in the judgment of your committee, within the meaning of that 
term as employed in section 14 of the Revised Statutes. Whatever else may 
have been done by the senate thus organized on Monday, December 8, 1890, 
either on that date or at any subsequent time, could not, in the opinion of 
your committee, invalidate such organization. 
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What further did occur, we will inquire,on Monday, December &, or subse- 
quently, on which contestant rests his contention that there was no such o1 
ganizationon Monday as is contemplated by the statute? Simply this: Sen 
ator Brigham, on Monday, December 8, after themembers had been sworn, a 
chief clerk elected and entered upon his duties, and rules adopted, moved that 
the president appoint a committee of three on organization, to designate and 
determine the number and order of officers to be filled by the senate. This 
motion was carried, and the president of the senate appointed Senators Brig 
ham, Gunn, and Jewell such committee. 

Senator Shoup also moved, on Monday, that a committee of five be appointed 
by the Chair to report rules for the government of the senate, which motion 
was carried. This was prior to the adoption of the motion of Senator Gray 
that the rules of the legislative council of the fifteenth session be adopted as 

hereinbefore recited. Subsequent to this the president, in accordance with 
Senator Shoup’s motion, appointed as a committee on rules of government 
of the senate Senators Shoup, Weiler, Langrische, and Branstetter 

But surely these acts, so far from proving or tending to prove that there 
was not already, prior to and at the time they occurred, a perfect and com 
plete temporary organization of the senate,such as would have, enabled it 
to censure or expel a member, pass a bill, or do any other act required of it 
by the laws of its being, that it could rightfully do after the permanent or 
ganization had been effected, conclusively, as it seems to your committee, 

prove the very reverse. Why the necessity of adopting the rules of a late 

erritorial council if it were not understood that the senate was organiz 
and in a condition to transact business? Why adopt rules ‘for the re 
tion of the senate”’ if there were no organized senate in existence—no senate 
to regulate? And, again, can an unorganized senate adopt rules, appoint 
important committees, etc. ? 

‘he appointment of the committee on organization clearly had reference 
to a permanent organization, This ismade plain by what occurred on Tues- 
day, December 9. On that date the journal shows the senate met pursuant 
to adjournment at 100’clocka.m. It wasthesenate; an organized body that 
met, not the members of the senate in their unorganized capacity. 

The senate, says the journal, was opened by prayer by Rev. Mr. Gowan 
Roll call; all present. The committee appointed on Monday reported a list 
of offices to be filled by the senate, which report was adopted. This list in 
cluded president pro tempore of the senate and secretary of the senate pro 
tempore, each of whom had been duly installed on Monday. These several 
offices were then filled by election. M.C. Athey, who had been elected and 






installed on Monday as secretary pro tempore of the senate, was elected as 


secretary of the senate. - 

All this conclusively shows, in the judgment of your committee, that the 
senate itself understood there had been a temporary organization of the sen 
ate on Monday, and it was the permanent organization that was being effected 
on Tuesday, December 9. This view is fully confirmed by the character of 
the notices which passed between the two houses on Tuesday, December 9, as 
each of these recites that the house ‘‘has permanently organized.” 

The question as to the effect in determining the date of organization which 
these notices should have, from the fact they were not transmitted until 
Tuesday, will be further considered later on in this report. 

The only constitutional office of the senate is that of president. Upon the 
senate in like manner, as in the case of the house, devolves the power not 
only of choosing all its other officers, but of determining what officers were 
to be chosen. Each house, therefore, it will be observed, had by constitu- 
tional provision as to the president of the senate, and by election as to the other 
officers named, a duly elected and acting (and without any protest from any 
source) presiding officer and chief clerk of each house on Monday, Decem 
ber 8, 1890; the house having duly elected on that date eleven of its officers 
all but chaplain, who was elected on Tuesday, December 9—while the sen- 


ate had on that date (Monday, December 8) its duly elected and qualified pre- | 
] ] 


siding officer, and also a duly elected and acting secretary pro tempore. 
The senate reasseinbled at 10 o’clock a. m. on Tuesday, December 9, 1890, 
and, as appears from the record, elected certain other officers, all of whom 
were elected before the adjournment at 12 o’clock meridian of December 9 
OMISSION IN JOURNAL. 


In this connection attention is attracted to an evident omission in the jour- 
nal of the proceedings of the senate of December 8, 1890. 

The record of the proceedings of the senate of the State of Idahoof Decem 
ber 8, A. D. 1890, recites as follows: 

‘“‘After prayer by the Rev. Skidmore, Mr. Gunn moved that M. C. Athey be 
elected secretary of the senate pro tempore.” : 

This record, it is true, does not recite the fact that the motion was carried 
or that Mr. Athey was either elected or declared elected secretary of the sen 
ate pro tempore. It does appear, however, from suchrecord that M. C. Athey 
acted as secretary pro tempore of the senate on that day without objection 
from any source, and the proceedings of the senate for that day, Monday, 
December 8, A. D. 1890, are in the journal certified as follows: , s 

“N. B. Willey, president of the senate. Attest: M. C. Athey, secretary 
pro tempore.” . 

The journal therefore clearly shows upon its face that M.C. Athey acted as 
secretary pro tempore of the senate on the 8th day of December, 189). He was 
on that day, as appears from the record of proceedings, de facto if not de jure 
secretary of the senate pro tempore, and therefore comes within the rule laid 
down in the case of Bank vs. Dandridge (12 Wheaton, 64), by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and which is recognized in both England and 
America as settled law, namely: 

‘It (the law) will presume that a man acting in a public office has been 
rightly appointed.”’ 

But as a matter of fact Mr. M.C. Athey was formally elected secretary pro 
tempore on Monday, December 8, A. D. 1890,in pursuance of the motion made 
by Mr. Gunn, as recited in the record, and he thenimmediately entered up 
his duties as such secretary pro tempore; and the record< yf the pr. ceedings of 
the session of the senate of that day is shown to be clearly defective in omit 
ting to recite that the motion of Mr.Gunn that Mr. M.C. Athey be elected 
secretary pro tempore of the senate was adopted by the senate. This is made 
clearly apparent by the affidavits of James Gunn, the author of the motion 
M.C. Athey, the secretary pro tempore; by H.C. Branstetter, a senator, repre- 
senting Ada County in said Senate; and by J. M. Wells, a member of the sen 
ate of the State of Idaho, representing the counties of Kootenai and Latah 
These affidavits are as follows: ; 


“STATE OF IDAHO, County of Alturas, ss: 


‘“‘ James Gunn, being first duly sworn, on his oath doth say: Iam the duly 
elected and qualified senator for Alturas County in the senate of the State of 
Idaho. As such senator I was in my seat in the Senate of the State of Idah 
on the first day of the last session of the said senate, the same being the &th 
day of December, A. D. 1890. As such senator I made a motion that M. C 
Athey be elected secretary of said senate pro tempore. The said motion was 
duly seconded, and by the president of the senate put to the senate, and th« 
same was carried unanimously. Whereupon the said M. C. Athey did imme- 
diately enter upon and perform all the duties of secretary of the senate from 
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that time henceforward, until he was, by vote of the senate, made the perma- | 


nent secretary of the senate. That immediately upon the election of the said 



















cret n he regu f the 
J \ S GUNN 
subscribed and sworn to befor e, tl a) day of S¢ ‘ ber, In e 
year of our Lord 1891 
SEAI W l WATT, A y Publix 
STATE OF IDAHO, (% fy of 
M. C. Athey, of the city of Boisé, count I state aforesaid, being duly 
worn on his oath says That he is the el i 1. ¢ A the \\ »was ¢ ected 
retary pro tem] re of the senate of the Les tu f e State of Idaho, 
on the &th day of December, A. D. 1890, a1 permanent re ! f sald sen 
ate on the 9th day of December, A. D. 18& That the n le by Mr. 
Gunn, in the first day’s proceedings of said senate, wl Lrea ollow 
‘Mr. Gunn moved that M. ¢ Athey | elected sé tal of the ena 
tempor upon bein -conded by Senator wa te » th el 
Lieutenant-Governor Norman B. Wille president of the sena ind 
taken thereon \ having received 4 majorit fallt ote 
was then and ected se i } t ite by 
president p the senate rv tl rst day yceedit 
the fact of ne on i e el tion of M. ¢ sec! 
tary pro tempore of the senate living en pu nd carrte 
a¢ ine 1 ‘ } T Pp es t \ t he 
> not 
M 
Subscribed an vorn to be e me th day « \ A. D. 189 
SEAI 4. J. PINKHAM, S t 
“STATE OF IDAHO, ty of Ada 
H. Clay Branstetter, re g be ( f 1 and State afore 
said, being duly sworn, on his oath saith that ont kth day of December, A 
D. 1890, he Was a senator, representing Ada County, State of Idaho, in the 
senate of the Legislature; that he has carefully read the affidavit of M. ¢ 
Athey, hereto attached, and that the statements therein made, relating to 
his election as secretary pro tempore of t na n said &th day of Decem 
ber, A. D. 1890, and the omission in the senate journal of the same date, as 
stated by him, are trus Affiant fur sit! t 
H. C. BRANSTETTER. 
‘Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2kth da f Oct r, A. D. 1891 
SEAL A.J. PINKHAM f Stat 
STATE OF IDAHO, ( ty of ho i 
James M. Wells. of the county and State aforesaid, being duly sworn, on 
his oath saith: T of the ‘nate of the State of Idaho at 
its first session nties of Kootenai and Latah, which 
convened at Boisé Ci 1id State, on December 8, A. D. 1890; 
that after the senate eI Lieutenant-Governor NormanB. 
Willey, president of the senate, onthe day and date above named, prayer was 
offered by Rev. Skidmore, when Senator James Gunn, of Alturas County, 


entered the following motion Mr.Gunn moved that M. C. Athey be elected 
secretary of the senate pro tempore; that said motion, having received a 
second, Was stated to the senate by its] 
and the result duly announced by the pre 





residen ind a vote taken thereon 


identof the senate that M.C 



























had been duly elected secretary pro tempore of the senat« whereupon 
Athey took his seat and assumed the discharge of his duties as secretar 
tempore. Affilant further saith not 
J.M. WELLS 
“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of October, A. D. 1891 
SEAI W. H. PLUMMER 
Furmingt Wa 
It is therefore conclusively shown to your committee that Mr. M. ¢ Athe 
was formally and regularly e ted to the office of secretary p7 femy 
of the senate of the State of Idaho,on Monday. December &. A. D. 1890. These 
affidavits, it will be observed, do not contradict the journal. While the 
journal as it stands does not expressly prove the former election of Mr 
Athey, it does not disprove it; no there anything in it from which a pre 
sumption can be indulged in that no il elec ! place t 
which in any manner tends toover n 1 unter] nptic in its favor 
raised by the fact that Mr. Athey acted a ecre I ro tempore, which fact 
clearly appears by the printed journa 
These affidavits do not contradict the journal, but simply supply an appa 
ent omission in the same. Certainly the presumption Violent that some 
disposition was made of the motion of Mr. Gunn to the effect th M. ¢ 
Athey be elected secretary of the senat » fem I record of th ! 
ceedings of the senate of that date fails to dis« e that any disp n i 
made of it; but as the journal shows he act is ich. th fact r% 1 
clusive presumption not only that Mr. Gunn oti iS a ted, but als 
that Mr. Athey was then and there duly elect It therefore n the opi 
ion of your committee, although unnecessary to constitute a suff it re 
ord in this case, clearly regular to permit s evident 1 to be sup 
ied by evidence aliunde the record : 
To hold that the failure of the secreta ot to re rd that fact « 
his own election could vitiate the election of a Senator of the United State 
would border very closely on an absur If there is any rule w would 
compel a judicia tribunal to refuse to permit i“ L correct nin 
and your committee believe there 1s 1 there most ce iin vh l 
would compel the Senate of the United State in the « rcise of its rightful 
irisdiction of judging of the election of it embers, to close its eyes to the 
very truth of a case when clearly demonstrated by lisputable ¢ lence 
other than that of the record itself and i1 irmonious connection witb it 
That no such rule recogniZed in judicial tribunals ippa} ttt sy” 
the following cases 
In Green vs. Weller (3 Miss.. 650). the preme uurt of M ppi satd 
In England the journals of the lor ind commor which az eptas 
morials of their proceedings, may be oved } in examined coy B 
courts do not judicially notice t nd they donot i rt abse V 
ind are not conclusive of the fact ited in t ept in the eota 
judgment rendered by the h« e of lor ‘ ul ty na pon appeal 
(1 Phill. Ev., 406 In this country the il ule i nd su docu 
ments are noticed judicia ‘ I ty t be proved 
In Taymoutl Kochler » Micl fM in saic 
The township clerk is, | itute eel 1¢ board of highway 
commissioners, and require r their direction, to record their proce¢ 
ings. It has, ho er, frequent een held t evidence ca 
not be admitte to ntradict the recor et it m ced } 
the facts omitt« oO be stated: that the rights of creditor r third per y 
can not be jp ced by the neglect of the to es 
respect F 
In Ohio the clerk of the county comn ners wa quired } ‘ 
cord certain official proceedings In King Kenne {Oh 
preme court of Ohio said 
‘The omission was in the clerk of the ! né itv es 0D 
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rea \ | mani r Ly ed S st huH has a 
‘ nv vuthor to asce nd ¢ 1 metho 
I > re i i ‘ { i ; sud) of 
v I nis 1 I 1 sed 
I p 5 \ , Sut } > i 4 ng ‘ ! t be 
] t S ii vena 5 f late 
! y } 
\ i l t ( ress, as is } nt fr 4 nsideration of th 
\ was I it of powe . of either house to 
I ( i i I two hou acting rin joint assembly from 
I U1 ; s Sena i I i been su 1 Or- 
m oft I ature as W el rcise tl inary func- 
] ‘ c i t i Sli ve body ich as ena g law il I rd thereof 
, L | at pur i I § I the conclusion irr tible that whateve a sufficient 
1 : organization to enable a Legislature t the latter should be sufficient to 
»elect a United States Sena 
i I : N \ny other construction would place it in the power of each house to or- 
But tl} I tant. M ( ‘ his ntention an now nize 50 as Lo enabie Lhe Legisiature to sit its entire session of forty, sixty, 
ma t t re ] ly 4 ft ‘ hundre days, as the case may enact laws, and perform every 
i 3 ( i pape andons the point w v 1 ) f its beiz LV p y tl of « ting a United States 
ré oI Mr. D \ senator en adjowm v I f n the power of a factious 
t } i M ) ‘ ‘ I I A either ist ator structive action of which as a 
eged ¢ : ele x wan av le I n ] of eeding with the necessary 
1d dra W l fr Mr. ¢ s brief t f wing I nary s toward the election of a United States Senator is the very 
these two] hir thers the legislation was aimed at, to absolutely prevent 
. 1al to say that N the election of a Senator by refusing to make that permanent o ization 
Atl vas el { rece be I ul per } ontestant insists is ne ssary before the Legislature cz ect a 
sor I f ‘ é : igh the yurnal does 1 
si f I I so sta A t Lo prove an expr a constructi the judgment of your committee, while there is 
adi ed fa ‘ Sa f st, umnecessar nothing in the phraseology of the statut 





e to Warrant, much less compel it, 
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ele I i efore t} t Senat ‘ - statute defining the time and manner of electing United States Senators. 
ha I r ter I was 1 short per it It must be conceded not only that it is one of the important duties of the 
on tf I rat vbar ed it, a itisr Had | Legislature of a State, but one among the most exalted, if indeed not the very 
the Leg 1 wa int fter the tw s, it higt tdu um bent on it, to choose Senators at the time and in the man 
I ea led nd iz whicl é law. It is a duty impressed by the national Constitution, 
the ele " it would also have been spared the political per and or nonexercise is involved the very existence of that ma- 
fidy involved in the open repudiation of the instructions given to the mem y essential to the f and perfect exercise of the functions 
e] I ical par tos yassure as 1 r | of tl a 
] f \ \ the Senate » the ) great sections 1 gre Congress in enacting the law of 1866 
the S Aith rl gnitic I ecent, the « taken Was not for | was to remove eve ght by factious opposition be thrown 
this reason illega n the way | to facilitate the exercise on the part 
W e you nitt W ye unW I » hold that a formal election i of the Legi 3 of this high constitutional duty, and 
ndisp« e to an orgal where is« y shown that acertain pe 1 e end that } ) unrepresented in the Senate of the United 
on had acted in the capacity retary pro tempore with the consent o States. Thatsuch\ 1€ purpose is manifest from the character of speeches 
senate and w t f fr iny source, and who as such had certified | ma ! h e! Senators as Lyman Trumbull, Reverdy 
y? the proceeding t in the case under consideration your | John whi finally became the act of July 25, 
commit are fully satistied from the evidence presented not only that Mr 1866 i States Senators, was under consider 
Gul ley ected secretary } tempore of the senate ati i he § 1 ¥y i866, when this bill was the pending meas 
but t ¢ tion was put by the presiding officer and carried, and ure int f tl Tni : Senator Trumbull, the member of the 
fur I [ ¥ Wa I ‘ it < A c uy t ‘ ‘ ah ‘ lar l put art 
to b rsu ele 1 the und there, M ay, Decen I We t subserved by leaving a State unrepre 
8, 18% re 1 f his « ent ution is that it should be represented, and 
WA HE Ll ; < F IDAHO. IN VIEW OF THE FORI tis for the public good that we s i have a law that will produce uni 
GOING } 7 DAY MBER ‘ 5 TIN formity in the eel ns and secur presentation.’ ; 
MEANIN Fy THE TERM “ORGANIZATION,” AS EMPLOYED IN SECTION 44 While Senator Reverdy Johnson, also a member of the committee, said: 
ED STATUTI The Government of the United States can not goon without a representa 
ote Sani ks in the Senate of the United States. The Constitution assumes that every 
; , : , - : y= we State in the Union will elect Senators; and the Constition, in its spirit, is ob 
Aa t » 5 A‘ . ty, Nn rs gatory upon every State tomakesu ae t rhe only way, as I think, 
A. D. 159 : ea MiZauon, as used i mpel the State to perform that consti obligation is to stop the 
tour nt! Ny sta 1 Unité me lLates I al ¢ +) , ‘ ° +) tn¢ 7h , , 4 arforry } 
. ) of the State un ity is pe ormed 
ul ‘ > ot i r. D 1 ity upon the part o member 
wa ‘ cena . , for the term for whi the Legis res of the several States to « nators of the United Stat 
cia : t r? ( 1¢ United States b ortant to all the States, than 
I 5) i ul at iof Legisla : . a 7 
Tue vy. Dec 9 A TD. 1800. I I NCEI BY YTESTANT’S COl EI HAT THE LEGISLATURE WAS 
factis clearly shown by the recor SUFI ENTLY ORGANIZED MONDAY, DECEMBER &, 1890, TO ENABLE IT TO 
‘ , rvaniza f the L . LAWS THAT WOULD BE VALID 
LD er 5, 150 1 question I ‘ ( s I I tant fr. Sh i ( ede the hea 
al I am < An ation < A t r y orgal 1L10n ¢ cted ) 8 i ) 
: { I il A ist vn t ‘ i L re to ¢ i i that I wou 
Tr I ‘ ¥ l be he ; Y \ +) ‘ wits . , ‘ f Lg ; we I + 
i ( i , n, ¢ the secor Lu i 1a ‘ eae th I wh n the pri br i 
i t I itu thout i \ nmittee (p.5), hes 
; racter of s rga Nor ha l ever i tt : el itu not or ‘ t 
t I at iwith allt ( I of sectio1 t Db Ly c I with 
el iture ma ‘ l t e! l assistants whi I { pl i r thems 
’ ; LS ¢ j h sic nor even \ I ita are {r. Clage Ss; om i 
" LS Vi ena t resp e bodies force hich the la of t) 1 } W i provision is mad 
r t i enact iws, censuré expe 1 mer sta iaw 
' 1e Le Bla I tl ot If the nD 210 of Mr. Sl ir I ’ ll f i l s Vy 
, ry ¢« I 4 I I I ‘ Y tl 1 1! t f t Stat A 
l in « t as la sc! 1eet the pr ) f the Revised St ‘ L 5 I ld at 
I Statutes a { 4 I Your committ Ld mber 8, 1890—in its I ep eeded tothe elect 
fu fthe term ‘*< ul m’’ as used in the | States Senator, and such el n valid 
] Ss ed t nean « y su an organization as It ther follows, if the: testant be sour 
e} I ut ¢ I use May x t li ‘ tly of le atior 
‘ A { { . cA veniel ‘ t ] J if "en ut I 1! 
w uf islature as tu 36 I J 
t I ) ra 1ere existed the ren ti f the statute itat 
‘ ( i rade rchara er I 
rm words, if that the chara I \ It appears clearly to your committee that one of two thins 
tio! ( wou s most difficult indeed to | eithe« t must be held that whenever a sufficient number of « 
] @ « ite when the orgcat : ! { tw } se of a Legisla Asst r the law as it stood as applicable to the 
h vi ‘ i State of Idaho wher First Legislature of that State convened, are elected 
Your com each house has pr to enable each of such hou se fully all le l e functions, or 
I } rs, respectively, as will enable it | otherwise that no such « is contemplated the statute re- 
é isiness, exercise legislative fun ut to the time and m tion of United States Senators is 
ti f \ I ord of such business, that then | consummated until all of the officers of every grade are elected by each of 
the ‘ rganization of the two houses as is contemplated | su ouses Which each house may in its judgment determine to elect. 
the tut \ 3 been done, in so far as the election of officers Your committee are of the opinion that the true line should be drawn at 
1 t il which will enable them respectively to exerci the date when each house has elected such officers and they have entered upon 
Lhe t v they have been brought into existence, and which | their duty as will enable the houses, respectively, to exercise their full fun 
will « f m t ike, keep, and certify a record of the same, then, it | tions as legislative bodies, and make, preserve, and certify a record thereof 
Bee t ! e, alt igh much le than this may be, and by some | In the case under consideration it is true the two houses did not notify each 
mem be! f tee is, deemed to be sufficient, the requirement of | other, respectively, that the permanent organization was complete until 
the tute the orgat tion nece ‘y from which time shall date in | Tuesday, December 9, but this fact raises no implication whatever that a 
the electio1 United States Senator arly and fully met perfect temporary organization did not take place as a matter of fact the day 
in other words, a Legislature is, in the Judgment of your committee, organ before, and the fact that the notice of organization was not given until Tues- 
i l withi i tion l4 of the R 


evised Statutes, relating to the ' day can not alter the fact that the organization was had on Monday. 
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The statute requires that the vote f 
day after the meetin nd orga ut Li 
second Tuesday after the exc! 
houses; beside nthe ewea 


day, December 9, related to tl t the 
and this fact is recited in the! t 
reading: 

“Tam instructed to inforn 
manpently organized by the election 

While the notice fr 1 the h ! 

“T am instructed to inform y r i 
sentatives has permanently organize 

And it is submitted that the very fact that then 
day recited that t [ 1 





clearly implied W no su my} t 
nothing to negative t tl , ten \ 
fore such per! L ) \ ‘ 
PRECI 

In the ca of theelectionof Wrighta How S 
States from the State of Iowa in 1870, the senat wa me 
January 10, i870. Onthatday a few temporary om t 
senators were notsworn. On Tuesday, Janua l s 


sworn and the permanent officers were all elect he 
of the senate of that day recite 
“Senator Tu ved that ; i 
the house that the senate is now organized and ready to proce 
which was agreed to, and the president it as L ¢ é ; 
tors Tuttle, Beardsley, and Fellows.” : , VERN , rit 
Messrs. W it and Howell were chosen United States Senators 7 US! ‘1 
January 18 , one week and one day after t 

















This was a case, therefore, in which the senate met o1 Ly, al rE} 
the house of its organization on Tuesday, and a Senat i ect i 








next Tuesday thereafter, which is aprecisely parallel case to that of sture Wel f t 
tion of Mr. Dubois aadk ean Bl ; aces 
gain, in 1872, the senate of Iowa met Monday, Ja ry 8. A fe ut f 
porary Officers were chosen on that day, but the senators were not I ils, 1 
Wnesday, January 9, the senators were sworn and al I nen t te i t B ( i ) x 
were chosen. The following pro ding, as shown by the nal, w ue t I 
had the f i 4 ition ‘ ! i vir 
‘“*Senator McNutt moved tl mitt ft nt I , 
the house that the senate was organ i i 
prevailed, and senators McNutt and Boomer were app lsu the same person! ! 
tee.” bly adjourned and 1 nven¢ A.D 























The house of representatives met January 8 S01 emporar 890, a ma 1 * * 
were chosen, but the representatives we tsworn. On Tuesd Ja re ] r'. D 
9, the journal shows the following proceeding was had SS¢ 

*‘On motion of Mr. Irish, Messrs. Campbell and Hewitt wer ppointe asst ure f \ 
committee to wait upon the senate and notify them that the |} se V of Ida f the t t ! 
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ganized and ready to proceed with business 
WILLIAM B. ALLISON was elected United States Senator Tuesday, Ja I Nori B. Wille pre 












































































16, 1872, and in joint convention was duly declared elect we ‘ 1 I 
uary 17, 1872, another case parallel with that of the election of Mr. Du ntative M. ¢ 
The same thing o irred in the Iowa Legislature Jat ry 14, 18 ‘ : 
ATH NOT NECESSARY 
But obje ion is made by the contestant tno oat ) wa ! e! 
tered either to the secretary pro tempore « 8 ortot 
the house of represent nday mbe M B t 
ment of your co itt of « was the I 
Constitution of the 1 by nstitut sho, or é 
statute, Federal or St vided in t be Col 
certain State officers ind | uff 
Constitution Article 6 of the Federal ¢ I itutlol t 
i ion. 
1 rs andl ) sentatives bD n 
veral State Lé« ires nd Ali ¢ iti 
nited Stat I I everal Sta ha ! 
to suppor Cor than 
le this cla Units Ss ! 
ber the Sta ip 
U1 States worl eS 
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in accordance with the State constitution were duly filled on Monday, D ed. The S 


cember 8, 1890, and these, moreover, were all the offices that were necessary * fem] in the abse1 \ , 





the office of President of the United States. Each House shall keepa journal 





of its proceeding. The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and 
the members of the State Legislatures, and all the executive and judicial 
officers, both of the United States and of the several States, shall be bound 





ion to support this Constitution 
tution of the State of Idaho does not expressly create any of 





fice for either house, except the office of presiding officer of the senate, so the 
Federal Constitution does not expressly create any office for either House of 
Congress except the office of President of the Senate. It does not indicate 


what officers the respective Houses shall choose, save and excepting that the 
iouse of Representatives shall choose “ their Speaker and other officers.”’ 
It isnowhere prescribed in the Constitution of the United States, except in 
the case of the presiding officer of the Senate, what officersshall be chosen by 
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each House, except that the House shall have a Speaker; neither is there any | 


limitation of the powerof each House, respectively, to elect just such officers, 
and as many of them as each House may see fit, save and except in the case 
of the presiding officer of the Senate, which is created by the Constitution, 
and the Speaker of the House, whom the Constitution requires shall be elected 
by the House 

The only provisions of the constitution of Idaho bearing upon the question 
when the senate or house of representatives of that State is organized, are 
the following 

‘The legislative power of the State shall be vested in a senate and house 
of representatives (Art.3,sec.1). Each house, when assembled, shall choose 
its own Officers (Art. 3, sec. 9 The lieutenant-governor shall be president of 
the senate (Art. 4, sec. 13 Each house shall keep a journal of its proceed- 
ings (Art. 3, sec. 13 All bills and joint resolutions passed shall be signed by 
the presiding officers of the respective houses (Art.3, sec.21). The members 
of the Legislature shall, before they enter upon the duties of their respective 
offices, take or subscribe the following oath or affirmation: ‘I do solenaniy 
swear (or affirm, as the case may be) that I will support the Constitution of 
the United States and the constitution of the State of Idaho, and that I will 
faithfully discharge the duties of senator (or representative, as the case may 
be) according to the best of my ability (Art. 3, sec. 25). In case of the ab- 
sence or disqualification of the lieutenant-governor, from any cause which 











applies to the governor, or when he shall hold the office of governor, then the | 


president pro tempore of the senate shall perform the duties of the lieutenant 
governor until the vacancy is filled or the disability removed’”’ (Art. 4, sec. 
13). 

Thus it will be seen the provisions of the constitution of Idaho, in so faras 
they relate to the officers of the two houses of the Legislature are identical 
with those of the Federal Constitution relating to the officers of the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States. In each case the presid- 
ing officer of the Senate is designated by the constitution. In the case ofthe 
constitution of Idaho the lieutenant-governor shall be the president of the 
senate, while under the Federal Constitution the Vice-President of the United 
States shall be President of the Senate. 

Under the State constitution ‘each house, when assembled, shall choose 
j wn officers,’’ While under the Federal Constitution it is prescribed that 
‘the House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers.”’ 
In the case of the two Houses of Congress, therefore, the only officers pre 
scribed or designated are (1) the President of the Senate, and (2) in the case 
of the House, a Speaker, while under the constitution of the State of Idaho 
the presiding officer of the senate is the only officer named in the constitu- 





tion. As to all other officers in both cases, namely, in the House of Congress 


and in the two houses of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, the question 
as to the number and character of officers to be selected by the respective 
houses is left entirely to the discretion of the houses themselves, except, it 
may be very properly said, there is an implied power that each house shall 
elect a chief clerk or other similar officer, whose duty it shall be to keep a 
record of the proceedings of the house. 

In this view of the case it becomes interesting to inquire what officers the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States have decided to be 
essential to the organization of those bodies. It appears from the record of 
the fifty-one Houses of Representatives which have assembled since the or- 
ganization of the Government eleven declared themselves organized and 
ready for the transaction of legislative business before the election of any 
officer other than Speaker, while twenty others were ready for the transac- 
tion of business and so declared themselves before the election of any officers 
except Speaker and Clerk. One House declared itself organized before any 
officers had been elected except Speaker, Clerk, and Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Only nineteen Houses of Representatives out of fifty-one have elected all 
their officers before announcing themselves organized and ready to proceed 
to business. The Senate has atdifferent times for periods aggregating thirty- 
two days transacted its ordinary business with the office of Secretary vacant. 
On not less, therefore, than eleven different occasions has the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States decided, and in this decision the Senate and 
the President have acquiesced, that it is an organized House whena quorum 
of the Representatives have assembled, taken the oath of office, and chosen a 
presiding officer 

Theca 











» under consideration, it will be conceded, is infinitely stronger 
Inasmuch asin the senate of the State there was a presiding officer de jure, 
duly installed and exercising his functions, and also a secretary pro tempore, 
while in the house there were not only duly elected a speaker and chief clerk, 
each of whom entered on the duties of his respective office on that date, but 
all the other officers of the house that ever were elected during the whole 
session, save and except a chaplain, were elected on December 8. The House 
of Representatives has decided in at least thirty-three cases that it is an or- 
ganized House when a quorum of the Representatives have assembled, taken 
the oath of office, and chosen presiding and reporting officers. Each and 
every one of these decisions must beheld to be an authority in opposition 
tothe contention that the election of all the officers of each branch ofa Legis- 
lature i ssentialtothe organization of such Legislature within the meaning 
‘ section 14 of the Revised Statutes 

Your committee, however, do not by any means base their decision in this 
case solely or lon the House precedents, but rather upon the construc- 
tion your committee place upon the provisions of the statute as an original 
proposition now before the Senate for the first time for its decision 
THE IDEA THAT THE LEGISLATURE WAS NOT ORGANIZED ON MONDAY, DE- 
CEMBER 8, A. D. 18%, AN AFTERTHOUGHT. 


So far as appears from the journals of either senate, house, or joint assem- 
bly no protest based on the ground that the Legislature was not organized 
on Monday, December 8, 1890, or that the organization did not occur until 
Tuesday, December 9, was ever made by any one, nor was that question ever 
suggested by any one opposed to theelection of Mr. Dubois, or any one else, un- 
til long after De 18, 1890, the date when he claims to have been elected. 
. ruary 6, A. D. 1891, was the question ever mooted, so far as ap 




















Not until Fet 
pears from any record in the journal of either house of the Legislature of 
the State of Idaho, that the organization of the Legislature had not taken 
place until Tuesday, December 9, 1890 

Prior to that date, however, on January 10, 1891, a protest against the elec- 
tion of Mr. Fred. T. Dubois was presented to the Senate of the United States 
and on that date referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
This protest was signed by twenty-three members of the Legislature of the 
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State of Idaho. It contains no date, nor is there any evidence in the record 
tending to show the date when this protest wassigned. Itis fair topresume, 
therefore, that the same was signed at or about the time or shortly before 
the time when the same was presented to the Senate. 

This protest contains the first intimation, so far as appears from any evi- 
dence submitted to your committee, except as hereinafter stated, that the 
date of the organization of the Legislature was questioned, or in which it was 
claimed that the organization did not take place on Monday, December 8, A. 
D. 1890, as had up to that date been assumed by the whole Legislature, and 
which fact had been certified to twice, on two different dates, by the governor 
and secretary of state, and also once by the speaker and chief clerk of the 
house and the secretary pro tempore of thesenate. And even this protest vir- 
tually concedes the organization of the house of representatives on Monday, 
December 8, but insists that the senate did not organize on that date, and 
claims it was not organized until Tuesday, the 9th day of December, 1890, 

Nor was this protest, it will be observed, the action of the Legislature or of 
either house thereof, nor was it ever made a part of the record proceedings 
of the Legislature or either house thereof; and not until February 6, A. D. 
1891, just fifty days after the date on which Mr. Dubois claims to have been 
elected, Was the question ever raised by either house to the effect that the 
Legislature of the State had not been organized on Monday, December 8, and 
then the question was only incidentally raised in a preamble and resolution 
adopted by the senate on that date—the recital in the preamble being to the 
effect that the Legislature was organized on Tuesday, December 9, 1890. 

Various other matters were recited in the preamble to the resolution, such 
as that the State constitution and the admission act required that two United 
States Senators should be elected within ten days after the organization of 
the Legislature; that such Legislature had, on the 16th day of December, 1890, 
voted for a United States Senator in the two houses, acting separately, and 
thereafter, as provided by law, met in joint assembly on December 18, and 
within ten days after its organization elected, in the manner provided by law, 
the honorables George L. Shoup and William J. McConnell United States 
Senators, and thereupon immediately proceeded to vote for Hon. Fred T. Du- 
bois for the term beginning March 4, 1891, in advance of the drawing for terms 
by the two Senators elected in advance of the time fixed by law, and without 
first voting in the two houses, acting separately, and against the protest of 
the members of the joint assembly, the preamble finally concluding as fol- 
lows: “After full consideration of the facts, it is the opinion of the Legisla- 
ture that if the alleged election of said Hon. Fred T. Dubois is not void, there 
is at least grave doubt as to its validity,” after which followed the resolution, 
which is as follows: 

“Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring): That at the 
hour of 12 o'clock meridian of the first legislative day after the passage of 
this resolution the Legislature will proceed to elect a United States Senator 
to succeed Hon. William J. McConnell, for the term beginning March 4, 1891, 
and that such election shall be conducted in all respects in the manner pro- 
vided in section 15 of the Revised Statutes of the United States.” 

Then followed five days subsequently, February 11, A. D. 1891, the voting 
for and alleged election of the contestant, Mr. Clagett. 

It is very plain to your committee that even at this time no reliance what- 
ever was placed upon the question now urged as the one on which main re- 
liance is placed, namely: That the Legislature was not organized on Monday, 
December 8, as claimed by Mr. Dubois. 

The real ground of this protest evidently was that the Legislature had no 
right to elect a third Senator until after the drawing had taken place between 
Senators Shoup and McConnell. 

It is true John S. Gray, a member of the senate of the State Legislature of 
Idaho, in an ex parte affidavit made on the 19th day of February, A. D. 1891, 
and attached to the memorial of Mr. William H. Clagett, the contestant, 
states that he, on December 18, 1890, when the joint assembly met, opposed 
the resolution offered by Senator Gunn to go into the election of the third 
Senator at that time, and urged several objections, among others, as he 
states, that the Legislature was not organized until December 9, 1890; but 


| the record of the proceedings of the joint assembly of that date filed with 


your committee by Mr. Clagett, the contestant, fails to disclose any opposi- 
tion, either on the part of Senator Gray or any other member upon such 
grounds. The following is the full record of the proceedings of this joint 
assembly, as appears from the journal filed with your committee: 
“JOINT SESSION. 

“The joint session of the two houses was called to order by the lieutenant- 
governor, the president of the senate. 

“The roll of the senate then called by the secretary of the senate. 

“All present. 

“The chief clerk then called the roll of the house 

“All present 

* The chief clerk of the house read from the journal of the house of yester- 


| day that portion relating to the joint assembly; which was approved. 


| 


* Senator Gunn offered the following resolution: 

*** Resolved, by the joint assembly of the senate and house of representatives of 
the Legislature of the State of Idaho, That we proceed to elect two United 
States Senators to fill vacancies, and that after such elections we immediately 
proceed to elect one United States Senator to fill vacancy occurring March 
the 4th, 1891.’ 

‘*Senator Gray then offered the following amendment: 

‘‘T move to amend the resolution to-read as follows: ‘That we do now pro- 
ceed to elect one Senator from North Idaho, and then proceed to elect one 
Senator from South Idaho, to fill vacancies now existing.’ 

‘Senator Gunn raised the point of order that the amendment was not in 
order; Which was sustained by the chair. 

“Senator Gray then withdrew his amendment, and offered the following 
as a substitute for the original resolution: 

‘I move that the resolution read as follows: ‘That we proceed to electtwo 
Senators to fill the vacancies now existing.’ 

‘The question being on the adoption of the substitute, the ayes and nays 
were called for and taken, with the following result: 


SENATE ROLL CALL 
“Ayes—Branstetter, De Lamar, Dempsey, Finch, Gray, Jewell, Langrische, 
White; total, 8. 
**Nays—Brigham, Gunn, McPherson, Rogers, Shoup, Smith, Underwood, 
Weiler, Wells, Wing; total, 10. 
“HOUSE ROLL CALL 
“Aves—Armstrong, Ballentine, Cameron, Casey, Dryden, Emery, Hanley, 
Hawkins, Irwin, Jones, Martin, Porter, Scofield, Smith, W. H., Smith, B. H 
Sperry, Steunenberg; total, 17. 

Nays—Briggs, Caldwell, Ethel, Fenn, Frederickson, Goodnight, Green, 
Hixon, King, Lyons, Merrell, Mills, Monroe. Price, Pyeatt, Ramsey, Scatta- 
boe, Suydam, and Swanger; total, 19. 

“ Total ayes in all, 25. 

* Total nays in all, 29. 

“And so the substitute was rejected. 

“The question recurring on the original resolution, the ayes and nays were 
taken, with the following result: 
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ROLL CALL OF SENATE. 

“Ayes—Brigham, Gunn, McPherson, Rogers, Shoup, Smith, Underwor 
Weiler, Wells, Wing; total, 10. 
‘‘Nays—Branstetter, De Lamar, Dempsey, Finch, Gray, Jewell, Langris 

White; total, 8. 
“ROLL CALL OF HOUSE. 

““Ayes—Briggs, Caldwell, Ethel, Fenn, Frederickson, Goodnight, Green 
Hixon, King, Lyons, Merrell, Mills, Monroe, Price, Pyeatt, Ramsey, Scatta 
boe, Suydam, Swanger; total, 19. 

“‘Nays—Armstrong, Ballentine, Cameron, Casey, Dryden, Emery, Hank 
Hawkins, Irwin, Jones, Martin, Porter, Scofield, Smith, W. H., Smith, B. H 
Sperry, Steumenberg; total, 17. 

‘*Total ayes in all, 29. 

‘Total nays in all, 25. 

‘And so the resolution was adopted. 

“The president directed that the joint assembly proceed 
a United States Senator to fill an existing vacancy by a vi 
each member present. 

“The rolls of the respective houses were then called, with th 
result: 

“Total number of votes, 54; of which George L. Shoup received 31, Willia 
H. Clagett received 12, Alexander E. Mayhew received 1 
received 1. 

“Those voting for George L. Shoup were: Messrs. Brigham, Gunn, M 
Pherson, Rogers, Shoup, Smith, Underwood, Weiler, a l yf the s 
ators; and Messrs. Briggs, Caldwell, Emery, Eth¢ Fredericks 
Goodnight, Green, Hixon, King, Lyon, Martin, Merrell, Mills, Monroe, Pri 
Pyeatt, Ramsey, Scattaboe, Smith, W. A., Suydam, and Swanger, of t 
house—31. 

“Those voting for William H.Clagett were: Messrs. De Lamar, Finch, Gray 
and Langrische, of the senate; and Messrs. Armstrong, Cameron, Casey 
Hanley, Hawkins, Porter, Scofield, and Sperry, of the house—12 

“Those voting for Alexander E. Mayhew were: Messrs. Branstetter, De! 
sey, Jewell, and White, of the senate; and Messrs. Ballentine, Dryden, Irw 
Jones, Smith, B. H., and Steunenberg, of the house—10 

‘*Mr. Wing, of the senate, voting for William H. McConne 

‘George L. Shoup, having received a majority of all 
declared duly elected United States Senator. 

‘*Mr. Emery moved to adjourn, upon which the yeas and na 
and taken, with the following result: 


“ROLL CALL OF SENATI 
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“Ayes—Branstetter, De Lamar, Dempsey, Finch, Gray, Jew Lan 
White; total, 8. 
‘‘Nays—Brigham, Gunn, McPherson, Rogers, Shoup, Smith, Underwo 


Weiler, Wells, Wing; total, 10. 
‘ROLL CALL OF HOUSE 

“Aves—Armstrong, Ballentine, Cameron, Casey, Dryden, Emery, Hanley 
Hawkins, Jones, King, Porter, Scofield, Smith, W. H., Smith, B. H nd 
Steunenberg; total, 15. 

‘*Nays—Briggs, Caldwell, Ethel, Frederickson, Goodnight, Green, Hixo1 
Lyons, Martin, Merrell, Mills, Monroe, Price, Pyeatt, Rams Scatt 
Sperry, Suydam, Swanger, Mr. Speaker; total, 20 

“Ayes in all, 23. 

‘Nays in all, 30. 

**And so the motion to adjourn was lost 

“The joint assembly then proceeded to the election 
tor to fill the other existing vacancy. 

“SECOND BALLO' 

“The rolls of the respective houses were then called with the f 
sults: 

“Total number of votes cast, 54; of which W. J. McConnell rece 
William H. Clagett received 15, and George Ainslie received 10 









“Those voting for W. J. McConnell were: Messrs. Bri; 1 Gu 
Pherson. Rogers, Shoup, Smith, Underwood, Weiler, W u Wi 
the senate; and Messrs. Briggs, Caldwell, Ethel, Fenn, Frederickson, Gow 


night, Green, Hixon, Lyon, Martin, Merrell, Mills, Monroe, Price, Py« 
Ramsey, Scattaboe, Suydam, and Swanger, of the house—29 

“Those voting for W. H. Clagett were: Messrs. De Lamar, h.G 
Langrische, of the senate; and Messrs. Armstrong, Cameron, Casey, E1 
Hanley, Hawkins, King, Porter, Scofield, Smith, W. H., and Sperry, o 
house—15. 

“Those voting for Mr. Ainslie were: Messrs. Branstetter, Dempsay, Jews 
and White, of the senate; and Messrs. Ballentine, Dryden, Irwin, Jone 
Smith, B. H., and Steunenberg, of the house—10. 





“Mr. McConnell having received a majority of all the votes cast was 
clared duly elected United States Senator. 
“Senator Gray moved to adjourn, upon which the ayes and nay 


called for and taken, with the following result 
‘*ROLL CALL OF SENATI 


“Aves—Branstetter, De Lamar, Dempsay, Finch, Gray, Jewell, Lang: 
White, and Wing; total 9. 

‘*Nays—Brigham, Gunn, McPherson, Rogers, Shoup, Smith, U 
Weiler, Wells; total, 9. 





HOUSE ROLL CALI 

**Avyes—Armstrong, Ballentine, Cameron, Casey, Dryden, Emery, Hanke 
Hawkins, Irvine, Jones, Porter, Scofield, Smith, W. H., Smith, B. H., Sperry 
Steunenberg; total, 16 

** Nays—Briggs, Caldwell, Ethel, Fenn, Frederickson, Goodnight, Green 
Hixon, King, Lyons, Martin, Merrell, Mills, Monroe, Price, Pyeatt, Ramsey 
Scattaboe, Suydam, and Swanger; total, 20 

“Total of all ayes, 25. 

“Total of all nays, 29. 

‘*And so the motion to adjourn was lost 


“The joint assembly then proceeded to the election of a United States S 
tor, Whose term should begin March 1, 1891 
** By request of Senator Gray his objection to the election of a third 1 ‘ 


States Senator is entered on the journal. 
“THIRD BALLOT. 
“The rolls of the respective houses were called with the following r« 


‘Total number of votes cast, 54; of which Fred T. Dubois received 32, W 
liam H. Clagett received 12, and John Haley received 10 

“Those voting for Mr. Dubois were: Messrs. Brigham, Gunn, McPherso1 
Rogies, Shoup, Smith, Underwood, Weiler, Wells, and Wing, of the senat 
and Messrs. Briggs, Caldwell, Casey, Ethel, Fenn, Fredrickson, Goodnight 
Green, Hixon, King, Lyons, Martin, Merrell, Mills, Monroe, Price, Pyeatt 
Ramsey, Scattaboe, Sperry, Suydam, and Swanger, of the house—32 

“Those voting for William H. Clagett were: Messrs. De Lamar, Fl 
Gray, and Langrische, of the senate; and Messrs. Armstrong, Cameron 
Emery, Hanley, Hawkins, Porter, Scofield, Smith, W. H., of the house—12 

“Those voting for Mr. Haley were: Messrs. Branstetter, Dempsey, J 
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mittee on rules was adopted, and finally a committee on “ organization to 
designate and determine the number and order of offices to be filled * was 
appointed, whereupon the senate adjourned until the next day. 2 

This comprised substantially the whole of the first day’s proceedings, not 
one act of which constituted organization, but everyone of which was a step 
in the process of organization; which condition of disorganization is fully and 
explicitly acknowledged by the adoption of a resolution for the appointment 
of acommittee for the express purpose of providing for and determining that 
organization. 

On the next day, to wit, on Tuesday, the 9th of December, that committee 
on organization made the following report: 





SECOND DAY 
SENATE CHAMBER, Boisé City, December 9, 1890 


“Senate met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10 o’clock a.m 

‘‘Senate was opened by prayer by Rev. Mr. Gowan 

“Roll called; all present 

“The committee on organization made the following report: 

“*Mr, PRESIDENT: We, your committee on organization, appointed todesig- 
nate and determine the number and order of the offices to be filled by the 
senate, ask lief to report as follows: 

“*Pirst. President pro tempore of the senate. 

‘Second. Secretary of the senate. 

‘Third. Assistant secretary of the senate. 

‘Fourth. Engrossing clerk 

‘Fifth. Assistant engrossing clerk i 
‘Sixth. Enrolling clerk. 

‘Seventh. Assistant enrolling clerk. 
‘Eighth. Two pages 

“*Tenth. Doorkeeper 

“*Eleventh. Janitor 

“« Twelfth. Chaplain 

*** Respectfully submitted. 


‘J. W. BRIGHAM, Chair: 

“Mr. Weiler moved that the report be adopted 

Which motion prevailed 
Mr. Wells moved that the senate now proceed to the election of the offi 
cers as designated in the report of the committee on organization. 

“The motion prevailed.’ 

The officers here provided for were all elected on the same day; they were 
notified of their election; were required to be present in the chamber at 2 
o'clock to take the oath of office; they appeared and were swornin. Where- 
upon, and not before, it was moved and carried that a message be sent to the 
**house of representatives informing them that the senate is now organized 
and ready for the transaction of business.’’ Thus it appears that the senate 
of the Idaho Legislature did not consider itself * organized,” and, in fact, was 
not organized, until the afternoon session of Tuesday, December 9, 1890, when, 
and for the first time, it had in office the proper and necessary officers, duly 
sworn; whereuponit notonly announced its organization to the lower branch, 
but announced it as well to the coédrdinate or executive branch of the law- 
making power of the State 

In the house of representatives almost exactly similar proceedings were 
had; a speaker and principal officers were elected on Monday, the &th, but 
none except the speaker were sworn or inducted into office that day. On 
Tuesday, the 9th, the officers of the house were completed by the election of 
a chaplain; a committee was appointed to draft rules for the government of 
the house; the officers and attachés elected on the previous day were caused 
to appear, and the oath of office was administered to them; and then imme- 
diately, as appears by the record, and not until then, on motion of Mr. Jones, 
it was ordered 

“That the chief clerk notify the council (senate) that the house was per- 
manently organized and ready to proceed to the transaction of legislative 
business.” 

Nothing can be plainer than the fact that neither house of the Legislature 
considered itself organized until the moment when it so announced, and the 
attempt to evade the force of this fact by saying that the official and custom- 
ary announcement of organization on a certain day does not forbid the con- 
clusion that that organization had taken place the day previous is the merest 
begging of the question, and is nothing short of trying to make an unsup- 
ported inference contradict the positive assertions of the record. 

This method of announcing the formal organization of legislative bodies 
immediately succeeding the selection of its permanent officers has for its 
precedent the example of the United States House of Representatives. In 
the Manual and Digest of its rules, after providing for the methed of electing 
a Speaker, and after his election, it is stated on page 423: | 

“The organization of the Houseis then completed by the election of the 
officers named in Rule IT, after which the Delegates from the Territories are | 
then called and sworn.” | 

Rule I is as follows: 

“There shall be elected by a viva voce vote at the commencement of each | 
Congress, to continue in office until their successors are chosen and qualified, 
a Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, and Chaplain, each of | 
whom shall take an oath to support the Constitution of the United States.” 

The Manual continues 

“At this stage (immediately after such election and swearing in of officers) | 
it is usual for the House to adopt the order that a message be sent to the Sen- 
ate to inform that body that a quorum of the House of Representatives has 
assembled, and that - , one of the Representatives from the State of % 
has been chosen Speaker, and that — , a citizen of the State of , has 
been chosen Clerk, and that the House is now ready to proceed to business.” | 

That is to say: 

‘Having a presiding officer to collect and announce the will of the body 
and a clerk to record that will, we are now ready to proceed to business—we 
are now organized.”’ 

Is it possible to mistake the meaning of Congress in the language of the 
act of 1866, in fixing the time for the election of Senators on the second Tues- 
day “‘after the meeting and organization”’ of the Legislature! Could they 
have meant anything else than thatthat organization should consist at least 
of the election of speaker and clerk, both duly swornand inducted into office, 
when Congress itself required not only this much, but that all the other | 
officers mentioned in Rule II to have beenelected, sworn, and inducted into 
office before formally announcing to all concerned that their organization 
was complete and that they were ready to proceed to business? 

It must be borne in mind, too, that the evidence of the organization of the 
two houses of the Idaho Legislature furnished by their records here referred 
to is not only possessed of all the ordinary weight attached to the solemn rec- 
ords of legislative or judicial bodies, but is peculiarly convincing by reason 
of the fact that its statements were written down before any of these conten- 
tious, disreputable combinations and bitter fueds growing out of the sena- 
torial elections had arisen, and before their significance could have in any 
way been anticipated; and in this unbiased way, in this natural way, the 
truth incontestably appears that neither house of that Legislature was or- 
ganized on Monday, the 8th of December; that neither house treated itself 
a8 organized orclaimed that it was organized, or attempted todo any act 
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| except those which would lead up to “ organization” until Tuesday, the 9th 


of December, 1890. 

Then, having elected and sworn in the officers which they thought neces- 
sary, in obedience to the recommendations of a special committee appointed 
for that very purpose, then, and not till then, did they declare themselves 


| organized and ready to proceed with the public business. 


An attempt is made to show that the language of the statute is complied 
with by maintaining that a temporary organization is sufficient and equiva- 
lent to permanent organization. This we do not think is tenable. The law 
only speaks of organization: one state or condition of readiness for the legal 
transaction of business. It must mean the real, the complete. 

It is not possible for any body to put itself into shape for effective action 
without going through some preliminary steps which must be permitted by 
sufferance and common consent. For example, a multitude Eecives to re- 
solve itself into a deliberative body. The only possible way by which this 


| can be done is for some one of the number to propose that A. B. be requested 


to take the chair, or to preside. Now, the mover of this proposition does so 
by virtue of no legal right or authority, all in the assemblage being upon an 
absolute’equality. But some one must take the initial step or organization 
will never be effected. So by common consent he puts the machine in motion 
and calls for an expression of opinion or the will of the multitude on his own 
authority, and announces the result. A. B. is chosen Chairman and organ- 
ization is begun. 

Now, aS well might it be said that the meeting was organized when this 
volunteer assumed to control its proceedings and take the sense of its mem- 
bers, as to say that an officer called upon temporarily to perform certain 
duties in the Legislature, for the purpose of testing the sense of the body as 
to who its officers should be. constituted an organization within the mean- 
ing of the act of Congress. This was not organization, but only one further 
step towards it. A temporary organization, as its name imports, is merely 


| a makeshift, a tide-over, a stepping-stone to the real organization which the 


act of 1866 contemplated; a mere mold to hold the soft material in shape un- 


| til it hardens into self-sustaining consistency. 


Viewed in another sense, a temporary organization is in terms an incom- 
plete organization, and an incomplete organization is no more an “ organi- 
zation *’ contemplated or required by the act than is a part of anything the 
thing itself. A body can not be said to be organized when itis admittedly 
only partly organized; and if there be no distinction between the organiza- 
tion of a body and the necessary unavoidable initial steps which lead 7 to 
it, then the whole force and purpose of the act of Congress is rendered indefi- 
nite and worthless, since there are a score of such preliminary steps, each 
one of which might be counted as *‘ organization ’’ and from which the time 
required by the statute might be computed. 

Nor do we think that the capacity of a Legislature to enact a law a fair 
test of its condition of *‘ organization ’’ within the meaning of the act of Con- 
gress. If such had been its meaning there would have been no necessity for 
the insertion of that word. In fact, it would have been quite as effective 
and much more definite if the words had been ‘‘on the second Tuesday after 
the meeting of the Legislature,” for the body of men elected for that purpose 
would not in fact become the *‘ Legislature’ until they had put themselves in 
shape to discharge their constitutional functions. 

This was the original language of the bill, but on the suggestion of Mr. 
Fessenden, Mr. Clark, who had the bill in charge, agreed to add the words 
‘and organization,” in order to meet the cases where organization did not 
immediately ensue after the meeting of the Legislature. (See Globe, first 
session, Thirty-ninth Congress, pages 3727, 3728.) 

Congress, therefore, saw fit to use the words, * meeting and organization,” 
and they must have meant by it to fix the time of electing Senators to de- 
pend upon some other stage of legislative existence than that of its first ca- 
pacity to enact a law. 

Organization as applied to all deliberative assemblies in our country had 
a Well-known meaning, of universal use, and designated a stage in the exist- 
ence of the assembly where it was supplied with all the necessary adjuncts 
of legislation, and nothing more was required to enable it to discharge its 
functions. Again, if the capacity to enact a law was a sufficient organiza- 
tion to comply with the statute, then the obvious intention of the lawmakers 
could be easily defeated. For it is not to be denied that a Legislature has 
the power to enact a law without either aspeaker or a clerk, unless required 
to have such officers by the State constitution. 

Yet, in requiring that there should be an organization as well as a meeting 
of the Legislature at least two Tuesdays prior to its election of Senators, 
Congress plainly precluded such an idea, and described the event from which 
the time was to be computed as the organization of the Legislature in the 
plain, simple, and usual manner of such bodies. 


WHO HAS THE RIGHT TO DECIDE WHEN A LEGISLATURE IS ORGANIZED? 


The Constitution of the United States provides that Senators shall be 
chosen by the Legislatures of the States, respectively, and grants to Congress 
the power of regulating the ‘‘time’’ and ‘‘manner” of so choosing them. 
The act of Congress of July, 1866, has fixed the time for initiating the pro- 
ceedings for such choosing as the second Tuesday after the meeting and or- 


| ganization of the Legislature next preceding, etc. Clearly the duty iniposed 


by the Constitution is upon a lawmaking body; upon thatdepartment of the 


| government having the legislative function; and when the act speaks of the 
| organization of that body, it must, by every reasonable intentment, mean 


that systematized arrangement of constituent and independent parts, or or- 
ganization of each house, which by the determination of each house shall be 


| appropriate and necessary for the discharge of its legislative function. 


What stage, or degree, or kind of organization may be appropriate and 
necessary for this purpose is not for the Senate of the United States to de- 
cide. That must belong to the two houses, respectively, of the Legislature, 
and is ae. exclusive. It is competent for either house to decide that 
an organization less complete than that sanctioned by the universal usage of 
American Commonwealths shall be the organization through and by which 
it will discharge its legislative duties. It might be determined that a pre- 
siding officer and clerk elected de novo each day should be the final method 
of organization. Or if the constitution did not otherwise provide, that it 
would impose on the presiding officer the duty of keeping the journal. 

Such organization, it is true, would be anomalous, violation of established 
usage, and demoralizing, and not to be presumed as the will of a legislative 
body except upon the clearest proof that such was its determination. 

But the point we are making is that it is exclusively within the appence 
of each branch of a State Legislature, except so far as it is restrained by the 
constitution or laws of the State, to decide foritself what its final or legisla- 
tive organization shallbe. When that determination clearly appears, either 
by express declaration or by conduct of business, or by both, then it is not 
competent for any other body or person or department of Government to de- 
termine otherwise. 

It is a clearly established fact in the present case that both houses of the 
Legislature of Idaho were merely proceeding on the 8th of December in or- 
derly fashion towards a final legislative organization; such an organization 
as they considered necessary and appropriate for the performance of their 
legislative function. The evidence is overwhelming that neither branch 
considered the so-called temporary organization made on the 8th as anything 
more than a proper and necessary step in the process of reaching that fina) 
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legislative organization which was accomplished on Tuesday the 9th. What 
either branch might have considered this first stage in the proceeding is not 
the question, but what did it consider it? 


Not only do we have the conduct and action of each branch, as set forth in | 


their respective journals, as evidencing its determination in this regard, but 
we have their declarations, as set forth in resolutions adopted by each house, 
expressing and confirming that determination. 

addition to the resolutions adopted by each house separately on Tues- 
day, December 9, to inform the other that it was permanently organized, we 
have the resolutions of the two houses passed on Tuesday, December 9, after 
the reception of the messages from the houses, respectively, pursuant to the 
resolutions referred to, as follows: 

“Mr. Mills offered the following resolution; which was adopted: 

‘** Resolved, Thata committee of three members be appointed by the speaker 
to join a like committee which may be appointed by the senate to wait upon 
his excellency the governor and inform him that the Legislature is organ- 
ized and now in session and ready to receive any communications he may be 
pleased to transmit.’ 


“The speaker appointed as such committee Messrs. Monroe, Porter, and | 


Ballentine. 4 
“Mr. Wells moved that a committee of two be appointed to act with a like 


committee of the house to wait upon his excellency the governor to inform | 


bim that the Legislature is now organized and ready to receive any com- 
munication he desires to make. ‘ 

‘The motion prevailed.” 

It is idle, therefore, to contend that the partial and incomplete organiza- 
tion of either house on Monday was sufficient to enable it to perform legisla- 
tive business, if it chose to do so, in the face of the fact that both houses de 
termined that a further and more complete stage of the process, not at- 
tained until Tuesday, was necessary for that purpose. 


INCIDENTAL REFERENCES NOT CONCLUSIVE OF THE FACT OF ORGANIZATION. 


It can not surely be maintained with seriousness that the incidental recital 
of a conclusion by a presiding or other officer of the body is entitled to 
greater weight than the direct and solemn resolution of the body itself. Yet 
the committee insist that the recitals of President Willey and Speaker Fenn, 
contained in their certificate, made on the 19th of December, 1890, that the 
houses were organized on Monday, the 8th, are conclusive, although the two 
houses themselves announced their organization on the 9th at the moment 


oint resolution, solemnly declared that their organization was made on 
esday, the 9th of December, 1890. 


THE AFTERTHOUGHT CONCERNING THE WRONG DAY NOT MATERIAL. 


In answer to the allegations of the report that the charge that the election 
of Dubois as Senator was held on the wrong day was merely an afterthought 
and was not suggested by anyone at the time, it seems to the undersigned to 
be sufficient to simply remind the Senate that when a time and place are 
fixed by law for holding an election the election must be held then and there, 
and nowhere else, or itis void. Consent of all the voters can not change it, 
and the fact that no one objected makes not the slightest difference if in fact 
the time was not the day prescribed by the law. 


CONGRESSIONAL AND STATE PRECEDENTS. 


The conclusion reached by the committee that Mr. Dubois was elected is 
based entirely upon the contention that the Idaho Legislature was organized 
within the meaning of section 14on Monday, December 8, because on that 
day each house had a permanent presiding officer, duly chosen and qualified, 
and a permanent clerk in the house, duly chosen but not qualified, and a sec- 
retary pro tempore in the senate, who was never, as secretary pro tempore, 
qualified by being sworn into office. In other words, that each house was or- 
ganized within the meaning of section 14 because it had a permanent presid- 
ing officer and acting clerk in the house and a permanent presiding officer 
and temporary secretary in the senate. To support this contention the com- 
mittee in its report cites certain alleged precedents in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Legislature of Iowa in the years 1870 and 1872. 

We regret that the committee did not make a more careful examination 
from the original records of these alleged precedents. Had it done so it would 
have discovered that instead of being precedents in favor of the sitting mem- 
ber, when tested by conceded legal principles and examined as to facts in de- 
tail, they are without exception precedents in favor of contestant. These 
alleged precedents are all dwelt upon at length in the printed brief of Mr. 
Paine, counsel for Mr. Dubois, submitted to the committee, and which the 
majority of the committee seems to have accepted without examination as 
being correctly stated as to fact and conclusion. 

We will examine the alleged precedents in Iowafirst. Inthe years 1870 and 
1872, when Senators were elected in that State, the Legislature elected such 
Senators on the second Tuesday after the meeting of the Legislature on Mon- 
day, the day appointed by lawfor holdingits regular sessions. In bothof those 
years, as also in every year thereafter, down to 189, the uniform practice 
adopted on Monday, the day of meeting, was to elect a speaker and clerk pro 
tempore, in the house, and then adjourn until the next day, after appointing 
a committee on credentials in some cases, and in others without appointing 
such committee. 

On Tuesday (the next day), where the committee on credentials had been 
appointed the day before, the report of this contmittee was first received, and 
where not appointed the day before a committee was appointed on Tuesday 
to ascertain from their credentials who were the members elect, and there- 
fore, entitled to take part in the organization of the body. This being ascer- 
tained, in every instance, the members elect were sworn into office on Tues- 
day, and immediately thereafter proceeded to elect their regular officers. 
— being done notice was given to the senate that the house was organ- 
ized. 

In those two years the Legislature elected Senators on the second Tuesday 
from this Monday, and the credentials of those Senators presented to the 
Senate certified that they were elected on the second Tuesday after the tem- 
porary organization of the Legislature. It will not be disputed that the 
qualification of the members by being sworn into office (as required by the 

Jonstitution of the United States) is absolutely essential to transform a body 
of members elect into members, and change such body of members elect into 
alegislative house. e 

In the two cases above mentioned this was not done until the Tuesday after 
the day of meeting. Until such Tuesday, therefore, there was not even a 
house of representatives in existence, to say nothing about there being a 
house duly organized. Nevertheless, the lowa Legislature, in electing Sena- 
tors in those years, assumed thateach house was organized within the mean- 
ing of section 14 on Monday, the day of meeting, when there was not a legis- 
lative house in existence, but only a body of men claiming that they had a 
right to sit as members when it should be ascertained that they were so en 
titled and they should be duly sworn in as members. F 

Thesimple statement of these facts disposes of those two alleged precedents, 
unless it can be shown that a violation of all law becomes law from the mere 
fact of such victanOn. 

At the next five ensuing Senatorial elections in that State, made in the 
Years 1876, 1878, 1882, 1884, and 1888, respectively, the Legislature of Iowa fol- 
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lowed the course taken by its predecessors in 1870 and 1872 and elected Sen- 


| ators on the second Tuesday after Monday, its day of meeting, and before a 


single member had been sworn inineither house. This action seems to have 
been taken in deference to the example set prior to 1876. Those five Legis- 
latures, however, beginning with 1876, evidently concluded that the idea of 
treating the two houses as being organized when there was not any house in 
existence was radically wrong, because while following the practice in 1870 
and 1872 and electing the second Tuesday after the temporary organization, 
they also held a double election in each case one week after the permanent 
organization and elected the same person over again. 

This deliberate action by the lowa Legislature at five successive elections 
is proof that those Legislatures considered that the action taken in 1870 and 
1872 was Without warrant of law, And at the last election held in that State 
in 1890 the Legislature deliberately overturned those two alleged precedents, 
and distinctly declared, not only by its action, but by formal resolution 
also, that it Was the permanent and not the temporary organization that is 
referred to in section 14. We now refer to the facts relating to the laste lec- 
tion in 1890, as shown by the journals of the two houses. 

The Legislature met Monday, January 13, 1890. In the house nothing was 


| done on that day, except that a person was authorized to ‘act as temporary 


reading clerk.”’ (H. J., p. 1.) 
Beginning with Tuesday, January 14, the house balloted daily and without 


| success down to January 27, when a temporary speaker and speaker pro tem- 


pore and a temporary clerk and a clerk pro tempore were elected. Imme 
diately upon their election acommittee on credentials was appointed, and the 
members being ascertained were duly sworn into office. Balloting then be- 
gan for permanent officers and continued without success from January 27 
to February 19, when a permanent speaker, chief clerk, and other officers 
were elected andsworn. (J., pp. 83-87.) 

After the election of such permanent officers, and not before, the house in 
the usual form notified the senate *‘ That the house has completed its organ- 
ization and is ready toreceive any communication from the senate.”’ (J.,pp 
87,88.) From the meeting of the Legislature on January 13 to February 19, 
when the permanent officers were elected, the house transacted no legislative 
business whatever. 

The senate on the day of meeting elected a temporary secretary, sergeant- 
at-arms, and other officers (S. J., p. 1), and adjourned until the next day. 
January 14 the members were sworn, and on the same day thereafter the 


rit lish. t 7 ae A the 9th of Feb i901. t | permanent offieers elected and qualified, and the governor thereupon notified 
of its accomplishment, and subsequently, on the of February, , bya | 


that the senate was organized. January 15 the senate notified the house of 
its organization. 
Thus on January 27 the senate hada permanent and the house a temporary 


| organization. If the Legistature had followed the practice in 1870 and 1872, 


it would have initiated the election of Senator on the second Tuesday after 
January 27. Instead of doing so. however, it waited until the 4th of March, 
being the second Tnesday after February 19, on which day both houses had 
secured a permanent organization. 

On March 3, 1890, the Legislature of lowa passed a concurrent resolution 
which in terms settled the construction in that State of section 14, and re- 


| moved for the future the doubts which had theretofore prevailed as to whether 


the temporary organization could legally answer the requirements of that 
section, in the election of a Senator. The concurrent resolution, found in 
House Journal, page 153, is as follows 

That at 12 o'clock meridian on Wednesday. March 5, 1890, that being the 
day following the second Tuesday after the organization of the General As 


| sembly, the members of the General Assembly will meet in joint convention 
| in the hall of the house to compare the journals of the two houses and to de 


clare the result thereof with reference to the election of a United States Sen 
ator for the State of Iowa for six years from the 4th day of March, 1891 

On the day following the passage of this resolution, viz, on March 4, the 
two houses voted separately for Senator, said day being the second Tuesday 
after the permanent organization, and on the next day, viz, on March 5, met 
in joint assembly, as provided in the concurrent resolution, and Mr. Allison 
was duly declared elected Senator 

Thus, after twenty years of confusion and doubt, the State of lowa has at 
last distinctly settled for itself the construction of section 14 by adopting the 
construction which has uniformly prevailed in every other State of the Union 
on that subject. So that now we have a uniform legislative exposition ofall 
the States to the effect that it is the permanent and not the temporary or- 
ganization which is the event from which to compute the second Tuesday 

We have heretofore shown that the adoption of the construction claimed 
by the majurity of the committee would make universal in all the States the 
same doubt and confusion which prevailed in lowa for twenty years, and 
absolutely destroy the value of the act of 1866 by substituting for a certain 
day, and hour of the day, when an election is held, a shifting, indefinite, and 
uncertain time, under which every evil would be greatly increased, to pre 
vent which that act was passed; not only increased in States where the evil 
existed prior to the passage of that act, but extended to every State of the 


Union which prior to that time had held regular and orderly elections under 












| the safeguards of State laws, which State laws were abrogated and all others 
prohibited when Congress legislated on this subject 
To the above statement, that the construction in all the States is now to the 
effect that it is the permanent organization created by the election of per 
manent presiding and recording officers that is mentioned in section 14, there 
would appear to be an exception in the South Carolina case cited in Mr 
Paine’s brief (p. 19). This citation is made in such terms as to cause it to 
appear that in 1868 the Legislature of that State voted thatit was permanently 
organized by the election and qualification of a permanent speaker only, 
the clerk and other officers being such pro lempore As stated, this case would 
seem to support the claim of the committee ind, although not referred to 
by it in the report, we deem it proper to consider It, as it has been called to 
the attention of the Senate by the distribution of Mr. Paine’s brief 
The Legislature of 1868 was the first one convened under the State const 
tution adopted in that year, at the close of the period of reconstruction, and 
the manner in which the first Legislature should be organized is prescribed 
in an ordinance attached to the constitution, as follows 
‘SEc. 2. That each house shall be temporarily organized by the election of 
a presiding officer, to whom the oath of office shall be administered by the 
president of this convention, and which presiding offic shall then admini 
ter the said oath to the other membe1 
‘SEG 3. That as soon as the house of representative is permanently or 
ganized by the election of a speaker, and shall have appointed a day for the 
purpose, the governor shall be installed T In the presence of both 
houses, and the oath of office shall bea tered to him by the president 
of this convention, and who shall ther ‘ administer the said oath to the 
lieutenant-governor in the senate chamber Constitution S. C., 1868, p. 43.) 
It is thus seen that at that session, specially provided for in the constitu 
tion, the house was declared permanently organized by the election of a 
speaker only, and the proceedings in the organization of that Legislature 
were strictly in accordance with the constitution At subsequent elections 
held in that State in the years 1870, 72, and ‘78, and when it was not proceed- 
ing under thisspecial constitutional provision, the Legislature of that State, 
by its action and vote, held that the house was not organized until the per- 
manent speaker and clerk were both elected and qualifie 
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TH! NGRESSIONAL PRECEDENTS REFERRED TO IN REPORT OF COMMITTEE. | things very different from that which existed when the House was organized 












The elever ngre ents in the House of Representatives citea | Under the rule of the House the Clerk of each Congress held over until his 
in the committ rep are cited to show that in these eleven | 5Uccessor was elected If the gentleman who read the Journal did so merely 
cases the Hou hee ves has voted that it was organized and | 4t the discretion of the House, and not as Clerk, he (Mr. Hall) had no objec 
ready to proceed to business when it wnent presiding officer only, | ion to it. But he understood that the gentleman was acting as Clerk. _ 
and when it had no regularly chosen and ed recording officer. “The SPEAKER. The ¢ hair has stated that no person was authorized to dis- 

‘1 uppears from the language of the report (p. 19) as follows: | Chars » the duties of ¢ 1erk 

On not less, therefore, than eleven definite occasions has the House of | Phe Journal was then read and approved 
Rep nta of the United States decided. and in its decision the Senate | .‘“ Mr. Harris of Illinois rose and moved that the House proceed to the elec- 


a e acquiesced, that it is an organized House when a | tion of a Clerk. 










































quorum of the Representatives have embled. 1 n the oath of office. and | Mr. Brown of Mississippi moved to amend the motion by adding, after the 
ch a presiding officer word ‘Clerk,’ the words ‘and Doorkeeper.’ 

q 7 sion reached by t) ommit ‘ these eleven Houses the | The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, the amen iment is notin order 
H h recularly cl n and qua recording *, is based upon | Mr. BROWN. Then I offer the following resolution. 
the t . { election of Speake ' lection of the | ‘The resolution was rs 3 follows 
Cler} he H has} 4 Senate that it wa 1d ready to | *** Resolved, That the « * heretofore passed by the House postponing the 
proceed t ‘ Ss a j instal ! i] lative busi election of Doorkeeper be, and the same is hereby, rescinded; and that the 
n¢ t e time intervening between the election of the Speaker andthe | House of Representatives proceed to the election of Clerk and Doorkeeper.’ 
elec n of a Clerk : The resolution having been read, 

‘ ulleged precedents are no precedents at all in favor of Mr. Dubois, but The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair,no resolution, no business is 
are } ‘ ‘ lusiv laracte in favor of contestant, for | in order untila Clerk shall have beet ~cted, and the House can take action 
the reason that since the beginning of the Twenty-fifth Congress (1839) the | Upon no subject whatever until the « tion of a Clerk, that being necessary 
House | 4 ‘ ng rul which its Clerk and Sergeant-at-Arms, | © the organization of the House. 
and at a t 1e ce elected, hold Mr. BRowN. I suppose some motion is necessarily in order? 
th nt ‘ . t Prior to 1839 the | The SPEAKER. Nor ion is in order except the motion made by the get 
pra ‘ eH ‘ tleman from Illinois [Mr. Harris] that the House proceed to the election \ 

On the Ist of Ap of the House as- | Clerk 
5 inder the ne r elected a Clerk Mr. Kaufman rose to inquire whether the motion of the gentleman from 
} : irpose, although | Hlinois Mr. Harris} was debatable; because,if it was so, he had risen for 
1 : Spea “an order was pri the purpose of moving the previous question. 
vi y ( e commencement rhe SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that the motion to go into the 
of « ( ! i fall officers of the election of a Clerk is debatable If it is so, the debate must be confined 
He ‘ v4 e was adopted December 10, 1839 See Barclay’s D within very narrow limits. But the Chair thinks that the question is not« 
west. v. 168 ; batable at a 
] ty-fifth Congress | ‘Mr. KRAUFMA hen it is unnecessary for me to move the previous ques 
Cle the Hou true and faithful tio! 
charge of ithe of edge and al v. al Mr. BRowN. That I may have the sense of the House on that question, I 
sha re dé it t pointed Constitu ippeal from the decision of the Chair, and I would like to submit a remark 
ti and Manual, T'v P The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled that the resolution of the gentleman 
eant-at-Arms ull D Lis office dur he from Mississippi |Mr. Brown] is out of order, upon the ground that the 
| House during its sit is not organized until a Clerk shall have been elected, and that no 
tir to ext et commal ime to time, together siness is in order until the House shall have been organized by the election 
v All h powe < ' hall be directed to him | ‘ rk. Fro1 his decision the gentleman from Mississippi appeals 
t Spe See ( stit Manual, Twenty-fifth Con A > questi« 


ent of the Hous« 


gress, p. 59 ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the ju 
‘ 1 the affirmative with- 


These rules were a ited, by special order, by the Twenty-sixth Congress ‘And the question thereon was taken and d¢ 








‘ s 4 
( r G ty-seventh Congress (Con- | out a division 
on 1al G p.4 he 'T'w ighth Congress (vols. 12 and 13 ‘So the judgment was affirms 
Pp. y the Twenty-ninth Congress (\ 15, pp. 4 and 428), by the Thirtieth | The question then recurred and was taken on the motion of the gentle 





Congress (1 18, pp. 3 and 49), by the Thirty-first Congress (vol. 21, p. 78), by | man from Illinois [Mr. Harris], that the House do now proceed to the ele 












TI Congres 1. 26, p. 10), by Thirty-third Congress (vo tion of a Clerk; and it was decided in the affirmative without a division 
1 Thirty-four Congress (vol. 38, p. 35). and by the Thirty So the motion was agreed to. And thereupon the House proc led to the 
Cor { : : f tion of a Clerk (Congressional Globe, vol. 21, part 1, 184 0) 
e first sessi the Thirty-sixth Congress, on March 16, 1860, these i | pp. 740, 741 
} ere nged to read as follows It results, therefore, that the House of Representatives from the founda- 
; ects it the mmencement of each Congress to continue | tion ofthe Government has by its action untormly held that the electi 
i ul heirs é I ! 1 k, Sergeant-At-arms, Door qualification of its permanent presiding and recording officers were 


lutely essential to its organization and to authorize it to proceed with legisia 











ana 
scharre < he d of 1 and | tive business. And in the only instance in which there was a vacancy in the 
a y, and to keep the st sof th s Door office of Clerk, it (upon the question being directly raised) formally decided 
keeper and Postm: shall be and | that all legislative and other business must stop until this vacancy was filled 
in ‘ f elect y the n ! When we consider that the rules of the House of Representatives, in con 
‘ R , Const tior nection with Jefferson's Manual, constitute the generally, if not universally, 
ru : ‘ indir rule | accepted parliamentary law governing the State Legislatures, the above facts 





2 vas adopt« wl i rule is as follow 3° ; ; F are conclusive to the effect, first, that a regularly chosen and qualified pet 





Chere s} be elected by a viva voce vote at the « encement of « , | manent clerk is essential to the organization of a legislative body; and, sec 
Congress to continue in office until their successors are chosen and alified ondly, that a temporary designation of a speaker and clerk is not an organ 





a Clerk, a Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, and Chaplain, each of | Zation of the body, but only the preliminary stages in suc h organization, 
hor t I th f the United States. | especially when the body immediately and universally follows the so-called 







































Vv i ea 
for ie and fait? s best of their know] temporary organization by the election of its permanent officers, and post 
‘ 1 and t leach shall appoint | pones until then all legislative business and the notification to the other 
" em] és of ‘ Rule 2, Consti- | ! e that it is organized and ready to proceed with the public business 
: It ti : anno = by the eleven Cot ENATORIAL PRECEDENTS REFERRED TO IN COMMITTEE'S REPORT 
gre nal j edi Clerk and Sergeant The committee is equally unfortunate in the statement, p. 19, that 
a f Hi e chosen and quali The Senate has at different times for periods aggregating thirty-two day 
fies n ise until their suc- | transacted its ordinary business with the officeof the Secretary vacant.’ 
ce were chosen al \s this statement is made in the same terms in the brief of Mr. Payne (pp 
I 1 herefor the committee | 17, 18), the committee doubtless refers to the two cases mentioned in that 
t w that the H 1ate that it was | t 15), where it is alleged that the Senate in 1814, and again in 1861, de 
‘ rt ‘ ause in every at the formal election of a Secretary was not indispensable to its or 
( yffice, h g | n 
oa er under the I of ; | it were true that in case of a vacancy in the office of Secretary his duties 
To make lut : t period of its existence the House ‘formed by an acting clerk, it still would not follow that the election 
ha i the « on and qualification of a Clerk equally as essential | and qualification of a Secretary was not essential to the organization of the 
t o! t y ast election qualification of its | Senate. The Senate is a continuous body. It has never been organized but 
Sneaker. ua , l to the fact it in the rty-firstCongress the | once—namely, in [789. If the Senate had then voted that a Secretary was 
C oft nt ring the n by death of the incum- | not essential such a vote would be a precedent here. It would be as absurd 
ber r t House (Mr. Howell Cobb | to say that when a continuous body has become organized by the election of 
Sry rt here in the necessary officers it becomes disorganized and resolved into its original 
elements by the death of one of those officers as it would be to hold that 
i CSE OF ATIVES, 2 esd ipru 16, 135 where a newly created « ounty had been organized by the appointment of the 
i i the Hou t rd ut, 12 o'clock county officers it ceased to be an organized county up n the death of one of 
tants of t ate Clerk of the House, Mr. J.C. Walker, pro- | them 


‘ to! it J ! f ve Lv We, however, deny the facts upon which this portion of the committee's 























Hi erposer nd i that he had risen t | uu report is based. The facts in the case cited in 1814, as shown by ther rds 
) n prepared the Journal here, under what L e ir ure as follows, to wit: 
ai ult f Was 1 ling the Journal The House had had a The Secretary having died during the recess prior to the convenir f the 
D ee] I vy rf i ipon it, and he, for one, Was not willing pecial sessi n held that year, on the assem} ng of the Senate it v 
t! ( on the House in the same way} he objected to Resolved, As the former Secretary of the Senate has depart this | 
J t H had authorized sor individual at 1 Chief Clerk do act as the Secreta thereof until one shall be ap 
t Pp nted 
S I l ‘ ur y itet Ho » that is been And thereupon such clerk was regularly sworn in as t secretary of tl 
] 1} rect of the Speake atthe | Senate Senate Journal, 1814, vol. 5, p. 523 
! he J I ne of thes ate off rs of the On being so appointed and sworn in the per n who theretofore had beer 
la : eof Kepresentatiy p upied by se | the Chief Clerk became the Secretary of the Senate and ed as such un 
‘ ‘ rt Cier till » judgment the pleased the Senate to elect another, on October 11. Tl urnal shows th 
I I ‘ hey are not a rize ver, to discharg: I islative business was transacted by the Senate after convening unt 
t rf the oj n of the Chair unt ‘k shall have been | the Secretary was sworn in on September 19 
i c nized, a1 isiness can ansacted until an In the case in 1861 there never was a vacancy in the office of Secretary 
election st! have t place When the Republicans obtained the control of the Senate in the Thirty-sey 
“But th things d 10t prevent the preparation or thereadingof | enth Congress they removed the Secretary, Sergeant-at-Arms, and Door 
1 Journal. The I ! n regularly read, even before the election | keeper by electing their successors under special resolutions passed at dif 
of speaker, in t igit niza of the House, and the Chairis not | ferent dates. 
i per \ ny objection against the reading | The Senate Journal, Thirty-seventh Congress, 1861, p.1, shows that the 
iH ew tol rk t he i the present state of ' Senate had a Secretary in office when it convened in special session July 4 
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The speaker decided that all motions were out of order until the house was | Speaker elected and qualified (RP. 5, 6). 











duly and properly organized See p. 6, H. Jour. Md., 1874.) | Chief clerk elected and qualified (pp. 8,9). 
Whereupon an appeal was taken from the decision of the chair and the Reading clerk elected and qualified (pp. 8, 9). 
chair was sustained, and the house immediately proceeded to duly and prop- Senate notified (p. 10) 
erly organize itself by the election and qualification of its permanent speaker Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 
and chief clerk, and immediately thereafter notified the senate that it had | permanent organization (p. 95). 
organized by the election of those officers } Senate. 


WEDNESDAY, December 12, 1866. 

Part of the proceedings of the council of the Territory of Colorado. The 
temporary officers having been chosen on December 3, 1866. (See Council 
Journal, p.3 

Mr. Douglass chosen president. * * * Message from the house of repre- 
sentatives 

Mr. De Mary objected to the reception of the message on the ground that the 
council was not organized 


Met Wednesday, January 7, 1874 (p. 3, S. J., 1874). 
President pro tempore chosen (p. 4). 
Members sworn in (p. 4). 
Thursday, January 8.—President elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 6), 
Secretary elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 
Reading clerk elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 
Journal clerk elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 
The mes . was not received Postmaster elected (p.7), qualified (p. 2) - 
hen proceeded to complete its organization by the election of | Committee clerks elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 
i other officers. (See Senate Journal for Colorado, 1866, p. 6.) Doorkeeper elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). — ” 
Assistant doorkeeper elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 

Page elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 

House notified (p.7). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 49). 

House. 


Met Wednesday, January 7, 1874 (p.3, H. J., 1874). 

Speaker pro tempore chosen (p. 4). 

Thursday, January 8.—Speaker elected and qualified (p. 6). 

Members sworn in (pp. 7, 8). 

Chief clerk elected and qualified (p. 10). 

Reading clerk elected and qualified (p. 10). 

Senate notified (p. 10). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 








MARYLAND 
Senate 


Met Wednesday, January 2, 1867 (p. 3, S. J., 1867 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3 
New members sworn in (p. 3 
Tuesday, January 3.—Secretary elected and qualified (p. 6). 
Reading clerk elected and qualified (p 6 
Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 6 
Committee clerks elected and qualified (p. 6 
Postmaster elected and qualified (p. 6 

re elected and qualified (p. 6 
ified (p. 6 
Doorkeeper elected and qualified (p. 6 





“nger elected and qu 











House notified (p. 7 permanent organization (p. 74 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following On Thursday, January 8 (the speaker pro tempore having been chosen on 
the permanent organization (p. 46 the 7th), the following occurred: 
Hous Mr. Gill moved that the house do now proceed to the election of speaker. 


Which was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. Lane nominated Hon. Jesse K. Hines, of Kent. 

Mr. Duer nominated Hon. John A. Koons, of Frederick. 

Tuesday, Jan Speaker elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 9). Mr. Seth moved to submit certain papers for the consideration of the 
clerk el (p. 9), qualified (p. 9 house 

ling clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 9). The speaker decided that all motions were out of order until the house 

eant-at-arms elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 9 was duly and properly organized.” (See p. 6, H.J., Md., 1874.) 


Met Wednesd 


Temporary 






January 2, 1867 (p. 3, H. J., 1867 
airman chosen (p. 4 
> 















As int sergeant-at-arms elected (p 9), qualified (p. 9). . 
Committee clerks elected (p.9), qualified (p. 9) Denate, 1880. 
Folder elected (p.9), qualified (p.9 Met Wednesday, January 7, 1880 (p.3,S. J., 1880). 
As int folders elected (p.9), qualified (p.9 President pro tempore chosen (p. 4) 

Postmaster elected (p.9), qualified (p.9 President chosen (p. 4), qualified (p. 4). 
Assistant postmaster elected (p.9), qualified (p.9 Secretary chosen (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 
Doorkeeper elected (p.9) qualified (p.9 Reading clerk chosen (p.6), qualified (p. 6). 
Assistant « keepers elected (p.9), qualified (p. 9). Journal clerk chosen (p.6),qualitied (p.6). 

Pages el d (p.9), qualified (p.9 | Sergeant-at-arms chosen (p.6),qualitied (p. 6). 





ied (p. 10 | En 


: l 
Proceeded to elect Unites States Ser 








rossing clerk chosen (p.6),qualified (p. 6). 

1 lator on the second Tuesday following Doorkeeper chosen (p. 6), qualified (p. 6) 

the permanent organization (p. && Assistant doorkeeper chosen (p. 6), qualified (p. 6) 
Senate Postmaster chosen (p. 6), qualified (p. 6 

| Folders chosen (p. 6), qualitied (p.6 

Committee clerks chosen (p. 6), qualified (p.6 

; | Messenger chosen (p. 6), qualified (p. 6 

oe . : Engineer chosen (p. 6), qualified (p. 6 








Met January 1, 1868 (p. 3, S. J., 1868), being Wednesday. 
President pro tem} elected (p. 3 } 


Members sworn il 























January 2.—President elected and qualified (p. 4 | Chaplain chosen (p. 6), qualified (p. 6 
January secretary elected and qualified (p. 6). | House notified (p. 7). 
Reading clerk elected and qualified (p. ¢ | Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
Journal clerk elected and qualified (p. ¢ | the permanent organization (p. 60) 
Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. ¢ | 
Committee clerks elected and qualified (p. 6 Ho 
Postmaster elected and qualified (p. 6 Met Wednesday, January 7, 1880 (p. 3, S. J., 1880) 
A tant p ister elected and qualified (p. 6) } Speaker pro tempore chosen (p. 4 
Pa ele ‘ la I Speaker elected (p 5 qualified (p. 5) 
Folders « ’ i 6 | Chief clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
M I ‘ p. ¢ Reading clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8 
Doorkes ¢ p. ¢ Senate notified (p. 8 
t ‘ ‘ | Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 
PY [ ed State senator on the second Tuesday after the permanent organization (p. 83 
per I 7 - | Senate, 1884 
= Met Wednesday, January 2, 1884 (p. 3, S. J., 1884 
Mi Jar S6R i 868), belr Wedne Ly President pro tempore chosen (p. 4 
remporary chairman cl en (p. 4 Members sworn in (p. 4 
hv ‘ lar \ > Spea r¢ ted and qualified p. 5). President elected (p. 8). qualified (p. 8 
‘ f cle t nd qualified (p. 7 Secretary elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
Readil rk elected and qualified (p.7 Reading clerk elected (p. 11), qualified p. 11 
Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 7 Journal clerk elected (p. 11), qualified (p.11 
nt-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 7). Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 11). qualified (p. 11 
} I lalific p. 7 Doorkeeper elected (p. 11), qualified p. 11 
: jualified (p.7 Assistant doorkeeper elected (p.11), qualified (p.11). 
) ‘ lali p.7 | Engrossing clerk elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11 
jual p.7 Committee clerk elected (p.11), qualified (p.11 
i I LNG ¢ ed (p.7 Folder elected (p.11), qualified (p.11) 
‘ und qua i (p.7 | Janitor elected (p.11), qualified (p. 11 
! ‘ \ i(p.7 | Postmaster elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11 
Ke we? ns elected and qualified p.7 | Chaplain elected (p.11), qualified (p. 11 
Senat« ry 3 House notified (p. 12 
P I States Senator on the second Tuesday following Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
t ‘ Pp. «= | the permanent organization (p. 49 
‘ House 
Met W January 3, 1872 (p.3,S.J., 1872 | Met Wednesday, January 2. 1884 (p. 3, H. J., 1884 
Pr I ée chosen (p. 4 | Speaker pro tempore chosen (p. 4 
en vo! n(p.4 Speaker elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 6 
[ lar ry 4 President elected and qualifie p. 4) | Members sworn in (pp. 6 and 7 
S i und qualified (p. 7 | Chief clerk elected and qualified (p. 9 
j rk ted and qualifie i Reading clerk elected and qualified (p. 9 
nd ¢ f ; | Journal clerk elected and qualified (p. 9 
\ jual p. 7 | Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 9). 
i lified (p. 7 | Senate informed (p. 9 
l Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
I ise] ‘ ‘ the permanent organization (p. 64 
Proce Of United States Senator on the second Tuesday following Senate, 185¢ 
; Met Wednesday, January 6, 1886 (p. 3, S. J., 1886) 
President pro tempore chosen (p. 4). 
Met W ’ 872 (] H. J., 1872). Members sworn in (p. 4). 
Speake! : echosen (p.4 President elected and qualified (p. 5). 
M vorn in (D. 4 


Secretary elected and qualified (p. 5). 
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Journal clerk elected and qualified (p. 5). Thursday, December 4.—Rear port 


























Reading clerk elected and qualified (p. 5). Three additional porters elected (pp. 70 and 74 lalified (p. 7 
Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 5). | Pages elected (pp. 83,84, and 90). qualified (p. 90 
Engrossing clerk elected and qualified (p. 5). | Postmaster elected (p. 93), qualified (p. 9 
Committee clerk elected and qualified (p. 5). i Post-office page elected (p. 97), qualific p 
Folder elected and qualified (p. 5). Paper-folder elected (p. 99), qualified (p. 99 
Janitor elected and qualified (p. 5). Friday, December 5.—House informe 104 
Postmaster elected and qualified (p. 5). Proceeded to the election of a United States S t the second Tue 
Messenger elected and qualified (p. 5). day after the permanent organizatio1 
Chaplain elected and qualified (p. 5). g f 
Pages elected and qualified (p. 5). , , ae et de 
Firemen elected and qualified (p. 5). Me Monday December 3, 1877 (p.1,5.. 
Policemen elected and qualified (p. 5). | President an the cnair (p 1). 
House notified (p. 15). | New members sworn in (p. 1 , 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following | December 4. 1877.—President pro temp — cata 
the permanent organization (p. 44). ye ee a cain 3 ana D8 p. ¢ a 
AAS SLD be LSe¢ CLA ICS C1Ct ec 5 ‘ Lil t ) ) 
House. | Sergeant-at-arms elected (p.3), q talified p 6) 
Met Wednesday, January 6, 1886 (p. 3, H. J. 1886). | Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 4). qualified (p. ¢ 
Speaker pro tem. chosen (p. 4). Minute clerk elected (p. 4), qualified (p.¢ 
+ saker elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 7). Journal clerk elected (p.4), qualified (p.6 
Members sworn in (pp.7 and 8). Enrolling clerk elected (p.5), qualified (p. 6 
Chief clerk elected and qualified (p. 9). Engrossing clerk elected (p.5), qualified (p. ¢ 
Reading clerk elected and qualified (p. 9). Postmaster elected (p.5), qualified (p. ¢ 
Journal clerk elected and qualified (p.9). House notified (p. 6 
Senate notified (p. 11). Proceeded to the election of United States Senato I f cond Tue v 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following | after the permanent organization 
the permanent organization (p. 54). 7 ; , 
In no case has either branch of the Maryland Legislature ever notified the House enty-secone 
other branch that it was organized, nor attempted to do any legislative busi Met Monday, December 3, 1877 (p. 1, H. J., 1877 
ness— Members sworn in (p. 1 
First. When it had a temporary organization only; or Tuesday, December 4.—Speaker elected (p. 3), qualified (p. 3 
Second. Untilits organization was completed by the election and qualifi- | Speaker pro tempore elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 5 
cation of its permanent presiding and recording officers. Chief clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 5 
CALIFORNIA. Wednesday, December 5.—Assistant clerks elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 8). 
. : : Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 8 
Senate, seventeenth session. | Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected p. 6), qualified (p. 8 
Met Monday, December 2, 1867 (p.5,S. J., 1867-68). Minute clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. & 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p.5). Journal clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 8 
Members sworn in (p.5). | Enrolling clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 8 
Tuesday, December 3, 1867.—President pro tempore elected (p. 18), qualified Engrossing clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. & 
(p. 30) December 4. | Postmaster elected (p. 8), qualified (p. & 
Secretary elected (p. 19), qualified (p.30) December 4. } Senate notified (p. 8 
Assistant secretary elected (p. 20), qualified (p. 30) December 4. | Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 21), qualified (p.30) December 4. following the permanent organizatio1 y 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 22), qualified (p.30) December 4. ae / 
Minute clerk elected (p. 23), qualified (p. 30) December 4. ; 
Journal clerk elected (p. 24), qualified (p. 30) December 4. | Met Monday, January 3, 1881 (p. 1, 5. J., 24th session 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 25), qualified (p.30) December 4. | President in the chair (p. | 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 26), qualified (p. 30) December 4. President pro tempore elected (p. 2), qualified (p. 5 
Twocopying clerks elected (p. 27), qualified (p. 30) December 4, } Secretary elected (p. 2), qualified (p. § 
House notified Wednesday, December 4, 1867 (p. 30). Assistant secretary elected (p. 2), qualified (p. 5 
House | Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 3), qualified (p. 5 
<> | Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 3), qualified (D 
Met Monday, December 2, 1867 (p. 5, H. J., 1867-"68). Minute clerk elected (p. 4) qualified (p. 4 
Members sworn in (p. 5). ; | Journal clerk elected (p.4), qualified (p.5 
Speaker elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 16) December 3, 1867. | Engrossing clerk elected (p.4), qualified (p.5 
Speaker pro tempore elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 16) December 3, 1867. | Postmaster elected (p. 4), qualified (p.5 
Chief clerk elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 31) December 3, 1867. | House notified (p.4 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 19), qualified (p. 31) December 3, 1867, second | Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
Tuesday. after the permanent organization . 
Minute clerk elected (p. 21), qualified (p. 31) December 3, 1867, after perma , , 
nent organization. House entyJ i 8E8810N 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 16), qualified (p. 31) December 3, 1877, after per Met Monday, January 3, 1881 (p.1, H. J., 24th session). 
manent organization. Members sworn in (p.! 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 31) December 3 Speaker elected (p.3), qualified (p.3 
1867, after permanent organization. Chief clerk elected (p. 3), qualitied (p.4 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 23), qualified (p. 31) December 3, 1867, after per Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 4 
manent organization. Speaker pro tempore elected (p.4), qualified (p. 4 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 25), qualified (p. 31) December 3, 1867, after per Assistant clerks elected (p.6), qualified (p. 10 
manent organization. Minute clerk elected (p.6), qualified (p. 1 
Journal clerk elected (p. 26), qualified (p. 31) December 3, 1867, after per Journal clerk elected (p.7), qualified (p. 10 
manent organization. Engre ng clerk elected (p.7), qualified (p. 10 
Two copying clerks elected (p. 28), qualified (p. 31) December 3, 1867, after Assistant sergeant-at-arm el 1 7 i p. 10 
permanent organization. Postmaster elected (p.8), qualified 
Watchman elected (p. —). Senate notified (p. 10 
Senate notified (p. 31) December 3, 1867 Proceeded to the election of United St - le Se ru 
Senate. twentieth seasion f wing the pet eY Y y tior 
Met Monday, December 1, 1873 (p. 5, S. J., 20th session) 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 5). Met Monday, January 5, 1885 (p S ~th se 
New members sworn in (p. 6.) Members sworn in (p 
Wednesday, December 3.—President pro tempore elected (p. 27), qualified Temporary officers appoint D 
(p. 43). Friday, January 16.—President pro tempore elected (p.76), qualified ( 
Secretary elected (p. 28), qualified (p. 43). Se tary elected (p. 76), qualified : 
Assistant secretary elected (p. 29), qualified (p. 43 | ant secretal es elects 1 (p. 84). qu tied R4 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 43) | ant-at-arms elected (p. 84). qual Kf 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 31), qualified (p. 43). A tant se1 unt on rn 8 7 ’ 
Minute clerk elected (p. 32), qualified (p. 43). Minute clerk elected (p. 89). qua a 
Journal clerk elected (p. 34), qualified (p. 43) Journal clerk elected (7. 89 ; alifle ‘ 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 35), qualified (p. 43). Enr« ng clerk « ted (p. 90). « x 
Engrassing clerk elected (p. 36), qualified (p. 43) Ener rk ele 
Copying clerk elected (p. 37), qualified (p. 43) p ele 
Porters elected (p. 38), qualified (p. 43). j } 
Pages elected (p. 39), qualified (p. 43 Proceeded to ‘ : 
Postmaster elected (p. 40), qualified (p. 43 following t D , 
Post-office page elected (p. 41), qualified (p. 43 : 
Paper-folder elected (p. 42), qualified (p. 43). 
House notified (p. 44), Thursday, December 4. Met Monday, Ja 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator second Tuesday after permanent Members sworn il 
organization : Speaker elect 1 
House, twentieth session Chief clerk elected ( 
Met Monday, December 1, 1873 (p. 5, H. J., 20th session eto, Seon 
Members sworn in (p. 5). | Puesday, January 16.—S} 6). au ‘ p. 9). 
Tuesday, December 2.—Speaker elected (p. 19), qualified (p. 2 ; omen tevin a 
Speaker pro tempore elected (p. 30), qualitied (p. 30 eee oer 
Chief clerk elected (p. 32), qualified (p. 32). ; ao ad 
Wednesday, December 3.—Assistant clerks elected (p. 35), qualified (p. & 1 : , 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 37), qualified (p. 40) P scien acne - at 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 44), qualified (p. 50). 7 ee ee 
Minute clerk elected (p. 50), qualified (p. 50). enate, (went 
Journal clerk elected (p. 54), qualified (p. 57 Met M January 3, 1887, (p.1,S.J 
Copying clerk elected (p. 57), qualified (p. 57). i ; ent in the chair (p. 1 ; 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 63), qualified (p. 63) | Tem ur fficers appointe 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 65), qualified (p. 65). Membe1 vorn in (p 
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ent pro tempore elected (p.10), qualified (p January 20, 1869.—At 12 o’clo 


ck, according to previous assignments, the rf 
two houses met in joint convention in the hall of the house, ama it having 
ialified (p. 10) I 














A i} been ascertained by comparison of the records of the two houses that Hon 
p.11), qualified (p. 11 Charles Sumner had been yesterday elected Senator, by the senate and the 
p.1 qualified (p.11 use, the convention was dissolved (p. 40, H. J., 1869) 
s elected 1lj lalified (p. 11 
qualified’ >. 12). ; o Senate ; 
é 12), qualified (p. 12 ba ted ; JANUARY 6, 1869 
12). qualified (p. 12 Met 6th of January, 1869. Called to order by senior member elect (pp. 3 and 
‘ ». 13), qualified (p. 123 i. S. J., Mass., 1869 
p. 18), qualified (p. 13). |} Quorum present (p. 4 
: Governor and council notified that a quorum is assembled and ready to be 
I Senator on the second Tuesday | qualified (p. 4 > 
‘ r itior sworn in (p. 4 
7 ; on fes.o0e th aearior | President elected and qualific l(p.5 
188 1 H. T.. 27 pe mn) | maces elected and qualified (p. 5 
‘ ouse notified (p. 5 
i | Proceeded to the election of Senator in Congress Tuesday, January 19, 
appointed (p. 4). } 1869. Charles Sumner elected (p. 36) 
ned (p i ° | Joint session with house (p. 40 
. 6), qualified (p. 11 House journal. — 
p. 7), qualified (p. 11) | Ninety-tirst General Courtofthe Commonwealth of Massachusets met Wed 
elected (p.7), qualified (p.11). nesday, January 4, 1871 (p. 3, H. J., Mass., 1871) 
S), qualified (p.11 Called to order by senior member (p. 3). 
5), qualified (p.11 ; Secre of the Commonwealth notified that the house has been called to r 
ted (p. 8), qualified (p. 11 | ordet p 
fled (p. 11 Quorum present (p. 3) 
9), qualified (p. 11) | Sworn in (p. 4 





7 . 
l (p.11 Speaker electéd and qualified (p. 4). 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 5). 














‘ U nator on the second Tuesday Senate notified (p a 
rgat Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 6) 
r ifornia Legislature ever not Sergeant-at-arms qualified (p. 6). 
s organized, nor attempted to do any legisla Tuesday, January 17, 1871, proceeded to the election of Senator in Con- 
porary organization only, or Mr. Wilson elected (pp. 44-46 
tion was ted by the election and qua Senate journal 
KENTUCKY Met Wednesday, January 4 1871 (S. J., p. 3, Mass., 1871). 
- Ca i to order by senlor member (p. 4 
wuationed P President elected and qualified (p. 4 
7, in pursuance to the resolution of adjour Clerk elected and qualified (pp. 4, 5 


House notified (p 



































General Assembly was the adjourned session of 1865-'66 Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 5 
Proceeded to the election of Senator in Congress 
‘ 4, 186 Mr. Wilson elected Tuesday, January 17, 1871 (p. 37 
n of Senator Tuesday Jan lary 15, 1867 (p. 129 (96) House journal 
Monday, January 30, 1867 (p. 297) : . - ‘ - 
' Met Wednesday, January 6, 1875, and were called to order by the senior 
per nes. member (p.3, H. J., Mass., 1875). 
567, in pursuance to the resolution of adjour1 Secretary of the Commonwealth notified that the house had been called to 
order (p. 3 
ral A was the adjourned session of 1865-66 Quorum pre ent (p. 4) 
January 4 } Sw nin (p.4 
i Speaker elected and qualified (p. 4) 
election of Senator, Tuesday, January 15, 1867 (p. 154 Clerk elected and qualified (p. 5 
londay, January 30, 1867 (p. 302). Sena fled (p.5). 
rt h of the Kentucky Legislature ever notified the Serge arms elected and qualified (p. 6). 
I nor attempted to do any legislative | Proceeded to the election of a Senator in Congress Tuesday, January 19, 1871 
Mr. Dawes elected Wednesday, January 20, 1871 
‘ ation on yn Senate , ¥ 
A ‘ mpiete 1 ) t ‘ ‘ or) 7 ‘ 
mesa ding and recording office: a Met Wednesday, January 6, 1875, and were called to order by the seni 
i : : member present (p. 3, S. J., Mass., 1871 
House jour Quorum present (p. 4) 
) r4,1871. Called to order by the clerk (B. P. 3-4-5 Lieutenant-governor and council notified that the senate is assembled and 
5 ready to qualify (p. 4) 
t Sworn in (p. 4 
j lay, December 5, 1871 (p. 11 President elected and qualified (p.5 
i , December 5, 1871 (p. 11) Clerk elected and qualified (p. 5 
i Tuesday, December 5, 1871 (p. 12). House notified (p. 5) 
‘ fied Tuesday, December 5, 1871 (p. 14) Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 5 
te day, December 5, 1871 (p. 20 Se ant-at-arms qualified (p.7 . 
We er 6, 1871 (p. 21 Proceeded to the election of a Senator Tuesday, January 19, 1871 (p. 38) 
t r Tuesday, December 19, 1871 (p. 165 Mr. Dav elected Wednesday, January 20, 1871 (p. 47) 
mber 19, 1871 (p. 16¢ , 
HIo 
F JANUARY 3, 1877 
Called to order by the lieutenant-gov: Met Wednesday, January 3, 1877, and were called to order by th nior 
i ember (p H. J., Mass., 1877.) Secretary of the Commonwealth notitied 
ns . . ut »ho had been called to order (p. 3 
land qualified Tue ay, December 5, 1871 (p. le Quorum present (p. 3 
ted al 1alified Tuesday, December 5, 1871 (p. 16 Sworn in (p. 4 
la | Tuesday, December 5, 1871 (p. 17) Speaker elected and qualified (p. 4) 
Tuesday, December 4, 187i (p. 17 Clerk elected and qualified (p. 6 
senator Tuesday, December 19, 1871 (p. 136 Senate notified (p. 6 & 
Tu lay, December 19, 1871 (p. 136 


Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (pp. 6, 7). 
MASSACHUSETTS Proceeded to the election of a Senator in Congress, Tuesday, January 16 
House journal. 1877 (p. 44 de zs = 
Mr. Hoar elected Friday, January 19, 1877 (p. 75 





The Ninetieth Gener Court of the Commonwealth of 








nvened at the State-house, in Boston, on the first Wednes- Senate « 
8 i day th f, in the year 1869." (See p. 4 Met Wednesday, January 3, 1877, and was called to order by the senior mem 
M 89 er (p. 3, S. J., Mass., 1871) 
= 1, H J Ma 1869 | notified that the Senate is ready to qualify (p. 4) 
( Lon we hy it the house has been called to 
) the house a list of all persons returned as repre- 1 qualified (p. 4 
oe lass | ed (p. 4) 
1,H.J., M 1869 
4, H.J., Mass., 1869 ted (p. 5 


tered to members (p. 6, H. J., Mass., 1869 ified (p. 6 
o the election of Senator Tuesday, January 16, 1877 (p. 31). 
‘elected Friday, January 19, 1877 (p. 48) 7 


(102) House—House journal, 1881 





inson elected clerk (p. 5, H. J., Mass., 1869) |} Mr. 

n i r been elected clerk, and having been qualified by tak- 

mations required by the constitution and laws, report 
the house, and the clerk entered upon the discharge 
1869 Pp 5.) 





JANUARY 5, 1881. 
Met Wednesday, January 5, 1881, and were called to order by the senior 
| member (p. 3, H. J., Mass., 1881) 


f five be appointed to notify the Senate of the | Se retary of the Commonwealth notified that the house had been called to 
1e election of aspeaker and a clerk H. J., | order (p.3 
Quorum present (p. 3 
irms elected January 16, 1869 (p. 25, H. J.). Sworn in (p. 4 
i869.—At half-past 2, according to previous assignment, the Speaker elected and qualified (p. 4). 
the election onits part of a Senator in Congress (p. 35, Clerk elected and qualified (p. 5). 
Senate notified (p. 5). 
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| 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 6 
Sergeant-at-arms qualified (p. 7 . } 7 ' { 
Proceeded to the election of a Senator Tuesday, January 18, 1881 ». 61 X 
Mr. Dawes elected Tuesday, January 18, 1881 (p. 64 
Senate S, ; 1 788 Se | al i < 
Met Wednesday, January 5, 1881, and were called to order by the set Pa ' 
member (p.4, S.J., Mass., 1881 
Quorum present (p. 4). ; 
Governor and council notifir t the nate is assembled and 1 5 
qualify (p. 4). 
Sworn in (p.4 5 
President elected and qualified (p.4 \ : 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 5 
House notified (p. 6 = 
Se int-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 6 : 
Proceeded to the ‘tion of Senator Tuesday, January 18, 1881 (p. 47 , 
Mr. Dawes elected Tuesday, January 18, 1881 (p. 47 o i 
Senat re t “ s ; 
| 
Met Wednesday. January 3, 1883, and were ‘ to orde 
member (p. 4 a : 
Quorum present (p. 4 Y ) Ba th. « 
Governor and coun noti i that the senate i ( i I 
qualify (p. 4 ‘ 
Sworn in (p. 4 5 
¢ i jyualil I } 
eI ‘ ea A 
i (p 0. ; ; 
elected and qualified (p. 6 
» election of Senator Tuesday. January 16, 1883 (p. 39 VV ) ‘ ~ 
i Friday, January 19, 1883 (p. 58 t the cha 
Met Wednesday, January 3, 1883, and were called to order by the seni . : 
Do eeper ¢ 
member (H. J., Mass., p. 3, 1883 t 
Secretary of the Commonwealth notified that the House has beer f 
order (p. 3 . ce 
Quorum present (p. 3). secon fn ae 
Sworn in (p. 4). : : 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 4 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 5 M ) m3 
Senate notified (p. 6). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 6). S 
Sergeant-at-arms qualified (p. 9 ( 
Proceeded to the election of Senator Tuesday, January 16, 1883 (p. 48 e 
Mr. Hoar elected Friday, January 19, 1883 (p. 67 ) ' 
108 House jour? 
Met Wednesday, January 5, 1887, and were called to order by the senior me 7 ‘ : . : 
ber present (p. 3, H. J., Mass., 1887) i . ae i. © 
Secretary of the Commonwealth informed that the house has been cal 
to order (p. 3). M Ve 
Quorum present (p. 3) L 
Sworn in (p. 4). . 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 4). P 
Clerk elect and qualified (p.6 ( 
penate 1 i (p.6 
Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p.’‘7) 
Proceeded to the election of a Senator Tuesday ary 18, 1887 (p.6 I 
Mr. Dawes elected Wednesday, January 19, 1887 5 5 I ‘ , 
Senate j UT a p. > 
Met Wednesday, January 5, 1887, and were called to ord t) 
member (p. 3, S. J., Mass., 1887 N \ ) H 886-8 
Quorum present (p.4 M 
Govern nd ncil notified that the sena Is assembled and ready 
qualify (p. 4 , ( 
Sworn in (p. 4 Si n 
President elect« an qualified (p j ) 
Clerk elk l and qualified (p. 7) s 
House notified (p. 7 S 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 7 t p. & 
Sergeant-at-arms qualified (p. 8). 
Proceeded to the election of Senator Tuesday, January 18, 1887 
Mr. Dawes elected Wednesday, January 19, 1887 bE 
110) —House jou l 
Met Wednesday, January 2, 1889, and were called to order by the ss , 
member (p. 3, H. J.. Mass., 1889). 
Secretary of the Commonwealth notified that the house has been called to 
order (p. 3 s 
Quorum present (p. 4 
Sworn in (p. 4 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 4) 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 5). Hi 
rms elected (p. 6). Jai 
irms qua xd (p. 7). Ss er elected (j qu 
»t f tion of Senator Tuesday, Janu ». 61) ( 14) ,« 
‘1 January 15, 1889 (p. 63 
Senate journa 
Met Wedns iy, January 2, 1889, and were called to order by the se 
member (p. 3, S. J a ISS8Y : 
Governor an ncil notified that the senate has assembled an ! \ 
to qualify (p. 4 Third as ant enr ’ 1 ‘ 


Quorum present (p. 4 

President elected and qualified (p. 4 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 6). a tant eenel ae , A 
House notified (p. 7 : ant 4 ; . , e ) 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 7) 1 aSsistan i 2 


I f 
Sergeant-at-arms qualified (p. 8). | A int Dp Bm) « 
Proceeded to the election of Senator Tuesday, January 15, 1889 (p. 53), | Senate notified (p 

Mr. Hoar elected Tuesday, January 15, 1889 (p. 58). Proceeded to the: l Sta 


VIRGINIA, f ng the per! L (p. 108 

Senate, 1874. | 
Met Thursday, January 1, 1874 (p. 3, S. J., 1874). | M 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). | Lieu 
New members sworn in (p. 3). Tempora! licer hosen 
Clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 11). Secretary « t p. 6), qualifies 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11). First a int secretary elected 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 10), qualified p. 11). ~ nda stant se d 
House informed (p. 11). 


A (p.t 
(p.6), qualified (p,6 
cretary elected (p. 6), qualifies 


neand enor ne ‘ir elact _ sa? 1 fen * 
ing and engrossing clerk elected (p.7), qualified (p 








Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the Assistant enrolling and engrossing rk elects p.7 qu i 4) 
permanent organization (p. 74). ' Sergeant-at-arms elected (p.7), qualified (p.7 








arms elected (p.7), qualified (p.7 
p. 8), qualified (p.8 
r elected (p.8), qualified (p.& 


on of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 











rganization (p. 100 
House 
3, H. J., 1873 
osen (p. 3 
members sworn in (p. 9 
qualified (p. 9 
qualified (p. 11 
< elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
second assistant clerk elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11 
Third assistant clerk elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
Enrolling and engrossing clerk elect p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
First assistant enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p. 11), qualified 
(p. 11 
Second assistant enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p.11), qualified 


p. 11), qualified (p.11). 
it doorkeeper elected (p. 11), qualified (p.11). 
nt doorkeeper elected (p. 11), qualified (p.11). 
scted (p. 11), qualified (p. 11 
postmaster elected (p.11), qualified (p.11). 
Senate informed (p. 11 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 
permanent organation (p. 89 








Senate, 1877. 


Met Wednesday, January 3, 1877, (S. J., 1877, p.5). 
Temporary officers chosen (p.5 
New members sworn in (p.5). 
Tuesday, January 4, president pro tempore elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 8). 
Secretary elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8) 
First assistant secretary elected (p.8), qualified (p 8), 
Second assistant secretary elected (p.8), qualified (p.§8). 
Third assistant secretary elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
Enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8). 
First assistant enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8). 
Second assistant enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p.8), qualified 
(p.8 
PS rgeant-at-arms elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8) 
First assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8). 
Second assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
Postmaster elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8 
Assistant postmaster elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8 
House notified (p.9 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 


permanent organization (p. 83 
House. 


Met January 3, 1877, being Wednesday (H. J., p. 5, 1877). 

Secretary of state in the chair (p. 5) 

Temporary officers chosen (pp. 6 and 7) 

Thursday, January 4, members sworn in (p. 9). 

Speaker elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10 

Clerk elected (p qualified (p. 17). 

First assistant clérk elected (p. 15), qualified (p. 17). 

Second assistant clerk elected (p. 15), qualified (p. 17). 

Third assistant clerk elected (p. 15), qualified (p. 17). 

Enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p. 16), qualified (p. 17) 

First assistant enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p. 16), qualified (p. 17) 
t ng and engrossiug clerk elected (p. 16), qualified 















Second assistant enr« 
(p 17 


Doorkeeper elected (p. 15 l 


qualified (p. 17 
First a tant doorkeeper elected (p. 15), qualified (p. 17). 
Second assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 15), qualified (p. 17 


Third assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 15) qualified (p. 17 





Postmaster elected (p. 16), qualified (p. 17) 
Assistant postmaster elected (p. 16), qualified (p. 17) 
Senate informed (p. 19 


Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 


pe rmanent organization (p.do 






Met Wednesday, January 8, 1879 (p. 5, S. J., 1879 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 5 

New members sworn in (p. 6 

President pro tempore elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6 
Secretary elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8 


First assistant secretary elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8) 
Second assistant secretary elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 

First assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8) 

















las sergeant-at-arms elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8). 
ir rrossing clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
us tenr ng and engrossing clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8) 
da tant enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p.8), qualified 
(p.8 
Postmaster elect p. 8), qualified (p. & 
Assistant postmaster elected (p. 8), qualified (p.8 
Policemen ele ) qualified (p.8 
House 
Proceeded to el United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
its permanent ers (p.9 
H , 
Met W \¢ iy, January &, 1879 (p.5, H. J., 1879 
Secre of stat n the chair (p.5 
Temporary officers chosen (pp. 6 and 7 
Tuesday, January 9, members sworn in (p. 10 
S er elected (p.11), qualified (p.11 
Clerk elected (p 
} ‘ unt rk elected (p.12 
Pe i erk ¢ ‘ p. 13) 
Third ul é l (p. 13) 
P ister ¢ ) 
A, int A ‘ t « p.1 
Doorkeem p. 14 
First rkee 14 
Second a ke p. 14 
Third as int doorkee 14 
Senate 1 fied (p. 15 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 
nt orga! tion (p. 88 
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Senate, 1883. 

Met January 3, 1883, being Wednesday (p 5,S.J., 1883). 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p.5). 
Temporary officers chosen (p.5). 
New members sworn in (p. 6). 
January 4, president pro temporeelected (p. 29), qualified (p. 29). 
Secretary elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 31). 
First assistant secretary elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 31). 
Second assistant secretary elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 31). 
Enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 31). 
; First assistant enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 
31) 

Second assistant enrolling and engrossing clerk elected (p. 30), qualified 
(p. 31) 

Postmaster elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 31). 

Assistant postmaster elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 31). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 31). 

First assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 30), qualified (P. 31). 

Second assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 30), qualified (p. 31). 

House informed (p. 31). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 
permanent organization (p.79). 

House. 


Met Wednesday, January 3, 1883 (p.5, H. J., 1883) 

Secretary of state in the chair (p.5) 

Temporary officers chosen (pp. 6 and 7). 

January 4.—Members sworn in (p. 11) 

Speaker elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 12). 

Clerk elected (p. 15), qualified (p. 20). 

First assistant clerk elected (p.17), qualified (p. 20). 

Second assistant clerk elected (p. 17), qualified (p. 20). 

Third assistant clerk elected (p. 17), qualified (p. 20). 

Engrossing and enrolling clerk elected (p. 19), qualified (p. 20). 

First assistant engrossing and enrolling clerk elected (p. 19), qualified (p. 
20). 

Second assistant engrossing and enrolling clerk elected (p. 19), qualified 
(p. 20). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 19), qualified (p. 20). 

First assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 19), qualified (p. 20). 

Second assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 19), qualified (p. 20). 

Third assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 20), qualified (p. 20). 

Postmaster elected (p. 20), qualified (p. 20). 

Assistant postmaster elected (p. 20), qualified (p. 20). 

House informed (p. 20). 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization. 

In no case has either branch of the Illinois Legislature ever notified the 
other branch that it was organized, nor attempted to do any legislative bus- 
iness— 

First. When it had a temporary organization only; or, 

Second. Until its organization was completed by the election and qualifi- 
cation of all its officers 

NEW YORK. 


Senate, ninety-second session 


Met Tuesday, January 5, 1869 (p. 3, S. J., 1869). 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3) 
House notified (p. 4). 
Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization (p. 58). 
House, ninety-second session. 


Met Tuesday, January 5, 1869 (p. 3, H. J., 1869). 

Members sworn in (p. 5). 

Speaker elected (p. 6). 

Clerk elected (p. 8). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 9). 

All the other officers were put in by resolution. 

Senate notified (p. 10). 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 


following the permanent organization (p. 75). 
Senate, ninety-sixth session. 
Met Tuesday, January 7, 1873 (p.3,S. J., 1873). 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 
House notified (p. 4). 


Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the sscond Tuesday after its 
permanent organization (p. 89). 
House. 


Met Tuesday, January 7, 1873 (p. 3, H. J., 1873). 

Members sworn in (p. 5) 

Speaker elected (p. 6). 

Clerk elected (p. 7). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 7). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 8). 

Assistant doorkeepers elected (p. 8). 

Stenographers elected (p. 8). 

Senate informed (p. 9). 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
after its permanent organization (p. 67). 





Senate 
Met January 5, 1875 (p. 3, S. J., 1875). 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 
House notified (p. 4) 
Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following its permanent organization (p. 68 


House 


Met January 5, 1875 (p. 3, H. J., 1875). 

Members sworn in (p. 5). 

Speaker elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 7). 

Clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11) 

Assistant doorkeepers elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 

Stenographer elected (p. 12). 

Senate notified (p. 13). 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization (p. 94). 

Senate, one hundred and second session, 


Met Tuesday, January 7, 1879 (p. 3, S. J., 1879). 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 
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oceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
owing its permanent organization (p. 52). 


House. 


Met Tuesday, January 7, 1879 (p.3, H. J., 1879). 
ee sworn in ( p- 6). 
Thursday, January 9, 1879.—Speaker elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 
Clerk elected (p.9), qualified (p. 9). 

Sergeant-at arms elected (p. 10), qualified (p.10). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11). 

Assistant doorkeepers elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11). 

es elected (p.10), qualified (p. 11). 

Senateinformed (p. 11). 


Broce informed (p. 6). 
foll 





Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday | 


following the permanent organization (p.72). 
Senate, one hundred and eighth session. 


Met Tuesday, January 6, 1885 (p.3, S. J., 1885). 

Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 

House notified (p. 4). 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization (p. 49). 

House. 

Met Tuesday, January 6, 1885 (p. 3, H. J., 1885). 

Members sworn in (p. 6). 

Speaker elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. oY qualified (p. 9). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 9), qualified (p. a 

Assistant doorkeepers elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 10). 

Stenographer elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 10). 

Senate notified (p. 10). 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization (p. 67). 


In no case has either branch of the New York Legislature ever notified the | 
other branch that it was organized, nor attempted to do any legislative busi- | 


ness— 

First. When it had a temporary organization only; or 

Second. Until its organization was completed by the election and qualifi- 
cation ofall its officers. 


NEW YORK. 
Article 10, section 3, New York constitution. 


‘*When the duration of any office is not provided by thisconsitutionit may | 
be declared by law, and if not so declared, such office shall be held during the | 


pleasure of the authority making the appointment.” 


None of the senate journals examined show the election of a secretary, but 


those journals show that the senate always hadasecretary. Whetherunder 
the preceding provision of the State constitution, or by a standing rule of the 
State senate, the secretary is a permanent officer does not appear, but that 
he is a permanent officer is shown by the fact that at the meeting of each ses- 
sion of the senate there has always been a secretary in office and acting as 
such from the beginning to the end of the session. : 


MINNESOTA. 
Senate, eleventh session. 


Met Tuesday, January 5, 1869 (p.3,S. J., 11th session). 

Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p.3). 

Members sworn in (p. 3). 

Secretary elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 5). 

Assistant secretary elected (p. 4), Saeet (p.5). 

Enrolling clerk elected (p.5), qualified (p. 5) 

Engrossing clerk elected (p.5), qualified (p. 5). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p.5), qualified (p.5). 

Fireman elected (p.5), qualified (p.5). 

Chaplain elected (p. 6). 

House notified (p. 6). 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization (p. 29). 

House, eleventh session. 

Met Tuesday, January 5, 1869 (p. 3, H. J., 11th session). 

Members sworn in (p. 3). 

Speaker elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 4). 

Chief clerk elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 7). 

Assistant clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 7). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 7). 

Enrolling clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 7). 

Engrossing clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 7). 

Fireman elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 7). 

Chaplain elected (p. 7). 

Senate informed tp. 8). 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization (p. 34). 


Senate, thirteenth session. 


Met Tuesday, January 3, 1871 (p. 3, S. J., 1871). 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 
Secretary elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 5). 
Assistant secretary elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 5). 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 5). 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 5). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 5). 
Fireman elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 5). 

Chaplain elected (p. 6). 

House notified (p. 6). 


Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 


after the permanent organization (p. 29). 
House. 
Met Tuesday, January 3, 1871 (p. 3, H. J., 13th session). 
Temporary clerk chosen (p. 3). 
Members sworn in (p. 3). 
a elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 4). 
Clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 5). 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 6). 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 6). 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 6). qualified (p. 6). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 
Fireman elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 
Chaplain elected (p. 7). 
Senate notified (p. 8). 
Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization (p. 38). 


L193 


Senate, seventeenth sessiowm. 


Met Tuesday, January 5, 1875 (p. 3, S. J.. seventeenth session) 
Temporary secretary chosen (p. 3 
Members sworn in (p. 3), 
Secretary elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 5 
Assistant secretary elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 5 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 4), qualified 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 5), qualifie 5). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 5), qualified (p. § 
Fireman elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 5 
House informed (p. 6 
Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization (p. 44 
House, fourteenth sessior 
Met Tuesday, January 5, 1875 (p. 3, H. J., 1875 
Temporary clerk appointed (p. 3). 
Members sworn in (p. 3). 
Speaker elected (p.5), qualified (p. 5) 
Clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6) 
Assistant clerk elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 
Assistant clerk elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
Engrossing clerk elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8). 
Assistant enrolling clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p.9), qualified (p. 9). 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p.9), qualified (p.9). 
Chaplain elected (p.10). 
Senate informed (p. 10). 
Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
lowing the permanent organization (p.53). 








= 


Senate, nineteenth session. 


Met Tuesday, January 2, 1877, (p.3,S. J., 1877). 

Temporary secretary appointed (p. 3). 

Members sworn in (p.4). 

Secretary elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 6). 

Assistant secretary elected (p.4), qualified (p. 6). 

Enrolling clerk elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 6). 

Engrossing clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 6). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 6). 

Chaplain elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6) 

House notified (p. 6). 

Proceeded to the élection of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
after the permanent organization (p. 39) 

F'rom 1877 to 1891 the journals are notin the Library. 

House. 

Met Tuesday, January 2, 1877 (p.3, H. J., 1877). 

Temporary clerk appointed (p. 3). 

Speaker elected (p.5), qualified (p.5). 

Chief clerk elected (p.5), qualified (p. 6). 

Assistant clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Assistant clerk elected (p.6), qualified (p. 6). 

Enrolling clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Engrossing clerk elected (p.6), qualified (p. 6). 

Assistant enrolling clerk elected (p.6), qualified (p. 6). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6) 

Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

House notified (p.7). 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization (p. 53). 

From 1877 to 1891 the journals are not in the Library. 

In no case has either branch of the Minnesota Legislature ever notified the 
other branch that it was organized nor attempted to do any legislative busi 
ness 

First. When it had a temporary organization only, or 

Second. Until its organization was completed by the election and qualifi 
cation of all of its officers. 

VERMONT 
Senate 


Met Tuesday, October 11, 1866 (p. 3, S. J., 1866). 

Members sworn in (p. 3) 

Secretary elected and qualified (p. 5) 

Assistant secretary elected and qualified (p. 5) 

Chaplain elected and qualified (p. 5 

House notified (p. 5). 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organization 

House 
The house journal fer 1866 not in the library. 
Senate 1868 

Met Tuesday, October 8, 1868 (p. 3, S. J., 1868) 

Members sworn in (p. 3). 

Secretary elected and qualified (p. 4 

Assistant secretary elected and qualified (p. 5) 

Chaplain elected and qualified (p. 5 

House notified (p. 5 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second T lesday 
following the permanent organization 

Ho 


The house journal for 1868 not in the library 


Met Wednesday, October 2, 1872 (p. 3. S. J., 1872 

Members sworn in (p. 3 ; 

President pro tempore « 

Secretary elected an 

Assistant secretary elected and qualified (p. 5 

Chaplain elected and qualified (p. ¢ 

House notified (p. 6 

Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
following the permanent organiz 


ted and qualified p. 4 


| qualified (p 


Met Wednesday, October 2, 1872 (p. 3, H. J., 1872). 
Members sworn in (p. 3 
Speaker elected and qualified 


i 


Clerk elected and qualified (p. 11 
Chaplain elected (p. 11). 

Senate notified (p. 12 

Proceeded to the election of United Stat 
' following the permanent organization. 


s Senator on the second Tuesday 
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a Senate. 
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House 
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Fourth regular session.] 
House. 
Sept er 10, 1866; called to order by chief clerk of last ses- 
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Sworn in (p. 7) 
Sergeant-at arms pro te mpore elected an 


Speaker elected and qualified (p.8 





Assistant clerk elected and qualified (p. 10), 
Enrolling clerk « lecte d and qualified (p. 
i ssing clerk elected and qualified ( 






erg 


ant-at-arms elected and qualified ( 
Doorkeeper elected and qualified (p. 13 
Senate informed that the house was or 
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d qualified (p. 8). 


Tuesday, September 11, 1866 
Clerk elected and qui ilified ¢p. 10). Tuesday, 


September 11, 1866 

Tuesday, September 11, 1866 
11), Tuesday, September 11, 1566. 
p 11), Tuesday, September 11, 1866. 
p. 12), Tuesday, September 11, 1866 


, Tuesday, September 11, 1866. 
ganized and ready to proceed to bus- 


ines p. 13 
Senate “ 
Met Monday, September 10, 1866; called to order by chief clerk of last ses- A 
sion (p. 3, S. J., 1866 
Quorum present (p. 3 
Sworn p. 4 
Pres t elected (p. 5), qualified 
Clerk elected (p 5), qualified (p. 7). s 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 7 
{ Enrolling clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 7) 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 6 , qualifi ad (p. 7). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 7). 
Door eeper | ted (p. 7), qualified (p. 7 
| H ise notifi that the se nate was organiz i and ready to proceed to busi » 
Lt after all the officers were elected (p. 8 
} Fifth session. ] 
Hon 
Met Monday, Sep r 14, 1868 (p. 3, H. J.). 
Sp ker p? ] é elected (p. 3). 
| Clerk pro tempore elected (p. 3). - 
| Sergeant-at-arms pro tempore elected (p. 3). 
|} Swornin (p.5 
aker elected Tuesday, September 15, 18658 (p. 7), qualified. 
lected Tuesday, September 15, 1868 (p. 7), qualified (p. 10). 


Assists ant cler 


rk elected Tuesday, September 15, 1868 (p. 7), qualified (p. 


10). 


Enrolling clerk elected Tuesday, September 15, 1868 (p.8), qualified (p. 10). 
Engrossing clerk elected Tuesday, September 15, 1868 (p.8), qualified (p. 10). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected Tuesday, September 15, 1868 (p.9), qualified(p. 10). 


senate notified (p. ll 


| Senadle. 


Met Mor Se pte mber 14, 1868 
President ave t mpore elected (p 


Clerk pro tempore ‘ele cted (p. 3 


(p 3, S. 


Doorkeeper elected Tuesday, September 15, 1868 (p. 9), qualified (p. 10). 


J.). 


Sergeant-at-arms pro tempore elected (p. 3). 


Tuesdi September , 1868.—Sworn in 
President elected an i qu: alified (p. 9). 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 9.) 
Assistant clerk elected and qualified (p. 


ay 


Engrossing clerk elected and qualified 











Enrolling clerk elected and qualified (p. 
(p. 11). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 11). 


(p 8). 


10). 
10.) 


Doorkeeper elected and qualified (p. 12 Lg 
House notified (p. 13 
Sixth session. ] 
House. 

‘1 urna e house is! n the Library. 
| Senate . 
| Me lay, September 12, 1870 (p.3,S. J.) 
| President pro tempore elected (p.3 
| Cler] tempore elected p.3 . 

Sergeant-at-arms pro tempore elected (p. 3). 

Sworn in Dp. 6 

| President electec jualified (p.& 
. © erk elected anc ed (p.8 
Assistant clerk electe dat —— (p.8 

Sergeant-at-arms elected d qualified p. 9) 

) rkeeper ele ted al qualified (p.9 

I » notified (p. 10 3 
{Seventh session.] 
House. 

Met Monday, September 9, 1872 (p. 3, H. J.). 

Temporary speaker elected (p. 3). 

Temporary clerk elected (p. 3) 


Temporary sergeant 

Members swornin (p. 9 

Speal = ted and qualified (p. 10 
cted (p. 10), qualified (p. 11 

ant lerk elected (p. 11), qual ified 

En grossing « lerk elected (p. 12), qualifie 


-arms elected (p 


























9 
o). 


(p. 11). 
d p. 14). 


Enrolling clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 14). 

S ant at-arms elected ( p. 13) , qualified (p. 14). 
| Doorkeeper elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 14 
Pages elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 14). 4 
Senate informed (p 15 . 
Senat » 
| N Monday, Septer 3,8. J.) 

I lent pro tempor 
i ( ij le / ‘ 
| Sergeant-at emer t ¢ ted (p.3 

Tuesday, September 10, 1872 Me ers sworn in (p.8). 

President ele ted (p. lt 

Friday, September 13, 1872.—Clerk elected (p. 36), qualified (p. 38). 

Assistant clerk elected (p qual lit fied p. 38). 

Sergeant-at arms elected | . ¢ qual ified (p. 38) 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 37), qu ified (p. 38 

House notified (p 38) , 

Eighth session.] 7 : 

| Hous 
Met Se ptem bel 14, 1874 (p. 3, H. J.). 


Temporary speaker elected (p. 3). 


Temporary clerk elected (p. 3), sworn in (p. 6). 


| Wednesday, 
Clerk elected (p. 13), qualified (p.—). 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 14), qualified ( 
Engrossing clerk 
Enrolling clerk elected ( 


. 17), qualified 
Sergeant-at-arms elect 





Sergeant-at-arms pro tempore chosen (p. 6), Tuesday, Se 
September 16, 1874.—Speaker elected (p. 13) 


elected (p. 15), qualifie 


(p. 19), qualifie 


ptember 15, 1874. 
, qualified (p. —). 


—). 
d (p.- —). 


(p- 
@-. 


1 Cababp 
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Doorkeeper elected (p. 19), qualified (p.—). 





Pages elected (p. 22). Sea z ; . ; 

Senate notified (p. 23). m0 : eee my BOCs a 
Senate . t¢ — 1 de 

Met Monday, September 14, 1874 (p. 5, S. J.). | rk « ted and qua 

President pro tempore elected (p. 5) Assistant erk electex I 


Olerk pro tempore elected (p. 5 ioorkeeper elected ar yu 

Sergeant-at-arms pro tempore elected (p. 6). Assistant do eeper elected 

Doorkeeper pro tempore elected (p. 7) i} Enegrossins elected an 

Sworn in (p. 10). | Senate } f p. 12 

President elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 18 

Olerk elected (p. 15), qualified (p. 18). aoe Way ove zs oo 

Assistant clerk elected (Pp. 17), qualified (p. 18) ti Decem 3, 1875 (J 5. J., 1875-7 tena yvernor in 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 18), qualified (p. 18 t A ; 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 18), qualified (p. 19). I 3 . { I retary be instruct this i 

House notified (p. 18). | 1 b appear th f te pl uf I .tempora I I ution, bu | 
Ninth session. ] re 1 I mittee to ascert what officer | 

House ry ete t sation and from the report of oa 

Met Monday, September 11, 1876 (p. 5, H. J.). cme ; ee ; ae 

Temporary officers chosen (pp. 5 and 6 | , , 

Members sworn in (p. 8). 

Speaker elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 12 

Clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 12 











































Se nt-at-arms elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 12). | 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 12 i 
Senate no d (p. 14 ‘ ‘ ‘ roceeding under atemt 
Senate : a : , _ q a) 
. save ow | re ri i ‘ l ] t \ 1 rt 1 oy be pr v j 
Met Monday, September 11, 1876 (p.5,5.J.). ill ho is office until } Lees rj ted and qua 
Temporary officers chosen (pp.5 and 6 : 
Members sworn in (p.8) | I uppea 
President elected (p.9), qualified (p.9 | ; 
Clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 12) 
Assistant clerk elected (p.10), qualified (p. 12). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 12). | fet N 1 18 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 12 | Ajeutet t 
Page elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 12). | | } ‘ te { 
House notified Tuesday, September 12, 1876 (p. 13). We iv. N I ) , ) 
{Tenth session. ] _ 
Fon 
i ) 
Met Mon 9. 1878 p . 2.3 H 
‘n (pp. 5 and 6). 
f ted (p, 9), qualified (p 13 ) l N 4, 18 a a 
| cted (p. 10), qualified (p. 13) 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 13 S ) f ». 10 
} 1 A] 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 13) i Cle electe i i(p. I 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 13 } \ t L clerk ¢ i qua 
Senate notified (p. 13) ) r elects | jualific 
Senate I e \ 
Met Monday, September 9, 1878 (p. 5, S. J : : ; ; aL 1s 
Temporary officers chosen (p. 5, S. J.) 7 sean a" 
Members sworn in (p. 7 
President elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
Clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 10 , g ) 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 10 
ant-at-arms elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 
rkeeper elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10 . a ’ 
louse notffied (p. 11 : S : 
Eleventh session. ] . : ‘ a 
Tl ul for 3s is not in the Library F ‘ 
S¢ f 
Met Monday, September 13, 1880 (p. 3, S. J 
Temporary officers chosen (pp. 3 and 4) / a 
Members sworn in (p. 5 " i. Jd ‘ 
President elected (p.5), qualified (p.5). 
Clerk elected (p.6), qualified (p.7 ! 
Assistant clerk elected (p.6), qualified (p.7 ) 
Sergeant-at-a f ed (p. 6), ulifled (p. 7 | 
Doorkeeper ¢ ted (p. 7), qualifi p. 7 
House notified (p. 7 | 
From 1880 to 1SYI the of Oregon ar i 1 rar 
In no case has either br n I rislature « r notified 
other branch that it was « > do any leg ative 
ness 
1. Wh lat ( t nly l 
2. Until it I ion wa ‘ ‘ slifica 
of all of its p nent o I 
ALABAMA 
Constitution of 15 
a ' . 1 presid 
tena! ro I 
© * * * * * * 
“The president of enate and the speaker of the house of represez 
tive hall remain in office until their successors are elected and qualific 
(See Article 4, se 6 
(See Article 4, sec. 8, constitution of 1875 
Met Monday, November 18, 1872 (p. 3, S. J., 1872-73). 
Members sworn in (p. 4). 
Secretary elected and qualified (p. 5 | . 7) 
House notified (p. 5 ( ; u . 
The other officers were afterwards elected 
House, 1872-73 
et Mond: Novel wr 18 RT? 2 127) 
M Monday, Novem 18, 1872 (p. 3, H. J., 1872-'73), , 
Temporary organization effected (p. 3). | 
Speaker elected (p. 7). qualified (p- 8). ‘ 
Clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 8). . , 


Assistant clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 9). ee ahttnam tn . +f ' ; had 
Doorkeeper elected (p.%), qualified (p. 9). : é 5 e1 egisiature ¢ r not fied 
Senate notified (p.9 : _ 5 


; Senate, 1874-75 











Met Monday, Novembe 1874 (p.3,S. J., 1874-"75). 5 t t nwas 

Lieutenant-goy rin the chair (p. 3) ul 

Sec retary ¢ ted (p. 4), qualified (p.4). 

Assistant secretary elected (p.4), qualified (p. 4). COLOBADO 

Doorkeeper ele cted (p.5), qualified (p. 5). A S are »ythe hou t f 
House notified (p. 5). 
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[Second session.] 
Senate 
Met January 1, 1879 (p.5,S. J 
Temporary officers chosen (p. 5). 
Members sworn in (p. 6). 


Tuesday, January 2, 1879.—President pro tempore elected (p.7). 


Secretary elected (p.7), qualified (p.8). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p.7), qualified (p.8). 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p.7), qualified (p.&). 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p.8). 
Assistant enrolling clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
Engrossing clerk elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8). 
Assistant engrossing clerk elected) p.&8), qualified (p. 8). 
Interpreters elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8) 
Messenger elected (p. 8), qualified (p.8). 
Pages elected (p. 8), qualified (p.8). 
Janitor elected (p.8), qualified (p.8 
Fireman elected (p.8 qualified (p R). 
House notified (p.9 

House. 
Met Wednesday, January 1, 1879 (p.3, H. J., 1879). 
Temporary officers chosen (pp. 5 and 6) 
Members sworn in (p. 8) 
Thursday, January 2, 1879.—Speaker elected (p.9). 
Clerk elected (p. 10) 
Assistant clerk elected ‘Pp 10). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 12). 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 12). 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 12). 
Assistant engrossing clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 12). 
Enrolling clerk elected (p.10),qualified (p. 12). 
Assistant enrolling clerk elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 12). 
Messenger elected (p.10), qualified (p. 12) 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 10). 
Chaplain elected (p.10), qualified (p. 12). 
Pages elected (pp. 10 and 11), qualified (p. 12). 
Janitor elected (p.11), qualified (p. 12). 
Interpreter elected (p.11), qualified (p. 12). 
Fireman elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 12). 
Senate notified (p. 12 

[Third session. } 

Senate. 
Met Wednesday, January 5, 1881, (p.7, S. J., 1881). 
Temporary officers elected (p.7). 
Members sworn in (p. 8). 
President pro tempore elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 9). 
Secretary elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 11). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 11). 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 11), 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11). 
Assistant enrolling clerk elected (p, 190), Pa, (p. 11). 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11). 
Assistant engrossing clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11). 
Messenger elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11). 
Assistant messenger elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11). 
House notified (p. 10). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
Assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
Janitor elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
Assistant janitor elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11) 
Fireman elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 

House. 
Met Wednesday, January 5, 1881 (p. 5, H. J., 1881). 
Temporary officers chosen (p. 8). 
Members sworn in (p. 10). 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 11). 
Clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13), 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant enrolling clerk elected (p. 12), —_ (p. 18). 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant engrossing clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 13). 
Janitor elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Chaplain elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Senate informed (p. 14 





[Fourth session. ] 
Senate. 


Met Wednesday, January 3, 1883 (p. 5, S. J., 1883). 
Temporary officers chosen (p. 7). 

President pro tempore elected (p. 8) 

Secretary elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 11). 

Assistant secretary elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 11). 
Reading clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 11). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 11). 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 11). 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 11). 
Assistant enrolling clerk elected (p.9), qualified p. 11). 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 11) 
Messenger elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 11). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11) 

Assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11). 
Janitor elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11) 

Assistant janitor elected (p. 10), qualified (11 

Pages elected (p. 11); qualified (p. 11 

Chaplain elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11) 

House notified (p. 12 





House. 
Met Wednesday, January 3, 1883 (p. 535, Col. Journals, 1883), 
Temporary officers chosen (p. 535). 
Members sworn in (p. 537 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 538). 
Chief clerk elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Reading clerk elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539), 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Assistant enrolling clerk elected (p. 588), qualified (p. 539). 








Engrossing clerk elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Assistant engrossing clerk elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 559). 
Assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Chaplain elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Fireman elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Pages elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Janitor elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Assistant janitor elected (p. 538) qualified (p. 539). 
Interpreter elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Docket clerk elected (p. 538), qualified (p. 539). 
Senate notified (p. 539). 
[Fifth session. ] 

Senate. 
Met Wednesday, January 7, 1885 (S. J., p. 3). 
Members sworn in (p. 6). 
President elected and qualified (p. 6). 
Secretary elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant secretary elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 13). 
Record clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 13). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 13), 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant enrolling clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 13). 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant engrossing clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 13). 
Chaplain elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 13). 
Messenger elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 13). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 10), Qualified (p. 13). 
Janitor elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant janitor elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 13). 
Interpreter elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 13). 
Pages elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 13). 
Night watchman elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 13). 
Custodian of bills and blanks elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
House notified (p. 13). 

House. 
Met Wednesday, January 7, 1885 (p.3, H.J., 1885). 
Temporary officers chosen (3). 
Members sworn in (p. 6). 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 8). 
Chief clerk elected (p.8), qualified (p. 10). 
Assistant clerk elected (p.8), qualified (p. 10). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p.8), qualified (p. 10). 
Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p.8), qualified (p. 10). 
Enrolling clerk elected (p.8), qualified (p. 10). 
Engroasing clerk elected (p.8)), qualified (p. 10). 
Assistant engrossing clerk elected (p.8), qualified (p. 10). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 9), qualified (10). 
Chaplain elected (p.9), qualified (p. 10). 
Janitor elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 10). 
Reading clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 10). 
Docket clerk elected (p.9), qualified (p. 10). 
Journal clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 10). 
Assistant enrolling clerk elected (p.9), qualified (p. 10). 
Messengers elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 10). 
Assistant do sone elected (p.9). qualified (p. 10). 
Postmaster elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 10). 
Stationery clerk elected (p.9), qualified (p. 10). 
Watchman elected (p.9), qualified (p. 10). 
Interpreter elected (p.9), qualified (p. 10). 
Pages elected (p.9), qualified (p. 10). 
Keeper cloakroom elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 10). 
Senate informed (p. 10). 
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In no case has either branch of the Colorado Legislature ever notified the 
other branch that it was organized, nor attempted to do any legislative busi- 


ness— 
1. When it had a temporary organization only, or 


2. Until its organization was completed by the election and qualification 


of its permanent presiding and recording officers. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Senate, 1868. 
Met Wednesday. May 6, 1868 (p. 5, S. J., 1868). 
Members sworn in (p. 6). 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 7). 
President pro tempore elected and qualified (p. 7). 
Messengers elected (p. 18). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 18). 
Assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 18). 
House notified (p. 19). 


Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after per 


manent organization 
House. 
Met Wednesday, May 6, 1868 (p.5, H. J., 1868). 
Speaker elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 7). 
Clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. &). 
Assistant clerk elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8). 
Senate notified (p. 9). 


Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 


after the permanent organization. 


The senate was called to order by the secretary of state, on the authority of 
article 4, section 16, of the constitution of Connecticut: ‘It shall be the duty 
of the secretary for the time being to convene the senate for the purpose of 


choosing a president pro tempore.” 
Senate. 

Met Wednesday, January 8, 1879 (p.5,S.J., 1879). 
Called to order by the secretary of state (p.5). 
New members sworn in (p. 6) 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 6). 
President pro tempore elected and qualified (p. 6). 
House informed (p. 9). 


Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 


following the permanent organization. 
Tlouse. 
Met Wednesday, January 8, 1879 (p. 5, H. J., 1879). 
Temporary officers appointed (p. 5). 
Speaker elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 8). 
Clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 5). 
Senate informed (p. 9). 


Pisce A 


Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 


following the permanent organization. 





* 
. 


Gace ee te : 


A 
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Senate. 


Met Wednesday, May 6, 1874 (p.1,S.J., 1874). 
Called to order by the secretary of state (p.1). 
Members sworn in (p. 2). 

President pro tempore elected (p. 2), qualified (p. 2). 
Clerk elected (p. 2), qualified (p. 2). 

House notified (p. 4). 


Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 


after the permanent organization. 
House. 
*Met Wednesday, May 6, 1874 (p. 1, H. J., 1874). 
T emporary organization effected (p.1). 
ae aker elected (p.1), ——- (p.3). 
erk elected (p.3), qualified (p. 3). 
none informed (p. 4). 


Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 


after the permanent organization. 
Senate. 
a Wednesday, January 5, 1881 (p. 5, S. J., 1881). 
Called to order by the secretary of state (p. 5). 
New members sworn in (p. 6). 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 6). 
President Zs tempore elected and qualified (p. 6). 
House notified (p. 7). 


Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesd: ly 


following the permanent organization. 
House. 
Met Wednesday, January 5, 1881 (p.5, H. J., 1881). 
New members sworn in (p.5). 
ae eee (p.5), qualified (p.7). 
Clerk elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 
Senate informed ( P- 8). 
Proceeded to the e 
following the permanent organization. 
Senate, 1885. 
Met Wednesday, January 7, 1885 (p. 5, S. J., 1885). 
Called to order by the secretary of state (p. 5). 
New members sworn in (p. 6). 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 6). 
President pro tempore elected and qualified (pp. 6 and 7). 
House notified (p. 8). 


ection of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 
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Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday | 


following the permanent organization. 
House. 
Met Wednesday, January 7, 1885 (p. 5, H. J., 1885). 
Members sworn in (p. 8). 
Temporary officers appointed (p. 9). 
Speaker elected and qualified (pp. 9 and 11). 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 12). 
Senate notified (p. 13). 


Proceeded to the election of United States Senator on the second Tuesday 


following the permanent organization. 


In no case has either branch of the Connecticut Legislature ever notified 
the other branch that it was organized, nor attempted to do any legislative 


business 
First. When it had a temporary organization only; or 


Second. Until its organization was completed by the election of its perma 


nent presiding and recording officer. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Senate. 
Met June 2, 1869 (p. 1, S. J., 1869). 
Members sworn in (p. 1). 
Temporary president chosen (p. 2 
President elected and qualified (p. re. 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 3). 
Assistant clerk elected and qualified (p. 3). 
Doorkeeper elected and qualified (p. 4). 
House notified (p. 4). 

House. 


Met June 2, 1869 (p. 3, H. J., 1869). 
ees sworn in (p. 3). 
Temporary speaker chosen (p. 12). 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 13). 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 14). 
Assistant clerk elected and qualified (p. 14). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 14). 
Doorkeepers elected and qualified (p. 14). 
Chaplain elected (p. 15). 
Senate notified (p. 16). 

Senate. 
Met Wednesday, June 1, 1870 (p. 3, S. J., 1870). 
Members sworn in (p. 3). 
Temporary president chosen (p. 4). 
President elected and qualified (p. 4). 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 6). 
Assistand clerk elected and qualified (p. 7). 
Doorkeeper elected and qualified (p. 7). 
House notified (p. 7). 

House. 


Met Wednesday, June 1, 1870 (p.3, H. J., 1870). 
Members sworn in (p.3). 
Temporary speaker chosen (p. 12). 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 12). 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 13). 
Assistant clerk elected and qualified (p. 13). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 13) 
Doorkeepers elected and qualified (p. 13). 
Senate notified (p. 14) 

Senate. 
Met Wednesday, June 7, 1871 (p.1, S. J., 1871). 
Members sworn in (p.1). 
Temporary president chosen (p. 2 


House notified that senate is Siecataet by the choice of a te » eae ary pres- 


ident and the attendance of the clerk and assistant clerk of t last s¢ 
(p. 8, S. J. for N. H., 1871). 
House. 


Met Wednesday, June 7, 1871 (H.J., p. 3). 
Members sworn in (p. 3 

Temporary speaker chosen (p. 12). 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 13). 
Clerk elected (p. 35), qualified (p. 38). 


ssion 
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Assistant clerk elected (p. 37), qualified (p. 38) 
Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 37) 
Doorkeepers elected and qualified (p. 37) 
Senate notified (p. 41). 


Senate 


President elected and qualified (p. 12) 

Clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 

Assistant clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 13). 
Senate notified (p. 14). 


Sé nate 


Met Wednesday, June 5, 1872 
Members sworn in (p. 3) 
Temporary president chosen (p. 4 

President elected and qualified (p.4 

Clerk elected and qualified (p.5 

Assistant clerk elected and qualified (pp. 5 and 6 
Doorkeeper elected and qualified (p. 6) 


House notified (p. 7). 


p. 3, S. J., 1872). 


House 
Met Wednesday, June 5, 1872 (p. 3, H. J., 1872). 
Members sworn in (p. 3 
Temporary chairman chosen (p. 13 
Speaker elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 13 
Clerk elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 16) 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 16) 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 16). 
Doorkeepers elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 16 
Senate notified (p. 16). 

Senate. 
Met Wednesday, June 4, 1873 (p. 3, S. J., 1873). 
Members sworn in (p. 3). 
Temporary president chosen (p. 4). 
President elected and qualified (p. 4). 
Clerk elected and qualified (p. 5). 
Doorkeeper elected and qualified (p. 5). 
Assistant clerk elected and qualified (p. 5) 
House informed (p. 6). 


House 
Met Wednesday, June 4, 1873 (p. 111, J., 1873). 
Members sworn in (p. 111) 
Te mporary ¢ hairman chosen (p. 121). 
Spe aker elected (p. 121), qui ulified (p. 121 
Clerk elected (p. 122), qualified (p. 124 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 122), qualified (p. 124) 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 112), qual ified (p. 124). 
Doorkeepers elected (p. 123), qualified (p. 124). 
Senate notified (p. 124). 






Senate 


Met Wednesday, June 3, 1874 (p.3,S. J., 1874). 
Members sworn in (p.3). 
Temporary president chosen (p. 4). 
President elected and qualified (p.9 
Clerk elected (p.9), qualified (p. 9) 
Assistant clerk elected (D. 9), qualified (p.9). 
Doorkeeper elected (p.9 jualified (p.11) 
House notified (p. 11) 

, House. 
Met Wednesday, June 3, 1874 (p. 175, J., 1874). 
Members sworn in (p. 175 
Temporary chairman chosen (p. 185 








Speaker elected (p. 185), qualified (p. 185 

Clerk elected (p. 186 , qualified (p. 187 

Assistant clerk elected (p. 186), qualified (p. 187). 
Doorkeepers elected (p. 186), qualified (p. 187 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 187), qualified (p. 187). 


Senate notified (p. 188 


Met Wednesday, June 2, 1874 (p. 5, J., 1875) 
Members sworn in (p. 5 
Temporary 
President elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 7 
Clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 7 

Assistant clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 7) 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 7), qualified (p. § 


House notified (p. 9 


preside nt chosen (p. ¢ 


Met Wednesday, June 2, 1874 (p. 147, J., 1875) 
Members sworn in (p. 147 
Temporary chairman chosen (p. 158 





Speaker electe 1 (p. 158), qualified (p. 158). 
Clerk elected (p. 158), qualified (p. 160 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 158), qualified (p. 160 
Doorkeepers elected (p. 159), qualified (p. 161 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 159), qualified (p. 161 
Senate notified (p. 161 
Journals for 1875 not in the Library 

G f 
Met Wednesday. June 7, 1876 (p. 5, J., 1876 
Members sworn in (p. 5 
Temporary president chosen (p. 6). 
President elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6 
Clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 8 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8) 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8 
House notified (p. # 

H 
Met Wednesday, June 7 13, J., 1876 
Members sworn in (p. 14 
Temporary chairman « ‘ 14 
Speaker elected (p. 154), qua p. 154 
( I elected (p. 15 ( i 
Assistant clerk ele ) jua p. 1 
Doorkeepers elected (p. 155), qualified (p. 156 
Sergeant-at-arms electe p. 155), qualified (p. 15 
Senate notified (pn. 15¢ 


Met Wednesday, June 6, 1877 (p. 5, J., 1877 
Men mbers sworn in (p o 
Temporary president chosen (p. 6). 
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a EN — 


; Assistant secretary elected (p. 6), qi 


, ulified (p. 6). 
Doorkeeper ¢ ected p. 6), qualified } 


Members sworn it 

Speaker « lected (p.%4 q ialified p.¥ 
é Principal clerk elected (p. 8), 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 9) 
Doorkeep r elected p, * qualified 
Senate notilied (p. 11 








ified (p. 5). 


House notified (p.7 } 
S House n 
Met Thursday, January 7, 1875 (p. 3, H. J., 1875). secret é l i vit 
i 


on 
j 








Met I vy, Janua 1, 1877 3, H. J., 1877 
Members ) n (p. 3 
J in (} 
Spea ‘ p. 7), qualified (p. 7) - 
Principal « p. 8), qualified (p. 8 
A tant clerk ¢ ¢ p. 9), qualified (p. 9 | 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 10), qualific p. 10 
Sx ite I i (p } 
i Fifty-first se Se 


: } 3 i (p. 
Ti urna yr the y-first session is not in the Library. P} : to elect 1 








| eeded to ( I 
Ho t uN t 
Met Thursday, Janu 9, 1879 (p. 8, H. J., 1879 
Members sworn in (] ) Met Wedr la yf I 
Speaker elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 7) l r rs ( 
Principal clerk elected (p. 12), qualif ed (p. 12). | 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 13). S 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 13). | ( 
i Se} e!1 ed (p. 14 } 7 : 
Fifty-second session. ] | 
S we i ‘> 
sa " 
a rnal of the fifty-second se m not in the Library. | > - Af , ng 
TTouse 
| yurnal of the fifty-second session not in the Library. | Q c 
Fiftv-tl rd cece y | 
Senate. | 
Met Thu L ry 4, 1883 (p. 3, S. J qu ‘ . ). 
Lieu nt-go ior in the chair (p. 3). } os int-at-arms elect ( 
r Principal retary elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). te , & 
Assistant secretary elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 7). | 
De rkeeper elected (p. 7), qualified (p | Proceeded to elect I ed § 3S I 
louse no i(p.8 { 






Met Thursday, January 4, 1883 (p. 3, H. J., 1883). | 
q vorn in (p. 3 18 I 
ted (p. 8), qualified (p. 8) | ‘Temporary 
erk elected (p. 10 | 
t clerk elected (p. 11 


r elected (p. 11), qualifies 


ra 





























Se i if 
Senate Ly t 
j b ! 
Met Thursday, January 8, 1885 (p.3,S. J., 1885 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3) | 
i Principal secretary elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). { 
A stant secretary elected (p.6), qualified (p.7) l ' his 
Doorkeeper elected (p.7), qualified (p.7 >a ‘ 
' H e notified (p.8 
110U8¢ VV l ; ‘ 
Met irsday, January 8, 1885 (p. 8, H. J., 1885 : on —_ 
Members sworn in (p.3 | P ; 
Speaker ¢ ected p.7), ¢ } I SY \ \ 
Principal clerk elected t 
Assistant clerk elected | J 
: a | ‘ \ 
Doorkeeper elected (p 1 | 7 : 
Senate notified (p. 11 | . : 
From 1885 to 1891 the journals are not in the Library. ; P phneite aiheudnd “2 
NoTe.—In no case has eit ‘anch of the Indiana Legislature ever not tant clerks « d 8 
the other branch that it was organized, nor attempted to do any lezgislati ranse? ele electe 2 
business Serg t t - 
(1 a temporary organization only; or, Assistant s¢ t 
(2 snization Was completed by the election and qualification Doorkeener 
¢ of all nt officers 
MICHIGAN | ; 
S ife, 1869 é 
ry 6, 1869 (p T.. 1869 A 
n the alr (J : re 
I P) I I 
| ¢ 
quaihed (p.7) | 
i (p.5), qualified (p.7 
+? } + Py ‘ ~ ' 
i ( elected (p qualified (p.7) | [ 
United States Senator on the second Tuesday { 
f rganiza p.1 ( p. 7 i 
H , ! : 
fet Wednesday, January 6, 1869 (p.3, H. J., 1869 
I ! fice en (p ) 
' 2 Vie! I I ll p.4 
S} ere i (p. 6). « ed (p. ¢ | 
‘ Clerk ele p. 9%), qua d (p. 13 ; ‘ : 
i Engrossing and enrolling clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 13). ee ieee r g 
S t-at-arms elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 13). 
? A tant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 13). | 
¢ Senate I ifie p. 14 i . 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday follow- Speaker i 
{ng the permanent organization (p. 223). New mem 
Ls 








1200 


Speaker elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Chief clerk elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 

Assistant clerks elected (p.8), qualified (p.8 

Transcribing clerks elected (p.8), qualified (p. 8) 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p.8), qualified (p.8). 

Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p.&), qualified (p. 8). 
Messengers elected (p. 8), qualified) p. 8). 

Assistant messengers elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8 

Assistant doorkeeper elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
Superintendent folding department elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
Pasters and folders elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8 

Librarian elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 

House informed (p. 8) 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
its permanent organization (p. 124) 


House 


Met Tuesday, January 5, 1869 (p. 5, H. J., 1869). 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 7 

Sommbers sworn in (p. 7). 

Chief clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 8). 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 

Resident clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 

Transcribing clerks elected (p. 66), qualified (p. 66). 

Postmaster elected (p. 66), qualified (p. 66). 

Assistant postmaster elected (p. 66), qualified (p. 66). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 66), qualified (p. 66) 

Assistant sergeants-at-arms elected (p. 66), qualified (p. 66). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 66), qualified (p. 66). 

Assistant doorkeepers elected (p. 66), qualified (p. 66). 

Messengers elected (p. 66) qualified (p. 66). 

Superintendent of folding department elected (p. 66), qualified (p. 66). 
Assistant superintendent of folding department elected (p.66), qualified 
(p 66 

Senate notified (p. 66) 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 


permanent organization (p. 108 


Senate, 187 


Met*fuesday January 7, 1873 (p.5, S.J., 1873). 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 6). 
Members sworn in (p. 6) 
Chief clerk elected (p.7), qualified (p.7). 
Assistant clerks elected (p.8), qualified (p. 11). 
Transcribing clerks elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 11). 
geant-at-arms elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 

tant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 11) qualified (p. 11). 
Assistant doorkeepers elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
Me nger elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11) 

\ nessengers elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
Postmaster elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
Superintendent folding department elected (p.11), qualified (p. 11). 
Pasters and folders elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
House notified (p. 10) 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after its 


permanent organization (p. 133 
House 

Met Tuesday, January 7, 1873 (p. 5, H. J., 1873). 
Speaker elected and qualified (p. 7) 
Members sworn in (p. 7 
Chief clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p.9). 
Resident clerk elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 9) 
Assistant clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 9). 
Senate informed (p. 9). 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 


he permanent orgarfzation (p. 138 











S ate. 187 


Met Tuesday, January 5, 1875 (S. J., 1875, p.5 
Speaker inthe chair (p.5 
New members sworn in (p. 10 











President pro tempore elected (p. 11 qualified p 11). 
( clerk elected (p.11), qualitied (p.11 
Journal clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 12). 
Rea r clerk elected (p.12), qualified (p. 12 
Messenger clerk elected (p, 12), qualified (p. 12 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 12 
t sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 12), 
per elected (p. 1 qualified (p. 12 
t doorkeepers ¢ ted (p. 12), qualified (p. 12 


rer i (p. 12), qualified p. 12 
t messengers elected (p. 12 qualified (p. 12 
l 








endent folding departinent elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 12). 
and f ‘ l ed (p. 12), qualified (p. 12 
ter electe ! p qualified (p 12 
i to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
ent orgal ition (p. 136 
H 
Met i Ta 1875 (p. 5, H. J., 1875 
Spea elect vlified (p. 10 
Met 
Senate ‘ 
Chief I qualified (p. 14 
Reside 76), qualified (p. 76 
Keadli t ( I 4 qualified (p. 76 
Me Lore p. 7 a fled )p. 76 
rranscribing cle ( ted (p. 76), qualified (p. 76 
sSergeant-at-a te p. 76), qualified (p. 76). 
Assistant st t-arms elected (p. 76), qualified (p. 76). 
Doorkee I 6), qualified (p. 76 
A tar ted (p. 76), qualified (p. 76 
Messenge 6), qualified (p. 76 
Post l ialified (p 76 
A tant ected (p. 76), qualified (p. 76). 
Pasters at rs elected (p. 76), qualified (p. 76). 
Journal « I p. 76), qualified (p 76 
Proceed l ed States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
permanent tion (p. 126 
S + \ 
N I j ry 7, 1879 (p. 3, S. J., 1879) 
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New members sworn in (p. 5). 

President pro tempore elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 5). 

Chief clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Journal clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Reading clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Message clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Transcribing clerks elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Assistant sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Doorkeepers elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Messenger elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Assistant messenger elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

Postmaster elected (p.6), qualified (p.6). 

Superintendent folding department elected (p.6), qualified (p.6). 

Pasters and folders elected (p.6), qualified (p.6). 

House notified (p.7) 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 83). 


House. 


Met Tuesday, January 7, 1879 (p. 3, H. J., 1879). 

Members sworn in (p.8). 

Speaker elected (p.9), qualified (p.9). 

Chief clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Resident clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Reading clerk elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 

Senate notified (p. 13). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
its permanent organization (p. 65). 


Senate, 1881. 


Met Tuesday, January 4, 1881 (p. 3, S. J., 1881). 

President in the chair (p. 3}. 

New members sworn in (p. 5). 

President pro tempore elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 9). 

Chief clerk elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 9). 

Journal clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Reading clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Message clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Transcribing clerks elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Assistant sergeants-at-arms elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Assistant doorkeepers elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Messenger elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Assistant messenger elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Postmaster elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Superintendent folding department elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Pasters and folders elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

House notified (p. 11). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 92). 

House. 

Met Tuesday, January 4, 1881 (p. 3, H. J., 1881). 

Members sworn in (p. 8). 

Speaker elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 9). 

Chief clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10) 

Resident clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Reading clerk elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 11). 

Senate notified (p. 12). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
its permanent organization (p.75). 

In no case has either branch of the Pennsylvania Legislature ever notified 


| the other branch that it was organized, nor attempted to do any legislative 


| 
| 
| 
| 


business 
First. When it had a temporary organization only; or 
Second. Until its organization was completed by the election and qualifi- 
cation of its permanent presiding and recording officers. 
MISSOURI. 
Senate, 1869. 


Met Wednesday, January 6, 1869 (p. 3. S. J., 1869). 

Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 

New members sworn in (p. 4). 

Thursday, January 7.—President pro tempore elected (p. 6), qualified (p.9). 

Secretary elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 9) 

Assistant secretary elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 9). 

Enrolling clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 9 

Engrossing clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 9). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 9 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 9 

Chaplain elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 9). 

Reporter elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 9 

House informed (p. 9). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 93 

House. 

Met Wednesday, January 6, 1869 (p. 3, H. J., 1869). 

Temporary officers chosen (pp.3 and 4 

Members sworn in (p. 7). 

Thursday, January 7.—Speaker pro tempore elected (p.9), qualified (p. 9). 

Chief clerk elected (p.11), qualified (p. 11 

Assistant clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 12) 

Engrossing clerk elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 13). 

Enrolling clerk elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 14) 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 14). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 15), qualified (p. 15). 

Chaplain elected (p. 16). qualified (p. 16 

Senate informed that the house was organized by the election and quailifi- 
cation of the foregoing officers (p. 17 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 170). 

Senate, 1873. 


Met Wednesday, January 1, 1873 (p.3,S. J., 1873) 

Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 

Secretary pro tempore appointed by the chair (p. 3). 

New members sworn in (p.4). 

Tuesday, January 2.—President pro tempore elected (p.9), qualified (p, 15) 
Secretary elected (p.9), qualified (p. 14) 

Assistant secretary elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 14). 

Engrossing clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 14). 

Enrolling clerk elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 14). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 14). 
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Doorkeeper elected (p.11), qualified (p. 11). 

Chaplain elected (p. 11), qualified (p. 14). 

Folder elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 14). 

Messenger elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 14). 

House informed (p. 14). 

Proceeded to elect a United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 102). 


House. 


Met Wednesday, January 1, 1873 (p.3, H. J., 1873). 

Members sworn in (p.6). 

Temporary officers chosen (p.7). 

Thursday, January 2.—Members resworn (p. 8). 

Speaker elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 11). 

Speaker pro tempore elected (p. 12), qualified (p.12). 

Chief clerk elected (p.13),qualified (p. 13). 

Assistant clerk elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 13). 

Engrossing clerk elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 14). 

Enrolling clerk elected (p. 15), qualified (p. 15). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 15), qualified (p. 15). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 16), qualified (p. 16). 

Chaplain elected (p. 18), qualified (p. 18). 

Official reported elected (p. 19), qualified (p. 19). 

Senate notified (p. 20). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 156). 


Senate. 


Met Wednesday, January 6, 1875 (p. 3, S. J., 1875). 

Temporary secretary appointed by the chair (p. 3). 

Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 

New members sworn in (p. 4). 

Thursday, January 7.—President pro tempore elected (p. 6), qualified (p.8). 

Secretary elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 8). 

Assistant secretary elected (p. 6), qualified (Pp. 8). 

Engrossing clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 8). 

Enrolling clerk elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 8). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 8). 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 8). 

Chaplain elected (p. 8), qualified p 8). 

Folder elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 

Messenger elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 

Pages elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 

House informed (p. 9). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 
permanent organization (p. 76). 

House. 


Met Wednesday, January 6, 1875 (p. 3, H. J., 1875). 
Members sworn in (p. 6), temporary officers chosen (p. 6). 
Thursday, January 7.—Speaker elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8). 
Speaker pro tempore elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 
Chief clerk elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 
Assistant clerk elected (P. 11), qualified (p. 11). 
Engrossing clerk elected (p. 12), qualified (p. 12). 
Enrolling clerk elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 13). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 13), qualified (p. 13). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 14). 
Chaplain elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 14). 
Official reporter elected (p. 14), qualified (p. 14). 
Senate notified (p. 15). 
Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 207). 
Senate. 


Met Wednesday, January 8, 1879 (p. 3, S. J., 1879). 
Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 
Temporary secretaries appointed (p.3) by the chair. 
New members sworn in (p. 4). 
Thursday, January 9, president pro tempore elected (p.6), qualified (p.7). 
Secretary elected (p.6), qualified (p.7). 
Assistant secretary elected (p.6), qualified (p.7). 
Sergeant-at-arms elected (p.6), qualified (p.7). 
Doorkeeper elected (p. 6), qualified (p.7). 
ps sage elected (p.6), qualified (p.7). 
Folder elected (p.6), qualified (p.7). 
Messenger elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 7). 
Official reporter elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 7). 
Pages elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 7). 
House notified (p. 7). 
Proceedéd to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 67). ; 
TTouse. 


Met Wednesday, January 8, 1879 (p. 3, H. J., 1879). 

Temporary officers chosen (p. 3). 

Members sworn in (p. 6). 

Tuesday, January 9.—Speaker elected and qualified (p. 8). 

Speaker pro tempore elected and qualified (p. 9). 

Chief clerk elected and qualified (p. 10). 

Assistant clerk elected and qualified (p. 11). 

Engrossing clerk elected and qualified (p. 12). 

Enrolling clerk elected and qualified (p. 13). 

Doorkeeper elected and qualified (p. 14). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 15). 

Official reporter elected and qualified (p. 16). 

Senate notified (p. 12). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 127). ; = 

Senate. 

Met Wednesday, January 5, 1881 (p. 3, S. J., 1881). 

Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 

Temporary secretaries appointed (p. 3) by the chair. 

New members sworn in (p. 4). 

Thursday, January 6.—President pro tempore elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 9). 

Secretary elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 9). 

Assistant secretary elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 9). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p. 7), qualified (p. By. 

Doorkeeper elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 9). 

Chaplain elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 9). 

Folder and messenger elected (p. 9), qualified (p. 9). 

Official reporter elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 9). 

Two pages elected (p. 8.), qualified (p. 9). 

House notified (p. 9). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 66). 
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House 


Met Wednesday, January 5, 1881 (p. 3, H. J., 1881). 

Temporary officers chosen (p. 3). 

Members sworn in (p. 6). 

Thursday, January 6.—Speaker elected and qualified (p.&). 

Speaker pro tempore elected and qualified (p.9 

Chief clerk elected and qualified (p. 9) 

Assistant chief clerk elected and qualified (p. 10 

Enrolling clerk elected and qualified (p. 11). 

Engrossing clerk elected and qualified (p. 11) 

Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p. 12). 

Doorkeeper elected and qualified (p. 13). 

Official reporter elected and qualified (p. 14). 

Chaplain elected and qualified (p. 13). 

Senate notified (p. 15). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 
permanent organization (p. 147). 


, 
senate 


Met Wednesday, January 7, 1885 (p. 3, S. J., 1885 

Lieutenant-governor in the chair (p. 3). 

Temporary Officers appointed (p.3) by the chair. 

New members sworn in (p.5). 

Thursday, January 8, president pro tempore elected (p.8), qualified (p. 10. ) 

Secretary elected (p.8), qualified (p. 10). 

Assistant secretary elected (p.8), qualified (p. 10). 

Official reporter elected (p.8), qualified (p. 10) 

Sergeant-at-arms elected (p.9), qualified (p. 10) 

Chaplain elected (p.9), qualified (p. 10) 

Doorkeeper elected (p.9), qualified (p. 10). 

Folder and messenger elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

Two pages elected (p. 10), qualified (p. 10). 

House informed (p. 10). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday after the 
permanent organization (p. 136) ‘ 

Touse. 

Met Wednesday, January 7, 1885 (p. 3, H. J., 1885 

Temporary officers chosen (p. 3) 

Members sworn in (p. 6). 

Thursday, January 8, speaker elected and qualified (p. 9). 

Speaker pro tempore elected and qualified (p. 10 

Chief clerk elected and qualified (p. 11) 

Enrolling clerk elected and qualified (p. 12) 

Engrossing clerk elected and qualified (p. 12). 

Sergeant-at-arms elected and qualified (p.12 

Doorkeeper elected and qualified (p. 13) 

Official reporter elected and qualified (p. 14) 

Chaplain elected and qualified (p. 15). 

Senate informed (p. 16). 

Proceeded to elect a United States Senator on the second Tuesday follow 
ing the permanent organization (p. 185). ; 

The journals from 188 to 1891 are not in the Library. 

In no case has either branch of the Missouri Legislature ever notified the 
other branch that it was organized, nor attempted to transact any legislative 
business when ; 

First. It had atemporary organization only; or, 

Second. Until its organization was completed by the election and qualifi 
cation ofall its permanent officers, 

MAINE. 
Senate, 1869. 


Met Wednesday, January 6, 1869 (p.3,S.J., 1869). 

Members sworn in (p. 4) 

President elected (p.4), qualified (p.5). 

Secretary elected (p.5), qualified (p. 5) 

Assistant secretary elected (p.6), qualified (p. 6). 

Messenger elected (p.6), qualified (p. 6). 

Assistant messenger elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 6). 

House notified (p. 7). 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 70). 

The house journal for 1869 is missing 

Senate. 1870. 

Met Wednesday, January 5 

Members sworn in (p. 5). 

President elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 6 

Secretary elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 7 

Assistant secretary elected (p. 7), qualified (p. 7) 

Messenger elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8 

Assistant messenger elected (p. 8), qualified (p. 8) 

House informed (p. 9) 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 89) ; . 


1870 (p. 3, S. J., 1870). 


Hou 

Met Wednesday, January 5, 1870 (p. 3, H. J., 1870 

Members sworn in (p. 3 

Speaker elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 4 

Clerk elected (p. 5), qualified (p. 5 

Assistant clerk elected (p. 5). qualified (p. 5 

Senate informed (p. 5 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator onthe 
the permanent organization (p. 86 


Senate, 1871 


econd Tuesday fol owing 


Met Wednesday, January 4, 1871 (S. J., 1871, p.3 

Membeys sworn in (p.5). 

President elected (p.5), qualified (p.5 

Secretary elected (p.6), qualified (p.6 

Assistant secretary elected (p.7), qualified (p.7 

Messenger eleated (p.7), qualified (p.7) 

Assistant messenger elected (p.7), qualified (p.7 

House informed (p.8 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday following 
the permanent organization (p. 4 ‘ 

Ho 
Met Wednesday, January 4, 1871 (H. J., 1871, p 
Memers sworn in (p. 3 


Speaker elected (p. 4), qualified (p. 4 

Chief clerk elected (p. 6), qualified (p. 4 

Assistant clerk elected (p. 7) qualified (p.7 

Senate informed (p. 7 

Proceeded to elect United States Senator on the second Tuesday { win 
the permanent organization (p. 7 r 
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i] Si t fi bea 1 mi t Mr. Clag goes 
| not clai LV ) ‘ unt near vo m« hs subs 
( i 1 B Mi i) Ols ¢ s » hay b 
| Ont S dat it Mr. Dubois l, or clair yha 
hye na De ‘ 1 1SO0 2 ite TOT ete 
by t sa ature, namely, Senato SHOUP and McC 
Tuesday following | } each elect to fill vacancies t] existing. while Mr. Du- 
) ‘ it acancy that would occur on the 4 
of March, 1891, on completion of the term of either Mr. M 
Con M = UP, whoev light d hort term. 
here, I ta ta my friends th 
! ( agré in! al to the right, tl 
( ‘ Idaho Legislat at its first session, to 
ma T lay following ‘ ~enau uke 10 tl ot controverted ata 
L take t is admittes a every body that it was 
a t Legislature but a duty to 
S J. 1877 elect t S existing vacancies and a 
thir to f th vA wo ild of n cessity occur U e 
e Const ona he laws of the country on the 4th day of 
p i 189 So there is no controve rsy vhatever here,as | as- 
| efore much of what at one time perhaps in the pub 
ye ss of the country was in controversy is eliminated fro: 
Ss Cist 
econd Tuesday followir The real question, however, as I understand it, in controvers 
Ke 3 as to the date of the organization of the first Legislature 
: ot tl State of Idaho. Section l4of the Revised ey) 
H. J = isar nactment of the act of July 25, 1866, reg 
i manner of elect United States Senators,} )- 
stance, and I think in terms, that the Legistature shall proce 
to the election of a Senator, when it is the duty of such Legisla- 
on the second Tuesday following | ture to elect Senators, « the second T iesda) after the meetin 
and organization of the Legislature. The Legislature of Idaho 


met on Monday, the 8th day of December, 1890. This 1 
r 


l 
was in pursuance of proclamation of the governor. 


ieeth 
vili$ 





+ 


sy about that; so we shall waste no time there. 
[he question at issue here mainly, therefore, I understand, is 








fled (p.9). whether that Legislature was organized on Monday, the 8th day 


ipn< 


1890, within the meaning of the provision in the 
vevised Statutes, which provides that the election shall tak 
yr on the second Tuesday following | place on the second " 


luesday after the meeting and organization 
of the Legislature, or whether it was not so organized until t] 








equent Tuesday, the 9th day of December. The Com- 

J.. 188 . ’ . f+ 11] : 43 
J., 158] mittee on Pr ves and Elections, after a careful consideration 
of the facts in the case and of the law, have decided, and this 


without any hesitation or doubt, that there was such an organi- 





». 6 zation on Monday, December 8, 1890, as is contemplated by the 
ots is 
r on thesecond Tuesday after th = . , : . ; 
In order to determi question, let us examine briefty, bi 
cause I desire to be bri recisely and accurately what did tak: 
a J. place on that day, because it is from this data that the questio 


ermined as to whether there was such an organizatio 
as the law contemplates. I will endeavor to state the case in: 








», 8 own W sb y, and if I go astray in any respect in my sta 
ment of facts, of course my friends of the minority will corr 
. .e, and I shall be pleased to stand corrected at any time if I ¢ 
1d Tuesday following | wrong, ause I only desire that we sha ‘tat the facts int 
. case pret is ly as the \ are 
In the first place, before proceeding to state what occurred, i 
Hi may be well to say that there is nothing either in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, or in the constitution of the State o 
Idaho, or in any of th laws of tl State of Idaho which design: 
or provide (except in a general way which I shall refer to) fo 
ss officers of the two houses of the State Legislature either : 
nd Tu ‘ A to grade or number, save and except as to the presiding offic: 
Library of 1 senat The constitution of the State of Idaho provi: 
L, ture ever notified | that the lieutenant-governor of the State shall be by virtue of 
ye Sea siding o of the senate. This is the only consti 
\ )far as the organi ation of« ith r house 
’ ( State of Idaho is con 
i pro ‘ he ve . will passing, e1 
| } aa ) a ni ona rs Wl the \ ( 1 Col 
ut I< cel to be t ( I > te 1 regard to ( otic S ( 
facts | Ni H ( it esenta é | ( stitutic oO 
»b S s that the Vice-P dent shall be Pre 
i D \ = it 
r) I . i 
( + é < no the Stat ‘ aho prov j a + 
~ ; or shall b le presid ot the sena a 
189] { that t house shall choose its own « 
3 that ] ted I lace on Monday, December 8, 1890, in 
L890, v Mr. Clag of the Legislature of the State of Idah: 
s lith day « ief and in substance this: On the day and 
t f ich M d proc ati nely 12 
Da ere a orta Monday, De yvernor 
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. 
of the State met in the statchouse of the capital in conjunc- | resentatives, that is yo 
tion with the members of the senate and called the senate to or- | swear in your mem) ul 
der. Onthe same day and hour, Monday meridian, December 5, Now, then, the Senat ot take or ma an 
the members of the house met in the capitol building at the capi- | question, because I do not ( 
j tal of the State and proceeded to do what? To elect a speaker | matters, that Mr. Athe; . 
and a chief clerk; and not only so, but so far as the house was | feimpore of th ate ¢ londay, D 3, 1890, order to 
concerned they elected every other officer ever at any time | s at rest that at M 
elected by that house, save and except the chaplain, who was | ‘ ett says right 
4 el ected on Tuesday, December ve That is conceded. on pac 10, ( yt \ ( 
Every officer whom that house of representatives ever ca 7 ; = 


to its aid in the transaction of its business was elect ' : 
= day, December 8, 1890. They had therefore a speaker; they had ul knowled Tot 

a chief clerk; they had various other officers elected o1 tday 
ies of their office on that day 





all of whom entered upon the dut 
Most assure dly the spe maker and the chief clerk entered upon the This clause in this 1 { Vir. ¢ 


duties of their offices on that da y- [ repeat that from the fact | sp to the fi tha ( tt Yubois. ha 
that my friend from Delaware [Mr. GRAY dry af e of 1 esident 
i They became not only officers ie facto, but having been duly | the senate, I think, am al] : owing that as: 


| shook is head. | presentec 


. elected, they were officers d jure. They acted as sp aker and iatter of fact the 1 ( ich hae made b: Mr. Gunn to 
j as chief clerk, and they certified to the record of Monday’s pro- | go into the election ‘ a al b and carried, that 
ceedings, which was read and approved by the house on Tues- e was declared ¢ » and t] e! ed upon t duties of 


4 


“4 da xy, December | ), signin o the meelvesto the record as F. A. Fenn, the omce on that G& 

speaker of the cee and Charles H. Reed, chief 

is the record. Those are the facts, so = as the house of repre- | senate is concerned, on Monday, December 8, 1890, the presid- 

sentatives is concerned. ing officer of the senate took his seat as a constitutional officer. 
I scarcely think there will be any question here by my friends | and there was duly elected a secretary pio tempore; in othe 

on the minority of the committee ‘but that that house of repre- | words, that there was a sufficient organization of both houses on 

sentatives was organized within the meaning of the ~cone ite re- | that day to enable the Legislature of 1 State of Idaho to pro 

lating to organization, and therefore I will not so on it. I | ceed with all the business of legislat 


° 7 : r eel ry. f ; ; 4% “4 > 4 f } 
, chief clerk. Tha Therefore i ‘ 0 this, Mr. ] nt, that in so far as th 


think there is enough in this record to show that Mr. agett and Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask Senator o suestior 
his friends conceded, even two months after Mr. Du ibois’s elec The VI PRESIDENT D Senate Orego 


3 tion, that so far as the house of r presk ntatives was concerned | yield to the S« nator fré Miss 
there had been a sufficient organization to meet all the require- Mr. MITCH] Certainly 
ments of the statute, and there fore I will come to the senate and Ir. GE RGE. D es the Senat to be understood a 


see what was done there. admitting that the se« ry j ected before thx 
: On the day fixed by the proclamation of the governor, Mon- members of the senate were swo 
i day, December 8, 1890, the members of the senate with one ex- Mr. MITCHELL. I am not e certain. I think probably 


ception, all met in the senate chamber at the capitol of the State. | the record shows that; but it mmat ,as I stated a moment 
There was only one absentee. The lieutenant-governor of th ago, , in my humble judgment. As a matter of fact, Mr. Pres 
’ State, Norman B. Willey, in pursuance of the authority con- | dent, there was not only a constitutional presiding officer of th: 
ferred upon him > the constitution of the State, called the sen- | senate on Monday, December 8, but there was a secretary pro 
ate to order and took his seat as pos officer. He was the | tempore of the senate elected at som: 1c or other during th 
constitutional officer of that body, and the only constitutional of- | day, and not only that, but all the members of the senate were o 


. 








ficer known to either branch of the — iture of the State of | that day, Monday, December 8, 1890, duly sworn into offic 
Idaho. Whatthen? After prayer by Rev. Mr. Skidmore, they | These are the fact 
on d to the election of a secretary of the senate. I rea Thatin the judgment of 1 ni , aT t seems t 
rom the record that I may be entirely accurate: nanswerable, wa ch an organization as ena ut L 
At the hour of 12 o'clock noon, on Monday, the 8th day of December, A. D saul te proces a in the ext us Levery iecgisiative function! 
1890, being the day and hour designated in the proclamation of the governor | Which a Legislature 1 ught int xistence; and if entitled to 
of the State convening the Legislature of the State of Idaho for the first reise all functions of a Levisla » far; ‘ on 3 
session. ‘ r 4 hed + = 
The members elect of the senate assembledin the senate chamber of t! , hea, tne n I ta a ; , 
capitol at Boisé City, and were called to order by Lieutenant-Governor No tional duty imposed on If t ‘ titution Of electing dS 
man B. Willey, president of the senate ati of the Tinited St . 
After prayer by the Rev. Skidmore, Mr. Gunn moved that M. C. Athey be ; ’ 7 : F , ; 
elected secretary of the senate pro tempore. ee ee grt ; : 
Here I call the attention of Se ators to the fact that there is a two houses. Themaingquestion.as I ha sa ore eth 
slight lapse in the journal requiring explanation. The journal | that constituted such an organization as is co iplated by t 


does not show either that the motion of Mr. Gunn was put and | fourteenth section of the Revised Statutes. The p on of th 
carried, or that Mr. Athey was elected, or declared elected; but | committee, in oth yrds, is ly this: That w! a | 
it is conceded here by the contestant, Mr. Clagett, and conceded, | ture has proceeded in the matter of « inizati ur it 
I take it, by the minority of the committee, that as a matter of | election of those officers who are absolutely ssary to the per 
fact the motion was put and carried, and as a matter of fact Mr. | formance of the functions o La iture in t transaction ¢ 
M. C. oon was then and there not only duly elected, but duly | its ordinary legislative business, th : ocect far 
declared elected by the presiding officer of the Senate as secre- | to enable it to perform 
tary pro tempore of the Se ante, | tion of a United States S 
Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- If itis necessary that a 
tion right there? ; Legislature may deter e ir 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon yield | convenience should be « 
to the Senator from North Carolina? lature should progress that b th ’ 
Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. as is contemplated by the statut n t 3656 
Mr. VANCE. The record is so deficient that it is only byim- | t Revis Statut 
4 plication that it Ss mi aning ca 1 be obtained insome places. [wi ropes of sand; t amount to 1 





ask the Senator if the election of Mr. Athey as secretary pro | insist that in giving const 
tempore does not : ppear ‘ the record tohave taken place before | keep in mind all the \ e the} ( 
the members of the Senate were sworn in? | States had in view wher 


7 Mr. MITCHELL. Su Pp se it does so appear? | What was that p 
Mr. VANCE. Well, | want the fact to appear. | out of the power of a factio 
Mr. GRAY (to Mr. Sines HELL). Is that the fact? islature to over 
Mr. MITCHELL. I take it that itis a fact, and further that | majority of all tl 
in the regular and orderly transaction of business it is very proper | That was it in 
it should be the fact, as I assume that an organization very ht have ama 
prop rly preced l the swearing in of the members. That in er, f ve t \ Ol a ( . iH 


rel erence to the organization of any k islative body, is, I sug- | taken together as members, fr 


st to the Senator, a condition-precedent; and such is the case, | tion of a Senator of the United 
think if my friend will examine in the National House of Rep- if 








1204 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 16, 





. . : . | 
ments of the statute in regard to organization, that all the offi- 


cers of either house which either house may determine neces- 
sary for itsconvenience must beelected before you have reached 
the point of an organization within the meaning of the statute, 


then you simply place it in the power of a factious majority in | 
There | 


either house to defeat the very purposes of the statute. 
is not any question about that. 

Right at this point let me ask my friends of the minority this 
question: Suppose you wipe out the statute of 1866 as found in 
the Revised Statutes, would there not then have been, I inquire, 
a sufficient organization of that Legislature on Monday to have 


enabled it to elect a Senator of the United States? Ithink my | 


friends of the minority will concede that. 
pelled to concede it. 
is true, where does it lead us, and to what absurd conclusions? 
We find then that the very statute that was intended to prevent 
a factious majority in one house from defeating the will of the 
majority of all stands in the way of and obstructs an election. 
So by the construction sought to be placed upon it by my friends 
of the minority of the committee you absolutely defeat the pur- 
pose for which this statute was enacted, as it seems to me. 

Where are you to draw the line in the selection of officers in 
determining when there is an organization of the Legislature? 
Are you to draw it when you have elected asufficient number of 
officers in either branth to enable the Legislature to discharge 
its legislative functions, that is, a presiding officer and a record- 
ing officer, or are you to wait until you have selected all the of- 
ficers that either house may require for its convenience? Is it 
the one thing or is it the other; or, if it is neither, where are 
you to draw the line as between the two? The committee insists 
that the proper sensible conclusion is that whenever each branch 
of the Legislature has selected a presiding officer and a recording 
officer, so that the body can speak and express its will through 
its presiding officer, and have that will recorded by the recording 
officer, then there is such an organization as is contemplated by 
the statute and which warrants that Legislature in electing a 
Senator of the United States. 

But, sir, if you hold to the other conclusion, which it seems to 
me is—I will not say absurd, because I do not think my friends 
of the minority of the committee want to go quite that far, but 
I see no place for them to stop as between the two extremes—if 
you do go so far as to hold that before you have an organization 
such as the statute contemplates all the officers which either 
house may determine necessary for the convenience of trans- 
acting its business must be elected, then you simply destroy the 
statute of 1866. Yes, you do more than this; you leave its dead 
carcass as an obstruction to an election. 

While Mr. Clagett himself in his brief insists that @here was 
not a sufficient organization on Monday, he admits that it is not 
necessary to elect all the officers that either house may determine 
necessary to elect in order to transact its business. He says this 
in his brief, page 5: 

Nor have I ever held- 


I think they are com- 


He says— 
that a State Legislature is not organized within the meaning of section 14 
until both houses have supplied themselves with all the officers and assistants 
which they may choose to provide for themselves during the session, nor 
even with all the official force which the laws of the State may provide where 
such provision is made by State law. 

Where are you going to stop? It is conceded, I take it, and if 
it is not conceded such is the fact, that they ha@ an organization 
on Monday, December &, sufficient to enable the Legislature to 
enact laws, to exercise every legislative function, to censure or 
expel a member, to do anything for which a Legislature is called 
into existence. You admitall that, and yet you say that that 
Legislature was not in acondition to exercise the constitutional 
duty of electing a Senator of the United States, and you place it 
under the ban of this law, you place the two houses in a position 
where they are prevented from doing that which they could have 
done in the absence of thestatute. Thatis the logic and ultimate 
result of your minority report. 

Surely no higher or more important duty can attach to a Leg- 
islature than the election of a United States Senator. 
duty imposed by the Federal Constitution, and the great purpose 
of the act of 1866 was to facilitate, not obstruct, the performance 
of this paramount duty. I read from remarks made by Senators 
Lyman Trumbull, and Reverdy Johnson when the bill which be- 
came the act of 1866 was under consideration in the Senate, for 
the purpose of showing the views these eminent Senators held 
as to the object in view by the Congress in enacting this law. 
Senator Trumbull said: 

“We think the public interest is not subserved by leaving a State unrepre- 
sented; the intention of the Oonstitution is that it should be represented, 
and it is for the public good that we should have a law that will produce uni- 
formity in these elections and secure representation.” 

While Senator Reverdy Johnson, also a member of the committee, said: 

“The Government of the United States can not goon without a representa- 


Now, if that be true, and I assume that it | 


It is a | 


| 


tion in the Senate of the United States. The Constitution assumes thatevery 
| State in the Union will elect Senators; and the Constitution, in its spirit, is 

obligatory upon every State to make such an election. The only way, as I 
think, to compel the State to perform that constitutional obligation is to stop 
the wheels of the government of the State until that higher duty is per- 
formed. It is infinitely a higher duty upon the part of the States and the 
members of the Legislatures of the several States to elect Senators of the 
United States, the Government of the United States being important to all 
the States, than it is to go on with their ordinary legislation.” 


Now, Mr. President, I have stated what took place, and what, 
in the judgment of the committee, constitutes an organization 
within the meaning of section 14 of the Revised Statutes. I will 
now notice two or three of the objections made by our friends of 
the minority. One is that the exchange of notices between the 
houses did not take place until Tuesday, December 9, 1890. Well, 
that is true. The exchange of notices did not take place until 
Tuesday, December 9. But is there any implication arising from 
that fact that there was not a sufficient organization the day be- 
fore to meet all the requirements of the statute? None what- 
ever. They said they were then organized. Certainly, they 
were then organized, and as we say, they had been for twenty- 
four hours or more. 

In addition, it may as well be stated,we have in this case what 
is known as a temporary organization, or such as enables the 
Legislature to exercise all ordinary legislative functions; to ex- 
press its will and have that will recorded; and what is known as 
a permanent organization, such as exists when all its officers—as 
well those who are merely for convenience as those who are essen- 
tial—are elected, and these notices on their face referred to the 
permanent organization. For one, I do not believe it requires 
what is generally understood as a permanent organization as I 
have defined it, in order to meet the demands of the statute in 
reference to the election of a Senator of the United States, be- 
cause what is understood by a permanent organization is, as has 
been stated, where each house has elected all the officers that 
either house may determine necessary for the convenience of the 
transaction of business; not merely those that may be necessary 
for the transaction of business; not merely those that may be 
necessary to enable each house to speak and have that voice re- 
corded, but all the minor officers that may be convenient for the 
ease and pleasure of the members of the two houses; and that is 
what is meant here by a permanent organization in my judg- 
ment and, as I understand, in the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will permit me, but Ido not wish 
to interrupt him as we go along unless it is agreeable to him. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator may interrupt me whenever 
and as often as he wishes. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that the house in its message to the senate used the language 
** permanent organization,” but the senate in its message to the 
House simply said ‘* we are now organized.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. 1 think my friend is just a little bit mis- 
taken on that point. That is my present impression. If I am 
wrong about it of course I will stand corrected. 

Mr. VANCE. I have the language before me, sir, and I think 
| am not mistaken. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have the language before me and I will 
read it for the information of the Senator from North Carolina. 

| The notices sent from the—— 
| Mr. VANCE. Senate. 
| Mr. MITCHELL. From the senate reads as follows 

Mr. GEORGE. What page? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I read from page 13 of the report where it 
is quoted, and it is quoted accurately there. So much of it as is 
quoted reads as follows: 





Iam instructed to inform your honorable body that the senate has perma- 
nently organized by the election of the following officers. 


While the notice from the house reads: 

I am instructed to inform your honorable body that the house of represent- 
atives has permanently organized, etc 

So the word ‘‘ permanently ” is used in both notices. 

Mr. PLATT. Was that on Monday. 

Mr. MITCHELL. OnTuesday. The noticeswere exchanged 
on Tuesday. 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will permit me, on page 4 of the 
proceedings printed for the committee I read as follows: 

Mr. Gunn moved that the secretary proceed to the chamber of the house 
ofrepresentatives of the First Legislative Assembly of the State of Idaho and 
inform them that the senate is now organized and ready for the transaction 
of business. 

Which motion prevailed. Sothat was the language authorized 
by the senate, and if the word ‘‘ permanently ” was inserted it was 
whatis termed by the theologians a work of supererogation on the 
part of the clerk. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I think it quite immaterial so far as that 


| is concerned; but as a matter of fact in the notices that were ex- 
changed the word *‘ permanently ” is used in both. 


As far as that 








— 


se 
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is concerned it does not make any difference, it seems to me; it 
is an immaterial matter. Suppose the notices had never been 
sent, as suggested by my friend from Minnesota [Mr. DAvVIs], 
and the Legislature went on doing business, what difference 
would it make? It is a question of fact as to what was done on 
Monday, and any recital in a subsequent resolution or notice or 
the absence of any exchange of notices could not in the slightest 
affect the actual facts as they occurred on Monday. 

Mr. GRAY. It is a question, Mr. President, if the Senator 
will allow me 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr.GRAY. It is aquestion not of immaterial fact, but it is a 
question of evidence as to what the houses themselves had de- 
termined was the organization for the transaction of business. 
That is the only relevancy I think it has. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, another objection is made. Bear in 
mind, the members of the two houses were sworn, all of them, on 
Monday, except, I believe, one senator. There is no question 
about that; but, as a matter of fact, I presume the secretary of 
the senate and the chief clerk of the house were not sworn on 
Monday. In fact, I do not know that they were ever sworn. | 
think not. 

Mr. GRAY. The journal says they were. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does it? Perhaps that is so. 
terial so far as my argument is concerned. 

Now, Mr. President, the committee are of the opinion that there 





It is imma- | 
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was neither any provision in the Constitution of the United States, | 


in the constitution of the State of Idaho, in any law of the State 
of Idaho, nor in any rule, so far as that is concerned, which re- 
quires any of the officers of the Legislature of the State of Idaho 
to be sworn. 
stitutional provision is. Article 6 of the Federal Constitution 
contains the following provision 
Mr. GEORGE. From what page does the Senator read? 
Mr. MITCHELL. I read from page 14 of the report: 
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resentatives of the State of Idaho. If, after organization had 
been completed, either or both of the houses had determined, by 
rule or otherwise, that the respective officers of their houses 
should be sworn, this fact could not possibly vitiate an organiza- 
tion. 

It is a fact, therefore, that all the officesof each house. created 
in accordance with the State constitution, were duly filled on 
Monday, December &, 1890, and these, moreover, were all the 
offices that were necessary. or in any manner required, to enable 
the Legislature, and each house thereof, to exercise its and their 
appropriate functions. 

Some other and additional officers doubtless were necessary to 
enable this to be done with greater celerity, ease, and dignity; 
but these were not essential to the full exercise of every leg 
tive function, nor were they necessary to an organization such 
as is contemplated by the statute. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. Inorder to throw as much light as we possibly 
can upon this point, I wish to ask the Senator if the record does 
not show that the rules of the Fifteenth Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Idaho were made applicable to the government 
of the house of representatives and the senate until such time as 
their own rules should be reported. Is not that true? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It shows, I believe, that they adopted the 
rules of the Fifteenth Legislative Assembly. 

Mr. VANCE. [hold in my hand the rules of the Fifteenth 


on 


isla- 


| General Assembly of the Territory of Idaho 


Let us look into that alittle and see what the con- | 


The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the members of | 


the several State Legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers 


I call special attention now— 


all executive and judicial officers both of the United States and of the sev- | 


eral States, shall be bound by oath or affirmation to support this Constitu- 
tion. 


That is the clause in the Constitution of the United States. | 
While this clause in the Constitution requires that members of a | 


State Legislature shall be sworn to support the Constitution of | 


the United States it does not require them to be sworn to support 
the State constitution, nor is there in it any requirement whatever 
that any officers of either house of the State Legislature shall be 
sworn at all. It is only executive or judicial officers who are re- 
quired to be sworn so far as the Constitution of the United States 
is concerned; they are required to take an oath. But officers of 
a Legislative Assembly are neither executive nor judicial, but 
ministerial. 

Now, what is the legislation on the subject? The act of Con- 
gress of June 1, 1789, third section, provides as follows: 

And the members of the several State Legislatures and all executive and 
judicial officers oi the several States, who shall be chosen or appointed after 


the said Ist day of August, shall, before they proceed to execute the dutiesof | 


their respective offices, take the foregoing oath or affirmation. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 
dent. 

Mr. VANCE. I just wanted to correct the Senator, because [ 
presume he is like myself in this matter. There being no poli- 
tics in it it is a legal question in which the country is interested 
and we want to get at the actual truth. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can notsee any politics atall in itmyself, 
I am sure. 

Mr. VANCE. And these rules, after enumerating the officers 
of the Territorial Assembly, provide as follows: 

These officers shall severally take an oathtruly and faithfully to discharge 
the respective duties of their office 

That is all I wish to say upon that point. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Asa matter of fact, the senate and house 
both went along and recognized these officers: besides, the rules 
were only adopted in so far as they were consistent. Under the 
Territorial organization there was a statute requiring them to 
be sworn while there is no State statute. They were officers dé 
facto, in any event. And I think my friend from North Caro- 


[ am not yielding for a speech, Mr. Presi- 


| lina will scarcely insist that even if there were a rule or a stat- 


This, Mr. President, wassimply making operative as to the | 


members of the State Legislatures and executive and judicial of- 
ficers of the States the provision of the Federal Constitution on 
that subject, and therefore was clearly valid; but Congress, hay- 
ing no power under the Constitution to embrace within its 
— officers of the respective houses of the State Legislature as 
such, who are not executive or judicial officers, did not include 
in the legislation such officers of the respective houses in the 
class who should be bound by oath or affirmation to support the 
Constitution of the United States. Each house, therefore, of the 
Legislature of Idaho having the power to make its own rules, 

ossessed the exclusive power and right to determine whether 
its officers shall or shall not be sworn. 

It is clear, therefore, that neither by the Constitution of the 
United States nor the constitution of the State of Idaho, nor by 
any statute, was the secretary pro tempore of the senate or the 
chief clerk of the house of representatives required to be sworn 
in order to make good the organization of these respective bodies 
or of the Legislature, within the meaning of the term “ organiza- 
tion ” as used in the Revised Statutes. The lieutenant-governor 
presided in the senate; he had already been sworn into office. 
The speaker of the house of representatives was sworn in on 
Monday, December &, 1890. 

The only tribunal to determine whether the secretary pro tem- 


ore of the senate should or should not be sworn was the senate | 


tself, and until the senate was organized it could not possibly 
pass upon the question, and the same is true of the house of rep- 


ute requiring these ministerial officers to be sworn, if the Legis- 
lature of a State, the separate houses, saw proper to waive that 
and accepted their services, and they became officers de facto, 
the mere fact that they were not sworn, in compliance with the 
provision of a rule or statute, would invalidate the election of a 
Senator of the United States, provided such election was regu- 
lar in all other respects. The Senator from North Carolina will 
hardly go that far. 

This, moreover, is a new point, for in none of the briefs pre- 
sented here on the part of Mr. Clagett is any reference made to 
any such rule. This is the first intimation | have had that there 
was any rule that figured in this case in that way atall. It was 
insisted that there was an old Territorial statute in existence 


quiring the officers of the two houses of the Territorial Legisla 
ture to be sworn. The committee looked into that matter and 
they held, and very properly, as I think, that that statute had 
no applicability whatever to the officers of a State Legislature. 


So I shall not waste any more time so far as that is concerned. 

Now, Mr. President, let us see a little further. This Legisla- 
ture on the 16th day of December, 1890, decided by a majority 
vote of both houses, not only by a majority but by a unanimous 
vote, I think, with probably a single exception ‘in one of the 
houses, that they would proceed on that date to elect Senators 
of the United States from the State of Idaho as provided by law, 
and on that date a separate vote was cast in each house of the 
Legislature. That was Tuesday, the lth of December. Conse- 
quently, on that day the Legislature of the State of Idaho deter- 
mined for themselves that Tuesday, December 16, 1890, was the 
second Tuesday after the meeting and organization of that Leg- 
islature. Did ‘they not do that? 

Mr. GRAY. Do you want an answer now? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I want an answer now. 

Mr. GRAY. So far as we can know what they determined or 
what was in their minds when they resolved in joint assembly 
to proceed to the election of a third Senator, we have no « vi 
dence. The journals do not disclose what 





judgment they had 
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ma : ether this was the first Tuesday or 
th: after organization, but from what we know 
of the fa ‘ { ntention that was made (and I think the 
honorable S« ate at one time Was OI ol tht » who made the 
( tior tirely likely that t] b i they were au- 
th ‘ rd Senator r the same provisions of 
la th 1 g¢ act of Congress, that they elected the first 
¢ as 
MITCH) Ni all, Mr. President, from the fact 

that l nto the élection the first thing that was 
dor c ‘ Revised Statutes relating 
te e] Senators of 1 l d States 

| STEWART. In the jolnt conve ntion? 

Mr. MITCHEL In ‘ ion. 

: 


‘upt the Senator if it inter- 
f hey read the Revised Stat- 
1 State and the enabling act 
provide that the election within the ten days shall be according 
to the manner pres« ed in the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, it is perfectly plain from 
this record, and I go by the record, that while they were within 
he provision, of course, of the constitution of the State and of 
the enabling act as to the election of two Senators within ten 





days after the meeting of the Legislature, they were proceeding 
all the while, not only as to the manner, but also the time of 
election, as prescribed in the provisions of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask a question of the Senator as 
tO a matter ol fact 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it a fact that each separate house passed a 


resolution to go into the election of * third Senator, or was that 
resolution passed by the joint assembly? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iti is a fact that each house passed a resolu- 
tion separately that they should proceed, on Tuesday, the 16th 
day of December, 1890, to elect United States Senators as pro- 

: That was the resolution passed in each house 
prior to Tuesday, December 16. It — dthe Senate on Decem- 
13th and the house the forenoon of the 16th. Thatresolution 


vid a ry law. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Is it a fact or not that the Legislature on the 
Tuesday named, on which they took the separate vote, construed 
their previous resolution by simply voting for two Senators, or 
did the y vote for all three? 

Mr. MITCHELL. They cast a separate vote and they cast a 
vote for senator of the United States. Me SSIs Shoup, McCon- 
= l, Dr ibois, and Clagett all received votes on that day. 

. VANCE. Will the Senator please state what terms they 
were voted for to fill? 

Mr. MITCHELL. None of them were elected onthatday. A 
vote was castfor Senator, and that is all that is required by the 
statute. The statute requires that on the second Tuesday after 


| the meeting and organization the two houses shall ae separ- 


ately and take a vote, and that vote was taken on that day for 
Senator. No one person received a majority of all the votes cast 
in the two houses; neither did any one receive a majority cast 
in either house. 

Right at that point I will eome to the objection that was made 
the other day in discussing the Call case, where it was suggested 
that unless there was a separate vote in each house on the second 
Tuesday after the meeting and organization, then there could be 
no legitimate ae the joint assembly on the nextday. It 
was contended by the honorable Senator from Mississippi {Mr. 
a ORGE}, and I was surprised at him at the time, and the more 

[ have thought about it the more I have wondered at it, that he 
should insist as he did in the argument of that case (although it 
does not cut a figure here) that if both houses failed to meet on 
the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization then it 
was the duty to meet the next day in separate houses, and the 
next day in separate houses, and so on until one or the other of 
the houses had given a vote in separate house for a Senator to 
be elected for that particular term. 

In answer to that, and it is applicable here, I suggest for the 


| consideration of the Senator from Mississippi if itis nota fact that 


this statute only contemplates the right upon the part of the two 


| branches of the Legislature to vote in se parate houses on one 


the election of a Senator for any particular | 


particular day, and on no other. But one time, one day in court 
is set apart for the two houses to vote se parately, and I take it, 
whether it is necessary that one should vote, or the other should 


term or | number of Senators, but it did provide what is | vote, or whether it be sufficient if neither vote, unless they vote 
more significant than all, that they should proceed to elect, | on that day, then the right of the two houses to vote separately 
as provided by law. United States Senators. | under the statute of the United States is forever gone. 

The resolution was known as Senate Concurrent Resolution The Senator talked about a continuing duty. So there is a 
No. 3. and it reads as follows continuing duty, but that continuing duty, I submit to him and 

J i by the e (the house concurring), That the senate and house of | to the Senate, 1s one that must be performed after the second 
representatives proceed to elect, as provided by law, United States Senators | Tuesday has passed by the joint assembly and not by the two 
at the hour of 20 ck meridian on Tuesday, the 16th day of December, 1890 ‘ : a 


That is, that they should proceed to elect on that day, at the 
hour of 12 o'clock meridian, the Senators which it became the duty 








| houses separately. 


| of them, their day is gone. They are not required 


of the Legislature to elect on that day, namely, three Se a 
because all concede now that it was the auty of this Legislature 
TO ¢ t hree ators 
LA. n we all concede also that when that resolu- 
t was passed in the several houses, voting s gree fig tere: 
lon Tuesday, the 16th, proceed to the « tion of United 
St Senators as pri vided by law, the os inane eel aesaienniaa 
fi to elected on that da Chat is conceded on all hands. 
CH 1 to be lawfully elected on 
( conceded on all hands. We all con- 
cede tha ( re two.and that would meet the language of | 
MIT | i ty of the committee can no t 
‘ S ot permitted to get away from 
t] | inds here, inthe briefs everywhere 
\ t the « of the first Legislature 
( ; f sooner or later, before 
~ i iit | l Ll States 
\ GRA ¥ \ ( ‘ 
CHI ( iy 1 Sarily al 
ua \ ob Lo! to « ( 
0 ( co i y 
GR iestion 
\ ( l ‘of fact they did « ect em 
a matter of fact the committee he re- | 
} ill three on he second Tuesday after the 
‘organization of the Legislature. It brought the 
el Oo as to all three within the provisions of the 
const ' State, and within the provisions of the ena- 
] tir Stateintothe Union. Itbroughtit within 
t 1 provided for the election of two Senators 
\ ‘ t 1weeting of the Legislature. 
\ GLORGI Vi Senator allow mes 
I VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 1 Senator from Oregon 
Vv l “4 a f oO ryi? 
" Mr. MITCHEI Yes 


There is no provision in the law from begin- 
ning to end that justifies the two houses to meet in separate houses 
and vote separately on the second Wednesday after the organiza- 
tion. It ison the second Tuesday after the organization that 
they must meet, andif they fail, either one or both houses, to meet 
on that day, then I insist a true, fair, and a proper construction 
of the law is that it becomes the duty of the two houses—of the 
members of the two houses, if you please—to meetin joint assem- 
bly on the next day. 

They have had their day in court as to separate houses; they 
have had the opportunity. If they have failed to embrace it; if 
they have failed even to perform a duty, if it was one, required 
to do it on 
Wednesday; they are not “pe rmitted to do it on Wednesday. 
But at the same time I hold with the Senator that it 
tinuing duty, but it must be exercised and reflected through the 
voice of the joint assembly and not through the voice of the 
separate houses. 

In this case the facts are these, so far as the voting in separate 


Ss acon- 


houses is concerned. <A resolution was adopted in each house 
separately providing that each house should on Tuesday, De- 
cember 16, LS9O, proceed to vote separate] for United States 


Senators as provided by law. That was the resolution. That 
resolution was adopted unanimously in both houses. There was 
no objection to it. They did meet and vote separately in the 
two houses on that day. No one having a majority, then the 
memb rs of the two houses met in jointassembly on Wednesday, 
December 17, at 12 o'clock meridian, and two ballots were then 
st in joint assemb! y for United States Senator, all these differ- 

t gentle men being voted for—SHOUP, McConnell, Dubois, and 
Clage tt. 

Two ballots were cast, no one receiving a majority, nobody con- 
esting, nobody finding fault so far as that is concerned. There 
being no choice, the joint assembly met again on Thursday, De- 
cember 18. On that day all were present (I believe there was 
not a single absentee), and a joint resoh ition was adopted on that 
day,as suggested, that they proceed to elect three Senators, and 
they did, first electing Senator SHoupP, then Senator McConnell, 
and then Senator Dubois. 


The point made by the opposition here is, I understand, that 
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that vote was not fo any specific term 101 any bor , 
therefore the requirem nts of the statute are not met. Now 
question is res adjudicata. That has b assed upon b: 

very Senate in the report made by Senat lrumb i all 

attention to page 28 of the report of the committee in the case o cee ee 
Hart vs. Gilbert, in the Fort; né T =o 
submitted the report of the committee, which was ‘ 
Here is an abstract from the report and it covers this cas 





ead DI! 


“The only ground for the other obje« mm ar mt 

islature failed to take action, onthe ‘second Tu uf 
n regard to the third Senator who w 

the e 

on that day for persous to fill the two existing vacant 
“The objectof the act of Congress was to insure tl 

the proper Legislat and to fix a time when procees f | 

should be comn ‘ed and continued till the elections were effected ( n Dy 
“The Legislature by which the sitting members was elected wa he the , | t 

chosen next preceding the term which would comme! on I 

1869, and was, therefore, the proper Legislature to elect i 





lect of electl Senator and actua vote 
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Just as in this case: took place « 
; “«The second Tuesd after the meeting and organization of the L \ | re? 
ture’ was the time prescribed by the act of Con ss for initiating the elee ; aR 
‘ tion of Senators, and that was the time when the islature proceed oO vat rivir I HO 7 ; ‘ a 
that business. There being three Senators to elect, it took a mon that | ate as to whether t rel an W ‘ ected or 1 
day only in1 mce to twoofthem. Did its failure tot Mr. MITCHELI ' 
> day, and the twosubsequent days (which were o Cig ree oe : 
3 two Senators),in reference to the third Senator is ¢ \ ; On by the ocne , an ‘ 
: other respects regular, invalid? The committee t ( gress has nothit » 501 ( t t 
rhe language of the law is: ‘Incase no person shall receive is an organization o ) leg ) a ] 
} on the first day, the joint assembly shall meet at 12 o’clock meri 4 4 
\ succeeding day during the session of the Legislature, and take ; a : , t t 
yote till a Senator shall be elected.’ No for adjournn ‘ ‘ 1 1 A ! D S ( 
day by vote of the joint assembly was necess but tl ! t ( a \ | I 
members of each house to meet, in joint assemb atl f each day ar 





yote at least once, till all the Senators whom the Legislature had the right to | }OY What 1 — oe and 1 appl) aU LM ' ; an 
elect Were chosen. ‘This isexactly what the Leg iture d then Wil I i senator Out OL c rt o 
“In no view which the committee can take would the t 
to a seat in the Senate; for if the elect 
lar, that of the petitioner, by the same Legislature at Oo 
Was equally so : the duty of Congress to 
Again the same question is substantially decided by the Senate it ( the very fact { ! ion. as | ef bn nate “4 
of the election of J. W. Flanagan and M. C. Hamilton as United States $ 10+} - Sw aaa m “eae 0, A ie 
ators from the State of Texas. That State was admitted to rep ntatic iOth day of December, 1590, wi nd 1uesday al he meet 





mof the sitting 








in Congress March 30, 1870. On the 22d day of February 7 I ing 1 ¢ A Leg I record ( t 

Salen ar ro from Congress, the Legislature of the St | 1? t at this pe tl des to vi bh ( i] 

Mlanagan United States Senator for the term ending Marc} 1 ae ; : : 7 ate 4 rn 
, at the same time elected M. C. Hamilt« t GD LDAISPULEUES GN sn a » al av 1s , 


United States . 
terms, namely, the term ending March 3, 1871, and the term ending March 3 aa na elapst L 1a on WV 1 Mr. Da 


1877 





My friend from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] submitted the report alsed the gq ion that T ay, the loth of D as 1 
of the committee declaring Mr. Hamilton elected for the ter: the s nd ' ay al { meetl a organizath f t 
. ending March 3, 1877, and he was admitted to the Senate. egisiatur f 
Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? Chere is notl n the } al fro ing to end t 
Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. that that « stio as ever raised eith: { two eso 
Mr. STEWART. The two houses passed a special resolutipr in joint assembl If t , ( ‘ ‘ 
to go into jointconvention. The next day, Friday, the mem . 
of each house having previously concurred in a resolution, as- , t as ‘ 
sembled again in joint convention for the election of a Senator , fuesday after t ( yi they not 
to succeed the one whose term should expire on the 3d of March, | 1 
1869, when Mr. Gilbert was elected. \ penat Gra ‘ ( 
Mr. MITCHELL. The two houses here decided to go into joi Lia 1 ! 4 i » J (FRAY of 
assembly also, ) t St 
; Mr. STEWART. By a separate resolution? vent met, ¢ a 
: Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir; by a separate resolution. : L Tu t my 
g Mr. STEWART. For the purpose of ¢ ectil third Senate \ a t _ , 
Mr. MITCHELL. No, for electing Senators as provid t1o 
law. 


mw 


V1 STEWART i i oO senato \ OV OD ‘ 

M LITCHELL Chey did not say anything about i ( 
resolutions provided that they sho oO into the of S > ( 
ators as provided by ] and all adm hat it was t ‘ 
that Legislature to elect three Senators | a ‘ 


4 + 


two or three thines which can not well be contro , | 
decided, first, that Tuesday, December 16, 1890, was 1 ; ir. JN U} 


ry" ° Pp } ; } ; +4 e4 ? y | 
Tuesday after the meeting and organization of e Le ature LrO ) 
and they proceeded toand did elect Mr. Dubois for th rm col . | 


mencing March 4, 1891. U 








My friends on the other side in their minority report la 
a doctrine to which I can hardly assent person: , act 
y to their own doctrine the conclusio A l by the majority « 
the committee in this case are correct. The minority lay « own Now, t 
the proposition in their minority views that it is the duty of the | this 
Legislature itself to determine when an organization takes place, as 1 I 
that Congress has nothing to do with it, and that if the Legisla- and 1 t . 
{ ture itself passes upon the question then that is the end of th: t relore 1 . and 1 ‘ 
matter. I read from the views of the minority on that question. and no ' 
I read from page 38 of the document containing the report and | ‘ n was toO soon. tl aca 
the views of the minority: 
a What stage, or degree, or kind of organization may be appropriate a ae the question or intimat 
necessary for this purpose— & proper time to do lt. 
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Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Notall atonce. One ata time. 

Mr. STEWART. Are not several affidavits on file from Sen- 
ator Gray and others, stating that when the motion was made to 
elect a third United States Senator, they did not object on the 
ground that it was not the second Tuesday? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I say, in answer to the Senator's question, 

ust precisely what I said before, and that was, in substance and 
effect, that there is not one scintilla of evidence in the journal 

if either of those houses or of the joint assembly from 
beginning to end that shows that that question was ever raised, 
and never until the 10th day of January, 1891, when a protest 
was presented to the Senate by Mr. Clagett, was that question 
ever raised. Then, in connection with that protest, a number of 
affidavits were presented to that effect, but what is stated in those 
affidavits, and Senator Gray’s affidavit among the number, is not 
borne out by the record. 

[ wish to do no injustice’ to anybody. What I mean to say is 
this, that if he did make any objection there at that time, as 
stated in his affidavit, which was an affidavit made twenty-three 
days after Mr. Dubois was elected, then the record fails to show it. 

Mr. STEWART. Does not the record also fail to show that 
the temporary secretary was elected by the senate, and did you 


entries 






not take affidavits, and have you not said that affidavits could be | 


introduced to amend the record in that case? If affidavits are 
good for.nothing in one case, they are good for nothing in the 
other. . 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Nevada never heard of 
a case in any judicial court or in any legislative body, I take it, 
where a whole record was to be supplied. Nothing of that kind 
was attempted in the case of the election of Mr. Athey as secre- 
tary. 


The record in the case of Mr. Athey, I will say to my friend 


FEBRUARY 16, 





ing that the election was proceeding as to those three Senators 
wholly under the enabling act, although doubtless it was the aim 
of all contestants for the prize, and their friends respectively, to 
keep within the provisions of both. The controlling idea there 
was different. It was neither that, nor was it the fact that they 
were proceeding to elect too soon, but the objection evidently, 
as appears from the whole record, suggested by the friends of 
Mr. Clagett, was that the Legislature had no right at that time 
to elect three Senators. That was the question which was being 
raised, and I read now from the record, in response to what the 
Senator has stated, on page 21 of report, to show just what ob- 
jection was made then. The joint session took place December 
18, 1890: 

The chief clerk of the house read from the journal of the house of yester- 
day that portion relating to the joint assembly, which was approved. 

Senator Gunn offered the following resolution: 

Resolved by the joint assembly of the senate and house of representatives of the 
Legislature of the State of Idaho, Tha. we proceed to elect two United States 
Senators to fill vacancies, and that after such elections we immediately pro- 
ceed to elect one United States Senator to fill vacancy occurring March 4, 
1891 °’ 

Did Senator Gray or any other senator object that they were 
proceeding too soon? Not a bit of it; but Senator Gray then 
offered the following amendment: 

I move to amend the resolution to read as follows: *‘That we do now pro- 
ceed to elect one Senator from North Idaho, and then proceed to elect one 
Senator from South Idaho, to fill vacancies now existing.” 

Senator Gunn raised the point of order that the amendment was not in or- 
der; Which was sustained by the chair. 

Senator Gray then withdrew his: amendment, and offered the following as 
a substitute for the original resolution: 

I move that the resolution read as follows: .‘*That we proceed to elect two 
Senators to fill the vacancies now existing.” 

The question being on the adoption of the substitute, the ayes and nays 
were called for and taken, with the following result: 

SENATE ROLL CALL. 
Ayes—Branstetter, De Lamar, Dempsey, Finch, Gray, Jewell, Langrische, 


or 
> 


| White; total, &. 


from Nevada, showed that a motion was made to proceed to the | 
election of M. C. Athey as secretary ci the senate. It failed to | 


show that the motion had ever been put; it failed to show that 
he had been elected. Affidavits were brought in to show that 


Nays—Brigham, Gunn, McPherson, Rogers, Shoup, Smith, Underwood, 
Weiler, Wells, Wing: total, 10. 


HOUSE ROLL CALL., 
Ayes—Armstrong, Ballentine, Cameron, Casey, Dryden, Emery, Hanley, 


| Hawkins, Irwin, Jones, Martin, Porter, Scofield, Smith, W. H., Smith, B. H., 


there wasanomissioninpart. They did notcontradict the record; | 
they simply showed that omission in part, and then Mr. Clagett | 


comes in and admits that Mr. Athey, as a matter of fact, was 
elected. 

Mr. STEWART. But the record docs show that Mr. Gray 
protested against the election. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What record? 

Mr. STEWART. The journal shows that he objected. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senatoris mistaken. The journal does 
not show he made that objection. What protest did he make? 
A very different one. 

Mr. STEWART. Then he states when, but it fails to show on 
what ground he makes the affidavit. Several other members 
made affidavits, and I have a large number of them here, show- 
ing that he urged that very objection at that time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will show presently the precise objection 
he made, asshown by the journal. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, he has been inter- 


rupted a good deal, and if he objects at all I will not interrupt | 


him. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Goon. 

Mr. GRAY. I think the point made by the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. SANDERS] was entirely conclusive in answer to the ar- 
gument made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], in 


my humble judgment, but I wish to suggest to the Senator from | 


Oregon that one reason, and perhaps the controlling reason, why 
the action was taken by the joint assembly on this first Tuesday 
instead of the second Tuesday, in regard to the election of the 
third Senator, was that the controlling opinion in that assembly 
had come to be that they were proceeding under the enabling 
act and the constitution of Idaho, and not under the Revised 
Statutes at all, and, therefore, if they made that mistake, we are 
bound to investigate it, and if it was a mistake it can not by rea- 
son of the fact, if it is a fact, validate an election which other- 
wise would be invalid. In view of that, I will just cite to tae 
Senator from Oregon this paragraph from Mr. Dubois’s own 
brief: 

The time for the election of a Senator of the United States by the Legisla- 
ture of Idaho for the term commencing March 4, 1891, was prescribed not by 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, but by the constitution of Idaho 
and the act of Congress admitting that State to the Union, and Mr. Dubois 
was yr ‘ — within the time prescribed by the State constitution and the 
act of Congres 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the committee did not think 
that it was necessary to pass upon a question in which the com- 
mittee were not fullyadvised. Several members of the commit- 
tee were in full accord with that view. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And Mr. President, not only so, but the 
Senator from Delaware, I submit, is entirely mistaken in suppos- 


Sperry, Steunenberg; total, 17. 

Nays—Briggs, Caldwell, Ethel, Fenn, Frederickson, Goodnight, Green, 
Hixon, King, Lyons, Merrell, Mills, Monroe, Price, Pyeatt, Ramsey, Scatta- 
boe, Suydam, and Swanger; total, 19. 

Total ayes in all, 25. 

Total nays in all, 29. 

And so the substitute was rejected. 

So that it seems the only question raised in that joint conven- 
tion, so far as the journal testifies on the subject, was as to the 
propriety of proceeding to elect a third Senator, and that of the 
two to be elected, one should come from Northern and the other 
from Southern Idaho. 

One word further as to how it was understood that they were 
proceeding at that time, whethér under the enabling act or under 
the Revised Statutes. I will call attention to the certificates. 
W hat do they say on this subject? The governor of the State of 
Idaho certified twice under his hand and the great seal of the 
State, that Mr. Dubois was duly elected on Thursday, December 
8, 1890; and that was not all he certified. He certified further 
that the preceding Tuesday was the second Tuesday after the 
meeting and organization of the Legislature. Not only so, but 
the lieutenant-governor, the president of the senate, the speaker 
of the house, the secretary of the senate, and the chief clerk of 
house, all certified that Tuesday, December 16, was the second 
Tuesday after the organization. 

Can it be said in the face of all these certifications that they 
were proceeding under the enabling act, and that they were not 
proceeding under the Revised Statutes, which require the elec- 
tion to take place, or to be initiated at least, on the second Tues- 


| day after the meeting and organization of the Legislature? The 


certificate signed by the lieutenant-governor, the president of 


| the senate; the speaker of the house, the secretary of the senate, 





and the chief clerk of the house, certifies as follows: 


It is dated Boisé City, Idaho, December 19, 1890, and recites in terms that 
Tuesday, the 16th day of December, 1890, was ‘‘the second Tuesday after the 
meeting and organizationof the Legislature,”’ and on the day following, Wed- 
nesday, at noon, December 17, 1890, both houses in joint assembly met and 
proceeded to vote for a United States Senator for the State of Idaho, and the 


| same person not receiving a majority of the votes cast, said joint assembly 


adjourned and reconvened on Thursday, the 18th day of December, A. D. 1890, 


| at noon, and proceeded to ballot for a United States Senator, * * * and 


then and there Fred. T. Dubois received a majority of all the votesof the joint 
assembly, and was thereupon, by the presiding officer of the joint assembly, 


| declared duly elected a Senator of the United States for the State of Idaho 


for the term to begin March 4, 1891. This certificate is signed as follows: 

Norman B. Willey, president of the senate ; F. A. Fenn, speaker of the house 
of representatives ; Charles H. Reed, chief clerk of the house of representa- 
tives; M. C. Athey, secretary of the senate. 

Norman B. Willey, governor of the State, made an additional 
certificate, as follows: 

That at a jcint session of the senate and house of representatives of said 
State, - convened and held at Boisé City, Idaho, the capital of said State, 


on the 18th day of December, 1890, a majority of the members of the senate 
and house of representatives being present and voting, Fred. T. Dubois re 
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ceived a majority of all the votes cast at said joint session for Senator for 
the State of Idaho for the full term commencing March 4, A. D. 1891, and was 
duly elected and so declared elected as said Senator for said term by the pre- 
siding officers of said joint session, as provided by law. 

Given under my hand and the seal of the State of Idaho the day and year 
first above written. 

NORMAN B. WILLEY, Governor. 

By the governor: 5 

A. J. PINKHAM, Secretary of State. 
Now, my friends on the other side of the Chamber who sub- 
mitted the views of the minority in this case, testify to the in- 
tegrity of this record in the strongest terms, and I desire to read 
os a few lines upon that subject. I read what the minority say 
n their views in regard to this record: 

It must be borne in mind, too, that the evidence of the organization of the 
two houses of the Idaho Legislature furnished by their records here referred 
to is not only to t 
records of legislative or judicial bodies, but is peculiarly convincing by rea- 
son of the fact that its statements were written down before any of these 


ntentious, disreputable combinations and bitter feuds growing out of the 
enatorial elections had arisen, and before their significance could have in 


| 


yssessed of all the ordinary weight attached to the solemn | 


any way been anticipated; and in this unbiased way, in this natural way, | 


the truth incontestably appears, etc. 

Mr. DIXON. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Page 37. Here is the testimony from the 
opposition to the integrity of this record. Certainly after this 


high compliment paid to the record our friends will not be found | 
| consideration of executive business. 
states, before these complications to which he refers had arisen, | 
When did 


attacking it. This record, it is true, was made, as the Senator 
these ‘‘ disreputable combinations and bitter feuds.” 
these ‘‘ disreputable combinations and bitter feuds” occur? 
They did not occur previous to the election of Senator Dubois 
according to the admission of the Senators who have submitted 
their minority views. They did not occur,if any such ever did 
occur, until long after the record of the election of Senator Dubois 
had taken place. 

Certainly he had no motive toenter into any disreputable com- 


bination or bitter feud after he had been elected and was so de- | 


clared by a large majority of both houses of the Legislature. 


Consequently, I take it, our friends on the other side had refer- | 
ence to some other disreputable combination, for instance, per- | 


haps, in February, 1891, when, nearly two months after Mr. Du- 
bois had been declaredelected that same legislature, by which he 
was elected, or a majority of it at least, through some kind of 
manipulation, whether by disreputable combination or otherwise 
I will not pretend to say, went back upon the record which they 
had made, and which has been complimented by the Senators 


who submitted the views of the minority of the committee, re- | 
pudiated their own deliberate action, and passed a resolution to | 


the effect that there was at least some doubt about the election 
of Mr. Dubois, and proceed in an attempt to elect Mr. Clagett. 

They do not attack the election of Mr. Dubois as being wholly 
void or illegal, but state that there is some doubt about it, and 
therefore, nearly two months after he was declared elected and 
certified elected to the Senate, that same Legislature goes back 
on itself, wheels around, repudiates the record it has made, and 
undertakes to elect another person as Senator from the State of 
Idaho. Sucha proceeding, Mr. President, is one that should not 
receive the countenance, much less the indorsement, of this 
Senate. 

But Mr. President, I must not weary the Senate, but will con- 
clude by reminding Senators that Mr. Dubois, received a major- 
ity of votes in the senate on the 18th day of December. The 
whole number of senators constitutin 


Idaho is 18. He received the votes of 10 of the 18. 








the senate of the State of | 
The whole | 


number constituting the house of representatives of the State of | 


Idaho is 36. He received of these the votes of 22 members. He 


received a majority of 5 at least of all the members of both houses | 


of the Legislature. He was declared elected by the presiding 
officer of the senate acting as the presiding officer of the joint 
assembly. He was certified to,according to the record, by the gov- 
ernor of the State, by the lieutenant-governor, by the secretary 
of the senate, by the chief clerk of the house; and all those of- 
ficials certified not only that he was elected, but that he was 


elected on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organiza- | 


tion of the State Legislature. 
to retain his seat. 

That is this case, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The question is on the adoption of the resolution. Is the Senate 
ready for the question? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not rise to address the Sen- 
ate now, because another member of the minority of the commit- 
tee I supposed was going to address the Senate this afternoon, 
and I should be very glad if he would. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I am not able to address the 
Senate this evening on this question. I should be glad, if any 
other Senator present is able and ready to proceed, that he should 


do so this evening. If not, I shall ask that the case go over until 
to-morrow. 


Therefore I take it he is entitled | 





Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, as I had not expected to speak 
this afternoon upon this question I should be glad if that sug- 
gestion of the Senator from North Carolina were acceded to. At 
the same time I do not wish to ask any particular favor. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator give way to me for a motion? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. ILask the Senator to withdraw that motion 
in order that we may have a short executive session. 

Mr. HALE. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is with- 
drawn. . 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before that motion is put, I take it, under 
the order of the Senate, the report and also the statement sub- 
mitted by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection is made. 

It is moved by the Senator from Wisconsin that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate proceeded to the 
After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 
55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, February 17, 1892, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


It-will be so ordered, unless 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 16, 1892. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 

Harrie R. Newberry, of Michigan, now secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at Madrid, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at Constantinople. 

Francis MacNutt, of the District of Columbia, now secretary 


of the legation of the United States at Constantinople, to be sec- 
retary of the legation of the United States at Madrid. 
CONSUL. 

Samuel H. M. Byers, of Iowa, now consul at St. Gall, to be 

consul-general of the United States at that place. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE, 

Robert E. Bowne, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, to succeed Francis Gross, removed? 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Fe bruary 16, 1892. 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
Samuel H. M. Byers to be consul-general of the United States 


at St. Gall. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Naval Constructor David W. Taylor, to a naval con- 
structor in the Navy. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Levi R. Davis, to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county of 
Weston and State of Wyoming. , 

Henry A. Talbot, to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Edward Hall, to be postmaster at Havre de Grace, in the county 
of Harford and State of Maryland. 

Samuel F. Cole, to be postmaster at Pella, in the county of Ma- 
rion and State of Lowa. 

Le Baron B. Willard, to be postmaster at Greeley, in the 
county of Weld and State of Colorado. ; 

Samuel B. Boder, to be postmaster at Boulder, in the county 
of Boulder and State of Colorado. 

John S. Fenn, to be postmaster at Port Angeles, in the county 
of Clallam and State of Washington. 

Edward F. H. Pearson, to be postmaster at 
county of Oakland and State of Michigan. 

Joseph H. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Harlan, in the county 
of Shelby and State of Iowa. 

William T. Lewis, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of 
Potter and State of Pennsylvania. ’ 

Lewis B. Landmesser, to be postmaster at Wilkes Barre, inthe 
county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Edwin J. Vinton, to be postmaster at Jeannette, in the county 
of Westmoreiand and State of Pennsylvania. 

Samuel E. Fouts, to be postmaster at Westerville, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Ohio. 


Pontiac, in the 
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e 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 
as tae : 
Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
‘nal of the pr lings of yesterday was read and ap- | 
pi 
SALARIES OF LIGHT-KEEPERS. 

5] KER re the House etter from the Acting 
sx i ( lreasury, transmitting, at the instance of the 
L t-louse Board. a statem concerning the appropriation 
for salaries of lieht-keepers: which was referred to the Committee 
on Appr i S j 

EXPENSE OF REGULATING IMMIGRATION. | 
= 


Mr. STUMP. I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 
luti which I s to the ¢ ‘‘s desk. It is a resolution of in- 






qui ’ A ‘ 
The SPEAKER resolution will be reported by the Clerk. | 
Th Clerk read as follows: | 
ii ed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish the 
House of Representa 


ives with the following statements: 
(i) Statement ¢ howing collections and 
expenses of reg ng imi 


er 1, 1889, to December 31 


disbursements on account of the 
‘ation’ at all ports in the United States from 
l, under the acts of August 3, 1882, and March 








891 
» Po) Statement of the expenditures from the special appropriations of joint 
resolution of April 11 1890, the sundry civil apsropEaaes act of August 30, 
1890, -and the deficiencies appropriation act of March 3, 1891, and also from | 
head-money receipts on acc ount of the immigrant station on Ellis Island, and | 
an) ibilities and estimated deficiencies on said account 
3) Statement in detail of a xpenditures from the #90,000 appropriation 
of the sundry civil act « t Ma h 3, 1891, for the enforcement of the contract- 
labor laws. to ) pre vent th e immigration of the so-called excluded classes, and 





to investi 


n of such persons from Asiatic and European 
and estimated deficiencies in connection with 





immigrat 


iabiliti 


countrie l iy i 
said ap prop riation 

(4) And also furnish the House with a copy of the reports of the special 
immigration commissioners who recently visited E urope under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury 








The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 

tion of the resolution? 
DINGLEY. Reserving the right to object, I desire to ask 

if the committee having this subject in charge have 
agri d to the resolution. 

Mr.STUMP. Yes, sir; asking for that information. 

} DINGLEY. Lonly asked the question in order that the 
inquiries might be as broad as possible. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, there was some confusion in the 
Hall and I did not quite underst and the pur port of the resolution, 
TheSPEAKER. It is a resolution of inquiry of one of the De- 


my iriena 


.STUMP. Simply a resolution of inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 
'T"} re y no op ) 

The resolution was acreed to. 
On motion of Mr. STUMP, a motion to reconsid r the last vote 
was la tab 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. | 
re) 10ti yf HOLMAN, by unanimous conse nt, the Com- | 
mittee on Appropriations were discharged from the further con- | 
sideration of the fe it , bills, and the y were referred as stated 
belo 
\ bill (H. R. 4419) making an appropriation and providing for 
the construction of two U1 ited States revenue cutters for service 
on the Great Lakes—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | 
eion Commerc 
H. R. : to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
employ a il agent to investigate judgments and other debts 
( to t Unit States and to secure the collection thereof—to | 
‘ Co) ‘ ‘ { j iciay 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Ur R lb 1e Select Committee on the | 


El of President, Vice-President, and Representatives 


4 


1 of sundry joint resolutions, the 





i hold inmy hand, 


S! \KER "he Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Virginia that 1 e will be acall of the committees presently for | 
report 7 ( tate now that the proper time, under 
tl the corr m of references of bills is immediately 

ft Journal, just as now presented by the 
el i[Mr. HOLMAN]. Thatis the distinction 
ete he presentation of reports and the time for 
1e COr! ion of ¢ meous references. Erroneous references 


nediately after the reading of the Journal. 
eports of committees are in order when the committees are 
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ANNALS OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to submit a privileged report 
from the Committee on Printing, and I ask that the resolution 
be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. SPRINGER submitted the folowing, which was referred to the Commit- 


|} tee on Printin 


éd, ‘I 


Lit i 
tives, 2,050 co 


hat there be printed, for the use of the House of Representa- 
pies of the ‘table showing the contents of the several volumes 
comprising the Annals of Congress, Congressional Debates, Congressional 
Globe, CONGRESSIONAL RBOORD, Statutes at Large, and United States Su- 
pri »Court Repori arranged by years and Congresses,’ Which was com- 
pi r the Seni ate librar) by Alonzo W. Church, librarian of the Senate 
a He ry H. Smith, late Journal Clerk of the House of Representatives, 6 
copik ; to be d live red to each Member and Delegate and the remaining 34 
copies to be deposited in the House and hall library.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Now let the report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 












The committee have considered the resolution of the House to print the 

table showing the contents of the several volumes comprising the Annals 
of Congress, Congressional Debates, Congressional Globe, CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, Statutes at Large, and United States Supreme Court Reports,” etc., 
and direct me to report same with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The estimated cost of printing and covering same is $165. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Is there any amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I would like to ask the 


| gentleman what it is he proposes to have printed. I can not un- 
| derstand what the Clerk says. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. It is the little volume I hold in my 
hand, showing the contents of all the volumes comprising the An- 


| nals of Congress, Congressional Debates, Congressional Globe, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Statutes at Large, and United States 
Supreme Court Reports, arranged by years and Congresses. 
It is a little compilation made by ‘the librarian of the Senate and 
the late Journal Clerk of the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Did you get all of that in 
that little volume? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is all contained in this little volume; 
and it costs $165. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Itmustbe a greatexample 
of compression, and it ought to be printed and kept as a literary 


| curiosity. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will examine the lit- 
tle volume he will find that it contains a great deal of valuable 


| information, put in very convenient form, and will be of great 


service to the gentleman and to other membe rs. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, on the adoption of the reso- 


| lution. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

EULOGIES UPON THE LATE HON. LEONIDAS C. HOUK. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to report the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing have had under consideration the concurrent 
resolution providing for the pr inting of eulogies delivered in Congress upon 


| Leonidas C. Houk, and report the same back with the recommendation that 


it be adopted. 
The committee further report that the cost of printing the eulogies pro- 


| vided for in the resolution will amount to $3,700. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the How se of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 


be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon LeonidasC. Houk, late 


a Representative from the State of Tennessee, 12,500 copies, of which 2,500 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, di- 


| rected to have printed, at the earliest possible date practicable, a portrait 


of the said Leonidas C. Houk, to accompany saideulogies. That of the quota 
to the House of Representatives the Public Printer shall set apart 50 copies, 
which he shall have bound in full morocco, with gilt edges, the same to be 
delivered when completed to the family of the deceased 

The question was taken, and the resolution was adopted: 

MARDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The committees will now be called for re- 
ports. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CRAIG VS. STEWART. 

When the Committee on Elections was called, 

BROWN said: Mr. Speaker, I submit from the Committee 
on Elections the report which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and 
give notice that it will be called up on Tuesday next. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Election ca of Alex er K. Craig vs. Stewart, from the Twenty-fourth 
Congressional district of the State of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed, and the case re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN. In the case, I desire to give notice, Mr. 
Speaker, that the minority of the committee will file a report. 
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Mr. HAUGEN. I was unable to hear the notice given by the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BROWN. It was that the minority report will be filed, 
and that the case will be taken up on Tuesday next, a week from 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER, 

LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSION OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. FOWLER (when the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries was called). Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask consent 
of the House that the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries be permitted to sit during the session of the House to-mor 
row, to hear testimony on bills before that committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that permission 
will be given. 

There was no objection. 


The views of the minority will be printed. 


ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Election of the President, Vice-President, and Represent- 
atives in Congress to report back the following joint resolution, 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution in reference to elec- 
tion of United States Senators, in lieu of sundry resolutions 
which have been referred to that committee. I ask on behalf of 
the majority and minority of that committee that leave be 
granted them to print reports within the next ten days, to ac- 
company this resolution. I also ask that the resolution b 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the resolution, will my friend from 
Virginia state? 

Mr. TUCKER. 
ment to the Constitution providing for the election of the United 
States Senators by the people. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
much of the gentleman’s request as pertains to printing the reso- 
lution in the REcorD. It will be printed in bill form. 

Mr. TUCKER. I make no point on that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There will be 750 copies of it, and for 
that reason I object. 

Mr. TUCKER. I make no point on that. I thought it was a 
matter upon which the people generally were so interested that 
it would be well enough to print it in the RECORD. 

The title was read, as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 90) proposing an amendment to the Constitr 


tu 
tion providing that Senators shall be elected by the people of the several | 


States. 


The resolution was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (subsequently). Mr. Speaker, in view of 
the importance of this subject, I withdraw the objection. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of both Houses concurring), That in 
lieu of the first paragraph of section 3 of Article I of the Constitution of the 
United States, and in lieu of so much of paragraph 2 of the same section as 
relates to the filling of vacancies, and in lieu ofall of paragraph 1 of section 
4 of said Article I, in so far as the same relates to any authority in Congress 
to make or alter regulations as to the times or manner of holding elections 
for Senators, the following be proposed as an amendment to the Constitu 
tion, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the Constitu 
tion when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the States: 

“The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. | 121] 


r" bill was read, as follo 
] Tr the ] act ay 
t ». 1880 rT t : al 
praisement, be, and t vy, extended to the por f 
1dUSKY, 1n the state « Ohi 
The SPEAKER. Is there ob » the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish toing speaker, ther San- 
ai yY iS all viv a port of entry and a ' ? 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. The report shows that it already has 
a custom-house and all the machinery necessary 1 \ te this 
proposed lemislation. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Then this invol\ no a tional expense? 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. No additio eX} ; 
The bill was ordered toathird rea and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed 
MESSAGE FROM TH SENATI 
A message from the Senate y Mi VicCoo! it S cretary, 
| announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles: 
in which concurrence was requeste 
A bill 5. 267 for the } rese!l ti n of the Pp blie peace and the 
protection of property within the District of Columbia; 
~ A bill (S. 429) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Da- 
kota or James River, and across t Mississ River between 


It isa joint resolution providing for an amend- 


t 

| tharaf  ¢ j 
. . theretor, ana 
Mr. Speaker, I want to object to so | 


| Senate Committee on Immigration and the House Committe 


| the port of New York; the invest 


; Send for and examine persons ) KS i 


each State, elected by the people thereof for six years; and each Senator | 


shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the qualifications 
requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the State Legislatures 

“The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall be as 
prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof. 

‘When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the Senat« 
the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of election to fill such 
vacancies: Provided, That the Legislature of any Statemay empower the ex 
ecutive thereof to make temporary appointments until the people fill the va 
cancies by election, as the Legislature may direct. F 

“This amendment shall not be soconstrued as to affect the election or term 
of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the Constitution 





DUTIABLE MERCHANDISE, SANDUSKY, OHIO. 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
take up and consider at this time the Senate bill (S.1183) ‘‘ to 
xtend the privileges of the transportation of dutiable merchan- 
dise without appraisement to the port of Sandusky, Ohio.” 
Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman yield for a momen 
may ask unanimous consent to have some printing done? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. , 
my self. 

Mr. HATCH. But the consideration of that bill may tal 
some time, while my request will oceupy only a minute. © 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that this 
bill will involve any discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mont- 
GOMERY] asks unanimous consent,for the present consideration 
of the bill indicated by him. The bill will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 








} 
LO, 
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that 1 


[ am asking unanimous consent now 
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the mouth of the Minnesota River, in the State of Minnesota, 
and South Port, in the State of Louisiana, and across the Illinois 
and Des Plaines Rivers between the mouth of the Illinois and the 


city of Joliet, in the 








of | ois. and to prescribe the char- 
acter, location, and dimensions of the same: 
\ bill (S. 1900) for the establishment of adry dock on the Gov- 


ronment reservation near Algiers, La., with an appropriation 


Also the following resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives rring), That the 
on Immigra 
tion and Naturalization be, and hereby are, authorized jointly toinvestigate 
the workings of the various laws of the United States relative to immigra 
tion from foreign countries, and the import: n of contract laborers to the 
United States and the expenditures tion therewith, and espe 
cially the recent admission of it d with typhus fever into 
to be conducted at such times and 
places as said committees may deem proper the committees are hereby 
authorized jointly, as full ec ubcommittees thereof, to 


ugn su 
oaths 











ymmmittees or thr 


I I nd papers, and to administer 


It also announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the bill (H. RK. 4107) to change the corporate name of the 
National Safe Deposit Company of Washington. 


HEARINGS ON ANTIOPTION BILLS. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tec on Agriculture to ask unanimous consent of the House that 
the hearings before that con t the past two weeks 
upon the antioption bills may be print or the use of membe 

There was no objection. and it was so ord 

MAIL ROUTES AND CONTRA 

Af TINT xT Af } a 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, 1 off ‘ solution which i 
send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask unanimous <« sent for its pres- 
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W hen the Con tee terstate Commerce 

M WISE said: Mr. Speaker, I move to take from t House 
Calendar and consider at this time fthe bill (H. R. 372 i 
section 22 of an act entitled ‘*An act to regulate « ! ay 

oe - : 
proved February 4, 1887, and amended March 2, 188 
common carriers a right to all ‘ { t A ag- 
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gage to commercial travelers and their employés and reduced 
rates of transportation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That at the end of section 22 of an act entitled “An act to 
regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4. 1887, and amended March 2, 1889, 
the following provisos be inserted: “Provided, That nothing inthis act shal! 
be construed to prohibit any common carrier from giving reduced rates of 


the amount allowed the ordinary traveler to commercial travelers, whether 


ness, taking orders from dealers for goods for subsequent delivery: And pro- 
vided Jurther, That nothing in this act shall prevent the free carriage by rail- 
road companies of persons injured in railroad accidents to their homes or 
places for treatment or for burial in case of death, or of physicians and nurses 
for attendance upon persons so injured; nor shall the provisions of this act 
prevent the transportation free or at reduced rates of the actual resident 
members of families of employés of railroad companies.”’ 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I will make a brief explanation of 
the bill and the proposed amendments. The bill as read from 
the desk is in the form in which it was referred to the commit- 
tee. Certain portions of it have been stricken out. The second 
rroviso is entirely omitted, and all that follows the word ‘ de- 
Beers ” in the fourteenth line, as it appeared in the original bill, 


factory proof that the person applying for reduced transporta- 
tion is a commercial traveler within the meaning of this sec- 
tion.” 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, | suggest to the gentleman from 
Virginia that he had better have the report read. 

Mr. WISE. I send to the Clerk’s desk the report of the com- 
mittee, and ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore Mr. DOCKERY). The report will 
be read in the time of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The report [by Mr. RAYNER] was read, as follows: 








The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 372) to amend section 22 of an act entitled “An 
act to regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and amended March 
2, 1889, so as to give common carriers the right to allow a greater weight of 
sample baggage to commercial travelers and their employés, and reduced 
rates of transportation, desire to incorporate so much of the report made by 
Mr. Mason, of Illinois, on a bill of somewhat similar import to the House 
from the Committee on Commerce, on the 26th of January, 1891, Fifty-first 
Congress, second session, as the report of this committee, as follows: 

“As to the commercial travelers, the committee are of the opinion that the 
request made by them is reasonable and just, and the committee sets out 
herein some of the reasons therefor which were presented by Mr. Pickering, 
chairman of the national committee of commercial travelers, having this 
matter in charge, as f ws 

“TExtracts from argument in favor of the passage of House bill No. 10172 
having for its object the amending of the interstate-commerce law so as to 
permit the granting of concessions by railroad companies to commercial 
travelers. Submitted by M. J. Pickering, chairman.] 

“There are over 180,000 rerular commercial travelers in the United States 
who travel to sell merchandise at wholesale, taking orders from dealers for 
goods for subsequent delivery. They represent every business interest and 
industry of the country, being the pioneers in the forwarding of the internal 
commerce of the nation. It is estimated that on an average these men are 
engaged in traveling for about eight months in each year, thus spending 
two-thirds of their lives ‘on the road.’ 

“It seems as though this fact alone would entitle them to special conces- 
sions in rates of travel as compared with the ordinary or casual travel; but 
it must be remembered that it is the duty of this class of citizens to penetrate 
to the smallest towns and villages and to the most obscure cross-roads, sub- 
stantially br the markets of the world to the smallest retail merchant, 
giving him the benetit of large lines of goods from which to make his selec- 
tions, and the advantages resulting from competition in securing quotations 
from all the important markets of the country 

“The advant hese buying facilities accorded the merchant are di- 
rectly reflected ir ases of his customer, the public at large, in 
making their purct 


» dealer 

“We therefore clai 
great commercial and economic educator, but it is directly of great financial 
benefit to every man, woman, and child in the land 

‘Prior to the passage of the interstate-commerce law it Was the custom of 
many of the railroad companies to grant certain concessions to this class of 
travelers Among these Was a permit granted by the transportation com- 
pany to the traveler known as an ‘excess sample baggage permit,’ entitling 
the holder thereof to carry of sample baggage in excess of the 
amount of luggage allowed dinary traveler. These permits were is- 
sued under proper ns to those the nature of whose business required 
the carry of The passage of the law necessitated 
the with having been held to be class discrimi- 
nation, un panies would consent to allow all 
travelers t tof baggage allowed the commercial 
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travelers. This, of rs r impossible, necessitated the withdrawal of 
the concessi whi has le the necessity of the curtailing of sample 
lines, and, as a consequence, less scope for selection by the people in purchas 
ing their wares Under existing circumstances the traveler who carries a 
necessarily large line of samples frequently pays over double the amount for 
the transportation of his baggage than he does for the transportation of his 


person 
The withdrawal of this concession has not been of any benefit to the or 
dinary traveler or to any other class of the public, the transportation com- 
anies now si ly lowing ail travelers 150 pounds of baggage free, this 
. ing the n 10unt allowed the ordinary traveler prior to the pas- 
sage of the law 


Another important concession that was immediately withdrawn as a 
class discrimination immediately after the passage of the law, Was what was | 
known as the eek-end excursion ticket.’ 
& given point at any time 
o'clock Sunday morn 
and Monday 12 p. m 
object of the ticket 
his Sundays at his h 
than he would be subjected to in remaining over Sunday at the point at which 
his business called hin 








This ticket was good going from 

between 12 o'clock Saturday morning until 12 | 
ng, and returning at any time between Sunday evening 
It was sold @ one straight fare for the round trip, the | 

being to encourage and assist the traveler in spending 
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( : | would invariably take advantage of the opportunity to do so when it cou 
transportation and a permit to carry a weight of sample baggage in excess of | , & l j r J 





FEBRUARY 16, 


“It will be plainly seen that the withdrawal of thisticket by the roads hay- 
ing-it on sale, which included many of the larger trunk lines, Was an almost 
incalculable loss to the traveler, and was at the same time a considerable logs 
to the railroad company, they losing the proceeds of the sales of these tick 
ets, which represented business that was absolutely created by the ‘‘ week- 
end ticket’? system, and which they would not have obtained had these 
tickets not have been on sale, for the reason that the traveler, while not being 
able to pay full fare for the privilege of spending Sunday with his eon 


d 


be done at a reasonable financial sacrifice. It will be noted that there is noth- 
ing mandatory in the spirit of this proposed amendment; it simply aims to 
permit those transportation companies who may see fit to do soto grant con- 
cessions to regular commercial! travelers, thus restoring them to their former 
status, as it was prior to the passage of the interstate-commerce law. 

** We believe that there is no greater duty imposed upon a government than 
the encouragement and conserving of the internal commercial relations of 
its people. This has always been the policy of the Government of England, 
which watches most vigilantly any proposed legislation that may in thé 
slightest degree affect the interests of her merchants and manufacturers. 
The same policy is carried out by her colonies and dependencies. The Gov- 
ernment of France has for years adopted a similar policy, and in recent years 
Germany, Italy, and Spain have in all of their legislation made marked advance 
in this direction 

‘In all the countries named, and particularly in Great Britain, Canada, 
Australia, and France, commercial travelers are under all circumstances al- 
lowed a marked reduction in rates of transportation from that allowed the 


| ordinary traveler. 
has been stricken out and these words inserted: ‘‘ Upon satis- | 


. } 
} read 


The commercial travelers of America, and all of its business interests to 
which they are so indissolubly allied, anxiously await the action of ouf 
Government, as indicated by its House of Representatives, as to whether it 
will, like the governments of all other great commercial nations, so legislate 
as to forward the internal commerce of our country, or will, by its inaction 
and failure to pass House bill 10172, retard it.” 

The committee respectfully recommend the following amendments: 

In line 6 strike out the letter *s"’ in the word * provisos,’’ so as to make it 
“ The following proviso.” 

In line 12 strike out after the word “‘employés” the words ‘* who travels,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words *‘ while traveling.” 

Strike out all after the word “delivery in line 14, and insert the follow- 
ing: ** Upon satisfactory proof that the person applying for reduced trans- 
portation is a commercial traveler within the ——s of this section.” 

The committee further respectfully recommend, with the adoption of these 
amendments, that the bill do pass. 


Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. WISE] to consent that the views of the minority may be 
read at this time. 

Mr. WISE. I would rather that you should have them read 
in your own time. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a proposition to 


|amend section 22 of the act governing interstate commerce, 


which passed on the 4th of February, 1887, and was amended by 
the act of March 2, 1889. We have reported this bill favorably 
beeause we do not think that to authorize common carriers to 
grant these privileges to commercial travelers will conflict in 
any way with the rule against discrimination. Itrather enables 
them to meet an existing condition and necessity. Ordinary 
travelers are permitted to carry 150 pounds of baggage; but itis 
unnecessary for me to say to this House that that weight is not 
sufficient to cover the samples which these commercial travelers 


| have to carry, and the result is that they are compelled to pay 
very largely for the transportation of their samples. 


» 


There are 250,000 of these commercial travelers in the United 
States. From the cities and the great commercial centers they 
visit all the villages, towns, and hamlets in the country. It is 
not too much to say that a very large proportion of the whole 
commercial business of the country is done through their agency. 
It is through them that the small merchants everywhere are en- 
abled to make their purchases for the supply of their customers. 


| A tax upon these travelers is, therefore, in the end, a tax upon 


hat the system of commercial travelling is not only a | 


those who purchase from them, and the proposition here is simply 
to carry out that which we think ought to be one great object of 
our legislation, namely, to secure cheap transportation for those 
articles which are used by the consumers of the country at large. 

These commercial travelers I have said, Mr. Speaker, represent 
all the trades and industries of this country, and a large propor- 
tion of the wholesale business is transacted through their agency. 
They have to spend at least eight months in every year on the 
railroad or steamboat routes of the country. 

There is a proposition in the report of the minority, which 
they submit in opposition to this bill, suggesting that this will 
enable the railroads to make discrimination among commercial 
travelers. I deny that statement. They are not permitted, as 
we think, under the bill we report to do so. If they grant a 
privilege to one of that class they must grant ittoall. If the 
bill which we have reported is not sufficient to accomplish that 
or prevent discriminations, I have no objection to the acceptance 
of an amendment which may be offered to meet that difficulty. 
The committee will accept it if it tends to accomplish the desired 
result. But we believe the bill will do it as it is. 

Mr. Speaker, this is simply a proposition to enable the trans- 
portation routes of the country or the common carriers of the 


| country, whether railroads or steamboats, to make contracts or 


agreements with the commercial travelers as a class, by which 
they would have the privilege of carrying baggage in excess of 


| that allowed to ordinary travelers in the transaction of their 
me at no greater expense to himself or his employer | ~ 


business, and that the roads may grant them specialrates. I re- 


peat, sir, that we think it in the interest of the consumers of the 
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country. We believe that when you take a tax from the com- 
merce of the country you confer a benefit on the whole country. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield for a 
question at this point? 

Mr. WISE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIND. You will agree with me that the cost of transpor- 
tation is a tax on the consumer? 

Mr. WISE. Yes. 

Mr. LIND. And now you say if you remove the cost of trans- 
portation—the tax—from persons selling goods it will result in 
cheaper goods? That I believe is the argument. 

Mr. WISE. A part of it. 

Mr. LIND. Now, if you remove the cost of transportation to 
the manufacturer on his commodities would it not have the same 
effect? 

Mr. WISE. I presume so; but the gentleman will have his 
own time to make his argument. 

Mr. LIND. A moment more. Would it not also have the 
same effect on the farmers who raise stock? 

Mr. WISE. Yes; but the farmers are not traveling in that 
way. 


Mr. LIND. No; but they are shipping their stock by the rail- 
roads. 


Mr. WISE. But the gentleman will have his own time, and I 
prefer not to have mine occupied in that way. 

I now yield fifteen minutes to my friend from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER]. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, this bill is notin the interest of 
the railroads, as the minority report claims; it is not in the in- 
terest of the commercial travelers, nor is it in the interest of the 
wholesale houseswhoemploy them. Itis in the interest directly 
of the consuming public of the United States. It isa bill to re- 
duce the railroad tariff upon every article of inland or domestic 
commerce that is carried by over one hundred and eighty thou- 
sand commercial travelers to every townand village, and I might 
say to every crossroad, in this whole country. Instead of there 
being, as is alleged, any discrimination about it, it is designed 
expressly to prevent discrimination. If it afforded one set of 
shippers an exclusive right to contract with the railroads or 
transportation companies for special rates on their freight, it 
might and would necessarily discriminate against another set of 
shippers. But this discriminates in favor of no one except the 
people themselves. And yet the minority report speaks of dis- 
crimination. Why, the result of this bill is directly in the in- 
terest of the people; it only discriminates in favor of them, and 
therefore there is no ground for this objection. 

Mr. LIND. Will you allow me to ask a question just at that 
point? 

Mr. RAYNER. I must beg not to be interrupted. I want to 
goon. You have an hour in your own time. Just let me pro- 
ceed for the few moments I have without interruption, for there 
is another feature of this question to which I wish to address 
myself. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another point in the bill I wish to 
call attention to, and will embrace the present opportunity for 
about ten minutes, if the House will give me its indulgent con- 
sideration, for this is as good an opportunity as any for calling 
attention toit. The minority report gives the opportunity, and 
I will read a few lines from that report: 

The consequence of this will be that large shippers and monopolies suc 
as the Standard Oil Company, the Dressed Beef Combine, the Sugar Trust 
and others, will not only demand and receive for themselves and their 
traveling agents free, or comparatively free, transportation, but by threats 
of withdrawing their patronage they wiil compel the carriers to withhold all 
such concessions to their weaker competitors. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, a word on that subject, because this is a 
question in which I took the deepest interest in the Fiftieth Con- 
Neither the interstate-commerce law nor the act known 
as the Sherman act, which was passed at the last session of Con- 
gress, have had the slightest appreciable effect in preventing 
the formation of these combinations, which it was the very pur- 
= of these laws to eradicate. They still flourish; they still 
bloom; they still are accumulating in every commercial center 
of the country; they still defy the law and the mandates and the 
jurisdiction of the courts, and they still, with arrogant and de- 
fiant fronts, uphold their pretensions, execute their purposes, 
and accomplish their objects without the slightest fear of pun- 
ishment or the slightest concern about any encroachment upon 
their prerogative. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
question? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Do I understand that your measure would le- 
galize the breaking of the law? 

Mr. RAYNER. Just allow me to finish. 


gress. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


I will come to that 


if you will wait a minute. 


| to trample on the rights of the people. 


These combinations are so powerful, Mr. Speaker, and so influ- 
ential, that the Legislatures of the States seem to tremble at 
their presence: and in this Congress of the United States we have 
sat by with folded hands and permitted them with an iron heel 
When we know that the 
Standard Oil Company, mentioned in the minority report of this 
committee, throttling competition in every State of the Union 
to-day, pays to-day an annual dividend to its stockholders five 
times as large as the whole capital stock originally invested in 
this enterprise; when we read the uncontradicted statement, upon 


| reliable authority, that a syndicate of capitalists in the city of 


Detroit have monopolized four-fifths of all the lumber lands in 
the great lumber State of Michigan: when we know that a com- 
bine of this character owns every salt mine upon the American 
continent and controls the entire output of the American mar- 
ket: when not a ton of steel or copper can be purchased except 
by paying the enormous tribute that is exacted by the monopolies 
that command the supply and regulate the price; when in the 
city of New York a sugar trust, with its franchises dissolved and 
its charter forfeited, dictates in commanding terms at every home 
and fireside of the American consumer the price of an article of 
absolute necessity: when the whole system of telegraphic com- 
munication between sixty millions of people is virtually in the 
hands of one man, so that the electric current that is ignited on 
the coast of Maine flashes 4,500 miles to the ocean, and in the 
whole circuit of its transmission never crosses a wire that is not 
the property of the Western Union—I say that when we realize 
these things the question naturally recurs, how long will a free 
people submit to their continuance? 

It is not a question, Mr. Speaker, between capital and labor. 
The man who raises such an issue is an enemy of our institu- 
It isa contest of honest business industry against these 
monopoligs. A few years ago an individual with limited re- 
sources could, by thrift and industry, gradually advance his way 
to the front. To-day these colossal trusts, inflated with concen- 
trated capital,come marching along and bankrupt and crush him 
to the earth. 

Now.if they accomplished any good whatever I would be in favor 
of withdrawing all opposition to them. If by combining the re- 
sources of capital they lowered the prices of consumption; if by 
creating new enterprises they enlarged the field of employment; 
if they increased the wages of labor: if they contributed in any 
manner to the welfare or to the prosperity of the country, | 
would say, ‘let them advance with steady step and plant their 
acquisitions in every Commonwealth over the undisputed terri- 
tory of the Union. They 
raise prices, they lower wages, they limit production, they con- 
tract the demand for labor. They throttle competition, they 
monopolize the wealth of the land, they withdraw it from the 
channels of circulation: and they do worse than this. They 
bribe and corrupt the powers that oppose them. They buy their 
way to favor and position. And when they are driven from one 
State, they obtain their franchises in another, and then return 
with insolence to pursue their avocation in the State from which 
they were banished. 

When I look around in my own State and in other places and 
find, whenever an enterprise is started that comes in conflict 
with these trusts, that their rapacity is never appeased as long 
as there is a spark of vitality left in any 


tions. 


But they do no one of these things. 





competitor who crosses 








their path, I can not permit this opportunity to pass by without 
at least expressing my decided convictions upon this subject. 
This contest between these monopolies and the peop e is one 
that can not be avoided. We might tard it. we might delay 
it, we might postpone it, we might adjourn it: but the day wil 
come when the people wi storm the ul hin which they 
lie intrenched: they will tear the mask from those who have 
robbed them, and the truth will be revealed. 
In the Fiftieth Congress, after a great deal of diligent 
and preparation, I presented a bill that I thought would 
at the root ofthis evil. It was sent to acommittee that slumbers 


in the subterranean vaults of this Capitol, 

sleep of the justand the dead. I believe now that without break 

ing a single contractual obligation, without unsettling capital in 

any of its rightful acquisitions, without disturbing the slightest 
t 


and there it slept the 





fragment of a vested right. we can. not with irresolute purpose 

and ambiguous phrase, as in the Sherman act, but with clear and 
nanifest intention, frame an enactment that will sweep these un- 

lawful alliances from the face of this Re nd as in fe 

days the merchant guilds of England, through their representa- 

tives, the bishops and the barons, compelled an English king 
pon the field of Runnymede, with reluctant hand to sign the 

parchment of English libe: ty . 80, Mr. Speaker, I predict that the 

day will come when the business honor and the commercial 

te grity of this co intry, speaking through their representat 

in Congress here assembled, will compel these unlawful c 

nations to recog the rights of tl t al ' ( 
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the heavier charge and would certainly tend to cheapen goods 
to the consumer. When you enter upon discrimination between 
classes you enter upon dangerous ground. 

[ will ask my friend again whether he can give any good rea- 
son, whether he can suggest any logical reason, why you should 
give discriminating rates to a man who handles goods in a ten- 
story building over and above those which you give to the poor 
devil who carries his entire stock on his back? And, right here, 
[am sure that my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] will 
stand by me and will offer an amendment to this bill to protect 
the rights of the Jew peddler. [Laughter.] Is there any rea- 
son, gentlemen, if you are going into this business, why you 
should not extend these privileges to the Jew peddler, who car- 
ries his goods on his back, just as much as to the great wholesale 
houses in New York and Chicago. 

No man, in my judgment, can defend this bill, either as to the 
language employed or upon principle. Itis too late to invoke 
the principle of wholesale rates to transportation questions. The 
man who ships 100 carloads or travels 1,000 miles has no greater 
right to reduced rates than the man who ships 10 carloads or 
travels 10 miles. Bothare entitled to reasonable and just rates 
without descrimination, and no more or less. That is what the 
present law gives. 

[ now yield to my colleague on the committee, Mr. MALLORY, 
ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman that there is only three minutes remaining of the morning 
hour. 

Mr. LIND. Well, the balance of the time in this morning hour 
I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Letmeintroduce my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LIND. Notatthis time. I donot yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BLOUNT. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The debate goes on under the hour rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And under the other rule also? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota 
will have thirty-five minutes of his time remaining to-morrow. 

Mr. LIND. I reserve the balance of my time in this morning 
hour to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas does 
not seem to be in his seat. 

Mr. LIND. Then I will yield to my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Florida '!Mr. MALLORY], during the re- 
mainder of the morning hour, reserving the remainder of my 
time. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I think I will hardly avail my- 
self of the courtesy extended to me by the gentleman from Min- 
uesota, because I regard this bill as one of such vast importance 
in the principles it involves that I do not feel I shall be able to 
do even partial justice to the question in the short space of time 
allotted tome. I shall therefore defer making any remarks in 
explanation of the minority report, which I signed, until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. LIND. Then, Mr. Speaker, I resume the floor. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I yield a minute to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I wish to have this amend- 
ment read—— 

Mr. LIND. I can yield to the gentleman from Tennessee my- 
self out of my own time, but I believe I have the floor now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr..CARUTH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken: and ona division there were—ayes 58, 
noes 53. 

Mr. MCRAE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 70, nays 127, 
not voting 134: as follows: 


YEAS—70 
Abbott, Covert, Houk, Ohio Shell, 
Alexande1 Crawford Huff, Sperry, 
Arnold, De Forest Kilgore, Stewart, Pa 
Babbitt Dingley, Lagan, Stone, Cc. W. 
Beeman Donovan Lapham Taylor, 
Branch Ellis, Layton, Tillman, 
Breckint Ky. English, McDonald Van Horn, 
Bret Forney, McKinney, Warner, 
Brickner Gantz, McMillin, Warwick, 
Broderick Geary, Norton, Wheeler, Ala 
Bunn Grady Owens, Wike, 
Byrns Greenleaf Pearson, Williams, Mass 
Cadnius, Hare, Price, Williams, N.C. 
Capehart Harter, Ray, Wilson, Ky. 
Caruth Henderson, N.C Reed, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cate Holman, Richardson, Youmans. 
Causey Hooker, Miss tobinson, Pa 
Cooper Hopkins, Pa Seerley, 








Alderson, 
Allen, 
Amerman, 
Andrew, 
Bailey, 
Baker, 


|} Bankhead, 


Barwig, 
Beltzhoover. 
Bentley, 
Bergen, 
Bland, 
Bowers, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, N. J 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 
Bushnell, 
Butler, 
Bynum, 
Caminetti, 
Chapin, 
Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 


} Coburn, 


Cockran, 
Coombs, 


Atkinson, 
Bacon, 
Bartine, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowman, 
Brawley, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Brosius, 
Brown, 
Brunner, 
Bunting, 
Burrows, 
Busey, 
Cable, 
Caldwell. 
Campbell, 
Castle, 
Catchings, 
Cheatham, 
Clover, 
Coggswell, 
Compton, 
Coolidge, 
Cowles. 
Cox, N. Y. 
Crain, 
Culberson, 
Dalzell, 
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Cox, Tenn. 
Crosby, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, 
Cutting, 
Daniell, 

De Armond, 
Dickerson, 
Dixon, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Edmunds, 
Epes, 
Everett, 
Fellows, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goodnight, 
Hall, 
Halvorson, 
Hamilton, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Houk, Tenn. 
Hull, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 


Jolley, 
Jones, 
Kendall, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lawson, Ga. 
Lewis, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lodge, 
Loud, 
Lynch, 
Mallory, 
McAleer, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McKaig, 
McRae, 
Miller, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Moses, 
Newberry, 
Oates, 
O'Donnel, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Otis, 
Outhwaite, 
Parrett, 
Peel, 
Pendleton, 


NOT VOTING—134. 


Davis, 

Doan, 
Dungan, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Elliott, 
Enloe, 
Enochs, 
Fitch, 

Flick, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gillespie, 
Gorman. 
Griswold, 
Grout, 
Haliowell, 
Harmer, 
Harries, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, lowa 
Haynes, Ohio 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, I1.' 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnstone, S.C. 
Kem, 
Ketcham, 
Kribbs, 

Kyle, 


Lawson, Va. 
Lester, Va. 
Lester, Ga. 
Lind, 
Little, 
Long, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, 
McGann, 
McKeighan, 
McKenna, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Mitchell, 
Moore, 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Page, R. I. 
Page, Md. 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pattison, Ohio 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 

Post, 

Powers, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines, 
Rayner, 
Reilly, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The following 
Mr. CRAIN wit 


Mr. CABLE with Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. O’ NEILL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 
Mr. ELLIOTT with Mr. HARMER. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 


Until further notice: 
Mr. SHIVELY with Mr. BROSIvs. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 


Mr. BACON with Mr. SWEET. 
Mr. BRUNNER with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 


Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. WEVER. 
Mr. PAGE of Maryland with Mr. BERGEN. 
Mr. PATTISON of Ohio with Mr. BELDEN. 


Mr. COWLES with Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. 


Mr. KYLE with Mr. SANFORD. 
Mr. WHITING with Mr. BURROWS. 
Mr. TURPIN with Mr. CALDWELL. 


Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri with Mr. POWERS. 





Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 
Randall, 
Robertson, La. 
Sayers, 
Scott, 

Scull, 
Shively, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Snow, 
Stackhouse, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Tarsney. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Terry, 
Townsend, 
Tucker, 
Turner, 
Wadsworth. 
Watson, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Willcox, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Winn, 
Wise. 


Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Rockwell, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Shonk, 
Snodgrass, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Storer, 
Stout, 
Stump, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, V.A. 
Tracey, 
Turpin, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wolverton, 
Wright. 


— were announced for the rest of the day: 
1 Mr. REYBURN. 


Mr. DUNGAN with Mr. ENOcHS, until February 17. 
Mr. ATKINSON with Mr. MOORE, on this vote. 


Mr. CULBERSON. 


consideration of bills on the House Calendar. 


Mr. BURROWS. 


quiry. 


I move that the House proceed to the 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BURROWS. 


business is first in order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. BURROWS. 


Under Rule XXIV I believe the unfinished 


The Chair thinks it is. 


is some unfinished business pending. 


I see by the Calendar, on page 22, that there 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. But that business has not been 
called up. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I move that the House proceed to the 
consideration of the unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion takes precedence 
of the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Does the Chair hold that House bill 914, 
on the Calendar of Unfinished Business, is properly to be consid- 
ered under this motion? 

The SPEAKER protempore. 
endar. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
endar is a private bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That is not inorder at this time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then the only other unfinished business 
is a motion to reconsider a vote by which a certain resolution 
was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr.OATES. What resolution is that? 

Mr.CULBERSON. The resolution from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. OATES. Thatis the resolution with reference to send- 
ing food contributions to Russia? 

Mr.CULBERSON. Yes. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is unfinished business, and is not of a 
private character. 

Mr.CULBERSON. I wanted toask the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT], who made the motion, if he desired to call that up. 

Mr. MCCREARY. What is this motion? 

Mr. REED. I think if we proceeded in order we could find out 
what it is. 

Mr. MCCREARY. There was a motion onthe part of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution of the Committee on Foreign Affairs was indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mentary status: 

One of the bills on the Calendar of Unfinished Business is not in 
order at this time, being a private bill; the unfinished business, 
therefore, is the motion to reconsider, which was entered by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 
from Michigan desires to call up that motion to reconsider, the 
Chair thinks it is in order at this time. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
dar of Unfinished Business is a private bill; but the first bill on 


The Chair will examine the Cal- 


I notice that one of the bills on the Cal- 


The Chair will state the parlia- 


the Calendar is not, and I move to proceed to the consideration | 


of unfinished business. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 


tleman from Michigan that as he remembers the situation the | 


gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] entered a motion to re- 
consider the action by which the House 

Mr. CULBERSON. Refused to pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (continuing). Refused to pass the 
resolution (S. 21). 

Mr. BURROWS. That matter is now pending. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I submit that the gentleman from Mich- 
igan can not call that up. 

Mr. BURROWS. The motion to reconsider isever privileged 
and can be called up at any time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I supposed the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] had charge of it. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the 
gentleman from Michigan to call up the motion to reconsider 
entered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]? 

Mr. BURROWS. 
been disposed of in the morning hour, then it shall be in order, 
first, to proceed to the consideration of unfinished business upon 
motion. 
sideration of unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 





The gentleman from Michigan 


[Mr. BURROWS] moves that the House do now proceed to the con- | 


sideration of unfinished business. 
Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman 


consider unfinished business, with the view of taking up the mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Kentucky misunder- 
stood me entirely. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. MCCREARY. The Speaker so announced, as I under- 
stood it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I moved that the House proceed with the 
consideration, under the rule, of unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is unable to hear the 
statement of the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have stated it several times. 
ply move that the House 
ished business. 


XXTI——77 
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Now, if the gentleman | 


It is true that one of the bills on the Calen- | 





The rule provides that after business has | 
| only stated the situation from memory. 


I make the motion that the House proceed to the con- | 


I say I sim- | 
proceed to the consideration of unfin- 
' whether itwill proceed to the consideration of unfinished b 
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Mr. McCREARY. If the object of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan is to reach the motion entered by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to reconsider the action of the House 
upon the Russian relief resolution, I desire to say that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is not present. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, is this matter debatable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. [t is not. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The debate 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Is it necessary under the rules to move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of business which is in order? If the 
Speaker has decided that this is unfinished business and is in 
order, is a motion necessary to take it up? 

Mr. REED. It is, under these new and interesting rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair will ask the Clerk to 
read Rule XVIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE XVIII. 
RECONSIDERATION. 

1. When a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order 
for any member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for 
the reconsideration thereof, and such motion shall take precedence of all 
other questions except the consideration of a conference report, a motion to 
fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, 
and shall not be withdrawn after the said succeeding day without the consent 
of the House; and thereafter any member may call it up for consideration 
Provided, That such motion, if made during the last six days of a session, 
shall be disposed of when made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair the 
motion to reconsider is a question of privilege and may be called 
up at any time. Now, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuR- 
ROWS] submits the motion that the House, under the rule, pro- 
ceed to the consideration of unfinished business. That motion 
seems to be in order: but, as a matter of fact, as the Chair is ad- 
vised, there is no unfinished business on the Calendar aside from 
the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is unfinished business, is it not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has so stated, and he 
thinks itis. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then why not go to the consideration of it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is in order, 
under Rule XVIII, for any gentleman to call up this motion to 
reconsider, without availing himself of the privilege offered by 
the motion submitted by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BURROWS]. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. 
tion of consideration? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Then I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then I desire to make a further parliamentary 
inquiry as to the statusof what appears to be the unfinished busi- 
If the motion referred tois unfinished business, I desire to 
ask if a motion has been made to table that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the pending motion, as 


is proceeding by 


Speaker, is it inorder toraise the ques- 


ness. 


| the Chair is advised. 


Mr. McRAE. Then the unfinished business is the motion to lay 
upon the table the motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That seems to be the only busi- 
ness on this Calendar. 

Mr. MCRAE. Let us proceed to « 
tion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tenipore. 


xecute it and table the mo- 
The Chair will say that he has 
The exact parliamen- 
tary situation is shown upon page 22 of the Calendar: 

Motion pending to lay on the table motion to recon 
resolution was indefinitely postponed 


Mr. McMILLIN. And that is not debatable. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not debatable. The ques- 
tion is upon the motion of the gentleman from Michigan [| Mr. 


ider the vote by which 


1CU, | BURROWS]; and upon that the question of consideration is raised 
from Michigan to say that he moved that the House proceed to | 


by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN]. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] rise? 

Mw KILGORE. We donot understand what question is about 
to be submitted to the House. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again state the 
situation. 

The gentleman from Michigan |Mr. BURRROWS] moves that 
the House now proceed, under the rules, to the consideration of 
the unfinished business; and upon that motion the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] raises the question of considera- 
tion. The question, therefore, for the House now to consid: 








: 
/ 








ir. BLAND. Ido inderstand that : » motion looking 
to pr ‘ ( dar to take up unfinished business is 
a i against \ ch e question of ‘ation can be 
ra After we to the Calendar, the question of considera- 
ti l L1S¢ uta mere ! ition ean not be subj cted to 
4 ‘ on of « 3 pa nm - 
( PM raw n for the present, as | 
nal ' 
BLOUN'T Speal ‘ 9 hat if tl 
1 ( he ¢ dar of Untinished Business, 
it is improperly ther Under the ru n relation to it, I had 
T ighttoent a motion to res ; and the rule prescrip 
that i ha the right to cali it ) at any time at my own option, 
or some other gentleman: a that is the manner in which a 
propo mo nis i re ( sed of. It does not belong 
on t! ( ndar of Untinis! | susiness, as I understand it. 
} BURROWS. Let me ask my friend, then, to what Calen- 
( it do 
Mr. REED. The Chi has decided that it is on the Calendar 
of Unfinished B s 
BLOUNT. Why, ! iderstand, Mr. Speaker, that the | 
rule whi tains int consideration of matters on the Calen- 
( of 1 ed Business is entirely different fromthis. This 
stands its own footing and is liable to be called up at any time 
vithout ference to it being on any gg sonal When you are 


conside busin on any Calendar,I have the right to call 
t 





that resolution up without reference to what particular Calendar 
it : 

Mr. BURROWS It n t be on some Calendar. 

NJ BLOUNT It is on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. BURROWS. If this bill is not on the Calendar of Unfin- 
ished Business, and if tb is not on any of the other Calendars, | 
Would like to know where it is. [| iughter. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Well, as a matter of fact, it 
seen es be on the printed Calendar of Unfinished Business. 


(Laughter. ] 


. 


Vir. Ri HARI 
Mr. TRACEY. 
HOPKINS of 0 macy = Speaker, 


aan tales 


ISON. Mr. Speaker—— 


[I move that the 


a recess of three irs until this can be settled. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. “Thi Chair will state to the gen- | 
tleman from Michigan | BURROWS] that the question can be 





reached by calling up the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the question of consideration has been 
raised by my colleague [Mr. CHIPMAN] 

Mr. CHIPM AN, iat is withdrawn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is withdrawn, and it does not make ¢ 
bit of difference where the matter has been printed or placed; it 
is a privileged motion and any member of the House can call it 
up. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] can do so. 
[t is immaterial on what calendar it is; it can be reached, and it 
is order now 

BLOUNT. [understand that this bill is not on any par- 
ticular Calendar by reason of its having been taken up and con- 

red a nder this rule. 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair finds that this bill 
appea a s to be the Calendar of Unfinished Business, 
but upon reflection the present occupant of the chair is incline .d 
to opini \ hould not be there. Itis amatterof privi- 
lege, and can be called up by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. May I say a word on the question of 
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| that are proy ided for; 


} 
; Calendar ¢ 


as unfinl 
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and if there is any unfinished business it 
is simply put at aseparate place in the calendar, in order that it 
may be better found. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
ways had— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I agree with the gentleman that it is in 
order to call it up at any time. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is not what I desir 
does hi not know that we 
endar of Unfinished Business? 


Mr. RICHARDSON, Not 
of unfinished 


Does not my friend know that we have al- 


d to ask my friend. 
My question is, » have always had a Cal- 


properly a “calendar,” a ** table” 


business, but not p! ‘operly a **‘ calendar. 


Mr. BURROWS. Let me eall my friend’s attention to Rule 

XXIV, clause 4: 
And when any proposition shall have oc ied » hours on this « a it 
on the Calendar as unfinished business and be taken 





shall thereafter remain 


I ts order! 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes; it remains on the Calendar as 
ished business, not on a calendar of unfinished business. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. It remains on the Calendar, of course 
but my point is that there is no special 
titled the ‘‘ Calendar of Unfinished Business.” 
Mr. BURROWS. We have always hada Calendar of Unfin- 


unfin- 





hed bt isiness: 


ished Business. 





Mr. RICHARDSON. But the bi 
which it properly belongs. 


ll remains on the Calendar to 
If it belongs on the House Calendar, 
it remains there as unfinished business: if it belongs on the Calen- 
dar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, it remains there as unfinished business; if it is a private 
billon the Private Calendar, it remains there as unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, with a view to disposing of this 
question, [ desire to call up the resolution at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
calls up a privileged question—— 
Mr. BURROWS. But what 

Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion, upon re- 
lection, that the motion of the Pr from Michigan is not 
in order, but holds that opinion subject to modification. [Laugh- 
ter.]| The gentleman from Georgia[Mr. BLOUNT] calls up apriv- 
ileged motion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I wish to understand what 
the ruling of the Chair is. Does the Chair hold that it is not in 
order for a member to move to proceed to the consideration of 
unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
motion of the 
that the House 

Mr. McMILLIN (interposing) 


becomes of my motion, Mr. 


Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa 


That was not the ruling. The 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] was 


There could be no motion in 


| order on the privileged matter called up by the gentleman from 





oO! ( 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no Calendar of Unfinished Busi- 
ness There are but three calendars of this House. 
Mr. BURROWS. My friend is mistaken; for is provided | 
of the es that when a bill has been considered acertain | 
othe Calendar of Unfinished Business. That is 
ol t Z 
Mr. RICHARDS‘ DN. W he re will yo point that out? 
BURROWS. In Rule XXIV. 
RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the House provides in 
Rule XIII for t calendars, composed of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, the House Calendar, and | 
t! = ( al 
Now, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from | 
G ia{ Mr. BLOUNT] is correct when he says that a motion to 
reco ‘any pr tion is privileged, and instead of putting 
it upona ta | business « r calendar of unfinished 
bus should remain upon the calendar to which it be- 
longs pro y and a note made that it stands upon a motian to 
reconsider. | icall it a calen lar of unfinished business you 
have got aca ar of privileged reports, the Speaker’s table, 
and a calendar of special orders. I do not understand that we 
have got that number of calendars, but that we have the three ! 


Georgia. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New J¢ se y. But I desire to know the 
scope and effect of the ruling of the Chair, because it may serve 
hereafte r as a precedent. Does the Chair hold that the motion 


| of the gentleman from Michigan[Mr. BURROWS] is out of order? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon reflec tion the Chair does 
not think the motion in order, but prefers not to pass upon that 
question definitely, as he does not seek to establish a precedent, 
being only a temporary occupant of the chair. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Oh! it is a temporary ex- 
pedient. Iunderstand. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] calls up as a question of privilege the motion here- 
tofore entered to reconsider the Senate joint resolution, which 
motion the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] moved to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr..TRACEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The 
Chair will, however, hear the parliamentary inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
is it not? 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. It is now in order. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir, I understand that the proposition 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] was to reconsidet 
the vote onthe jointresolution making an appropriation of $100,006 
for the relief of the Russian sufferers, and the motion made by 
myself was to lay that motion to reconsider on the table. That 
is the question to be submitted to the House, I understand. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The question is—— 


A parli 


iamentary inquiry is always in order, 
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Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. TRACEY. 
hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I hope that, in response to the 
question of the gentleman from Texas, the joint resolution as 
amended will be read. . 

Mr. TRACEY. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 
[Mr. TRACEY] moves that the House now take a rec 
hour. 

The question was taken; and 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TRACEY. I ask for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 30, noes 82. 
Mr. TRACEY. No quorum has voted, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
djourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the point of no quorum 
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEy], the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OWENS] moves that the House 
adjourn. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. OWENS that the 
House adjourn; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OWENS. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 74. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question now is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEy] that the 
House take a recess for one hour. The point of no quorum hav- 
ing been made, the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TRACEY] and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. Thatis notin order atthis time. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 4, 
noes 157. 

Mr. TRACEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Thirty-eight members voting in the affirmative, the yeas and 





L submit, Mr. 
[ move that the 


Speaker—— 


House take a ree 


3s for one 


AT = , = 
New York 


‘ss for one 


the Speaker pro tempore declared 


a 


do now 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolu- 


nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative- 
yeas 6, nays 197, not voting 128, as follows: 


Bland, 
Bunting, 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Amerman, 
Andrew, 
Arnold, 
Atkinson, 
Babbitt, 
Bailey, 
sJankhead, 
Barwig, 
Beeman, 
Bentley,; 
Bergen, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, 
Bowman, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Busey, 
Bushnell, 
Butler, 
Bynum, 
Byrns, 
Caminetti, 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Cate, 
Cheatham, 
Chapin, 
Chipman, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clover, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Coburn, 
Cockran, 
Covert, 
Cox, Tenn. 
Crawford, 
Crosby, 
Culberson, 


YEAS—46. 


Causey, 
Clancy, 


Geary 


NAYS—197. 


Cummings, 
Curtis, 
Dalzell, 

Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dickerson, 
Dixon, 

Doan, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
English, 
Enloe, 

Epes, 

Everett, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Funston, 
Gantz, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goodnight, 
Grady, 
Greenleaf, 
Grout, 
Halvorson, 
Hamilton, 
Hare, 

Haugen, 
Hayes, lowa 
Haynes, Ohio 
Heard, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. C. 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hitt, 

Holman, 
Hooker, Miss 
Hopkins, Il. 
Huff, 

Hull, 

Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Johnstone, S. C. 
Jolley, 


Jones, 

Kem, 
Kendall, 
Kribbs, 
Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lawson, Va. 
Lawson, Ga. 
Lester, Ga. 
Lind, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Long, 

Loud, 
Lynch, 

Mall ry, 
Mansur, 
Martin, 
McAleer, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McKaig, 
McKeigh: 
McKinney, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Miller, 
Mills, 
Moore, 
Norton, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Otis, 

Page, Md 
Parrett, 





Patterson, Tenn. 


Paynter, 
Pearson 
Peel, 
Pendleton 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Raines, 
Randall, 


Rockwell 


Ray, 

Reed 
tichardson 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Sayers, 

Scott, 

Scull, 

Seerley, 

Shell, 

Smith 
Snodgrass, 
snow, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stackhouse, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 


Stone, Ky. 











Tillman, 
Townsend 


Tucker, 





Washington, 
Watson, 
Waugh, 
Weado 

Wever 

W hes Mich 
White 

Wike, 
Williams, N. C 
Wi n, Ky 


VW \ 
vi I VY dou 
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TOT Vé x 
Alle ( I } 
5 ( ng } 
35 Da ] I 
3; Di é I 
T Docker j ~ 
; Dungal Le 5 
D [ 
I I S 
t ~~ 
Ir McD 1 S 
] Mi . I 
I Meck Pa 
Iy M i 
( vie M er ~ 
G r I 
H M | 
H Morse i J.D 
Harn ‘ \ i 
HH I iu i 
{a le N ‘ i 
H O'N i in H 
Ca H O'’N \Lo. W 
( hings, He I ( sit i 
Clarke, Ala H O \ 
or well H ser, N. Y. Pa R. I ‘ \ 
( H Pa Pat Ohlo W 
Cr Hi yhio Pa W 
© H ent Payne \ \ 
( j n, Ind Quack ish VW in j 
Cowles Ketcham, Rayne! W 
Gox, N..F K re Re ‘ man 
So the motion of Mr. TRACEY for a recess was 1 ected. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. OWENS with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. LODGE with Mr. MOSEs. 

Mr. COOPER with Mr. ATKINSON 
Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. PAYNE. 
On this vote: 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. HULL. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to vot 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the Hal 
during the roll call? 

Mr. KILGORE. | 


HENDERSON of |] 


was not. | 


was talking to a 
man about silver. 


Vspapel 


| Laughter. | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain t 
gentleman’s request. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Me. Speaker, if not paired, I wou 
vote **no.” 

Mr. TRACEY. [call for a recapitulation of the vot 

The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the vote. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi (during the recapitulation 
move to dispense with the further reading of the names. 

Mr. TRACEY. I object. 

The reeapitulation was resumed and concluded. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the mo 


tion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] to lay on the 


vy +] 


Ott fF +} y ¢ 
motion O1 the ¢g ieman 


table the 
Mr. TRACEY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempo Pending the 





from Georgia to re 
[ move that the House do now adjourn. 
motion of the g 


nr) iy 
Oonsiag¢ 





tleman from Texas, the gentleman from New York| Mr. TRA‘ 
moves that the House do now adjour 

Mr. MCRAE. On that motion I demand the yeas a I 
[Cries of **Oh, no!’’} 

Mr. MCRAE (after a pause). I withdraw the demand f 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor aving put the g ( 
motion to adjourn). The noes seem to havi 

Mr. TRACEY. lIeall forad it 

The question being again taken: there were—ayes 49, noes 70 

Mr. TRACEY. lL would like to hav the yeas and ni 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 28 voting therefor 

1e questlon was taken: and it was decided in the 1 ALLY 
yeas ows hays 139, not votin 157: as follows: 
YEAS—35 
Abbott, Hoa P 
Andrew, Huff 3] 
Barwig K l 
Beemal Law Ga I 
Bland, Layt \ 
sowman, L Mich 
Branch McA a Mase 
Bushne 1 W N.C 
Byrns I 
I 

A be Bi B 
Alexa Be Brya B 
Amer Be Buel NJ . 
Al L be Bi 1 ( 
B y B Bul ( 
Ba j br su ( 
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Clark, Wy Gorman 
Cobb. Ala Grady, 

Cobb. M« Greenleaf, 
Cockral Grout 

( pton Halvorson 

( x. Tenn Hare 
Crawfo1 Harries, 
Crosby Haynes, Ohio 
Culberson Heard 
Curtis Herbert, 
Dalzell Hermann 

De Armond Hitt 
Dickerso1 Holman 
Dixon, Hooker, Miss 
Doan Hooker, N, Y 
Dockery, Houk, Ohio 
Dolliver Houk, Tenn 


Johnson, N 
Johnstone 


Dungan 
Durborow 


Dak 


S.C 


Mallory, 
Martin, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McMillin, 
McRae 
Miller, 
Milliken 
Mills 
Mitchell, 
Norton 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa 
Otis 
Outhwaite 
Parrett, 
Patton 
Pee] 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 
Post 

Price, 
Ray, 

Reed, 
Richardson, 
Robinson, Pa 
Sayers 
Scott 


NOT VOTING—157 


Edmunds, Jolley 
Ellis Kilgore 
English Kribbs 
Enloe Lane, 
Epes Lanham, 
Everett, Lester, Ga 
Fithian Livingston, 
Forney, Lockwood, 
Gantz, Long 
Goodnight Loud 
Allen Cutting 
Atkinson Daniell, 
Babbitt Davis 
Bacon De Forest, 
Baker Dingley, 


Donovan, 
Dunphy, 
Elliott, 


Enochs 


Bartine 
Beltzhoover 
Bingham, 
Blanchard 


Boatner Fellows 
Boutelle Fitch, 
Bowers Flick 
Brawley Forman, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fowler 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, 
Brickner ryan 
Broderick Geissenhainer 
Brosius Gillespie 
Brown Griswold, 
Brunner Hallowell 
Burrows Harmer 
Busey, Harter 
Cable Hatch 


aldwell, 
‘campbell 
aruth 


Haugen 
Hayes, lowa 
Hemphill 
‘astle, 
atchings, 
heatham, 
Narke, Ala 
over 


‘ 
{ 
( 
{ 
( Henderson, N.C 
{ 

( 

( 

Coburn 

‘ } 

{ 

( 

( 

{ 

‘ 

i 

‘ 


Henderson, 11] 
Hopkins, Pa 
Hopkins, Ill 
Hull 
Johnson, Ind 


‘ogswell, 


oolidge, Johnson, Ohio 
oom bs, Jones, 

oopel Kem, 

wiles Ketcham 

ox. N.Y Kyle 

rain Lagan 


ummings Lapham, 


So the motion of Mr. TRACEY that the House adjourn was 


ected. 


The following additional pairs were 


For the rest of the day: 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with M1 


tucky. 


Henderson, lowa 


Lawson, Va 
Lester, Va 
Lewis, 

Lind, 

Little, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McDonald, 
McGann, 
McKaig 
McKeighan, 
McKenna, 
Meredith 
Meyer 
Montgomery 
Moore, 
Morse 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Newberry 
Oates 
O'’Ferrall 
O'Neil, Mass 
O'Neill, Mo 
Owens 

Page. R. 1. 
Page, Md 
Patterson, Tenn 
Pattison, Ohio 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Powers, 
Quackenbush 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 


announced: 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. FUNSTON. 


Mr. MOORE with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas 
lowa. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. HULL. 


with Mr. 


| 
Scull, 
Seerley, 
Shell, 
oon 
Snodgrass, 
Snow, 
Stackhouse, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Pa. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Stump, 
Terry, 
Tillman, 
Townsend, 
Wadsworth, 
Warwick, 
Watson, 
Waugh 
Weadock, 
White, 
Wike, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Winn, 
Wright 


Robertson, La 
Rockwell, 
Rusk 


; 
Russell, 


Sanford 
Shively, 
Shonk 
Smith, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stevens, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stone, C.W 
Storer 
Stout, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney. 
Taylor, Tenn 
Taylor, E. B 
Taylor, J. D 
Taylor, V. A 
Tucker, 
Turner 
Turpin, 

Van Horn, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Washington 
Wheeler, Ala 
Whiting, 
Willcox, 
Williams, I) 
Wilson, Ky 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wise 
Wolverton, 
Youmans 





*, WILSON of Ken- | 


HENDERSON of 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


The SPEAKER protempore. 
tion of the gentleman from Texas to lay on the 
to reconsider, entered by the gentleman from 

The motion of Mr. KILGORE was agreed to; 
reconsider was accordingly laid on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
do nothing against the filibusters; and I move 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
ayes seem to have it. 

Several members called for a division. 

The question was again taken; and there ws 

Mr. MCRAE (before the negative vote was co 
the yeas and nays. 


ihe yeas and nay 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the 
eas YO, na 74, not voting 167; as follows: 
YEAS—90 
Abbott, Ari i Bentiey, 
Alderson salle Bowers, 
Alexander! Bankhead Bowman 


Andrew Bretz 


| am satisfied, Mr. Spe 


having put the question). 


The question is now on the mo- 


> table the motion 
Georgia. 
and the motion to | 


aker, that we can | 
to adjourn. 
The | 


‘rre—aves 95. 
unted). Idemand 


s were ordered, 41 voting in favor thereof. 


affirmative— | 


Buchanan, Va. 
Bunting, 

Busey, | 
Bushnell, 


Byrns, 


Jadmus, 
‘taminetti, 
‘apehart, 
‘ausey, 
Clancy, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Coburn, 
Compton, 
Covert. 
Cox, Tenn. 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Daniell, 

De Armond, 
Dixon, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 


Arar 


Amerman, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 

Bland, 

Branch, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Bullock 

Butler, 

Bynum 

Cate. 

Chapin, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clover, 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Crosby, 
Davis, 


Alien, 

Atkinson, 
Babbitt, 

Bac on, 

Baker, 

Bartine, 

Beeman, 

Belden, 
Beltzhoover. 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 

Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 


| Broderick, 


Brosius, 
Brown, 
Brunner, 


Ellis, Lane 
Forney, Lanham, 
Gantz, Lapham 
Geissenhainer, Lawson, Va. 
Goodnight, Lawson, Ga. 
Grady, Lester, Ga. 
Hall, Lynch, 
Hamilton, McAleer, 
Hare, McCreary, 
Haynes, Ohio McKenna, 
Hitt, MeMillin, 
Honan, Meyer, 
Hooker, Miss. Miller, 
Hopkins, Pa. Mills, 
Houk, Ohio. O’Ferrall, 
Huff, Paynter, 
Johnson, N. Dak Pearson, 
Kilgore, Pendleton, 
Kribbs, Price, 
NAYS—74. 
Dickerson Long. 
Doan, Loud, 
Enloe, Martin, 
Everett, McClellan, 
Fithian, McRae, 


Gorman, 
Greenleaf, 
Grout, 
Halvorson, 
Harries, 
Heard, 
Herbert, 
Houk, Tenn. 
Johnstone, S.C. 
Jolley, 
Kem, 
Kendall, 
Lind, 
Livingston, 


Montgomery, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Otis, 

Page, Md. 
Parrett, 
Patton, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 
Ray, 

Reed, 


NOT VOTING—167. 


Dalzell, 
De Forest, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dungan, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Elliott, 
English, 
Enochs, 
Epes, 
Fellows, 
Fitch, 
Flick, 
Forman, 
Fowler, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Geary, 
Gillespie, 
Griswold, 


Lagan, 
Layton, 
Lester, Va. 
Lewis, 
Little, 
Lockwood, 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
Mallory, 
Mansur, 
McDonald, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McKinney, 
Meredith, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Moore, 
Morse, 
Moses, 


Mutchler, 


Rayner, 
Richardson, 
Seerley, 
Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Stackhouse, 
Stone, C. W : 
Stone, Ky. 
Taylor, Lil. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 

Tucker, 
Warner, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wike, 
Williams, Mass. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
Simpson, 
Snow. 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex 
Stockdale, 
Terry, 
Townsend, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Weadock, 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilson, Mo. 
Winn 


Rockwell, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Scull, 

Shell, 
Shively, 
Shonk, 
Smith, 
Springer, 
Stahlinecker, 
Stevens, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stewart, Pa 
Stone, W. A 
Storer, 
Stout, 
Stump, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B 
Taylor, J.D. 


Bunn, Hallowell, Newberry, Taylor, V. A. 
Burrows Harmer, Norton, Turner, 
Cable, Harter, O'Neil, Mass. Turpin, 
‘ald well, Hatch, O'Neill, Mo. Van Horn, 
‘Xampbell, Haugen, Outhwaite, Wadsworth, 
‘aruth, Hayes, Iowa Owens, Walker, 
castle, Hemphill, Page, R. 1. Waugh, 
atchings, Henderson,Iowa Patterson,Tenn. Wever, 
sheatham, Henderson,N.C. Pattison, Ohio Wheeler, Ala. 
*hipman, Henderson, Ill. Payne, White, 
‘larke, Ala. Hermann, Post, Whiting, 
jogswell, Hoar Powers, Willcox, 
‘oolidge, Hooker, N. Y Quackenbush, Williams, N. C 
‘oombs, Hopkins, Il Raines, Williams, Il 
‘ooper, Hull, Randall, Wilson, Ky. 
Cowles, Johnson, Ind Reilly, Wise, 
Cox, N.Y Johnson, Ohio Reyburn, Wolverton, 
Crain Jones, Rife, Wright, 
Curtis Ketcham, Robertson, La. Youmans. 
Cutting, Kyle Robinson, Pa. 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. QUACKENBUSH, for 
day. 


the rest of the 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Before the result of the vote was announced, 
Mr. REILLY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, who also announced that the President had approved 
and signed the bill (H. R. 217) an act to amend an act entitled 
“An act for the construction of a railroad and wagon bridge 
across the Mississippi River at South St. Paul, Minn,” approved 
April 26, 1890. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate has passed the bill (S. 1549) provid- 
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° . . . . . * . . | 
ing for the public printing and binding and the distribution of | 


public documents; in which concurrence was requested. 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p.m.) the 
House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills, resolutions, and pe- 
titions were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as 
follows: 

By Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 5944) for the relief of Charles H. Adams. (Re- 
port No. 349.) 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bills H. R. 
1372 and 1401. (Report No. 350.) 

A bill (H. R. 1376), with an amendment, referring to the Court 
of Claims the claims of O.P. Cobb and others. (Report No. 
351.) 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 5597) for the relief of William Smith and others. 
(Report No. 352.) 

A bill (H. R. 1162) for the relief of Harlow L. Street. (Report 
No. 353.) 

By Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 1187) for the relief of the heir or heirs of John 
Howard Payne. (Report No. 355.) 

A bill (H. R. 4103) for the relief of the Gendron Iron Whee! 
Company of Toledo, Ohio. (Report No. 356.) 

By Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 711) to remove the charge of desertion now standing 
against Albert Keach. (Report No. 357.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 3144) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor of 
Samuel Rhea, deceased, and Joseph R. Anderson. (Report No. 
358.) 

A bill (H. R. 4462), with an amendment, for the relief of Fran- 
cis Millet. (Report No, 359.) 

By Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 2051), with an amendment, for the relief of the crew of the 
United States steamship Wyoming. (Report No. 360.) 

By Mr. WINN, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 1488) for the relief of the legalrepresentative of Maj. Wm. 
Kendall. (Report No. 361.) 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treut- 
len. (Report No. 369.) 

A bill (Et. R. 2573), with an amendment, for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Quinn. (Report No. 370.) 

A bill (H. R. 569) for the relief of certain gaugers and other 
internal-revenue employés who have been assigned to duty and 
have rendered services before the date of their qualification. 
(Report No. 371.) 

A bill (H. R. 4016), with an amendment, for the relief of Dr. 
John B. Read. (Report No. 372.) 

A bill (H. R. 4807) for the relief of Henry Setzer. (Report No. 
373.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee dn War 
Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 1126) for the allowance of certain awards made by 
aboard of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Ky. 
(Report No. 374.) ; 

A bill (H. R. 1119) for the relief of G. Dwight Hamilton. (Re- 
port No. 375.) 

By Mr. WINN, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 3236) for the relief of Maurice Grivot. (Report 
No. 376.) 

A bill (H. R. 3578) for the relief of the estate of James S. Clark, 
deceased. (Report No. 377.) 

By Mr. BYRNS, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 1122) for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of James C. Booth, deceased, late melter and refiner of the 
mint of the United States at Philadelphia. (Report No. 379. 

A bill (S. 875) for the relief of Thomas Guinean. (Report No. 
380.) 

A bill (H. R. 3580) granting jurisdiction and authority to the 
ory of Claims in the case of the scow Rowena. (Report No. 
381. 

By Mr. BELKNAP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 4871) for the relief of John McMahan. (Report 
No. 382.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adver ‘eports were delivered 
to the Clerk and laid on the table as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 3397) for the relief of William Welsh Report No. 
354.) 

By Mr. BOWERS, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
1745) for the relief of George W. Eckerson. Report No. 362.) 

By Mr. PATTON, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
1346) to remove the charge of desertion against the name of 
Daniel B. Courchaine. Report No. 363. 

Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back adversely the bill (H.R. 2604) to amend an act entitled ** An 
act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and to 
provide for the payment of certain demands for quartermaster’s 
stores and subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the 
United States.” [Report No. 366. | 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 2346) for the relief of Dr. W.S. Hosack. Report No. 378.) 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were severally dis- 
charged from the consideration of the following bills and peti- 
tions; which were respectively re-referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1940) for the relief of William G. McSpadden 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. | 

A bill (H. R. 2424) for the relief of Edward J. Handly—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. | 

A bill (H. R. 5832) for the relief of Briseoe B. Bouldin—Com- | 
mittee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 1939) granting a pension to Fred. Andros—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Petitions of citizens of San Benito County, Cal.—Committee 
on Appropriations discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Petition of Robert Rodman and 8) others, for an appropriation 
removing obstructions in Wickford Harbor, Washington County, 
R. I.—Committee on Appropriations discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Petition of the president of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
asking for an appropriation for the purchase of grounds adjoin 
ing the Philadelphia post-office—Committee on Appropriations 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Petition of the Milwaukee Steamship Company and other ves- 
sel owners and agents of Milwaukee, Wis., urging an appropria- 
tion for a new revenue cutter to replace the worn-out Andy 
Johnson—Committee on Appropriations discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Commerce. 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: , 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 6070) to amend chapter 340, 
United States Statutes at Large, volume 24, Forty-ninth Cor 
gress, and to promote and encourage mining and the const: 
tion of railroads—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 6071) to amend section 
1216 of the Revised Statutes, relative to certificates of merit to 
enlisted men of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 6072) to repeal the interstate 
commerce law, or ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” and all acts in 
addition thereto—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BERGEN: A bill (H. R. 6073) to authorize the Post- 
master-General to provide mail service, and for other purposes 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H.R. 6074) to provide for the 
partition to those members of any tribe who are able to read and 
write intelligs ntly, or who have complete d the course of educa- 
tion in any schoolor college prescribed or used by the Gover 
ment for the education of Indians, such persons being over the 
age of 21 years and desiring to become citizens of the United 
States, their pro rata share in value of the tribal lands and oth: 
property, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 


By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 6075) to extend the provisions 
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of an actentitl \n act to provide for the adjudication and pay- 
ment o a 3 arisi from Indian depredations,” approved 
M 3, 1891, to include certain claims presented to the secre- 
tary of state of the State of Nevada—to the Committee on Claims 


so, a bill (H. R. 6076) to nant e the Secretary of the In- 
rt ‘ry into effect certain recommendations of the Mission 
Indian Commission and to issue ors nts donaurtain lands—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. — 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of V irginia: A bill (H. R. 6077) to reénact 
al ame? section 856 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on th e Judiciary. 

3 *, SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 6078) to amend an act to pur- 
chase silver bullion and issue Treasury notes, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CLOVER: A bill (H. R. 6079) to prevent further issue 
of national-bank charters and prevent contraction of the cur- 
rency o the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


By Mr. DURBOROW: Joint resolution (H. Res. 86) requesting | 


the loan of certain articles for the World’s Columbian Exposi- | sion of Charles Reese, late a captain of Company D, Twentieth 


tion—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 


\lso, joint resolution (H. Res. 87) authorizing the Librarian 
of Congress to exhibit certain documents at the World’s Colum- 
bian Exposition—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex- 
position. 

Also, joint resolution (H. Res. 88) extending an invitation to 
the King and Queen of Spain and the descendants of Christopher 
Columbus to participate in the World’s Columbian Exposition— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

(lso, joint resolution (H. Res. 89) extending an invitation to 
the pre ssidents of the American Republics and the governors of 
the American colonies to participate in the World’s Columbian 
Exposition—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. 

By Mr.CHAPIN: Resolution of instruction to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Eleventh Census—to the Select Committee on the 
Eleventh Census. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: Resolution defining the policy and pur- 
pose of the United States in regard to pensions and recommend- 
ing amendments to the pension laws—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL; Memorial of the General Assembly of Iowa 
favoring House bill 2699—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Memorial of the General Assembly of 
lowafavoring House bill 2699—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following ti- 
tles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRANCH: A bill (H. R. 6080) for the relief of Josiah 
L. Bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. aa = eh A bill (H. R. 6081) to provide for the 
survey of the Oh io River between the cities of Ludlow and Cov- 


ington, inthe State of Kentucky, and Cincinnati, in the State of 
Ohio, for certain ‘purpenss to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
hy 

By Mr. ENGLISH: A bill (H. R. 6082) granting an honorable 
( harge to Patrick Kelly, late alandsman, United States steam- 
ship Ohio—to the Committee on ny val Affairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 6083) to increase the pension 
of H. Seymour Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: A bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of James 
M. Carson, of De Kalb County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims 

By Mr. GANTZ: A bill (H. R. 6085) for the relief of Francis 
A. Field, late captain United States Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 6086) granting a pension to 
M Margaret Weathers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H.. R. 6087) to correct the militar y record of Alonzo 
Scott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6088) to correct the military record of W. 
S. Fox—to the Committee on Mil lite ary Affairs. 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 6089) granting a pension to Jefferson Jor- 
da to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, a bill (H.R. 6090) to extend to William Snyder the - 

efit of the arrears of pension act—to the Committee on Tovalia 


\lso, a b H. R. 6095) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam Kk. Burns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6091) to amend 


‘*An act to authorize the construction of a bald: across the 
Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn.,” approved August 
9, 1S88—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6092) for the relief of William C.Chandler— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6093) to amend the military record of Casper 
Ronz, alias Runz, late of Company A, Eighth Battalion District 
of Columbia Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6094) for the relief of Samuel Fegans and 
others, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 6096) granting an honorable 
discharg >to W. C. H. Creenkilton—to the Committee on Mili- 
ar} Aftairs, 
cies , a bill (H. R. 6097) granting a pension to Caroline Pit- 
l—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 6098) for the relief of George 
W. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill(H. R. 6099) forthe relief of Mrs. Anna 
Hernandez—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 6100) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Alfred J. Carter—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 6101) increasing the pen- 


Ze 


Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R 6102) for the relief of D.C. 
Russell, of Lincoln County, Mo.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEIL of pene husetts: A bill (H.R. 6103) for the 
re = f of Richard A. Neuert—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAT’ CON: A bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Joseph 
Flickenstein, of the District of Columbia Volunteers—to the 
— on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R.6105) granting a pension to 
Thomas Williamson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 6106) granting a pension 
to Lydian M. Kennedy, sister of Abram Kennedy—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H.R. 6107) for the 
relief of Francis Jean, of St. Landry Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 6108) to pension Mrs. Caro- 
line A. Smith, widow of Philander Smith, of West Tisbury, 
Mass.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6109) for 
the relief of David Sink, volunteer scout—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 6110) granting a pension to 
John F. Langenbaugh—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6111) restoring Americus Miller to the pen- 
sion roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 6112) granting a pension 
to Jane A. Sherman, sation of Charles M. Sherman—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 6113) for the relief of Henry 
N. Posey -—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6114) to correct the military record of 
Thomas J. Spicer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6115) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam B. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WIKE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6116) for the relief of 
Philip Gerlach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6117) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann Ross, 
alias _—. Mary Ann Coats, late of Pike County, Ill., but now of 
Marceline, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Me . WISE: A bill (H. R. 6118) for the relief of J. E. Hozier— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6119) to correct 
the military record of Martin Landes—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary es Ss. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6120) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth 
Porter—to the C Satine e on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill(H. R. 6121) granting a pension to William H. Br 
sen, of Hardy County, W. Va.—to the Committee on Invalid P: 
Slons. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 6122) to correct the military rec- 
ord of S. H. Davidson, late of Company C, Second Iowa Infantry— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
a rs were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: Papers to accompany House bill 6015, for 
the relief of the owners and crew of the Hawaiian bark Arctic— 
to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. BACON: Petition of Robert Van Sciver and others, to 
accompany House bill 186—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition of 33 citizens of Millville, N. J., 
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for the passage of the option bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of 42 citizens of the same place, for the passa 
of the Conger —_ bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BIN HAM: Petition of the National Philatelic So- 
ciety, asking for th e passage of House bill 186, Fifty-second Con- 
gress—to the Committee on —— and Means. — ee 
By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: Petition of 33 citizens 
of Jefferson C ounty, Ark., in favor of the improvement of the 
Arkansas River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRETZ: Petition of William H. Taylor and 290 cit 
zens of Crawford County, Ind., praying for a pension for 
Taylor, to accompany House bill 6024—to the Committee on 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRYAN: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, for free de 
livery of mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


By Mr. COBURN: Petition of James Thompson and others, fo 






free delivery of mail in country districts—to the Committee o1 
“ Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. COMPTON: Petition, to accompany House bill 1365 


John N. Armstrong, for relief, to the e ‘ffect that his claim for work 
and labor pe rformed on the Jarner Creek Canal under the lat 
board of public works of the District of Columbia, may be paid, 
and the necessary appropriation made therefor—to th 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Barbara Bolander, for the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion standing against her late hus- 
band, Conrad Schindler, Company B, Fifty-fourth New York 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: Petition and affidavits of the citizens 
of Ludlow and Covington, Ky., to accompany House bill praying 
for an appropriation to protect the bank of the Ohio River on 
the Kentucky shore and prevent the destruction of the public 


e Commit- 





roads and private property of said cities—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Canatown, Pendleton 
County, praying for an increase of salary to postmasters in a cer- 
tain class of post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, pe tition of A.G. Wileman Post, No. 5, Grand Army of 
the Republic, at Falm@aith, Ky., praying for an amendment to 
the pension-law act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of citizens of lowa, for the pas- 
sage of the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DURBOR¢ W: Petition of the National Philatelica 
Society, to remit the collection of duty on foreign post: 
stamps—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EPES: Petition of John R. Chappell, exeeutor of R. 
W. Chappell, deceased, for relief and compensation for prop« 
used and destroyed by the Federal Army—to the 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GANTZ: Petition of citizens of Allen _— 
of Darke, Ohio, for free delivery of mails in country strict 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

Also, petition of the National Woman’s Christian Temperance: 
Union, asking that no exposition or exhibition for which appro- 


Committee on 





priations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of Raritan 
Middlesex County, N. J., for free deliv« ry of mails in count 
districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roac 

sy Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of 113 citizens of West Branc 
Cedar ¢ Younty, Lowa, asking increased pay for postmaster at West 


Branch—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pos t-Road 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Marion County, Mo., 
in favor of free delivery of mails in country districts—to the Con 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial of the Oregon State board of 
commerce, urging the necessity for liberal appropriations f 
improvements—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of William E. Serna! yompany A, 
Sixty-eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, for correction of i 
tary record—to the Committee on aes Affairs. 

Also, petition of William S. Fox, late private in Cor npany G, 
Ninth Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers, for correctior 
military record—to the Committee on Militar y Affairs. 

Also, petition of William W. Snyde r, late captain of the Ninth 
Cav alry, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteers, thatthe benefit of the arrears-of-pension act be extended 
to him—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Alonzo Scott, late private of Company I’, 
Fourth Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, for correction 
of military record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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rines in the Mexican war, for increase of pension—to the Com- 
mittes eee 
By } \YLOR of Tennessee: Petition to accompany bill for 
amendment of the military record of Stephen M. Huneyeutt—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. WAUGH: Petition of postmasters of Hamilton County, 
! for increased compensation to the postmasters of the fourth 


— to the Committee on the Post-Of flice and Post-Roads. 

By \ .W Hr rE: Petition of citizens of Jasper County, lowe 
praying for free delivery of mail—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Pe os t-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Monroe County, Iowa, praying for 
the passage of the antioption bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
Culture. 

By Mr. WIKE: Petition of the Willman & Dwin Tobacco 
Company and others, citizens and tobacco manufacturers of the 
city of Quiney, Ill., for the amendment of section 26 of the reve- 
nue laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, evidence relating to the claim of John Tewksbury, lieuten- 
ant-colonel, First Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid 





Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 17, 1892, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journalof yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PROTECTION OF MINERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, as 
follow 


the & te and House of Representatives: 


There was passed by the last Congress “ An act for the protectic len : : 
was passed by last Congr nact for the protection of the | § Grand Army of the Republic, of Joliet, Ill., favoring the re- 


lives of the miners in the Territories,’’ which was approved by ms on the 3d 
day of March, 1891. That no appropriation was made to enable me to carry 
the act into effect resulted, I suppose, from the fact that it was passed so late 
ia the session, This law recognizes the necessity of a responsible public in 
senten and supervision of the business of mining In the interest of the 
miners, and is in line with the legislation of most of the States 

rhe 2 work oft miner has its unavoidable incidents of discomfort and dan 
rer 1d these sl 10uld not be increased by the neglect of the owne rs to pro 
vide every practicable safety appliance. Economies which involve a sacri 
fice of human life are intolerable 

1 transmit herewith memorials from several hundred miners working in 
the coal mines in the Indian Territory, asking for the appointment of an 
inspector under the act referred to. The recent frightful disaster at Krebs, 
in that Territory, in which sixty-seven miners met a horrible death, gives 
u ney to their appeal, and I recommend that a special appropriation be at 
once made for the salaries and the necessary expenses of the inspectors pro- 
vided for in the law 











BF NJ. HARRISON 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 16, 1892 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 328) to establish lineal promotion throughout 
the several lines of artillery, cavalry, and infantry of the Army 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of residents and vessel- 
owners of Oconto, Wis., praying for the purchase of the Sturgeon 
Bay Ship Cana ul, and that such canal be made free to navigation: 
\ hich was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PAS( 30 pr sented a petition of the Orlando (Fla.) Improve- 
ment Association, praying for the continuation of the fast mail 

rvice from New York City to Tampa, and stating that its dis- 
continuance would act as a check upon the interests of the South 
now being developed; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Cooper County Farmers 
and Laborers’ Union, of Cooper County, Mo., praying for the free 
coinage of silver and the election of Unite d States Senators by 
popular vote; also for the prohibition of gambling in; grain options; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of the citizens of Brook- 

d, Vt., praying for the free delivery of mails in country dis- 
tricts: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition adopted by Encampment 
No. 35, Union Veteran Legion of the United States, praying such 
an amendmentof the pension laws so that widows of soldiers will 
not be required to prove that the death of their husbands was 
caused by disease contracted in the Army; also that such widows 
may receive $12 amonth pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Eleventh Ohio 
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Volunteer Infantry, praying for the passage of a law to make 
good certain pay and bounty withheld from them: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 44 citizens of Wayne County, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called option bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the J oeeee 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of H. Northam and 
C. E. Pierce, of Pawnee City, Nebr., praying the enactment 


| of a law to reclassify the Railw ay Mail Service; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Irrigation Congress held 
at Salt Lake City, Utah, and adopted by the Omaha (Ne br.) 
Board of Trade, praying Congress to cede to the States and Ter- 


| ritories, upon such conditions as shall serve the public interest, 


| all publie lands needful for irrigation within such States and 


Territories, except mineral lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. PALMER presented the memorial of John Cowden, of 
Washington, D. C., in relation to the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. GIBSON of Maryland presented a petition of the Merchants 
and Manufacturers’ Association of Baltimore, Md., a petition 
of the mayor and city council of Baltimore, Md., and a petition 
of Post No. 46, Grand Army of the Republic, of Baltimore, Md., 
praying for the passage of a bill to transfer the Revenue Cutter 
Service to the naval establishment; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of citizens of Dunlap, IIl., 


| praying for the passage of what is known as the Conger lard bill; 


which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Grange No. 1919, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Dunlap, IIl., favoring the prohibition 


of the fictitious buying and selling of agricultural products; which 


was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented resolutions adopted by Bartleson Post, No. 


moval of the remains of Gen. Grant to the Arlington National 
Cemetery; which were referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Jacob Frye Post, No. 193, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Roodhouse, Ill., a memorial of Isaac 
MeNeas Post, No. 289, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mount 
Sterling, Ill., and amemorial of West Salem (Ill.) Post, No. 222, 
Grand Army of the Republic, remonstrating against the passage 
of a free coinage bill: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of D. H. Williams and 24 
other citizens of Madison, Conn., praying for the passage of the 


| option bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
| clary. 


Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., praying an appropriation by Con- 
gress for the improvement of the Missouri and Mississippi 
Rivers, and that the work may proceed continuously to a speedy 
completion; which was referred to the Committee on C sane ree. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., 
praying for the passage of the bill to equalize the salaries of the 
letter-carriers of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Minneapolis, praying for appropriations for the improvement 
of the water ways of the Mississippi Valley, and that a proper 
proportion be designated for work between Minneapolis and the 
mouth of the Missouri River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., indorsing the resolutions of the Western Water 
Ways Convention, held at Evansville, Ind., October 14 and 15, 
1891; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


VILAS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
bem * the bill (S. 1287) for the relief of M. B. Ryan, administra- 
tor de bonis non, son, and only heir at law of John S. Ryan, de- 
ceased, late of Charleston, S. C., reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 32) for the relief of the legal representatives of Adam 
Ruebeling, deceased, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. QUAY on 
December 15, 1891, requesting the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to inquire whether the acquisition of certain portions of 
the territory of the Republic of Mexico is practicable, reported 
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adversely thereon, and asked to be discharged from its further | 


consideration; which was agreed to. 
Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 


was referred the bill (S. 152) for the relief of Francis Masich, of | 


Louisiana, asked to be discharged from itsfurther consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 118) for the relief of the estate of Isaac W. Talking- 
ton, deceased, asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 466) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury toad- 
just and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the United 
States, and to pay said Willbur such sumof money as he may be 
justly and equitably entitled to, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

sMr. CAREY, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1276) providing for the adjustment 
and payment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics arising 
under the eight-hour law, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1947) for the relief of 
John G. Evans, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Naval-Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 822) for the relief of Lieut. Je- 
rome E. Morse, of the United States Navy, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 578) for the relief of Marian F. Haynie, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, 
which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 10) for the relief of the legal representatives of Doug- 
las Dale, deceased; 

A bill (S. 320) for the relief of Henry Ayres; and 

A bill (S. 889) for the relief of Dieterick Glander. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 49) for the relief of Samuel Tate, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

RETURN OF BATTLE FLAGS TO MEXICO. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 36 
authorizing the President to return certain battle flags to the 
Republic of Mexico, to report it favorably without amendment, 
and to ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, and, there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It authorizes the President to return to the 
Republic of Mexico twenty-one battle flags, now in the museum 
of the United States Military Academy, which were captured by 
the Army of the United States during the late war with Mexica. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, 1 wish to say but a word. | 


As this is an act of courtesy to a friendly power, suggested to the 
committee and to Congress by the present minister to Mexico 
and also by Mr. Curtis, the gentleman who is connected with the 
organization of the American Republics, the Committee on For- 
eign Relations thought it was a proper thing to do. I hope the 
joint resolution will be passed without any objection. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment. 

Mr.COCKRELL. How has the jointresolution been reported? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been reported favorably. I have a 
letter here from our minister to Mexico on the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I heartily approve of the measure, and ] 
hope it may be adopted. That is the only reason why I wanted 
to inquire whether it is a favorable report or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; the report is favorable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the joint resolution ought to be 
adopted beyond any doubt. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was unanimously agreed to by the com- 
mittee, and I hope there will be no objection to its passage. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WRECKAGE OF THE TRENTON AND VANDALIA. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1831) to admit free of duty the 
wreckage of the ships Trenton and Vandalia, presented by the 
United States to the King of Samoa, to submit a favorable report 
thereon. 
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| Mr. President, this is a small affair and relates to the King of 
| Samoa. I think there will be no objection on the part of any 
| Senator to the present passage of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill 
| 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

IRRIGATION INQUIRY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report back the letter from the Secretary of Agri- 
lsculture, transmitting the final report of the artesian and under- 
flow investigation and of the irrigation inquiry. The documents 
accompanying this letter are quite voluminous. but they are of 
very great importance, and the report is the result of an inves- 
tigation made by order of Congress. The committee recom- 
mend that the usual number of this document be printed. I sub- 
mit a written report in the matter, which I ask may be printed 
also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The usual number of the docu- 
ments will be printed if there be no objection. It is so ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

| Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2251) for the relief of 
Francis W. Wickham; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (for Mr. CAMERON) introduced a bill (S. 
2252) for the relief of Commander George M. Bache, United States 
Navy (retired); which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2253) granting a pension to 
William Copes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2254) authorizing the Quincy 
Pontoon Bridge Company to construct and maintain a pontoon 
bridge across the Mississippi River at the city of Quincy, in the 
State of Illinois; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2255) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Simon Devore; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2256) for the relief of Carroll L. 
Comstock; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2257) for the relief of John 
O’Keane, of the State of Washington; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2258) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Eddie Powers; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON of Maryland introduced a bill (S. 2259) to remove 
the charge of desertion against John Redding; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2260) for the relief of the trustees 
of Isaac R. Trimble; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2261) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Henry W. Freedley, late major in the United 
States Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (S. 2262) for the relief of 
the next of kin of Robert Morris, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2263) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes;” 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As the Committee on Territories is at the 
present time conducting an investigation under special author- 
ity from the Senate respecting this particular subject, I will 
move the reference of the bill to that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 2264) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to establish circuit courts of appeals and to define 
| and regulate in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes;” which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2265) for the removal 
of snow and ice from the sidewalks, crosswalks, and gutters in 


‘the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and for other pur- 


} 
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poses; ¥ ch Was read twice by its title. and referred to the Com- | ending June 30, 1891, together with the usual necessary progress sketches 
+4 ‘ District of ¢ u yi and illustrations, 1,000 copies of which shall be for t ise of the Senate, 2,000 
mL ; ee 0 mt ~- . ws . , | copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the 
He i ntroduced a bill(S. 2266) for the relief of Louis A. | use of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey 
\ . : . “ore + : hax + +i¢ < : . > ' 
e: wh as read twice by itsti .and referred to the Com- a . = = . ee 
: S ari : , , INTERNATIONAL GEOLOGICAL CONFERENCE. 
‘ Val «ak } as . 
DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2267) authorizing additional | Mr. Mz NDE RSON subm nee ee following concurrent resolu- 
( ensation to the assistant commissioners to the industrial ex- | tion; which was considered by unanimous conse nt, and agreed to: 
Melbourne, Australia; which was read twice by | . Zesolved by the s the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
: od to the ¢ eel = (let . there be printed at re Government Printing Om ys 3,000 ‘copies of the pro- 
‘ red to e ) 1m] on alms. : ceedings and transactions of the International Geological C ongress held in 
i aiso introduced a Di 5. 2268) for the relief of J. Henry | Washington, D. C., August 26 to September 2, 1891, and that they be deliv- 
Rives: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | ered to the officers of the said congress for the use of its members, the print- 
! 7 ng to be done on the requisition and with the approval of the Secretary of 
on Claln . State . 
SLACK BURN int ed a bi 5. 26! the relief of | — — : ’ *PICAN > —™P ANT 
_ Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2269) for the relief of SUPPRESSION OF AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 
Augustus Beasley, of Henry County, Ky.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. Ir. MANDERSON. Iamdirected by the Committee on Print- 
“He also introduced a bill (S. 2270) for the relief of Thomas P. | ing to report favorably the resolution which I send to the desk, 
Force, administrator of the estate of Peter Force, deceased, late and ask for its present consideration. 
of Henry County, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and re- | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read 
f, 1 t; e Committee on Claims ° The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 
Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2271) for the relief of Nancy The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
. . . . + : : aAorPre 1 + ace fr)! re 
E. Day, administratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased; | 26Teed tO, as 1ollows- 
which was read twice by its title. and referred to tl] 1e Committ e Resolved, That there be printed for distribution by the Senate 5,000 copies 
on ¢ of “A general act, signed at Brussels July 2, 1890, by the plenipotentiaries of 
) . ; ; 
: : : oane : : ._. | the United States and other powers for the suppression of the African slave 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2272) granting a pension to Harrie trade,” and of “Aconvention of commerce and navigation between the United 
W. Stevens: som was read twice by its title. and. with the ae- | States and the independent State of Congo, signed at Brussels, January 2 
1 s . . 891,” as amended, with the proceedings of the Senate there 
con ponies papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. — Soe op in FURR a ae Saas ee 


Mr. McPHE RS »N introduced a bill (S. 2273) for the relief of 
th oo representatives of James Bell, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2274) for the relief of William 
Mickler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (for Mr. CAMERON) introduced a joint res- 
olution (S. R. 50) authorizing payment of pay and allowances to 
rs who were discharged from the Army of the United States 
after the close of the war of the rebellion by special order se- 
cured by action ¢ friends, and before the date of general order 
mustering out their commands; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Mi litary Affairs. 

Mr. KENNA introduced a joint resoluti 5. R. 51) to provide 








ming 
Aili ti 





for the payment of amounts due per diem clerks and clerks to 
Senators heretofore employed under resolution of the Senate: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. , 

Mr. GIBSON of Maryland introduced a joint resolution (S. -_ 
2) to a horize the Secretary of War to make a survey, plan, a! 
estimate of the cost of constructing a bridge ae ‘oss the ee 
Branch of the Potomae River in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice, byits title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
aaa aie 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 





COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
po tothe Military Academy appropriation bill; which 
wa to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
te 

| ND ( \RD [LJ AD LANDS 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution: which was 
cr \ na mous consent hd agreet oO 
\ ie S etal rf Interior lirected to send tot Sen 
$ i I ull « i 1 file in | Department ven by al 
: ) i by or claim the ) ' 
‘ { i = neaer any ac { Cor SS gral 
ECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLI 
PALMER. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morn- 
as may be convenient, [ shall call up the joint 
I ti ). KR. 37) proposing an amendm ntto the Constitution 
oO States, rela r tot é 1 of Senators by the 
} ) e att n ¢ » Senate for a short 
DEATH OF SENATOR PLUM 
PEPFER. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
act that a resolution was adopted some weeks ago setting 
apart t ( w, the 18th day of the month, for special services 
in m e late Senator Plumb, and at 2 o’clock to-morrow 
[ shall ask Senate to consider appropriate resolutions relat- 
ing theret 
COAST SURVEY REPORT. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following goncurrent reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 


be printed and bound in c loth 5,000 xtra copies of the report of the Supe rin- 
7 


tendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year 


| 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution to print 12,500 copies of the-eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon Leonidas C. Houk, late a Representative 
from the State of Tennessee. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 4107) to change the corporate 
name of the National Safe Deposit Company of Washington; and 
it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BOISE CITY, IDAHO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning 
business that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
will be proceeded with. 

The bill (S. 393) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a publie building thereon at Boisé City, in the State 
of Idaho, was announced as tirst in order on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was under consideration 


yesterday: it bad been reported to the Senate, and the pending 
q os is on the amendment of ee Senniertinek Missouri ( Mr. 
Co ‘KRELL). : ich will be stated. 

» CHIEF 'LERK. In line I2 of the first section strike out 


{ ae id insert ‘‘one” before the word ‘‘hundred,” so as to read: 
Not to exceed the sum 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

am oe nt of the Senator from Missouri 
Mr. CAREY. If the bill is recommitted to the Committee on 

Pablic Buildings and Grounds will it lose its place on the Cal- 


of $100,000 


endar? 

The nae E-PRESIDENT. It will. 

Mr. COCKI CELL. That will be amatter of arrangement when 

e bi li is reported back. If the bill is reeommitted to the com- 
mittee and repor “ted back there will probably be no objection to 
putting it at the same place it now occupies upon the Calendar. 
Mr. Cc ARE a: Is there any o bjection to th: 2 

’ 


‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. So far as [ am concern .d, if the bill is 
properly reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, they may ask for its consideration at the time they re- 
portit. If nobody else objects I shall not object, so that the 
matte : is done decently and in order. 

Mr. CAREY. With that understanding I will ask that the 


bill a recommitted to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. With the understanding that it 
shall retain its place on the Calendar? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Reserving its number and place on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CAREY. Yes; reserving its number and place on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there page to the request 
made by the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none, 
and the bill will be recommitted, and its place on the Calendar 
will be reserved. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ST. PAUL, MINN. 

The bill (S. 345) to increase the appropriation for the erection 
of a public building at St. Paul, Minn., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | the face of the law, for a number of years retained fees to wl 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | th re not entitled; these off : ha ( edd 
and passed. | no that they would not therea m 1 to retain 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HELENA, MONT. these fees, did retain them inethe face of the order of the Com- 
: a : 5‘ : 14: >.-:7, | missioner of the General Land Office, a her y were com- 
The bill (S. 786) to provide for the erection of a public build- | led to © pay th i into the T ‘ Peay ( — 
: . . . 1 7 . 5 so 5 peter ( < ne it Lone as , . 0 I ress 
ing in the city of Helena, Mont., was announced as next inorder | ¢¢ +1, United States and ask this G sand tic), aes eee 
on the Calendar. RQ QW) « f flat ‘ ae 
. .s . ° DO,.OU ut of the people's money whe ni { iV. notori- 
Mr. SANDERS. I move that th at bill be recommitted to tl Sa knowinelv violated t! a oi 
1 4 4 UV Sly, « and BRILUOV ipeiy YVi9Nlavled | ‘ ees 
Committee on Public Buil aoe and Grounds, and I ask that i tale hill ceneeeesl tii hadi hades, cdl her Be. ( 
ose its . 1e Calendar by reason of the recom- | , ; ca ae a : on ear % 
may ~~ its number on tl falendar by ison of the re | land. Itcame back here, vetoed on two grounds. It was in- 
mitment. ‘ated by a Cdn hilt tak Sh we 
; ae sisted by the friends of the bill tha was only vetoed on one 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be recommitted to th sieadie teh is. Seek tae aeeel a eo a 0 ~ on 
“a : go l ; that 1s, that the prooi was l iclent as to the amoun 
ittee. rete g its place on the Calendar when reported, | °.-, ° / cea had “ei 
oo. } ice The Chair ee none " | paid, but it was vetoed upon the ground that these parties had 
I 10Fre & J ' eo a a a | notice in 1877, and al so upon the further ground that the proof 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT OMAHA, NEBR. | was insufficient, and if the Senator from Oregon will read the 
’ ‘ ’ : * 4% } veto message he will find that both causes were put down as th: 
The bill (S. 196) to increase the appropriation for the purchase : astaw dlew bill 13 : ae a 
» . } , ‘easons Whv 16 DLL should not Cc Li 
of a site and the erection of a public building at Omaha, Neb reason a = oul Di ula ; 
7 : 1 . | ask the ate to bear in mind that y ar ot seeking te 
was considered as in Committee of the Whol Pes th ; 2. os oe = <ing to 
ne 97 né > these parties pez be ne cierkK hire which the rets ed 

The bill was reported to the Senate with out amendment, or- | ™4 1864 4 ‘i ee a SER Se CES BARS WEE See -_ 

tron ) oO LST7. bees they were Oo lé naer 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | ()°°"-): : — oy to do that und 
and passed | the ruling of the Denantan nt here, bu required, after 
a assed. eg ! 


AND CHARLES H. CHAMBERLAIN. 


of William R. Wheaton and 
of California, was considered as in Com- 


WILLIAM R. WHEATON 

The bill (S. 1216) for the relief 

Charles H. Chamberlain, 
mittee of the Whole. 

It provides for the payment to William R. Wheaton, ex-reg- 
ister, and to Charles H. Chamberlain, ex-receiver, of the land of- 
fice at San Francisco, Cal., jointly, of $3,800, helen a port 
the amount deposited in the Treasury of the United States by 
them as fees for testimony which was taken by clerks whose com- 
pensation was paid from the private funds of the ex-register and 
ex-receiver. 

Mr.BERRY. Mr. President, in my opinion the billou cht not to 
pass, and if I can get the attention of the Senate for a moment, ] 
will state that it is a proposition to appropriate $3,800 to Mr. 
Chamberlain and Mr. Wheaton, formerly register and receiver 
of the land office at San Francisco, Cal. 

Under the law in existence atthe time they were holdin; 
offices there was, I think, a $500 salary provided for each of th s 
officers, and furthermore certain fees, and if the fees and the sal 
ary combined amounted to more than $3,000 a year, then the ex- 
cess was to be paid into the Treasury of the United States, each 
of these officers being permitted to receive the sum of $3,000 a 
year, but no greater sum under any circumstances. 

There was also then and is to-dé uy a law in existence that th« 
officers had no authority to e nee any clerk unless the 
had previously been made by the Commissioner of t 
Land Office, or were authorized 
authority. 

In 1864 certain provided for the land offices, 15 cents 
a hundred words for copying testimony taken in conteste sd and 
other cases. For some cause or other, but certainly directly in 
the face of the law, for a number of years the receivers 
registers were permitted to use these fees to en iploy clerks. 
was directly contrary to the law: it was in the face 
which provided that they should not receive more than $3,000 
per annum each, and that they should not pay for any clerk under 
them unless previously authorized so to do. 

In 1877, however, the General Land ( fice made 
ing that the fees arising from a t imony 
into the Treasury of the U tes, and the officers were so 
informed. aaa, as I have said, was in 1877, and it ordered that 
t] ler’ after these fees must be paid into the Treasury, and t 
would not be permitted to retain them to pay for clerk hi 
they were notauthorized to employ such clerks. These two of- 
ficers in the State of California disregarded that order of 1 
Commissioner of the General Land Oftice, refused for the tim 
being to turn over the fees, but still retained them until some 
time in 1879, when a peremptory order was made requiring th 
to turn over all fees received after notice had i 
them. They thereupon paid the fees into the Treasury of the 
United States, the amount of fees between two date 
amounting to, I think, something over $5,000. 

This bill seeks to pay these officers $3,800, which i 
they paid clerks between 1877 and on , between the dates whe 
they were notified that these fees s ld be paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and when ‘an y refused to comply wit 


it. 


ion of 


hese 


order 
he General 
unless they to do it by previous 


fees were 





and 


h 


of the statute 


a correct 
takin snould 


nited Sti 





this peen 


those 


is Ciaime 
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Now, they claim that they employed these clerks, and that 
they paid two of them $100 amonth each during thattime. That 
is proven by the testimony of one witness, one of the clerks 
swearing he was paid that sum and that 
another clerk was. 

These are the facts of 


he had know ed 


the case, 


that these officers, directly in 


hey had received due notice that thereafter these fees must b 
paid into the Treasury, and the law upon its face says that the 
should not employ clerks unless they were authorized to do so 
previously. Therefore there is no shadow of claim, as conceive, 
against the Government of the United St these 
parties. 


Now, Mr 


ates on behalf of 


resident, it is true that if the Senate of the United 


States wants to donate to these two officers the sum of $3,800 it 
has doubtless the power to do so; but if itis done under any 
theory that the Government is indebted to these parties, I pro- 
test against any such idea, because the proof shows that we do 


not owe them equitably or legally 


y $1. Itherefore think that this 
bill ought not to pass. 


[t is true the sum is not very great, but 
it is like hundreds of other claims that come here of parties seek- 
ing year after year to get money, not that the Government owes 
them. but —_ some theory of equity that they have paid it out 
in the face of the law, and therefore the Governme 


nt should 


make it 


rood. 











[t is true, as I said, the sum is not great, but it will set a pré 
edent for hundreds of other cases, and if we are going to give 
away money, [do not know any claim that Mr. Wheaton and Mr 

Chamberlain have to have it given to them over and above any 
ae citizens of the United States 

Mhe se are the object ms L have tot passage of the bill. 

Mr. DOL ri. L shall not take up the time of the Senate at 

‘but [ should like to be heard this b 

e how people \ Lilé 1 ! ra Lina I 
think that the Government of the United States uuld be dis- 
honored if it should re e to pa oO Tt L ( this 
bill the amou or which the b s wal S 4 
! penator Who has ) ( 1 I \ 
) Y a UIs t I i ( ‘ ) ‘ 
similiar Circums tant 

[ is b L nas I Ca assed 5 ‘ iT a ) 
Houses in the first s ( | ( rress a i 
to the President of t | ds } en da ‘ ( 
cress adjourned, Vv not ¢ ! ore th 
( 12 2 iaw. [t agi iss ( S01 4 ! | 
next session It was et al « 

n of the Presid I 

omer to si i t I ) l 
ties was paid « ) t | ‘ ~ I 0 
is lilied, and the 5 , ) 
ite « 3) ‘ “ 
Pre ( I the a t? } 
ti l by the Senator who ha . i 
( alic to ‘ t 

non for the pu of « \ i 

( rent 1 r as 1 ) 
, C ; a F 
ned Ol the 1 a 

r B] RR\ 5 
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M DOLPH a ? 

! } tRY VV 5 { 
( aer 1 ( a} 

Mr. DOLPH Ther ; nothing to show that that 

ived: and li t had b nh rec \ tT ( l ( 
the facts so as to affect the merits. 

This register and receiv afte l ( 
$5,000 and over earn by the very « 
of whom it is proposed to refund to th 
taking testimony d ¢ a period of a O a yea 
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which time the register and receiver paid out to two clerks $100 
each per month, or $200 per month. It is now pee to re- 
fund to them, out of the fees so earned for clerica 

paid out by them for clerk hire @tring this time for the benefit 
of the United States. The United States, after refunding this 
clerk hire, will make a profit of more than $1,000 out of the 


labor of these clerks. As soon as the register and receiver were | 


required to pay this money into the Treasury, and at the ex- 
piration of the time for which they claim to be reimbursed for 
payments made to clerks, the Interior Department authorized 
the employment of two clerks at $100 per month each, which has 
been continued from that time, to perform the very same labor 
performed by these clerks. I repeat, if the honorable Senator 
was aware that any private individual refused to pay money 
under such circumstances he would charge him with being a 
dishonest man and a thief. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule a Senator is entitled 
to speak but once. - 

Mr. BERRY. Ilask unanimous consent to make afew remarks 
in reply to the Senator from Oregon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOLPH. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BERRY. Who made the objection? 

Mr. DOLPH. I withdraw it. 
Mr. BERRY. I want to know what Senator made the objec- 
tion. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is withdrawn, and | 


the Senator will proceed. 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon says 


these gentlemen denied that they received the notice in 1877. I | 


state to the Senate there is no denial in the record nor in the 
papers anywhere nor can the Senator find it, but on the contrary 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, a Republican Com- 
missioner, says that they did have notice, and that this particular 
office had notice in 1877 that thereafter they could not retain 
these fees for the purpose of paying clerk hire. The law further- 
more said that they should have noclerks unless they were pre- 
viously authorized. 

I repeat that the record shows that they were notified in 1877, 
that they refused to obey the order of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, that they continued for sixteen or eighteen 
months to employ these two clerks in the face of the law, in the 
face of the notice, and now they come here and say that the Gov- 
ernment should pay them this money. 

The Senator says a man would be dishonest in private life if 
he refused to do this. I say that I do not think there is a man 
anywhere who would have the cheek to come to a private indi- 
vidual after he had received due notice that he could not have 


this thereafter, that the law does not authorize it and he must | 


pay itinto the Treasury, and notwithstanding that notice still 
retain it, and when eighteen months afterwards he was foreed to 
pay it in, then he comes back begging this Government to return 
to him the money that he says he paid to these clerks which the 
law did not authorize him to pay. These are the facts. 

As I said before, if this Senate wants to give these gentlemen 


$3,800 they have the power to do so, but in the name of all that | 


is just and honorable, do not give it under false pretenses or un- 
der any idea that we owe it, but give it straight out like men. 

President Cleveland vetoed this bill, and said it was unjust and 
ought not to pass. [agree with him inthat. I think they have 
no shadow of claim against the Government of the United States, 
and the sooner the Senate sitsdown on such claims the better it 
will be for the country, and the fewer of these people will be lob- 
bying around the Senate. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third 
time. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 


Mr. BERRY. lLask for the yeas and nays on the final passage | 


of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from [ndiana[Mr. TURPIE]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** vea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all 
questions with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLcoTT]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I ask if the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with that Senator, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 


work, the sum | 


r jects 





Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. HILu]. 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. I do not see him 
present, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL]. Not knowing how he would vote if present, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the Senator from South Car- 
olina[Mr. IRBy] on political questions only; so I will vote ‘‘ yea” 


| on this question. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iam paired with the Senator from Florida 


[Mr. CALL], and therefore withhold my vote. 








The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 19; as follows: 
YEAS—30. ° 
| Allen, Dolph, Higgins, Squire, 
Brice, Dubois, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Carey, Felton, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Frye, Peffer, Teller, 
Chandler, Gallinger; Platt, Warren, 
Cullom, Hale, Sanders, * Washburn. 
Dawes, Hansbrough, Sawyer, 
Dixon, Hawley, Shoup, 
NAYS—19. 

| Barbour, Daniel, Kyle, Vance, 
Bate, George, McPherson, Vest, 

| Berry. Gray, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Chilton, Harris, Palmer, Walthall. 

| Coke, Jones, Ark. Pasco, 

NOT VOTING—39. 

Aldrich, Davis, Jones, Nev. Quay, 
Allison, Faulkner, Kenna, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Gibson, La. Manderson, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Md. Mitchell, Stanford, 
Butler, Gordon, Morrill, Turpie, 
Call, Gorman, Perkins, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hill, Pettigrew, White, 
Carlisle, Hiscock, Power, Wilson, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Colquitt, Irby, Pugh, 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. DOLPH. In regard to this bill, I ask, in view of the vote 


| which has just been had, to have inserted in the RECORD, as part 


of my remarks on the bill, the vote of the Senate on the question 


| as to whether the bill should pass over the veto of President 


Cleveland, and let the two votes be contrasted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. PALMER. I ask for information; does that request re- 


| fer to the bill just passed? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does refer tothe bill just passed. 

Mr. BERRY. The vote was taken before the Senator from 
Oregon submitted his request. 

Mr. PALMER. I think it proper that we should understand 
this matter. I think it may place those of us who have voted 
against this bill in a very false position to insert in the RECORD 
evidence that we have never seen. I endeavor to act in regard 
to matters of this sort with something like judicial fairness, and 
I should dislike to have it appear that I had voted against a 
measure, where, if the evidence had been before us when the sub- 
ject was under consideration, I might have voted otherwise. I 
object to the request of the Senator from Oregon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BERRY. The only thing that the Senator from Oregon 
proposes to insert in the RECORD is the vote that was taken upon 
a similar bill at a previous time for the purpose of showing, I 
suppose, that certain Senators have changed their minds. 

Mr. PALMER. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. That record will show that I voted just as I 
vote now. It may show that some others did not; but the bill 
has passed, the debate is ended. This proposition is in the na- 
ture of continuing the debate, and I object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the first time I get the floor I 
will put it in with some pertinent remarks upon the action of the 
Senate on this bill. 

EULOGIES ON L. C. HOUK. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate the following concurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 


be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon Leonidas C, Houk, late 
a Representative from the State of Tennessee, 12,500 copies, of which 2,500 
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copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to have printed, at the earliest date possible practicable, a portrait of 
the said Leonidas C. Houk, to accompany said eulogies. That of the quota 
of the House of Representatives the Public Printer shall set apart 50 copies, 
which he shall have bound in full morocco, with gilt edges, the same to be 
delivered when completed to the family of the deceased. 


SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the contested-election case of Clagett vs. Dubois. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution as reported by the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 

Resolved, That Fred. T. Dubois is entitled to retain the seat he now holds 
as Senator from the State of Idaho for the full term commencing March 4, 


891. 

Resolved, That William H. Clagett is not entitled to be admitted to a seat 
in the Senate from the State of Idaho for the term commencing March 4, 
A. D. 1891. 


LICENSES TO THEATERS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report with amendments the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 45) to regulate licenses to proprietors of theaters in 
the city of Washington, D. C. 

Mr. {ITCHELL. If it will lead to no discussion I shall not 
object. 

Mr.McMILLAN. I think there will be no discussion upon it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 45) to 


regulate licenses to proprietors of theaters in the city of Wash- | 


ington, D.C. 
The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of 


Columbia was, after the word ‘‘Columbia,” in line 2, to strike | 


out the remainder of the joint resolution and insert: 


To proprietors of theaters or other public places of amusement in the city of 
Washington, D. C.,and now in force be, and the same are hereby, terminated, 
unless the persons holding such licenses shall within ten days after due no- 
tice comply with such regulations as may be prescribed for the public safety 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

SEc. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized and ———— to make and enforce all such reasonable and 
usual police regulations, in addition to those already made under the act of 
January 26, 1887, as they may deem necessary for the protection of the lives, 
limbs, health, comfort, and quiet of all persons, and the protection of all 
property within the District of Columbia. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A joint resolution to regulate licenses to proprietors of 
theaters, and for other purposes.” 


SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Whatis the regular order? 
to understand about that? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Clagett-Dubois contested-election case. 

Mr. PADDOCK. How does it become the regular order? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It has been taken up by the vote of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no unfinished business in the morn- 
ing hour. There is no objection, I imagine, to taking up the 
contested-election case again, but that is the method and the 
only method by which we can proceed with it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It isa privileged question, and has been 
taken up by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Asa privileged question the Senator can in- 
sist on taking it up, but it is not unfinished business in the 
technical sense and therefore does not come under that designa- 
tion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No Senator has claimed that it is the un- 
finished business that I know of. It is the pending measure, 
taken up by a vote of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, the question that is before the Sen- 
ate is one, as has just been stated, of the highest privilege and one 
of very great importance. It concerns the regularity and legality 
of the election of a Senator from a State of this Union, and there- 


What are we 
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the Constitution the sole judges of the elections and returns of 
members of this body. It concerns the interpretation of a law 
passed by the Congress of the United States more than twenty- 
five years ago under the grant of power conferred by the Consti- 
tution of the United States upon Congress practically to regulate 
the time and manner of electing Senators. 

This law was passed after discussion; it was carefully framed, 
and was meant to meetirregularities and mischiefs that had been 
recognized very widely in the then practice of electing Senators 
te this body. The necessity for that law being thus recognized 
and the practice under it having been settled for more than a 
quarter of a century, as the minority of the committee conceive, 
it becomes a matter of very serious moment to the Senate when 
the suggestion is made that that practice, thus settled, should be 
changed, or that anything of confusion should be restored to this 
high function of electing a Senator, a confusion which the law 
was intended to remove. 

The facts in the case that is now before us lie within a very 
narrow compass. The State of Idaho, one of the last to enter 
the sisterhood of States, was admitted under an act of Congress 
passed on July 3, 1890, which, after reciting that the people of 
the Territory of Idaho had theretofore, by a convention assem- 
bled for that purpose, formed aconstitution for themselves, which 
was duly ratified by the people of the said Territory, proceeded 
to state: 

Whereas said convention and the people of said Territory have asked the 
admission of said Territory into the Union of States on an equal footing 
with the original States in all respects whatever: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the State of Idaho is hereby declared to be a State 
of the United States of America, and is hereby declared to be admitted into 
the Union, ete. 

Section 20 of said act, admitting the State, reads as follows: 

That the Legislature of the said State may elect two Senators of the United 
States, as provided by the constitution of the said State 

The constitution of the State provides that 

Within ten days after the organization of the Legislature both houses of 
the Legislature shall then and there proceed to elect, as provided by law, 
two Senators of the United States for the State of Idaho 

So that this state of things came about, that in filling what may 
be called the original vacancies in the office of Senator from the 
State of Idaho the act of Congress superseded the general law on 
that subject which was passed in July, 1866, so far as to authorize 
the election of two Senators within ten days after the organiza- 
tion of the Legislature; whereas the general law for the election of 
Senators provides that the election for Senators shall be initiated 
on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization of the 
Legislature. The enabling act provides that they shall proceed 
to elect within ten days after the organization, as ‘‘ provided by 
law;” that is, I take it, that the manner of electing was to con- 
form to what was prescribed in the act of 1866; but the time of 
election, which is the other feature of the election that is com- 
mitted to the regulation of Congress by the Constitution, was to 
be within ten days, instead of the second Tuesday, after the or- 
ganization. That was all. 

It was necessary that, as soon as this State was admitted and 
entitled to representation in the Senate, those two original vacan- 
cies, so called, should be filled, and this enabling act and the 
constitution of the State, which the enabling act recognized in 
that regard, provided for a speedy performance of that duty. 
On this point there is no difference in your Committee on Privi- 


| leges and Elections. 


fore challenges the serious attention of Senators, who are made by ' 


We find that within the ten days prescribed by the enabling 
act and the constitution of the State the Legislature of Idaho 
did proceed to perform the duty thus imposed upon it, to fill im- 
mediately the positions of Senators of the United States who 
were immediately to represent that State. I repeat, we find 
that on the 16th of December, within the ten days, the Legisla- 
ture having met upon the 8th of that month, the Legislature 
proceeded to perform the duty thus imposed upon it by the act 
of Congress, to elect two Senators. So we find that on the 13th 
this concurrent resolution was passed by the Senate: 

Resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That the senate and house of 
representatives proceed to elect, as provided by law 

Quoting the very language of the enabling act 
United States Senators at the hour of 12 o'¢ 
day of December, 1890. 


lock m., on Tuesday, the 16th 


And the house concurred in that resolution on the morning of 
the 16th by passing it in the w 
met separately on thi 


ords | hay e just re ad. 


J 


The houses 
6th, which happened to be Tuesday. 


They each, as evidenced by their journals, proceeded to vote for 
Senators agre ‘ably to this concurrent resolution. which was read 
in each house. Having taken one vote without result, they ad 
journed to meet in joint assembly upon the next day, which wa 


Wednesday, and which it was their duty to do, because the en- 
abling act, as well as the constitution of the State, said that they 
should proceed toelectin *‘ the manner provided by law.” ‘‘ Th 
manner provided by law” is the statute of the United States 
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regulatil tne manner ot electing penators, which prescribed 
that after the vot ad in the separate houses, the next day the 
members of the two houses shall meet in joint assembly, and the 
rec { sna I ad by the clerks of the ho es respectively, 
and if it appear that any one has n elected by the votes 
( e tTwe : separately, v en com ned, it shall be so de- 
clared, t if there shall have been no election, or if either house 
led to vote, then the joint assembly shall proceed. 
»0 they met on the 1 t day, whi was Wednesday, to p 
oO another part in the process of cting Senators under this 
' No ad be ‘ o tl time, so far as 
yurnals of eit sc los n gard to tl lection of 
a ad penator, thi olas ‘ 1 vacant iat wt 
or rp ( xX] t { mo it Senator, o ho oul 
b ‘ ‘ I es ! nit na en! ntloned in 
‘ by a ! { ar as t nals show 
\ LI'TCHI \\ the Senator a e? 
GRAY. \ eat pleasur 
r. MITCHELI Will the Senator not agree, in addition to 
what has een stated, which is corre that not! og as 
8a n the res tlio ch passed t two houses § arately, or 
by any other res tion or any other statement, which limited in 
ai mani r mber ¢ Sear itors 1 Li VrY yy) i ta ¢ ct 
"I ( ‘ Til ( . Tors o 
GINAY | ha sak l | have s] ly read, 
first place, what the enabling act and the constitu of the 
Sta D bye t within ten days after the organizatior 
shall proceed to elect. Let me read itagain. The constitut 
( stat ese! 
W 3 after ganizati he Legislature bo 
t ill then a there proceed to elect, as provi 
t U r States for the State of Idaho 
Mr. MITCHELL. From what is the Senator reading? 
r.GRAY. lam reading from the constitution of the Stat 
The enabling act says: 
That the Le iture of t id State may elect two Senators of the United 
St ss provided by the constitu f the said Stat 
May elect two Senators of the United States, as provided by the 
Constitution of the United States. 
The Legislature met upon the 8th of December. Upon the 13th 
of December this concurrent resolution was passed by the senate 
That the se ste a 10us frepre vbl | t rele as pl 
by law, 1 States Ser nT 
1 4) Decen 890) 
Which was within the ten days prescribed in the constitutio 
and in the enabling act 
30, up to the tim of the joint assembly, noth 
ir so far as ca e journal, had been said o1 
done by either bran lature in regard to the elec- 
ti ol al othe Ss hose that were required to b 
elected within the ten days to fill the original vacancies; but 
when the joint assembly met upon Wednesday they proceedex 
the ma prescribed under the Revised Statutes, that being th: 
manner presci d by law. Having voted—I do not recall now 
V r once or twic 
MT HI} LI On 
Ir. GRAY. Che ailed in « ng any oO to either ] 
and therefore th: uijourned to m« pon the next « Ly, Wl 
1Stl 
1 MITCHELL. There were two ballots on Wednesday. 
r. GRAY [It is immaterial! Then there were two ballots. 
I did not recollect. They failed, however, to elect. They then 
adjourned to meetupon the next day, which was Thursday. That 
was De er 18. Up to ime nothing had been said as 
LO I election of any other rs than the Senators to fill the 
O nal vacancies; b on ) 18, the second day of the 
v ne of t} int ass he two houses, Senator G 
( rm t ass mb 1 ng resolution 
; f re} hines 
yt > I | 1b Wwe ‘ t two Ur é 
S me t \ ‘ ‘ i i tha tte ich ele ms we imme 
‘ { t S s Se tor to f wcancy occurring 
Chat was debated somewhat, as appears by the journal of the 
col ntio1 , wa nan t was moved and voted down, 
and the resolutio ally passed in about that shape. So, aft 
t tion of the two Senators, whom, as the minority conten: 
t were met to elect, they did proceed to do what neither house 
had authorized them to do, what the enabling act certainly di 
not aut them to do, and which, if legally done, could onl; 
have been don nder the general statute in regard to the elec- 
tion of United States Senators as to time as well as manner. 
Now ( tseem to have been any discussion in that 
jointas bly in regard to the day upon which this third Senator 
was to élected; tlie point does not seem to have been raised; and 
I agree with the Senator from Oregon, that so far as this record 
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discloses anything, there is not one single syllable in it from one 

f it to the other to indicate that any protest was made or 

any argument had in regard to the time for the election of the 

third Senator being contrary to the statute in that case provided, 

but all through that record there is the clear demonstration that 
; t 


end 0 


; members w acting under the belief that the election of a 
third Senator was prescribed and imposed upon that Legislaturé 


and the joint assembly by the enabling act of Congress and th: 














onstitution of the State of Idaho. In other words, it is a clear 
inference from everything that is disclosed by that journal of the 
int assembly that the controlling opinion in thatassembly was 
the ction of thi ird Sena hin ten days was just as 
and just as peremptory upon t assembly in its obliga- 
tion as the election of two Senators to fill the original vacancies. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me? 
»-GRAY. In < moment I will. It is, therefore, on that 
1ccount that we are here to-day with the duty imposed upon us 
ingull and deci whethe in that vi of their auty they 
were mi take n or not. la 1 not he re, nor do the nece ssities of 
cas ) t req me, to imput notives to one of 
‘ ‘ 5 s or the other. 
MITCHELL. The Senator says that this record taken 
rether justifies the inference that all parties at that time 
were proceeding upon the the ory that the y were acting notunder 
1 Revised Statutes, but nde the constitution of the State and 
t iabling act. Now, does not the record justify another infer- 
fully as much as the one referred to by the Senator? Does 
! stify inference that the parties, at least those favor- 
g Mr. Clagett, were proceeding on the theory that that Legis- 
ature had no right to elect more than two? Then, again, is not 
the fact that the majority of the Legislature did actually elect 
t pe reyt n] an j n h + , + 


J positive testimony to refute the 
inference putforth by my friend from Delaware? In other words, 
23 not the very fact that they elected three show at least a ma- 
jority of the Legislature believed that they were proceeding un- 
( rin Revised Statutes, because if tl ey were proceeding under 
the other acts they had only the right to elect two, according to 
the Senator's theory? 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the inferences which the Senator 
m Oregon draws from the facts disclosed by this record were 
fully stated yesterday and have been stated very emphatically 
to-day. Iam only contending that he was wrong, and that 
th asonable inference to be drawn from this whole record and 
f nstances that are in evidence here be 


on » facts and cire . 
the Senate is, that inasmuch as we find a resolution passed 














both houses of the Legislature to proceed under the enabling 
ind a joint assembly that met in pursuance of that resolution 
and t lectionof Senators to fill original vacancies under it, 
ind t afterwards the same joint assembly proceeded to elect 
a tl Senator, that thatelection of a third Senator was also pre- 
sumably under the supposed authority of the enabling act. I do 
not see any other inference to be drawnfrom it in the absence of 
any ss declaration to the contrary. 
| am fortified in the inference that I draw from the record by 


tention of Mr. Dubois, the sitting member. I am fortified 
t view of it by the statement made by the Senator from Ore- 
sterday, which ashe has made itI am at liberty to repeatit, 
that in the Committee on Privileges and Elections there was a 
difference of opinion, some of its memb srs stoutly contending that 
he election of the third Senator was properly held under the en- 
abling act and under the constitution; that the time prescribed, 








ai 





witl fter the organization, governed the election of 
t s well as of the two Senators to fill the orig- 
it that was abandoned afterwards in the report 
or t! So far as the committee is concerned we are 

believe there is no dissent. The committee 
report and find that the election of the third Senator to be legal 


must have been held under the Revised Statutes and not under 
the enabling act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. One word. When I get through with this point 
in a moment I shall be very glad to hear the Senator from New 
Hampshire. I was,proceeding to say that I am also fortified in 
the opinion that I have by the fact that the contestee, Mr. Du- 
bois, himself, in the brief which he has submitted to the Commit- 





tee on Privileges and Elections, takes that view, for he says, on 
Lh second page of | is brief: 
rhe time for the election of aS stor of the United States by the Legisla 
Idaho was not fixed by the Revised Statutes of the United States 
fix by the constitution of Idal ind the act of Congress admitting 
et Unio 


W hat, then, are we to say in the face of the declaration by the 
contestee himself, that that was the the ry upon W hich the joint 
assembly proceeded that elected him to a seat inthis body? He 
tells you so in his brief and argument produced before the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections; and therefore I think that 
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I was quite within reasonable limits of inference when I said t 


there was no other conclusion to be justly drawn from thes 


ceedings than that the joint assembly proceeded upon the th 
l 


that they were acting in the election of a third Senator ur 
authority of the enabling act and the constitution of the St 
Idaho. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator now allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thinkthe Senator may be quite ri 





the inference that it was supposed they w proceeding 
the authority of the act of Congr ‘ H is also rig} t in s: 
that the a cument proceeded befo { committ ~ 

point that the Legislat } was organized on the s Mot 
order that it might elect, and the argument was made in « 
to justify the election of, a Senator on the 6th. Butla 
interrupt the Senator by reason of the statement which 
just made that the committee wer Inanimo sly ( 

that the election of the third Senator to be st 
taken place under the statute of the United States as to 


Mr. GRAY. I corrected that afterwards. I said, o 
tO say- 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is quite ri t 

Mr. GRAY. I meant to say that the majority repo 





in so many words that the election of the third Senato 

legal must have taken place nder the act of 1886 and w: 
authorized under the enabling act; but aid not 1 an t 
promise those members of the committee who have a diff 
opinion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator corrected himself aft 
by saying what is quite right, and that was t of 4 
record was concerned. But he and the Senator from North 
olina state on the first paragraph of their mi it; “DO 

It seems to be further admitted that the election of a thi ul 








quired to be held, not within ten days a 
visions of the act of Congress of 1866 


Now, I do not so admit: I never have so admitted from th 
time that I came to the consideration of this ca ] car 
the opinion then that the act of 1866, now in the Reviset 
utes, did not apply at all to this third election, so far as the 
for electing a Senator was concerned; and if the Senator 
Delaware will do me the honor to listen I intend to endeay 
enforce that view. I understand that the argument of 


jority of the committee is based entirely upon that point, beca 


that was found to be a point upon which all of the ht 
bers who signed the report could agree. But it is n Lyi 
affirmed exactly as the Senator hasstated here, that it is adi 
that this statute nec il li 

Senator. It is only ar mi: at 
Legislature was organized on Monday, the sth. 

Mr.GRAY. Now, may I go on? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator's pardor 
ing him. 

Mr.GRAY. He is quite welcome. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ only interrupted 1 meena 
made the explicit statement thatthe committee were unanin 
agreed on that point. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is quite right in his stat 








what occurred in the committee, and as tothe divisi of opin 
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upon these points there; but it only reénfore Ly a nt t 


we may well draw the inference that the ; ‘ 
ceeded upon the theory that it was empowered to 
Senator under the enabling act and the: i 

when we find not only the contestee himself dee 
brief that he was so elected by virtue of that act, but w 
added to it the distinguished authority of the Senat 
Hampshire, who tells us that that, in his « 








construction of that enabling act. 
All I am contendi for now is that th \ 

tion is that th } assem) , ch ¢ the Sth « LD 
elected Mr. Dubois did so because they believed that 
authorized to elect him then, rather than on the Wednesday 
the second Tuesday, because the enabling act which prese 
ten days after the organization for the election of the two $ 
tors to fill original vacancies also applied to the elect ( 


third Senator. 
Whether that be right or wrong, that is not 1 


I merely want to establish in the minds of the Senators 
is the reasona ‘sumption to be mad ( 
joint assembly, t} asonable inference to be d 
proceedings and from what is disclosed by the journa 
joint asse y. 

That being so, as i contend, what becomes of 1 arg 
of the Senator from Oregon? He contends, and tl] \ 
part of his interesting and able argument yesterday t 


enforce the proposition, that because the joint a 


Mr. Dubois on the 18th day of December, therefo 
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election of the contestee in this case in order to be legal must 
have been conducted under the provisions of the act of 1866: 

While your committee are clearly of the opinion that the election of Mr. 
Dubois was valid under the provisions of the Revised Statutes, it is eet 
that the fact should be stated that in the event it should be held that an elec- 
tion of a Senator for the full term commencing March 4, A. D. 1891, could have 
been legally had under the provisions of the constitution of the State of 
Idaho, and of the act of Congress admitting that State into the Union, then 
your committee agree that Mr. Dubois’s election is also valid under those 
provisions 

That is, I suppose, if the Senate shall so decide; but as long as 
we have the precedent of two honorable members for going into 
what was said and done in that committee, certainly the major- 
ity of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, before that 
report was framed, agreed that the election of the contestee in 
order to be legal must have been held under the act of 1866. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam sure that I am not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no good to be accomplished, per- 
haps, by defining an issue and undertaking “to settle it; but from 
the beginning of the consultations in the committee room I had 
this view in my mind, and I thought I took great pains to have 
that point saved 

Mr. GRAY. lLagree that the Senator from New Hampshire 
has stoutly maintained that view, but the Senator from New 
Hampshire is not a majority of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to finish? I] 





° | 
was about to say that I did not know that any one member of the 
committee outside of the two Senators who made the minority | 


report agreed that to make this election valid it was absolutely 
essential that it should be made on the second Tuesday. They 
may have thought so, but no such proposition was made in the 
committee room. The only question that was discussed was 
whether, assuming it to be necessary, the Legislature was or- 
ganized on Monday, the 8th. 

Mr. GRAY. My recollection is quite different from that of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. It is very clear that in the 
discussion we had upon this point a majority of the committee 
came to the conclusion that the act of 1866 applied to the elec- 
tion of the contestee; that all further discussion on the enabling 
uct was abandoned; and the report of the committee as it is 
framed supports that view of it. But it may be necessary now, 
since the ground upon which the Senator from Oregon stood 


yesterday is crumbling beneath his feet, to resurrect this point | 


that was so ably discussed by the Senator from New Hampshire in 


committee, and to rest the argument upon the proposition made | 


by the contestee himself in the brief, which I have already read, 
which is that 

The time for the election of a Senator of the United States by the Legisla- 
ture of Idaho was not fixed by the Revised Statutes of the United States, but 
was fixed by the constitution of Idaho. 

And the enabling act. We will take one thing atatime. The 
argument yeste day proceeded entirely upon the assumption that 
the act of 1866 in all its requirements applied to the e ie 
the contestee in this case. 


ment? 

Mr.GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I know the Senator does not wish to mis- 
represent me. 


be corrected. 
Mr. MITCHELL. If I have failed to make myself understood 
in what I said yesterday, then it was owing to my lack of ability 


to express what I desired. My position from the first, individu- | 


ally, in regard to this case has been—and I so argued in commit- 
tee, as long as we are talking now about what took place in com- 
mittee—I have been of the opinion from the first, and I am yet, 


ction of | 


; | that phase of the argument. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Now, will the Senator yield to me for a mo- | 
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that that Legislature had the right to elect the three Senators | 


under the provisions of the enabling act. 

Mr. GRAY. May Linterrupt the Senator a moment? I shall 
be very glad to hear the Senator when he comes to discuss that 
point, but if he wants to point out where I misrepresented him 
[ shall yield to him for that; I can not yield for anything else. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam coming to that. The Senator is mis- 
representing me, unwillingly perhaps, in insisting that I have 
contended all the way through that in order to make the election 
of Mr. Dubois valid it must have been in conformity with the 
provisions of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr.GRAY. Let me interrupt the Senator in his speech to 
ask him a question, as he has the floor. Iwill ask the Senator 
if in his argument yesterday he uttered one syllable in support 
of the position that the election of the contestee was held under 
and by virtue of the provisions of the enabling act? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I had set out in the report 

Mr. GRAY. I want the Senator to answer the question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. did it for myself—— 

Mr. GRAY. lask the Senator if in the argument he made 
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yesterday—and that is all I said—when supporting the views of 
the majority of the committee, he did not rest his case entirely 
upon the regularity of the election of the contestee under the 
act of 1866? If I am wrong in that I want to be corrected. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator ought to know, and he does 
know, because he has read this report. 

Mr. GRAY. Am I wrong or right in that proposition? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think the Senator is exactly right. 

Mr. GRAY. Not exactly? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No; I do not think he is exactly right. I 
think he is endeavoring to place me in a position that I did not 
occupy. 

Mr.GRAY. There is the RECORD. He can point it out to 
me. His speech is in print. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was stated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee yesterday, and very truly, that the majority of the com- 
mittee did not undertake to pass upon the question whether the 
election could take place legally under the enabling act; but we 
do say in the report, and I said yesterday, and if it is not there 
I intended to say it 

Mr.GRAY. Then say it again. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That thiselection took place at a time and 
in a manner so that itis validunder either. Provided the elec- 
tion was valid, it could take place legally under it; that has been 
my contention. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave nodoubt the Senator would like to take 
a position where he could catch the hare coming or going; but 
what I contend for now is, and the Senator does not contradict 
it, that he based his case yesterday upon the sole ground that the 
election of the contestee was regular under the provisions of the 
act of 1866. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I place it where the committee placed it, 
on both grounds. 

Mr. GRAY. Wait amoment. I have here the language of the 





| Senator in the RECORD, in which he says: 


The question at issue here mainly, therefore, I understand, is whether that 
Legislature was organized on Monday, the 8th day of December, 1890, within 
the meaning of the provision in the Revised Statutes, which provides that 
the election shall take place on the second Tuesday after the meeting and 
organization of the Legislature, or whether it was not so organized until the 
subsequent day, Tuesday, the 9th day of December. The Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, after a careful consideration of the facts in the case and 
of the law, have decided, and this without any hesitation or doubt, that there 
was such an organization on Monday, Dec enber 8, 1890, as is contemplated 
by the statutes. 


That was the proposition upon which the Senator at great 
length expounded the views of the committee and enforced the 


| argument that the contestee was duly and regularly elected. He 


may have another view; I do not deny him the right, logically, 
if you please, to take another view: but having rested his whole 
argument in the opening of his case upon the ground that I have 
indicated, and as | was addressing myself to that argument thus 
made in my own way, imperfect and inadequate as it is, I wish 
him to allow me to confine myself, for the present at least, to 


So then we are in this position, that the committee having 
placed its argument and its contention in support of the right of 
the contestee to a seat in this body, so far as any argument goes 


| by the Senator from Oregon, who presents the case of the major- 


; | ity of the committee to the Senate, solely upon the ground that the 
Mr. GRAY. If I have misrepresented the Senator I wish to | 


election of the contestee was regular under the act of 1866, I shall 
proceed to discuss it as they have presented it; and when they 
present another phase of the argument I think that those of us 
who have a different view will be ready to meet that also. They 
are entirely different views; they are contentions as far apart as 
the poles; they are grounds ‘that are entirely independent, in the 
one case claiming the regularity and legality of the election on the 
ground that it conformed to one law of the U nited States, and, 
on the other hand, contending for its regularity and legality on 


| the ground that it conformed to another law of the United States 


made for a different purpose. 

Now, without arrogating to myself any undue claim for per- 
spicacity and clearness, certainly I think I may claim that so far 
as that part of the argument of the Senator from Oregon is con- 
cerned which rested his case upon what he called the judgment 
of the joint assembly, that they had determined as a matter of 
law that Tuesday, the 16th of December, was the second Tuesday 
after the organization, by proceeding to elect Mr. Dubois on the 
18th, it requires no further refutation. I admit that there are 
other phases of his argument, to which I shall presently address 
myself, but surely he can no longer claim, in view of what has 
been said and what has been read from the record, that that 


| joint assembly proceeded upon any other theory than the theory 


that they were acting under the enabling act and the authority 
granted by the constitution of the State of Idaho. 

Having disposed of that branch of his argument, let us con- 
sider a little more closely the words of the statute. Assuming, 
as the majority of the committee assume, and as the Senator 


well 
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from Oregon assumes, that the election of the contestee, in order 
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to be regular, was conducted under the Revised Statutes, what | 
were the provisions of that statute, to which it was necessary to | 


conform? Theyarevery familiar, I know,tothe Senate; butas this 
is a judicial question presented to the Senate, let me say, under 
eircumstances peculiarly favorable for a just and proper decision, 
I congratulate myself that in the argument of this case there can 
be no tinge of personality, that there can be no bias from polit- 
ical affiliation or prejudice in any respect. It is a question that 
presents itself to the Senate absolutely unembarrassed by any 
outside considerations whatever. Both the contestant and the 
contestee, so far as the Senate know and as the Senate believe, 
are gentlemen of the highest character, and are fit to fill seats in 
this Chamber and to adorn them when they fill them. So there 
being no personal consideration to bias our judgment, we are 
also fortunate in having no political consideration to obscure the 
question or to interfere with its just decision. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator will be good enough toyield to 
me. The hour of 2o0’clock having arrived, I ask that the un- 
finished business be laid before the Senate, and then I will yield 
to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the unfinished business. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S.1)to prevent the adulteration and 
misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [yield to the Senator from Delaware, allow- 
ing the pending bill to be laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. GRAY. So I ask the attention of Senators, in the per- 
formance of this high judicial function, to consider again th: 
words of the statute of 1866, sections 14 and 15 of the Revised 
Statutes: 

Src. 14. The Legislature of each State which is chosen next preceding the 
expiration of the time for which any Senator was elected to represent such 
State in Congress shall, on the second Tuesday after t 


The Chair lays before the Senate 





the meeting and organ 
ization thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress 

The Legislature of Idaho in joint assembly having elected two 
Senators to fill the original vacancies under the authority of the 
constitution of the State and the enabling act passed by Congress, 
it came about that one of those Senators would necessarily fill a 
term which would expire on the 4th of March, 1891; that is, so 
the Legislature determined, and after election the state of things 
described in this section 14 happened; that is, it was the Levgis- 
lature chosen next preceding the expiration of the time for which 
a Senator was elected to represent such State. Which Senator, 
whether it was Senator McConnell or Senator SHOUP, they did not 
know, but they did know or professed to know that one Senato 
from the State of Idaho would go out of office on the 4th day 
March, 1891, and therefore the language of this act applied, and 
it became the duty of the Legislature to choose a Senator to fill 
such vacancy when it should occur, because it was the Legis- 
lature elected next before the expiration of that term. 

SEC. 15. Such election shall be conducted in the following manner: 1 
house shall openly, by a viva voce vote of each member 
person for Senator in Congress from such State, and the 1 
80 voted for wbo receives a majority of the whole numb of ‘ 
each house shall be entered on the journal of that house by the cler ) 
retary thereof; or, if either house fails to give such majority toeither person 
on that day, the fact shall be entered on the journal. At 12 o'clock mer 
of the day following that on which proceedings are required to take pla 
aforesaid, the members of the two houses shall : 
and the journal of each house shall then be read, and if the same pet l 
received a majority of all the votes in each house, he shall leciared « 
elected Senator. Butif the same person has not received a ma ty of 
votes in each house, or if either house has failed to take pr« l 
quired by this section, the joint assembly shall then proceed to cl e, et 





convene in jolnt 


Now, Mr. President, we have in the provisions of the Revi 
Statutes, which embody substantially the act of July 
precise time and manner prescribed for the election of a& penato 
and Congress has the right toso prescribe because there is adi 
rect authority in the Constitution of the United States for Con- 


gress to prescribe the time and manner, but not the place, for 
choosing a Senator of the UnitedStates. Cong in its wis 1 





having passed that act, and having wit 
scribed the time, in the first place, and then the manner of « 


ing a Senator, is there any question in the mind of anybody that 


those provisions are mandatory, not only upon the Legislatur 
of the States, but upon the Senate of the United States when it 
comes to judge of the legality of an election 

Those were not merely suggestions as to how a Senato. 
be elected. It was not a letter of advice to the States as to what 


would be an orderly manner of proceeding in performins 

hich function of sending Senators to this body to represent Stat 
It was a law passed under the plenary authority conferred 
the Constitution, prescribing and requiring a particular mar 
and a particular time for the performance of this duty. It wi 
not do to say that any time will do that will suit the whim o 





the Legislature or the exigencies of ambitious contestants for 


the high honor of a seat in this body. 
It was meant to take away, so far as it could, the opportunity 
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for trickery, for scheming, for combination, for arrangement 


and among ambitious men who were versed in all the arts of 
political machination. It was meant to take away from them 
the opportunity to bring into play these abhorrent forces, and to 
make, so far as Congress could, a fixed time, not ambulatory, not 
either this time or that time, or as near as convenient) 
to acertain time, but that the proceedings should be initiated 
upon a certain day, not a calendar day, to be sur ) a day 
fixed with a reference to an event that must happen, to wit, the 
organization of the Legislature. ‘*On the second Tuesday,” 
says the law, ‘‘ after the meeting and organization” of the Leg- 
islature, the Legislature ‘‘shall proceed to elect a Senator in 


Not may proceed, but ** shall’ proceed. 
y I 


may he 


Congress.” 


Is there anyone here who willcontend fora moment that that 
language is susceptible of any interpretation which would allow 
a Legislature to anticipate the time so fixed if its convenience or 
its fancy should so dictate? Is it not absolutely certain, if any- 
thing is certain that is written upon the pages of the stat ite 


book, that that day can not be anticipated by as much as the 


fraction of a second by the Legislature in proceeding to perform 
the great function of the election of a Senator of the United 


States? 


Shall, on the sece 


Tuesday, * proce 
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the Senator from Oregon said yesterday, for either the senate 
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I do not contend for one moment at it was not possible, as 


yf + 


iperfect organization, to have performed some leg- 
ative actif it hadso chosen to do. If withits temporary chair- 

‘k it had said, ‘‘ Wecan collect the will 
this body, and we can make it known through our temporary 
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J. W. BRIGHAM, Chairma 

The report was adopted upon motion. eee Pt ha § 

aE 2 all - . p Oli wiONGa , ne 1s ( 
Mr. Wells moved that the Senate now proceed atts ‘ f 
Me le 1 ; ¢ Y Ty, jax hy +++ y : — . 
Mark you, this was on Tuesday, the committee on organiza- 

tion having reported what officers in their judgment were ne ‘ \ ( 

sary for the proper conduct of business and reported a lis ' 

twelve offices to be filled, commencing with the president ir. GR / 

tempore, the lieutenant-governor being the constitutional \ ( 

siding officer— as b 
Mr. Wells moved that t t Sg a 

as designated in the rey 1 ors 
rry rr 
That was on Tuesday, 

Mr. Gray moved to amend by adding the GR ’ 
ballot.”’ 
They proc eded to elect those offi ‘ al / . ‘ , 

and after they were sworn in, po that day t 3 Or- y ‘ 

ganized, as in its opinion it was necessary t anized, { ¢ 

the performance of their legislative function. Then I thi 

; , , } + ; , a) = ‘ 4 

am right when I say that this journal disc s wha 1e de - 

mination of the senate was in regard to the organization that : ~ ( 

necessary and proper for the performance of its constituti r ; ( 

legislative function. They took a step on Monday toward t 

organization; they achieved it on Tuesday; and yet t Sen 

from Oregon tells us that we must date the run - 

the second Tuesday after the organization, from } and 1 ‘ 

‘from Tuesday, forsooth, because it 1 ts t ( s of t ‘ 

case now before this body, reversir by the prac of « 

State Le ire in this Union where t ( sa , 
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| that was the order of business; and then they pro- 


AY. Then, in the house, I ne 
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all, could that Legislature then, in the absence of that act, have 
| elected a United States Senator? 

Mr. GRAY. That brings up the same question put by the 
Senator from Mississippi. If there had been no act of 1886 the 
Legislature could determine for itself what was the organization 
necessary for it as a Legislature, or each house for itself as a 
branch of the Legislature, and if it was content with the tempo- 
rary organization it could not only have enacted a law, but could 
have elected a United States Senator. But the point I am try- 
ing to make, which I may be unfortunate in not making clearly, 
is that it is the exclusive right and within the exclusive compe- 
tency of each branch to determine for itself what is the degree, 
quality, kind, and completeness of the organization with which 


++ 


it will perform its legislative functions. 1t may stop short 
| of what universal precedent in the American Union makes the 
orderly and proper organization of a State Legislature. 

t may stop at one stage or advance a step further, or may con- 
form itself to universal practice, but whatever may be the deter- 
mination, that is binding upon the Senate. It is not for us to 
step in where the Legislature have said ‘‘we were not organized 
until Tuesday,” have said by express declaration, have said by 
the conduct of business, and say, ‘‘Oh, no, you were organized 
on Monday.” Then when we come to the further fact thatso far 
as precedent goes—and I am not going to detain the Senate by 
reciting the precedents, but we have them collected here—so far 
as precedent goes the universal interpretation put by the Leg- 
islatures of the different States of the Union upon this act as to 
iat this day should be, whether it should be reckoned from 
he temporary or so-called permanent organization, is without 

exception now to the effect that the temporary organization is 
not the event from which the time is to run. 

There is no exception recited by the majority of the commit- 
ee, and they have taken up a good deal of their report in the 
citation of so-called precedents; but there is not one that will 
stand the scrutiny of Senators who are seeking for an authoritative 
and an intelligentand instructive precedent inthis regard. The 





+ 


State of Iowa is the only one that can be cited, and that is that 
in 1872 and 1874 they dated the running of the time from the 


‘mporary organization, and they elected Senators on the second 


Y 
‘Tuesday after the temporary and not the second Tuesday after 


t permanent 
Poot 5 +} ] 7 13 "Land ~ — ] 43 7 
But in thes red in 1876and 1878, five elections 
afterwards, con ‘stion, discussing it, they came to 
the conclusion 1ey adhered to the custom which 





t us elections of 1876 of electing on 
the second Tuesday after the temporary organization, they after 
xt Tuesday, which was the second Tuesday after 


permanent organization, proceeded to elect again, and re- 





peated the process, in order that they might not raise the ques- 
tion at all, electing the same man over again, and afterwards, in 
the last election, they deliberately reversed the precedents of 
1872 and 1874 and determined that the election must be had on 
the second Tuesday after the permanent and not on the second 
Tuesday after the temporary orga itior 
Mr. MITCHELL. Is it not a fact that the Iowa Legislature 
as so far in the belief that the law as it stood meant that the 
election might 1 ace after an organization, whether it was 
mporary or permanent, that they passed a memorial addressed 
to Con SS, Cal og pon Congress to amend that.act by insert- 
ng the word *‘ permanent” before “ organization:” and is it not 
aia it a bi nad H« 1 intros ry one of the Iowa Senators 
1 order to contorm to that request?’ 
GRAY. I do not know how that may be, but it only 
ngthens the position 1 have taken, that they have now swung 
nto line with all the rest of the American Commonwealths, and 
re is a body of precedent and custom and usage, extending 
twenty-five years of our history der this act of Congress, 
el] orm in this regard, and has put a practical inter- 
etation upon it which we can not disregard. Tt seems to me 
e argument upon the statute itself apart from precedent, the 
anifest meaning of these words, make it clear that we can not 
t tt iew of the ma ority of the committee without throw- 
I ito cor slo! his whole matter of the election of Senators, 
making am ulatory adu Vv that ougnt to be fixed and determing d, 
and restoring and bringing back many if not all of the mischiefs 
ch the act was intended to remedy and remove. 
Ir. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 


ware yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
i <> p pr te a 
Mr. GRAY. ¢ ertvainty. 


Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know of the Senator from Del- 


aware if it is not a fact that no act was done by either house of 
the Legislature of Idaho on Monday, the 8th, except acts which 
were processes of forming an organization? Did the Legislature 
do anything except to do somet 
ization? 


1ing towards perfecting an organ- 
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Mr. GRAY. Ican answer the Senator from Mississippi that 
as I have read these records there is not a line in them which 
indicates that any matter or thing was done or suggested to be 
done except what was necessary to perfect the organization that 
it commenced on Monday—not a thing. 

Mr. GEORGE. The history, then, as shown by the journal, is 
that when they were called to order on Monday they continu- 
ously, when they were in session, persisted in doing acts neces- 
sary for organization, and did nothing else. 

Mr.GRAY. That, I believe, was the fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to correct the Senator in on 
particular, and to say that they did do one thing on Monday i: 
the senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was that? 

Mr. MORGAN. They had prayers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. They not only had prayers, but they ar 
ranged for the drawing of the seats of members. 

Mr. GEORGE. That was part of the organization. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This was done: 

Senator Finch moved that in drawing for seats names be placed in a hat 
and the first name drawn would take seat No. 1, and so on. 

Senator Gunn moved to amend this motion by adding that the senator 
retain the seats then occupied by them; which latter motion prevailed 

That was done on Monday, in addition to the election of a sec- 
retary pro tempore. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Texas asked mea question 
which I think is interesting,and I intended to allude toit. So 
far as the constitution of Idaho is concerned, there is nothing 
bearing upon this question except the following provision: 

ARTICLE 3. 

SECTION 1. The legislative power of the State shall be vested in a senat 

and a house of representatives. 
~ * . - - » - 

Src. 9. Each house when assembled shall choose its own officers 

SEc.13. Each house shall keep a journal of its proceedings 

SEc. 21. All the bills or joint resolutions passed shall be signed by the pr 
siding officers of the respective houses. 

ARTICLE 4. 

Sec. 13. The lieutenant-governor shall be president of the senate. 

There are those provisions that require certain functionaries 
to be chosen by the house, but the power of electing and decid- 
ing what officers shall be necessary and proper for the perform- 
ance of their legislative business is left to the determination of 
the house itself expressly by the constitution. 

Mr. STEWART. I think the tenth section has some sicnifi- 
cance in that connection. The tenth section provides: 

A majority of each house shall constitute a quorum to do business, but a 
smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may compel the attend 
ance of absent members, in such manner and under such penalties as such 
house may provide. A quorum beingin attendance, if either house fail to 
effect an organization within the first four days thereafter, the members of 
the house so failing shall be entitled to no compensation from the end of the 
said four days until an organization shall have been effected. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I have occupied more time than 
I had intended, andI shall hurry toa conclusion of the remarks 
Iam making. I think that what I have already recited as bear- 
ing upon this case in the way of evidence from the journals of 
the two houses as to what their order of proceeding was, what 
was actually done by them, what their declarations were in res- 
olutions that were passed by the houses, respectively, in regard 
to organization, is sufficient to show that in the judgment of th 
two houses the organization referred to in the act of Congress 
was not achieved, although they were moving towards it, until 
Tuesday, the 9th day of December. 

Now, on the contrary, and in the face of all this affirmative 
testimony which I have cited and commented upon, is the fact 
that prior to what we contend was the real organization of the 
house no business of any kind that had even the color of a legis- 
lative character was performed, and that immediately after th 
organization they proceeded to the performance of their legis- 
lative duties; and, further, there is no deliverance, resolution. 
or action of either house, either directly or indirectly, deter- 
mining that the Legislature was organized prior to December 9. 
There can not be pointed out a single act, or resolution, or per- 
formance of a duty by either branch of this Legislature prior to 

December 9 from which the inference can be drawn that they 
were organized as a Legislature. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to call his attentio. 
to the challenge which he makes? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The constitution of Idaho provided that each 
house should be the judge of the number of its officers. That 
authority created these officers. The house on Monday created 






the offices provided for and such as served during the whole term. 
That is a legislative action, Mr. President, by one house, author- 
ized by the constitution of the State of Idaho. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, with entire respect to the Senator from 
Colorado, I will say that the constitution, in prescribing that 


the two houses might elect the officers they thought proper for | 
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the transaction of business, did nothing more than preseri 
that the houses should organi hemselves in the manner and 
after the fashion that they determined was necessary and prop 
for the performance of their legislat » duties, and the idea « f 
citing the authority given by constitution to a he to or- 
vanize and take steps and measures 1 ards an ¢« anization as 
showing that they were autho y 7 rm a \ 
function seems to me to be b n 

Mr. TELLER. The power to create the t f the econ- 
stitution had been silent on the ethod, n { ‘ rv the 
action of the two houses, of cours That is the al and cus- 
tomary method of legislation. On the contrary 
the constit ition a tnorize l eac! ho = not Simy Vy to ¢ et of 
cers, but to create the o Ss 7% L¢ created all the 
they had on the first day, and t il itive act Yo 
have a legislative act by one house just as well as by two 
constitution authorizes it 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Py side} t, the majority ol the committes 
have been driven by the stress of their arguments, able as they 
are individually and collectively, to announce very strange doc- 


trine, unheard of, it seems to me, heretofore in the Senate of t 


United States, in the first place, that the prescription by a con- 


stitution to a Legislature or to its two houses that they should 
elect ofticers to perform its business conferred upon them a power 
which, when exercised. was legislative and.inthe next place, the 


enunciation of the doctrine that one house or one branch of a 
Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator deny it if the constitution 
authorizes it? 


Mr. GRAY. To deny it might seem rude to the Senator from 


Legislature could perform a legislative ac 


Colorado, and I certainly do not mean to be rude, b | dissent 


from his proposition. 


Mr. TI 


the constitution of a State could authorize one house to legislate 






+ 


ly es the Senator deny the proposit on that 








pon all classes of cases independent of the other? 


Mr. GRAY. Certainly the constitution of a State could dis- 


pense with two houses altogether and prescribe that all legisla- 


tive duties and all legislative functions should be performed 
by one house or one body of men, but where it has invested all 
legislative power in a Legislature consisting of two houses, the 
mere authority to each house to organize and toelect officers nee 
essary to an organization, does not contravene the proposition 


that that authority is not a legislative authority at all. 


Mr. STEWART. There was no resolution agreed to crea 
officers other than what was implied by proceeding to elect 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the senate on Monday appointed 


a committee on organization to consider and report what should 





be the number and order of officers to be elected by the house 
and they reported on the next day, which was on Tuesday, a li 
of twelve officers which, in their judgment, were necessary and 
proper for the due organization of the house. That r¢ port was 
adopted by the senate. In the face of all the affirmative testi- 
mony. in the face of the deliverance of the two house on this 
subject as to when they were organized, we have or e other 
hand no authority. no act. no deliverance. no resolution from 
either house which would indicate that it was their jud t ¢ 
that they had determined that the organization necessar for 
legislative business, or the real organization, was on Monday and 
not on Tuesday. But the Senator from Oregon |Mr. MITCHELL | 
is not easily driven from a position that he once take He cit 
the fact that the joint assembly by the mere act—and the or 
thing that he does cite—of electing on the 18th day of D 
did in fact determine for the two houses separately what the 
organization was [ ha a i i care to 

in addit to a that Ave « i Ly ¢ i 
( aden as to wha is th { i ( ) r 

to this au stion o Line Oo A i ) 4 I 

ary 6 the concurrent resolution—not the resolution passed by t 
joint assembly, but the joint resolution passe« | 
the house. In addition toall that I have cites 
action and to the evidence as to what their det t 
on February 6 the senate and house passed a co 
tion commencing: 

Whereas the present 

\r + as t ¢ 4 

po l 1 cls ( S it ] ) 
ac ng separa n tne Sa ( ( ‘ t 

ing to ‘ tne cas } Lt ( ration D ‘ 
Ir. MITCHELI W Senator allo t 
estion ight tl} ef 
GRAY. Certainly 

Mr. MITCHELL. Was not that nearly two me 
Legislature, or a majority of 5 of the Legislature at 
cast their votes for Mr. Dubois. and was it not afte: 
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the Sena rom O on yesterday opened this case and fo 
4 } ; + 4ha T lg , 
hij a l ne considerathl nat | have pb 
a ssir lay. When the Senator from Oregon puts hisca 
l 1 ‘ : i, | will do the best 1 may to consider and 
rm o that. but I do not propose to reply to it now. 
> - 7 ‘wm latal ] 
\ President, [do not propose to detain the Senate longer 
} 0 
up hi anch of this case,nor longerat this time. I have en- 
ae ore ! OWI! nperfect way to reply to the argument 
macs vy 1 senate Irom Oregon yesterday, which went to the 


the election held on December 16 
was li mity with the statutes of the United States in re- 
gard to the election of Senators. 


Unless I have deceived myself wofully, I think I have demon- 
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strated that the event from which time was to reckon, to wit: 
+} 


he organization of the Legislature was on Tuesday, the 9th, and 
not on Monday, the 8th of December, and that, therefore, an 


election on December 16, anticipated the time prescribed by the 


hnevised Statutes. 


[ say, as I said at the outset, that the circumstances attending 


























LOIS CON st and the aecisionof the question now before the Senate 
are peculiarly fortunate for a just and proper decision. We 
( it exal this case, | think, with great care. I have en- 
deavored to do so in order that we may place upon our records 
a ecedent which will be authoritative for all time to come, 
and not leave this matter of time, which Congress sought to fix 
ar make dehnite ( the commencement « the election of a 
s itor, as on lat Was ambulatory, that might be either one day 
) the exigencies and interestsof the parties 
ay ne a seat ln thi ody 
schiefs sought to be removed and corr ‘ted by 
2 largeiy restored unless the contention that I have 
) l opted by the Senate, and the uniform prac- 
‘ . ; ; 
t] Legisiatures of American Commonwealths be con- 
and not set aside, even in order that we may seata 
in sO wo! testee. We 
I y I 4 . ¢ . 
‘ ¢ ate al intellivent proced ‘ 
‘ i 7 ent, tha lar é 
S ct ‘ ed a tl ix l at a 
t of tl ( ceti iators, the org: 
I that ¢ ra atiol yVnich each bt ( 
1 det t Ol as the ¢ cessal 
ion and pei mal of uti ctions 
Cl NDLER \ Preside vhen I stated to the Sen- 
irom VDelawa Mr. GRAY] in interrupting him that I did 
that the aw of 1886 governed the ele f the Sena- 
1 Idaho whose seat is ne in cont Senator 
‘ . AT w \Tr r 4 14 } +3 1 « 
ym Oregon lr. MITCHELL] stated that he also entertained as 
| +} ‘ ; Pe ye | * ‘ . } 
a ndividuaiti same bellei—the Senator from Velaware seemed 
» think that he had discovered an inconsistency on the part o 
t Senato1 m O on in this, that he was inclined to chang‘ 
the ground of his argument, that he was weakening upon the 
0 l l is made in the report of the majority of the com- 
I ‘ ind was inclin to resort to new and different reasons fo1 
defending 1 tting member in his right to his seat 
rT’ + 4 + } } } 
hat the Senator from Delaware has, however, made no such 
discovery 18 too pialn for cavil. ine propos! on that the law of 
1st lay not apply 1s carefully reserved, as | understand it, in 
+ — +} > + TL 4 . © +5 
I oO of the majority of the committee. inis eserva.tlon 
be found on page 28, and is as follows: 
THE ELECTION MR. DUBOIS WAS WITHIN THE TIME FIXED BY THE ACT OF 
‘ AND THE STATE CONSTITUTION, PROVIDED THESE PROVISIONS 
HELD APPLICABLE TO HIS CASI 
\ mittee are cl r of € I n that the ele mm of Mr 
) ider the prov of the Revis Statutes, it is proper 
fact shoul Stated, that inthe event it should be held (and upon 
point your committee being divided express no opinion) that an election 
for the full term mime ing March 4, A. D. 1891, could have 
a 7 ‘ cand tion of the State of 
of tl ict of Cor admittix it State into the Union, then 
ittee ag Dubois’s election is also valid under those 
I These il ar tu y provisions chang 1e law as 
within ist the first two Senators from the State of 
ld be ¢€ nd‘ y after the meeting and organ 
the Le ed in the Revised Statutes, to within ten 
i ‘ a 
Le e met at nize sf iby y r committee, on Mon 
) I e I ‘ ite Lin > organi tion was not effected 
iy. December 9; so, in any event, in much as the election of M1 
t 1.) 1 T t em eT 18 s » thin ten ¢ i ter t 
‘ i l e Legi therefor nder the p ions of 
te « tution it e of the of ¢ r s mittir » State 
Union, provided they should be made ay] “able, as Some members of 
e bell st t 3 ¢ 1 
President, it does not seem to me that there is any weak- 


vat the election of Mr. 






be taken of the legal ques- 
| seat, which was filled by 
the election of Mr. is, could have been legally filled on the 
i re met, or it could have been 
thin ten days after the meeting of the Legis- 
e, or it could have been filled at any later time during the 
session. At one or the other of these times it must have been 
competent for the Legislature of Idaho to make this election. 
\s the election begun on the 16th, which, as contended by the 
majority of the committee, was the second Tuesday, and as it 
was completed within ten days after the meeting of the Legisla- 
ture, and after the two other Senators had been chosen, it is 
clear that on any one or on all of these grounds the majority of 
the committee might well believe, and I certainly do believe, 
that the Senator was legally elected. 
Seven members of the committee, the majority, were of opinion 
that it was best under the circumstances to base the report upon 
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Section 17 provides that there shall be an election on the sec- | 
ond Tuesday after the Legislature receives notice of a vacancy | 
in the representation of the State in the Senate occurring ‘‘ dur- 

1e session of the Legislature.” 
at is one ca which this statut ntended to meet, where | 
a vaca happens ‘‘during the session of the Legislature.” 
hat is not Mr. Dubois’scase, because the Legislature was in ses- 
December, 1890, and the term which he was to fill, and | 
he does fill, did not begin until the 4th day of March, 1891. 
I tl c it wi e 2 ted in all fairness that this clause in the 

il ‘ uo Ss ! T ap y to » ctior 

The next case which the statute was intended to meet was that 
Oot sec Lo! lf 

Whe ( n f the Legislature of y State a vacancy exists 
in the rep itation of such State in the Senate 


That was meant to cover a case where a Legislature met and 
there was then a vacant seat waiting to be filled instantly, as soon 





as the Leg ire could fill it. That is not Mr. Dubois’s case, 
because the Legislature met on the Oth of December = the va- 
cancy did not exist until the 4th of the next Marcl So Mr. 
Dubois is not obnoxious to that provision of the aiain. 


The third, and the only other case which the statute provides 
for, is that mentioned in section 14: 

Sec. 14. The Legislature of each State which is chosen next preceeding the 
expiration of the time for which any Se mate or was elected to represent such 
State in Congress shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organ- 
ization thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress 

If Mr. Dubois is driven from his seat in this Senate he must be 
driven from it because that section 14 applied to the Legisl ature 
of Idaho when that Legislature met on the 8th day of December 
When the Legislature of Idaho so met on the 8th day of Decem- 
ber had a Senator been ‘‘ elected to represent such State in Con- 
gress,” an existing Senator, the expiration of whose term was to 
be on the 4th of March, 1891, so that this statute imposed an im- 
erative duty upon the Legislature of Idaho when it met on Mon- 

y, the Sth di iy of December, to prepare to proceed on the sec- 
ond Tuesday after the meeting to e oa ta - rson to fill the va- 
cancy? If such a Senator had been previously elected it may re- 
quire, to sustain the electionof Mr. Dubois, proof that the Legis- 
lature organized on that Monday, but if no such Senator had 
been previously elected, as palpably there had not been, then sec- 
tion 14 did not apply at all; thenthe Legislature of Idahostands 
entirely acquitted of any obligation whatever to this statuge, and 
this clause in it had no effect whatever in prescribing a time 
when the Senatorial election should take place. 

Mr. President, that section 14 does not apply in this contest 
is very plain to me; so piain that I thought that the committee 








oucht to so agree, and at first believed that the case should be | 


decided upon this ground, but other considerations influenced 
the members of the committee to conclude that it was wise to 
make a report on the question when a Legislature should be 

1 organized so that the statute should begin to run, and 
accordingly the report was based upon the ground that the Leg- 
islature was sufficiently organized on Monday. But there is no 


1adow of doubt in my mind what the three classes of cases are 


ti‘ ie 


to which this statute was intended to apply, and that it does not 
apply to the fourth class, which is that of the Legislature of a 
new State meeting to elect for the first time, two, or even three 
Senat to the United States Senate. 

Che statute applies to the cases which it names; it does not 
apply to any other, and it certainly does not apply to any other 
on a doubtful construction which is invoked to thrust from his 


seat a Senator who has been chosen ona full vote by a majority | 





of the Le latul the State which he represents. The obli- 
ratior of th statute are to proceed to elect on the Tuesday 
fter the first Tuesday after the Legislature organizes, where 


ere isa vacancy at that moment waiting at Washington to be 
filled, in aseat which has once been filled, or where during the 
ssion of the Legislature a vacancy happens, in a seat which 
as once been f 1. or thirdly, and in the only other case, where 
a Senator has beenalready elected and is in his seat, and his term 
is to expire at a fixed time in the near future; that prospective 
vacancy the Legislature is bound to fill. 
There is no such case now before this Senate, Mr. President. 
do not see how it can be for a moment pretended that there is 
Suc ( here, 01 that the fourteenth section of this stati 
ch was tended to provide that when a Senator is sitting 
body whose term is to expire on the 4th of an ap- 
roac] March the Legislature shall anticipate that vacancy 
and t, applies in a case where there never has been any Sen- 
ator elegted at all to hold until the 4th of March and where such 
Senator yet remains to be elected. I shall have the honor of 
showing the Senator from Delaware {Mr. GRAY] in afew mo- 
ments, if he will listen to me, to what an absurd conclusion we 
are led if we ndertake to hold tl 
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not at alldescribe this case, shall be made fo apply to it in order 
to reject the Senator sent here by the Legislature of Idaho acting 
in its capacity as the Legislature of a sovereign State. 

The fourth case, which is notin the statute, is, as [have shown, 
where a State has never been in the Union, has never had a Sen- 
ator the expiration of whose term is to take place on the 4th day 
of a given March, has not any Senator as to whom a vacancy can 
happen while the Legislature is in session, and does not find a va- 
cancy existing within the meaning of any statute of the United 
States when it meets and begins to perform its duties as a Legis- 
lature. This case, which [ call the fourth, is totally diffe rent 
from the three cases which the statute was made to provide for. 
It is the case of the State of Idaho. It was the case of all the 
Territories lately coming in as new States, and the law of the 
United States here upon the statute book, a part of the Revised 
Statutes, did not apply to either of such new States. 

Mr. President, it is not strange that this is so; that this stat- 
ute, which was made by our wise predecessors in 1866, does not 
cover the case of new States. It was made & the great num- 
ber of Senatorial elections in States already in the Union, and 
not for the few Senatorial elections which take place when a new 
State is admitted into the Union: and instead of being construed 
strictly and harshly in order to make it apply to a case to which 
it does not apply, so as to oust a Senator from his seat, it should 


| be construed exactly for the purposes for which it was enacted, 


ang for no other or further purpose. 
Mr.STEWART. Will the Senator give way to a question? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly, if it is a question. 
Mr. STEWART. Itisaquestion. Bysection 14 itis provided 
that— 


The Legislature of the State which is chosen next preceding thee xpiration 
of the time for which any Senator was elected to represent such State in Con- 
gress shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization thereof, 
proceed to elect a Senator in Congress. 

Now I should like to ask the Senator this question: Suppose 
that a vacancy should occur in one of the Senatorships, that be- 
fore the Legislature met a Senator should resign? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is one of the three cases provided 
for. The statute provides for three cases and that would be one 
of them. 

Mr. STEWART. You have not got my case yet. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator be kind enough to state 
it briefly? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. Suppose a Senator whose term is to 
expire on the 4th of March should resign after the meeting of 
the Legislature that should meet in December, if you please, of 
that year. Suppose he should resign after the meeting of the 
Legislature, but before the second Tuesday, would a Senator be 
elected? There would be no Senator there, the term would have 
already expired. When would the Legislature elect a Senator 
to take the seat on the following 4th of March? 

Mr. CHANDLER. They could elect twoof course. The stat- 
ute applies; the case is in the statute. It is a statutory case 
where there is a vacancy when the Legislature meets, where 
there is a vacancy which has happened during the session, and 
where a Senator has been elected and holds his seat and there is 
no vacancy but there will be one on a given4th of March. When 
you have not such a case the statute does not apply. 

Mr. STEWART. Did not the Legislature do the same thing, 
fill the short term which was than vacant, and then proceed to 
fill the long term? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was notfilled when the Legislature met 
and if the Senator will allow me to go on with my argument he 

will see what my view is. 

Mr. President, I say that it is not strange that this law does 
not apply in this case. There is a familiar principle, which I 
happened to learn when I wasaschool boy, and yesterday I went 
and found it in Broom’s Legal Maxims, page 35, as follows: 

id ea jura frequentius accidunt jura adaptant 

The laws are adapted to those cases which most frequently occur. 

Laws ought to be, and usually are, framed with a view to such cases as are 
of frequent rather than such as are of rare or accidental occurrence 

* * * * * * ue 

It is then true that “when the words of a law extend not to an inconven- 
ience rarely happening, but do to those which often happen, itis good reason 
not to strain the words further than they reach, by saying itis casus omissus 
and that the law intended que /requentius accidunt. But,’’ onthe other hand, 

it is no reason, when the words of a law do enough extend to an inconven- 
ce seldom happening, that they should not extend to it as well as if it hap- 
ed more frequently, because it happens but seldom. Where, however, a 
casus omissus does really occur in a ren mene either through the inadvertence 
of the Legislature or on the principle quod semel aut bis existit pretereunt 


egislatores the rule is that the particular case thus left unprovided for must 
be disposed of according to the law as it existed prior to such statute. 





This maxim shows howthe present situation has happened. 
The Congress of the United States when it made the law of 1866 
hat this statute, which does ! made it to govern the many Senatorial elections which would take 
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lace from States in the Union, and did not have in mind those 
ew cases where new States first come intothe Union. Therefore 
Congress did not describe in apt language any such case; and as 
it did not describe in apt language any such case, it did not de- 


scribe the Idaho case, and the Idaho Legislature was not amen- | 


able to the law. 

Mr. President, it is not strange that this law did not 
acase of this sort. Suppose the law to have been passed im- 
mediately after the adoption of the Constitution. We have ad- 
mitted thirty-one new States. There would have been but sixty- 
two Senators to whom the law coflld have been applicable if they 
had put the fourth case in; but there have been probably in all 
since the foundation of the Constitution a thousand elections of 

enators which have taken place after the States were in the 
Union and where the Senatorial seats had once been filled, and 
this law was wisely framed in 1866 by a very accurate and able 
Senator from my own State, Hon. Daniel Clark, to fit the thousand 
cases that would surely happen. It was not framed to hit the 
case that would rarely happen and never will happen again after 
we have organized four more States, unless we go to acquiring 
more territory. 

I ask Senators not to undertake to force the use of a statute 
the language of which does not apply, simply because now and 
then we have a new State comein. Treat the law as it should 
be treated, as a matter of legal construction, and as any court in 
enlightened Christendom would treat it,as notapplicable to this 


describe 


contest, for the simple reason that it does not describe this case. | 


I hope to hear the Senator from Delaware explain to the Senate 
how this language applied to the Legislature of Idaho when it 
met for the first time on the 8th of December, 1890, and the per- 
son to be elected was to become aSenator on the 4th day of March, 
1891: 


SEc. 14. The Legislature of the State which is chosen next preceding the 


expiration of the time for which any Senator was elected to represent such | 


State in Congress shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organi 
zation thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress. 

When the Idaho Legislature met on the 8th of December had 
any Senator been elected to represent that State in the Congress 
of the United States so that the Legislature was bound on the 
second Tuesday after that date to choose a successor to him? 
Upon such a construction of the statute Idaho was bound to get 
ahead very fast. It seems to me that Idaho, when her Legisla- 
ture met on the 8th day of December, was at liberty to elect her 
first Senators without regard to this statute as to time; I think 
so because in order to require Idaho to conform to that statute 
as to time, you must find the requirement that she is bound to 
obey in the statute expressed in it in exact language, and when 
it is not there you must not add to the statute in order to cover 
@ casus omissus; one which the founders of the statute never 
thought of, and therefore never undertook to provide for. 

Mr. President, there is an application of the idea that this 
statute did govern as to time, which produces such an absurdity 
that I am hopeful the Senator from Delaware will admit the 
strength and force of my argument. 
withstanding the very forcible advocacy of the Senator from 
Delaware, and although he is very cautious, that he will admit 
that the Legislature of Idaho on the 8th of December when it 
met might have organized on that day. 
extremity of his argument he took the ground that by no possi- 
bility could the Legislature of Idaho have organized on the 8th. 
Let it be assumed that on the 8th day of December, when the 
Idaho Legislature met and had a right to fully organize, it did 
fully organize on that day. Then there would have been no 
question but what the 16th day of December would have been 
the date on which it could elect Senators. 

The Senator from Delaware will admit that if it had organized 
on the 8th, the 9th was the first Tuesday and the 16th was the 
second Tuesday after organization. Then he would say if this 
statute applied, it was bound on the 16th to elect a Senator to 
fill the term which was to begin on the 4th of March, 1891. But 
if that be so, then that Legislature, organizing on Monday, was 
bound to elect the Senator to the place which Mr. Dubois now 
fills, the term which was to begin on the 4th of next March, they 
were bound on Tuesday, the 1th, to elect that Senator when, by 
the express language of the enabling act, they had ten days, which 
was until the 18th, to elect a Senator who was to hold previous 
to and until the 4th of March, 1891. 

You therefore have the construction of these two statutes 
taken together, the statute of 1866, which I say does not appl) 


but which the Senator from Delaware says does apply, and the 








act of admission, which gave ten days within which the Sena- | 


tors should be elected who were to come here immediately and 
fill the seats up to the 4th of March, 1891; you have two statutes, 
which, taken together, if that Legislature had organized on the 
8th of December, would have bound it to elect Mr. Dubois, if it 


I take it for granted, not- | 
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wished to elect him, on tl 16th, ¥ e it need not ele 
other two Senators who were to precede him until the 18th. 

In other words, Mr. President, t Senators who insist that 
this statute applies, and that the « ling act, recognizing the 
clause in the Constitution which so applies 
have placed us in a position her ere we must elect the suc 
cessor before we elect the predec xr. Tl o escape from 
that conclusion, in my humble jud nt. Youhis the general 
law of Congress, which, taken in ¢ ection with the special 
statute, has contrived such a situation for these innocent and 
unsophisticated members of the Legislat of Idaho. trvine to 
ret its Senators into the Union—you have a couple of statutes 
that compel them to put the cart ‘before the horse, and make it 
absolutely essential, if the vant Mr. Dubois to represent them 
for the lone term, to elect him two days before the end of tl 
time, also given them by law, in which to elect the man whom 
is to succeed! 

Mr. STEWART. W ould there have been any difficulty in the 
Legislature electing before any tim ithin the ten days, or was 
there any difficulty in postponing the election of a Senator for 


the long term until later in the session? 


Mr. CHANDLER. A great many things might have 
done, if my friend the Senator from Nevada will allow me, anda 
great many strange things are done out in those Stat But Lam 
dealing with these two statutes of the United States, and you have 
a statute here, by the rigid and strict construction of which you 
propose to turn a Senator out of this body on the ground that he 
was prematurely elected, and yet, if your statute has the con- 
struction that you put upon it and the other law is valid and the 
Legislature of Idaho had presumed to organize on the 8th, it was 
bound to have elected to this Senate a successor to a Senator 
whom it had two days longer to elect. 

Mr. President, in considering these facts it seems to me that 
perhaps the Legislature did very wise 


\ 
been 


ly in letting this organiza- 


| tion drag a little; perhaps they thought they ought to let it drag, 


| covered by its language, no more, no less. 


| the Union it is bound by that statute. 


I do not believe in any | 


for fear they might have to elect on the 16th a man for the long 
term and not be able until two days after to fill the short term. 
There has been no such miserable bungling of statutes as the 
contestant’s argument requires. As I conceive, the statute of 
1866 applies and should be rigidly enforced in the cases plainly 
It should be strictly 
enforced when States are in the Union and a Legislature meets 
and finds a vacancy, or a Legislature meets and while it 
sion a vacancy happens after the Senatorship has once been filled, 
or a Legislature meets and a Senator has been elected as section 
14 mentions and is in his seat, and his term expires on the 4th 
n 


of March which is to arrive before ar her Legislature is elected. 


is in ses- 


ot 
In those three cases that Legislature is bound on the 


‘uesday to elect a Senator. 


second 


When a new State comes into the Union the statute does not 
apply. When an enabling act is passed that governs; butif that 
clives no directions the State coming newly into the Union may 
eo on and elect its Senators, and it is not bound by the law of 


866, although it may wisely and 


idiciously conform to all its 
provisions to which it can readi i 


W hen it is once in 


[tis not bound by it un- 


r coniorm. 


til it is fairly in the Union. 


I again, Mr. President, confining myself now solely to an eluci- 


| dation of this one point, call the serious attention of Senators to 


the fact that they are proposing to invalidate a Senatorial election 
in assumed pursuance of the statute of 1866, when they cannot find 
within the four corners of that statute anything like a descri) 
tion of the case which is now under consideration by the Senate 
Mr.GRAY. Mr. President. the Senator from New Hampshir 

{[Mr. CHANDLER] has very ingeniously—more ingeniously than 
soundly, I submit with great rr spect ndeavored to make a 
dilemma under which the statute of 1866, by supposititio ase 
which he puts, Can not apply to tne ¢ ection of a Senator to fill 
the term vacted by Mr. McConnell from the State of Idaho. 1] 
am not one who thinks that the Legislature of Idaho was very 
dilatory about electing a Senator to fill the term of Mr. Me¢ 
nell, which expired on the 4th of March, 1891. I think the 
were in exceeding haste. I thinkthat they unnecessarily antic 
pated the time which by the law of the United Stat roverning 

| such cases was fixed and determined as the proj time for the 
election of Senator. But whatever might be the inconvenience 
of certain situations under the law, it is no argument that the 
law does notapply. The arqumentum ad inconvenienti is a 

| argument some times as throwing light ipon a given situation, b 
it is not always a conclusive agument by any means, and is some- 
times a very dangerous argument where it is made to ent 


contro! the determination of a question. 
[ think we are bound to take this act as we find it, and 
we find a situation described by the act, then the act app! 


does not at all militate against that obli 


ration on the pa 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 17, 


Legislature to say thatthere may be asituationin which it would” expiration of the term for which any Senator waselected to rep- 






























be absurd to go ahead and elect. I grant you that, and I agree | resent such State in Congress.” 
with the Senator from New Hampshire that in the case supposed That ismy view of thismatter, and I thinkif the Senator from 
no election could take place at all; that is, in a case in which the | New Hampshire is driven from the fourteenth section he will 
eli n of a Senator to he original vacancy had been post- nd himself driven to the necessity of admitting that the Legis- 
poned bi a second s organization, but where | lature of Idaho was altogether wrong in holding any election for 
vi ! this third Senator on the 16th of December or at any time until 
CHANDLER. D Senator ¢ eive that if they had | after they had been legally and officially notified that there would 
( zed on the &th, an l ul a vithout the c- | be on the 4th of March, 1891, an expiration of the term of one of 
1 i the first t pen l ce not have ¢ cle a! the Senators already elected. 
t on that da Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I only wish to say a word. 
Mr. GRAY. It \ ‘ il not ha elected the 1 [ insist upon it that if this statute applied in this case, it applied 
Senat t da and was in force and all the obligations under it imposed on the 
ir. CHANDLER. y a fi re to elect the two Idaho Legislature on the 8th of December, when that Legisla- 
wo I cas ! the im ‘ative obliga- | ture met. Itcould not have been a contingent obligation to elect 
tion of by « ng which now you are going toput | on the second Tuesday after organization a Senator who should 
the S take his seat on the 4th of the next March—a contingent obliga- 
\ ( . y i e aea 11 ituation which itde- tion depending upon whether some Li e should be done in 
Ex eS. a d ) particular cases that the Senator | the mean time. If that Legislature was to be held down to the 
has a i ‘ a to [he first one is a situation | iron language of the fourteenth section, I beg leave to say to the 
( ( Lt ior asi OWS: Senator fre Delaware it must ha known it on the 8th day of 
) ¢ ay 
ex , ‘ S ‘ to? ‘ Senator admi hat the obligation of that statute upon 
St A t I | slature of Idaho was dependent upon whether the first 
Az >» 1LO wel st elected, and that it was not obligatory 
V ay ( niza n a ] 1e 16th or LStl Y the lirst two senators were cted 
the S 5 a ‘ ‘ e whil 50 his arg ent is that when tl daho Legis re 1 it did 
Ly 318 Ss e! LOK Le 5 I KDOW what S auties we ice sta nat it co l 
the a 3 ‘ indatory t ex V ‘ it days or ten days not knowing wheth: tatute ap- 
o! r j oft eh I we nay come about, W - tO 1t, a li ad io tha t O tl [da ») Leo isiature did 
ever the t mak § & Sltuatlo n the statute 5 ¢ - f tl first two Senators, then there arose, he says, an obliga- 
y al ipplies to that ation t to o 1e statute a oO | n days and reckon from 
ma atte vhet iat 11s brought abo 1 t ( son, a ect upon the second Tuesday. 
, a y en that there was a 8 Ir. Presic t, if iven under stress of argu- 
07 § 1 of tl senate the Legislature of a | ment to contend th not apply on the Sth, did 
‘ a to the | l ‘ y first—that m tir ipply « ) the 16th as to this Sena- 
b 3 I he as no vaca no tern >| to term ¢ Oo first two places had been 
b ‘ 7 ‘ vas elected, « i, the Senator ma than he thinks I amin. 
t statute « not ay S or was elect PALMER te of Idaho is entitled 
So Sena \ hims driven, | yr ‘ ntation rightof that State to have 
ti] nk, 1 5 t aoes I apply epres t \ | aoes ne i pend on the 
al 3 i une by the expira 0 i m ott Cong States: it is original. The 
the t ‘ ‘ t om Idaho during 1 Legislature of Idaho did elect a Senator. He is here with his 
( sla vhich would have authori an | credentials certified with due regularity. Since his appearance, 
elec r a ‘ ry afte -| a gentleman of the highest character, | am told, appears and 
inl ais l a Ss wrong ) ‘ ‘ ons fh ric and the ol 5 ) $ ed upon the 
to say that s driv to i é nm co : l é of Idah I aken as to certain 
b vi ‘ l ) ttled l a I Oo reanization is conceded that Con- 
‘ { 3 a > a ( Ss has the 1 I to fix 1e tl r the election of Senators, 
the | Ss Cons ym, and tha dr - t is conceded that the act of Congress provides that the 
j Mi classasS itor s 2 assig ( n shail com! and take possibli on the se 
‘ a ) ‘ Ss [ Ss aiter ft oO i] ate 
: i yr th: 4 no eor eS Ciall oO » { 
} \ ) 0 ‘ i a e Ot idaho ] y tne ais 
\ : I a4 > , as ) vy ' i 4 ! y T wou » a) 5 » A 
c > ef ‘ or natthe i or elect tbat aitnougn you wer L acc 
] i ¢ t i110 v l I Ol i a and yo th yorit 
| 4 a 1 ut ( tion and th aws, an l ‘ »¢ ( 
W ‘ s mot - cept On « sin jund, and a 
a i aithoug n Lecisiature of daho did | 
\ i 4 4 LS ¢ pa 0 s mst j mo ti uu of Cor th< { ss) tes 
! i Ss it ther aispos on anywhere munifested to disobey the will of Congress, 
‘ ‘ a Senator on the 4th | : ugh 1t proceeded to elect a Senator in what it supposed to 
( . ‘ l States had taker be an honest exercise or an honest obedience to the act of Con- 
‘ was mistaken, and because of that mistake, upon an 
s of the Senate to have as-'| exceedingly narrow ground, the Senator from Idaho, whose titl: 
‘class than the one to which he | is perfect in every other resp is to be deprived of his seat 
» ha as Ir. SHOUP to the class for | and the State of Idaho is to be deprived of representation. 
y ere are three classes of Senators, | make no reference now to th ‘course of tl Legislature sub 
a é ed totwo of them. One of | sequently. Itis true that t were the formsof ane on at 
{ d of Senators whose terms would expire | which another gentleman was chosen, but that was the mere ac- 
ol { Isvl. The Legislature of Idaho assumed | cident of the occasion. The Legislature of Idaho was contented 
tl ‘ Senators would be assigned to that class. I can | with whatit had done. It supposed it had obeyed the act of 
see the high probability that one would be so assigned, but that | Congress; and if the Legislature of Idaho had not subsequently 
{ was notthe definite ascertainmentof the expiry ofa term which | acted and gave to the gentleman who claims this seat a color of 
would auth e the Legislature to act is an argument which I | right, the question to-day would have been, shall the State of 


< is exceedingly strong, and I think it wasone whichshould | Idaho, upon the law and the facts of this case, be deprived of 


na erned the conduct of 


l 

they chose to read the act differently, and as long as two Sena-| What is the point in controve 
tors had been actually, as a matter of fact, elected prior to the | Delaware [Mr.GRAy]—and I[ ha 
election of Mr. Dubois, they chose to read it so that one of those 


senators wi i have a term exp 
and if that were so then unquest 


vision of the fourteenth section of the Revised Statutes as being a 
situation of this kind—a Legislature ‘‘ chosen next preceding the 


+ 


ture of Idaho. But | representation? 





the Legis! 


iring on the 4th of March, 1891, 
ionably it came within the pro- | gress requires that the election 


rsy? The learned Senator from 
ve listened to his argument with 


the greatest interest—insists upon something more than a literal 
compliance with the act of Congress. He says truly that Con- 


shall be commenced. Mr. Presi- 


dent, the commencement is to me a matter of very great signifi- 
cance, because it was my misfortune that the election in Illinois 
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commenced on the 21st of January and did notend until the 11th | ** Yes, 
ofMarch. Sothe term “ thecommencement ofthe election” ! 

to my mind, some significance. The act of Congress requires | of ano 
that the two houses shall meet, and that they shall ballot se] busi 
rately on the second Tuesday after the organization of the two | pore” is one tl 
houses. a | l and cor 


as, | General 








It is insisted by the learned Senator from Delaware that the ntil finally yppr 


Legislature of Idaho, or that the senate of Idaho (although h¢ ed speaker pi 
hints that the house of representatives was not sufficiently or; t Legislat 
ized), was not organized on the 8th of December, and he insists | volume of la 





} 
+ +} 


that the proof of his proposition is found in the fact that 
ate elected a secretary pro tempore. If the words *‘ pro tempo a ‘act 
had not been used the Senator would probably concede that that | perfect as if 


wasanelection. I understand,and have so held when it was Yow, is not that t 


duty to determine the question, that every election of a ministe- operly ju 


rial officer in the Senate of the United States or the State L - itorfrom Di 


latures is pro tempore. me ‘ 
The tenure of the office continues until the will of the body elect tate ( 

ing the officer determines it. The only effect of this term is that | s ial cons 

the party may understand that it is temporary, not permanent, mitted to a 

because [ apprehe ndif the senate of Idaho had elected a secretar p e 


] 


according to their own forms in the mostsolemn manner he would ill y 





have held his office at the willof thesenate. Unlesslamenti ( ( 
ignorant of the powers of this body over its secretary and any of | scales « 

its subordinate officers, whatever may have been expressed in tl { 
vote of election, they hold pro tempore for the t being | L ¢ ‘ 





the body which elects them shall determine otherwise. { State havi ‘ 
The Legislature of Idaho therefore organized; it had its p 














dent—and by the way there is something more important tha 
that. The election of the members of the senate was duly « 
tified. They had taken upon themselves the oath of offic ( cordai 
quired by the constitution. The senate was complete in all | t be then that « 
powers. / ( us r¢ esentat 
Am I to be told that merely because the senate elected a as told bet! 
retary to hold an office until it should will otherw is that r - 5 ator I I 
dered the organization defective? Am I to be told that: t I ) 
be done? abstrac 
Some reference has been made to the rules which provided f 
other officers. Am I to be told that the organization will Pre 
be complete until all the officers have been provided for by tl t rigiy e act 
rules, as if rules are the source of power, and that all must ym ih 
elected before the senate is organized? [tf as 
On the contrary, I understand that the senate is organized t meet W 
moment that it becomes a senate. I care not what te: of d 
scription you employ, when the individual representatives a Ci 
collected together and become a senate it is organized. What ‘VOOR 
it may do for the time being or may do afterwardsis for tf ir. Ps 
ate alone to pres ribs 
| did not favor the admission of Idaho into the Unio 
one of the States, and who shall Say tO the senate of Idaho t 
until you have completely not only become a senat rean ( 
@ St nate, but have elected all the offi I which necessity ¢« ( 
venience dictate, still youremain unorganized? lLask the lea 
Senator from Delaware if he can imagine as ate not orga 
[ can imagine individual senators, but I imagi 
cede that the body was a senate you concede all that LVvO ( 5 
in the controversy. { 
On the 8th day of December the repr 
of Idaho assembled, organized, and on the 8th day of D 
there was asenate of the General Assembly of Idaho as 
as it ever was. 
oce ; to me that in discussing this subject we o 
indulge in mere technical disputation as to t meaning ¢ 
We are dealing with the rights of a State. Weare deal 
the Legislature of a State that has the inherent right to. ‘ 
penators. [f it had not b n for this act of Congress which u ‘ 
made necessary by circumstances which were sufficie1 
judgment of Congress to justify tl assage a ) ) 
question would aris . 
But we are now told that this State which « 
is to be deprived of represen Vhy? Beca Li 
lature was mistaken as to the O ation; a 
told that this Senate will re lee ind will « 
Senator chosen by that Legis i this tre 
and narrow ground. Dp 
[ do not, therefore, stop to discuss the qur stion as to ‘ na O 
term organization means. I recollect an instance in ] 
The constitution of the State provides that the Li ature 


organize by first electing aspeaker protempore. Some years a The ne 
it organized and elected a speaker pro tempore, and some gent of the Senat 
men from other States remember him. He was a speaker w! ilar 


self-assertion was more than sufficient to overcome a majority of | vidual Senator. The 


7 


4 





NATE. 


either branch of the Legislature. nembers present, and it was sub 


+ T 


After having been elected speaker pro le mpore he declared tha ’ rned, i i re Y 
he was speaker, and he called upon me for my opinion. I said: Mr. GRA T 
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Mr. PALMER. They appointed a committee on organization, | on the 8th of December a senate complete in all its power. It 


onrules. Inotam familiar practically with the proceedings of 


legislative bodies, but I understand that it is by no means uncom- 


mon, and I have known of instances where the Legislature after | 





its organization, while transacting other business, has appointed 
committees to inquire whether the rules might not be improved 
and amended. The general parliamentary law is a part of the 


common law of the land, and that the body should appoint a com- 
mittee on rules was exceedingly natural. But what had that to 


do with the matter of its organization? Ifa bill was introduced 
that day without rules the body is supreme. 


If a bill had been | 


introduced on that day and there had been no constitutional re- | 


quirement,as there isin Illinois,that a bill should be read on three 
different days, the bill might have been passed, because the rules 
would have been the will of the Senate for the time being. 

The body was complete, and I do not apprehend that the Sen- 
ator from Delaware will argue that rules are essential to the ex- 
istence of a body. They are required to prescribe rules. Did I 
say required? They are authorized to prescribe rules; and I take 
the liberty of saying that if there had been no provision of any 
constitution it would be the inherent right of any deliberative 
body to prescribe rules. Nothing is gained by such a provision 
of the constitution. It may beitcan not be mandatory; directory 


may have lacked some of the machinery, because experience has 
shown that an increase in the number of officers is a constant 
practice in all deliberative bodies. Thesenate existed; the sen- 
ate was organized; it was a senate with as complete powers as it 
possessed at any time during its session. If that is true, then 
what remains to be discussed? 

[ protest that the Legislature of Idaho is entitled to the benefit, 
as we sometimes say, of a reasonable doubt; that this State hav- 
ing thus acted in the spirit and meaning of the Constitution and 
the laws, it ought to be kindly judged at least. Let us see how 
it appears. Assume that the Senator from Delaware shall be 


| successful and that the Senate shall declare by resolution that 


it is,nodoubt; butstill the power to prescribe rules is not derived | 


from the constitution. It has been held that it is the inherent 
right of every deliberative body to prescribe rules for the gov- 
ernment of its members. Is it not true that they did have the 
rules of the preceding Territorial Legislature? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. They adopted those rules; and all that can be 
said in regard to the appointment of the committee, which was a 
compliance with the constitution, if that should be deemed nec- 
essary, was that acommittee should be appointed with authority 
to inquire whether the rules already adopted might not be im- 
proved by amendment, there being, as I recollect, rules adopted 
taken from the preceding Territorial Assembly. I believe I am 
right about that? 

Mr.GRAY. That is right. 


Mr.PALMER. Then, briefly, the Senators were elected; their | 


credentials were furnished and were determined to be sufficient; 
they were sworn in; they took the oath required by the constitu- 
tion; they adopted rules for their government; they took juris- 
diction over the members and seated them. I believe they then 
adjourned. 

Mr.GRAY. No; they appointed acommittee on organization. 

Mr. PALMER. They appointed a committee on organization. 
Undoubtedly it was eminently proper, the Legislature of a new 
State having assembled, thatsuch a Legislature should desire to 
erfect and improve its rules. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg pardon of the Senator; he will allow me to 
correct him as to a matter of fact. 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 


the gentleman who now occupies this seat is not entitled, and the 
Senate should be asked forthe reason. The reason is this, thatthe 
Legislature of Idaho was mistaken upon the question of its own 
organization, and that the act of Congress is enforced with such 
rigor against a State that unless there is a complete and techni- 
cal satisfaction of the requirements of the act of Congess, such is 
the imperative rule of the Senate, so earnest is it to enforce this 
law against the States of this Union, that unless the most exact 
compliance can be shown the Senator elected shall be expelled, 
notwithstanding the apparent justice or fairness of his claim. 

Mr. President, I overlook all that occurred subsequently. I 
think that is not material, because if the gentleman who claims 
this seat was a Senator after the ballot on the 16th of December 
he is a Senatornow. Nosubsequent act of the State Legislature 
could impair his right. I presume it is not argued that if his 
right was then complete it was impaired by the subsequent act 
of the General Assembly of Idaho. This, I understand, presents 
the whole question. 

Mr. President, and I trust the time will come (I may allude 
to my own peculiar views) when such questions can not arise in 
this body, when the people will speak directly and choose their 
Senators, but I insist that, while this method continues, the acts 


| of the State shall be judged liberally and fairly according to the 


spirit and the intention that governed the representatives of the 
States. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator yield t. ue for a moment? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will yield to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to,say a single word in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois and not to protract the discussion of this case. 
[f the Senator from Illinois will do me the honor to give me his 
attention for one moment, I merely wish to say that he has ap- 
parently misconceived the position which I took in regard to the 


| right of the Legislature to determine for itself what its organi- 


zation should be and when it was organized. I would evenenter 
into competition with so distinguished and so old an advocate of 
the doctrine of State rights as the Senator from Illinois in my 


| own devotion to that great and salutary doctrine. 


Mr. GRAY. The adoption of the rules of the previous Terri- | 


torial council was had the next day, Tuesday, the 9th. 

Ir. PALMER. Then it only remained 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the Senator from Delaware is la- 
boring under a misapprehension. 

Mr. PALMER. Is ipposed the Senator knew. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The rules of the fifteenth session of the 
Territorial Assembly were adopted, according to my recollec- 
tion, on Monday, the 8th, before they adjourned. 

Mr.GRAY. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is, they were adopted in this way: In 
so far as they were consistent 

Mr. PALME! 


5 


%. It will be an easy matter to determine it. 
Mir. MITCHELL. Iamsure I am right. 
Mr.PALMER. Lamnotsure. I ask the attention of the Sena- 


tor from Delaware to the second page. I now read from the pro- 
ceedings of the Sth: 

Mr ( 1 ’ of the egislat of the fifteen 

msistent, for the regulation of the 
unt eT mmittee on ru 3D t pled 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was on Monday? 

Mr. PALMER. On Monday. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I was thinking of 
the house of representatives. That is correct. The house of 
representatives adopted rules on Tuesday. 

PALMER. So there were rules adopted. It might occur 
to the embers of the senate that the rules of the council would 
not be « e adapted to the business of the senate, and that they 
might dir that rules be prepared for the future use of the 
senate reed natural; but I apprehend the Senator 


would not insist that a resolution like that would impair the ex- 
istence of the senate if it was in fact the senate. 
My proposition, then, is, Mr. President, that there was in Idaho 


| therefore have at some length, in the remarks that I have 


had the honor to submit to the Senate, tried to make it plain 
that my view of the situation was that the Legislature of Idaho, 
through the separate action of its two houses, had not only the 


right but the exclusive right to determine for itself when it was’ 


organized for the performance of its legislative functions; and ] 
do not think the Senate of the United States even has the right 
to determine that the senateor either branch ofthe Legislature 
of Idaho was organized against the determination of that body 
itself. Therefore we do not disagree in those fundamental prin- 
ciples to guide us in the examination of this auestion. 

One word further. I do not exactly see how it is a liberal con- 
struction of the act to say that Mr. Dubois is entitled to a seat in 
this body asa Senator from Idaho rather than Mr. Clagett. In 
either case the State of Idaho would be represented. The ques- 
tion merely is as to the personnel of that representation. Both 
of these gentlemen are, in my opinion—and it is conceded on all 
hands—eminently respectable and fit to represent their State. 
So there is no question here of depriving the State of Idaho of 
representation upon this floor: nor is there any question here of 
disregarding its right under the Constitution to have upon this 
floor at all times properly elected Senators torepresent it. This 
is, of course, not meant to be an answer to the very able remarks 
of the Senator from Illinois, but only that Imay put myself right 
in a matter in which I think he has misconceived my position. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] to take the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to take the floor for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry inthe chair). The 
Senator from Nevada will be recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 18, 1892, at 12 


| o'clock m. 


----- 


bedets 


ol diner 





‘ 
3 


as telat eghs 





‘é ~_ vy ‘ _ ‘ vy / % ‘ Y ( + — 
1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1245 
rc ‘ _ v _ sc _ Trn rr T _ ¥ 
HOUSE OF KEPRESENTATIVES. REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 
: ss py | The SPEAKER also laid bef e House bills of the Senat 
WEDNESDAY, February 17, 1892. ne SE RARE also ladd | aaa eee oe ee eee 
? . of the following titles; which were severally read twice and re- 
The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | ferred to the committees named: 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. A bill (S. 1900) for the establishment of a dry dock on the 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. | Government reservation near Algiers, La., with an appropria- 


tion therefor—to the Committee on Nav: \ffain 


MINERS IN THE TERRITORIES. A bill (S. 267) for the preservation o ms sei 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message | protection of property within the District of Col 1—to the 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, | Committee on the District of Coliimbia: 

with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on A bill (S. 429) to authorize the constr on of b es acroxs 

Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: the Missouri River, ete.—to the Committee on Interstate and 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: ere. Commerce; and 
There was passed by the last Congress ‘An act for the protection of the \ bill (S. 1549 providl 
lives of the miners in the Territories,” which was approved by me on the 3d | and the distribution of public do lent to t Committ 
day of March, 1891. That no appropriation was made to enable me to carry | Printins ; 
the act into effect resulted, I suppose, from the fact that it was passed so late i >” 
in the session. This law recognizes the necessity of a responsible public i 
spection and supervision of the business of mining in the interest of th Mr. LIVINGSTON Mr. Sneak: “3 nani ; eonsent 
miners, and is in line with the legislation of most of the States : . 3 ar ns : my ; eee 





PROPOSED PUBLIC RELII 





The work of the miner has its unavoidable incidents of discomfort and for the present consideration of the resolution | send to the desk. 
danger, and these should not be increased by the neglect of the owners to The SPEAKER. The resolution wv be read s ect to ob- 
provide every practicable safety appliance. Economies which involve a ection ‘ 
sacrifice of human life are intolerable. orn ne s 

I transmit herewith memorials from several hundred miners working in ine Clerk read as lollows: 
the coal mines in the Indian Territory, asking for the appointment of an in In view of the unrest, and extrem ey condi l the ma f 
spector under the act referred to. The recent frightful disaster at Krebs, in | the people of this countr und the A iquiry as to the po f 
that Territory, in which sixty-seven miners met a horrible death, gives ur House toward the people: Therefor ' , 
gency to their appeal; and I recommend that a special appropriation be at Be it res il. That we ext i to them our sincere sympathy. a 
once made for the salaries and necessary expenses of the inspectors provided | ise to do allin our power for relief on the 1e of proved finance 
for in the law. duced taxation 

BENJ. HARRISON NT N rom VAT 4 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 16, 1892. Mr. DINGLEY What is the req t here? 

The SPEAKER lo consider the resolutlk ( 
COPYING EXPENSES IN INDIAN OFFICE. heen offered by the entleman from Georvwia 


rr — ; . : Mr D E I it: ‘ted. Mr. Spea 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the ots DINGLE ee oo ” eek en 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an item tr: ae RCS OF ODjECt im 











mitted by the Secretary of the Interior for insertion as a proviso W be again rea 
to the appropriation in the legislative, executive, and judicial ae oe = 
bill for transcribing and copying in the Indian Office for the fis- Mr. REED. Does t ! \ utir ( 2 
cal year 1893; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- Lia nter. ian 
priations, and ordered to be printed. — VI NGLEY | ha S ( 
rather than punce S t a 
WAR CLAIMS. ir. TAYLOR « 1 L 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters from the Mr. LIVINGSTON. Arh L ask ut t] 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of { » th ttee on R : 
ings of that court in the cases of the following-named persons; solut wa 
which were referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
dered to be printed: D. P. Belcher, J. H. Elgin, John P. J Mr. WARWICK. from 1 ( 


administrator of Archibald C. Legge, deceased: and nort - t seal th ‘ l so , | inti 1 , 
J. L. Peters—to the Committee on Claims. the follow 
PROPOSED IMMIGRATION INVESTIGATION. t bill (Ht. KR. 4107) to cha =e © ’ 
‘ a 1) ‘ t ¢ ( ‘ 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate con : 
rent resolution providing for an investigation by the Senate Com- - Sf "gore 
mittee on Immigration and the House Committee on Immigration ir. WEADOCK, 
and Naturalization jointly as to the working of the laws relati whe presen’ . 
to immigration, the importation of contract labor, and for other Ane Vierk read as 1lollows: 
purposes. ; ved, That the Se 
Mr.STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | s; ed ~ O 
present consideration of that resolution. 1892; what portic 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- | *2¢,¢Uty paid thereon, ar 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolutio or lini annie ( 
which will be read at length. ox 
The resolution was read at length. o : : .. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- | ““°? 
tion? 
Mr. MILLER. That calls for an expenditure of money, does Mr. ENLOI \ S 
it not? : ( the Post-Olfice : I . 
Mr. STUMP. No; the expenditure is provided for by the Sen- : th t 
ate. There is nothing called for from the House. The SPEAKER 
The SPEAKER. The first question is, is there objection to ‘J ( ! 
the present consideration of the resolution? That P i 
Mr. MILLER. I object. the House | 
Mr.STUMP. Then I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the resolut 
be referred to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- e | 


There being no objection, the resolution was so referred. 
Some time subsequently 
Mr. MILLER said: Mr. Speaker, from explanations mac 
me in regard to the resolutic [ 
jee tion. 
Mr. STUMP. Then, Mr. Speaker, I renew 1 motion 
the resolution now receive consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The objection being withdrawn to i 


consideration, the Chair will ask if there be ot ‘ obj 


4 


cnt 


Mr. GEARY. This, I believe, is a resolution which ves to 
the Committee on Immigration the right to take testimony? 
The SPEAKER. It does. ra i 
Mr. GEARY. Then I object. The SPEAKER ( 
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Mr. ENLOE. There is no written report. I am simply in- 
structed to report the resolution back with the recommendation 
that it do pass 

The SPEAKER. The rule requires a written report; but if 
t be no objection it can be dispensed with 

TRACEY. If theg eman from Tennes Mr. ENLOE] 
would give a verbal explanation. of the purport of this resolu- 
t it yuld be very satisfactory [ think 

1.e SPEAKER. The rules of the House require that the: 
shall } report acc yal ng I resolution: but if there b 
no obj n the 1 can be disp lwith. Is there objec- 
tion? | 

Ther no < 

TheSP KER man f T iessee [Mr. ENLO 
is ¢ itled 

h REED. I] t to object ri ved? 

SPEAKER. The gentleman reported this asa privileged 
I il ie } iry. 

ENLOE will say, Mr. Speaker, that thisis unanimously 
reported from the Committee on Post-Offics ss and Post-Roads. 
It simply s for certain information which the committ ee de- 
sire to hi 1 connection with the proposition to repeal tl 
ocea ‘1 is nobody on the committe ian 
o} ts to having this info tion. On the contrary, we all de- 
sire it, and I suppose the House is willing we should have it. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ENLOE,a motion to recons r the last vote 
was la ‘ the tab 

Ch V called for reports; and bills of t 
following es I t nted, and, with the accompanying re- 
ports, ordered to be printed, and referred as follows: 

REVIVAI F SUITS IN CERTAI CAUSES. 

sy Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from thi Committee on the Judi- 
clary: A H. R. 5568) to regulate the revival of suits in cer- 
ta f 


in causes—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 





EVENUE CUTTER, HARBOR OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

By Mr. GEARY, from t Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign { ce: A bi H. R. 3609) making an appropriatio 
and providing for the construction of a United States revenu 
C sr for servi { arbor of San Francisco, Cal.—to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

ASYLUM FOR THE INSANE, SOUTH DAKOTA 

By Mr. SEERLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands: 
A S. 444) granting to the State of South Dakota section num- 
bered 36 in township numbered 94 north, of range numbered 56 
west, in the county of Yankton, in said State, for the purpose 
of ana for the insane, to correct an act approved June 16, 
1880, a p such grant tothe Territory of Dakota, 
and for other p to the Committe e Whole Hous 
on the state of tl 





GAINESVILLE, M’CALLISTER AND ST. LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY. 

By Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A 
bi Ee. Ee 3626 to grant Gainesville, McCallister and 
St. Louis Railway Company a right of way th a the Indian 


ve of the Whole 


Territory, and for other purposes—to the Commit 


sE, OKLAHOMA AND GULF RAILWAY COMPANY. 








By M EN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A 
I H.R 27) to g t to the Gainesville, Oklahoma and Gulf 
Railway Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, 
and for ot ‘purposes—to the Committee of the Whole House 
' e of the Unior 
I { ABSI N 
; \ ( ive of absence was granted to Mr. 
S71 5 ‘ ays, on account of import ant business. 
IAN PPROPRIATION BILL. 
, | eaker, Ir e1 the H do now re- 
( mittee of the Whole House on the stat 
of the Union for t se of considering general appropria- 
i aa ) 
{ I ed itse nto the Committee of 
t Se sts f the Union for the purpose of 
c r i th Mr. ByNuM in the 
4 A 
‘ , ( \ I t the first bill on th« 
Ca ‘ 
ihe ¢ a i 
ren 
p \tions W I n tr 
el J 5 
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Mr.PEEL. lask unanimous consent that the first formal read- 
ing of the bill be dispense xd with. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I wish to have 
it understood that all points of order are reserved. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair understands they were reserved 
in the House. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] if he will 
order being reserved against the 

Mr. PEEL. Of course not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that all points of 
order were reserved in the House. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The motion of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] was that the House go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on general appropriation bills. He did not 
state what bill he wished to take up, therefore it was impossible 
for any one to know from his motion, before the House went into 
Committee of the Whole, what bill would be taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. All points of order were reserved on the 
Indian appropriation bill in the House. The gentleman from 
Arkansas | Mr. PEEL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask pare consent that the first formal 
vading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I want to suggest that this isa 
very important bill, and I think it would be better to have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objectionis made. The Clerk will report 
the bill. 


The bill was the 


FEBRUARY 17, 


I will ask the gentleman from 
have any objection to points of 


bill? 


length. 

When the Clerk had read to line 15, page 47, 

Mr. MILLER said: Mr. Chairman, [ want to inquire if the 
amounts paid to the empl oyés is reported in the bill for these 
appropriat tions to the different tribes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to understand the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MILLER. The question that I desire to ask is whether 
the amount paid to the employés is embraced in the bill that is 
being read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill 
discussion after itis read. T 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. ¢ 
to dispense with the further reading of the bill. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
inanimous consent to dispense with the further reading of the 
bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. PEEL. | I would like the committee to agree to some rea- 
sonable length of time for general debate upon the bill. There 
members of the committee who desire to talk a little 
on the bill, and perhaps others, and as a matter of course I 
would like to have just as little general debate as will do justice 
to the bill, to the country, and to those who are interested in it. 
If my colleagues on the committee will indicate what they de- 
sire any reasonable time will suit me. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. So far as our side is concerned, 
we are willing to limit general debate to thirty minutes on a 
side, or toeven less than that if it would be agreeable to the 
House. Some members of the third party have indicated that 
they desire some time. Now, if we could devote that time toa 
discussion of the Indian appropriation bill, it would be all right; 
but the probability is that they would discuss every other thing 
under an appropriation bill, and we want to dispose of this bill 
as q -_ kly as possible. 

WwW \TSe IN. I would suggest to the gentleman that we 
wo ld perhaps stick as closely to the subject as has been done 
heretofore by other gentlemen. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
personally or 
priation bills. 

Mr. PEEL would like to suggest that we have ¢ 
a half of general debate. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will agree to that. 

Mr. ANDREW. Why not let it run on? 

M VILSON of Washington. What reason is there for al- 
lowing it to run on? 

Mr. ANDREW. Member: 

Mr. WILSON of 


ll will be open to amendment and 
his is simply the formal reading. 
‘hairman, I ask unanimous consent 


are some 





I do not refer to the gentleman 
to his party, but to general debate on all appro- 


n hour and 


s of the House desire to be heard on it 
Washington. They have notindicated sucha 


A WT 


Mr. ANDREW. I have heard three gentlemen say so now. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I would like to say, concerning this bill, 

tir but mysel that there are a considerable 
imber of items in it that I seriously object to; and if I can get 

it, I want thirty minutes on the bill myself. 

Ir. PEEL. I would say to the gentle man that when we take 


nopoady 





cE 
ri 





} 


le, in which the gentler 


ip the bill by items, after the general debate, there will be de- 
rthe five-minute ru 
if he desires. 


bate und 


an amendment 


nan can offer 





a ed ee 
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Mr. WATSON. I would suppose that two hours and a half 


for general debate would not be too much. 


Mr. LONG. Is there a minority repo 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Itis t 
the committee. 


t? 


he unanimous 


CONGRESSIONAL 


report of 


Mr. SIMPSON. It seems to me, when we have had the roll 
l 


call for half a day, that two and a half hours is not too much for 
debate upon this appropriation bill. 
’ . 2 ted 


generé 






ld 

\ MEMBER. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ark: has 
floor. 

Mr. PEEL. Of course, Mr. Chairman, if we can n ag 
we will have to run on until the committee sees proper to 
and limit general debate; but I would rather agree to twoor 
hours and a half of general debate than to let it run pro 
ously,and I would suggest that the two hours and a half be 
divided. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks un 
mous consent that all general debate upon this bill b 
two hours anda half? Is there objection? 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I object. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Make it th ho 

Mr. PEEL. I did not hear that there was any ob) 

The CHAIRMAN. The ventleman from Wisco! n< ( 
to two hours and a half. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Make it three hours. 

Mr. WATSON. We do not want to be obliged » ot 
else who controls the time. We are here incurring the od 
whatever it is, of an independent political party. e have c 
here with the responsibility and the duties of that position, 
ve want the enjoyment of the privileges; and I ask for hal! 
hour’s time, to be controlled by us. 

Mr. PEEL. To my suggestion I want to add that n 
divided so as to give one hour to the Republican side, to 
Democratic side, and half an hour to the party represente 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That will give al ) 
be under the control of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that th e 
two sides to this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isuggest that we take the remainder o 


afternoon— 


Mr. ANDREW. Regular order, Mr. C 


The CHAIRMAN. This is the regulz 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be three 
would be a reasonable time, and it willa 
noon, 

Mr. PEEL. I think so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And then have it un 
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nairma 
ar order. 


hours and a 


i. 


lerstood th: 


House adjourns the general debate is closed. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will say that that \ 
isfactory to our side; that it be understood that when the 


adjourns this afternoon all general del 


vate is closer 


particularly anxious that the gentleman from Geo 


have time allowed to his party. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does n 


Chair will recognize the gentleman fron 
g 


»t understand that 
is any proposition pending before the committee, and, if 


1 Arkansas. 





Mr. PEEL. [ think that by the time we have debat 


half, wl 


} 
pout consume 


for two hours and a half some satisfactory arrangement wi 


made, and I renew my suggestion that we 


debate for two hours and ahalf. That 


trolled by the gentleman from Georgia. 


The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands that th« 


of the bill should have time, and the f: 
have time to discuss it: but the Chair ca 
vision of time than that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why not,ona bil 
general debate run onfor awhile? This 


amount of money, and I think it is better to let the debat 


without limit rather than tofix a limita 
hands of some gentleman or gentlemen t 
Some members who 


have serious objections to portions of it. 


to thelr pleasur 


a routine matter, and I think we had bet 
on? 
Mr. PEEL. Of course, if the gentlem 





debate will have to run on. 

Mr. JOHNSTONE of South Carolina. 
ple proposition to limit debate would no 
able; but if there is to go along with it t 
man on one side and of some other gent 
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service, commencing with 1885 and coming down to and includ- 


ing the last Congress. I alsoasked him to take out of those bills | 
all items that did not belong to the Indian service prope r, so 
that I might see what was properly carried in those bills for the 


Indian Bureau. 


He 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


and I have be oe oat statement 


Will my friend h 


did 


so, 


ave the statement printed 
in connection with his remarks? 
Mr. PEEL. I will. 
Mr. Chairman, it is well known that at the last session of the 


ress we had upon the ¢ 


eS . - 
on Indian Aff: > 


airs in purs 
Secretary of the Interior 


ast Cong 
the Committee 
tions of the 


‘alendar various reports made by 
ance of recommenda- 


reports proposing to carry 


out contracts made with the several Indian tribes in pursuance 
of law—contracts under which we had purchased large tracts of 
land. The Department was very anxious that these contracts 
should be rat fie d, so that, in accordance with them, lands could be 
allotted to the Indians and the surplus land opened to settlement. 


The 


country in general was extremely anxious have these 
contracts ratified to secure the objects 1 have indicated. But it 
became apparent toward the close of the last Congress that it was 
impossible for the House to reach the measures as they appeared 


upon the Calendar carrying out these various contracts. Hence, 
by agreement on both sides of the House—by unanimous con- 
sent—provisions for carrying into effect five, six, or seven of 
those different contracts were attached to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. Those, as a matter of course, had nothing to do with 
the money appropriated for the legitimate expenses of the In- 
dian Bureau 

Ir.DINGLEY. Thegentleman is referring, I presume, to the 


for the 
l am just coming to 


Y. That 


‘hase 
that 
will. of cou 


$9,600,000 appropriated 


PEEL. 
Mr. DINGLE 


of Indian lands. 


pur 


rse, be repaid to the Treas- 

ury from the sale of those lands. 
PEE! Yes,sir; certainly. The provisions carrying int to 
effect those contracts, which, asl have stated, were put upon the 








un appropriation bill by unanimous consent, covered a larg 
money—$9,800,000. This amount, as a matter of course, 
did not belong regularly to the appropriation bill, but was pro- 
vick at bill by unanimo consent, in order that by a 
rat i of these contracts tl lands referred to in the stipu- 
lations of tl contracts might be allotted to the Indians, and 
4 a ‘ roy 1 to vhite ; é é + a1 1¢ 4 1¢ 107 st il 
aw. 
Wl amount has been deducted from the last bill, carry- 
on its face s ng m han $17,000,000, the bill wi 
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session of the last Congress the pay of these men was perhaps less 
than it is now; but this bill carries exactly what was carried for 
this particular service in the bill of last year, if my recollection 
is correct. The estimate that came to us from the De spartment 
for this service contemplated a large increase. The Commis- 
Affairs and many others believe that the Indian 
police is one of the most successful branches of the service; and 
there has been a disposition for some years to increase the num- 
bers and the pay of these men. But in this bill we have done 
neither. 

Mr. LONG. I 


find upon an examination of the bill that at 


| some of these agencie ieaea is $1,200, at others $1,600, at others 


$1,800; and in some cases the pay is as high as $2,500. What is 
the difference in the service performed by these agents? In ad- 
dition to that, let me ask why is there a demand for additional 
clerical labor at some of these stations and not at others? 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I will take great pleasure in an- 
swering the question of the gentleman from Texas. The gen- 
tleman will understand that these fifty-eight agencies are scat- 
tered all over the country. In some places the agency work is 


| a great deal larger, much more troublesome to manage than at 
| others. The character of the work depends entirely upon the 


of 


‘ter. 


number Indians under the control of the agency and their 
chara Now, we have an agent among the five civilized 
tribes, where there are 60,000 people, who gets only $1,500 a year. 
He used to get $2,000 a year, but in the last Congress we reduced 
it to 81,5 00. We carry it at $1,500 in the present bill, and the 
salary has not been raised because there is comparatively little 
work todo. These Indians do not really require an agent, or 
rather I should say that to a very limited extent his services 
are required, for the reason that they are as a whole civilized. 

Mr. LANE. Then why not abolish the agency? 

Mr. PEEL. There is certain work that he mustdo. While 
it is true that the work at this agency is small, yet if you go up 
the Dakotas and take thé Standing Rock Agency or Pine 
Agency, where there are several thousand of these Sioux 

it is a pretty considerable yo ene to control them 
ninister the supplies to which y are entitled under the 

It takes, the carrying on the business of 
‘ncies as these, a consider in the clerical as- 
1 to control th Therefore, Mr. 


into 
Ridge 
Indians, 
and adi 

aties. 


ha 


they 
for pur} pose of 
able 


1e Indians th 


increase 


>and 


stanc mselves. 








Chairman, it will be seen, as we take up the question of agen- 
cies throughout the country and analyze them, that the pay of 
the agent and the number of employés, as well as the salaries 
they receive, is measured by the number of the Indians, the char- 
acter of the Indians, and the scope of the co intry under the con- 
trol of the agent This is the explanation I give to the gentle- 
man from Texas for that feature of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I will next call the attention of the committee 
te school features of this bill. The ipport of the Indian 
‘ ols, the provision for their mainte! ce, is one of the most 
important items carried by the bi impression has gon 
forth from some cause, 1 do not know what, especially over the 
eastern ] tions of the country. which has aroused the good p O- 

le, who are looking anxiously to the welfare of the Indians and 
heir final civilization, to a great deal of activity on this partic- 

ar ques n. This is a sentiment, permit ating Roady A [ am 
always glad to greet, for I know that it is honest, that it is can- 
did and unselfish: but it has gone out, I take it, from the num- 
ber of letters I have received on the subject, that we have reduced 
the appropriations for the Indiar ools in this bill. That, I 


an entire n 





» amount on the f appropriation for the 


suppor ndian schools is very little less, in fact not any less 
than the anx t appropriated in the last Indian bill under the 
head of 1 support of Indian schools is something o 
$100,000 less than last year), but when you turn back to the pro- 
ions of the bill for the Sioux Indians, where the items are all 
appropriated for carrving out the} ions of our treaties with 
the Sioux, and also support and maintenance of schools, the total 





amount is $1,600,000, and in that item we have appropriated 
$150,000 for the schools in that particular portion of the Indiar 
work. Thereason for that increase, I will say, grows out of the 
‘ 3 of our treaty 
nd ourselves in with the Sioux to giv 
t irty schoolhouses session of the last Con- 
res wpropriated for tion of fifteen of these and 
ast session of that Congress we a} yriated for the other 
een. Now, inasmuch as we have no schoolhouses to build 
‘the terms of the treaty, we provide in this bill an appro- 
} O of $150,000 to support those already in existence If you 
add at to the items under the head of general support for 
chools. we have more money in this bill for Indian education 
than was appropriated during the last session of the last Con- 
gress. The only difference consists in the manner in which it 
is to be used. 
[In all former bills, Mr. Chairman—take, for instance, the apyro- 
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priation of $1,000,000 for Indian schools—there was no limitation 
put upon the manner of the expenditure of that appropriation as 
to how much might be used for one Indian child of school age 
or how much for another. We thought it prudent to put a pro- 
viso in the bill that hereafter not more than $200 of the fund ap- 
propriated for this purpose should be used forany one child. As 
a matter of fact it is known that those who have been overzeal- 
ous in behalfof an Indian child under some circumstances would 
apply more than that totheireducation. We thought it better to 
restrictitso that itshould notgo beyond the amount fixed in the 
bill. Then when we came to the industrial schools throughout 
the country, the former appropriation would run “for support and 
education of pupils in the industrial schools” not exceeding $157, 
$167, or $175 per head,as the case might be; and also for the con- 
struction and preparation of the building, fifty, sixty, or seventy 
thousand dollars, as may be required. 


The appropriation, made in the manner in which these appro- | 


riations have been made heretofore, left it upen in the bill to 

uild as many houses and use such proportion of the appropria- 
tion as might be thought proper to build schoolhouses and for 
repairs. But your committee concluded that inasmuch as alarge 
amount of money was expended in theformer appropriation bills 
for the construction of schoolhouses, making a larger capacity 
than ever before for the care and training of Indian pupils, it 
would be prudent and safe to limit the amount in this’bill, and 
instead of using it for the construction and repair of school build- 
ings to give the money tothe support of children seeking school. 
Hence, in most cases we limit the amount to be used by these 
schools for such purposes from one thousand to eight or ten 
thousand dollars, to be used in repairs as may be needed; and 
have made the appropriation in such form that not more than 
that amount can be used for that purpose. The rest of the ap- 
propriation is to be used solely for Indian education in the schools, 
and such proportion as was not used for that purpose would be 
covered back into the Treasury. I believe now that I have 
stated all the provisions of the bill as far as necessary -—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. Before the gentleman yields the floor will he 
permit a question? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The last Congress provided in the States of 
Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota, and I think North Dakota, for 


| 


the erection of schoolhouses, but I forget whether the bill pro- | 


viding for the erection of the schools carried also the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. 
Congress. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
was appropriated in each case. 

Mr. PEEL. 
schools in different locations will take the trouble to examine 
the bill they will find that their schools have been amply pro- 
vided for. 

Mr. BRETZ. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
before he sits down. Notlong since we had considerable trouble 
with certain Indians out West on account of starvation. 

Mr. PEEL. The Sioux Indians. 

Mr. BRETZ. What I want to know is whether or not your 


Twenty-five thousand dollars 


The amount was appropriated in the last | 


I thinkif the members who are interested in these | 


committee had any information upon the subject, whether it was | 


due to a lack of appropriation tofurnish the supplies, or whether 
it was because the agents withheld the money orsupplies and did 
not furnish the Indians with proper food and clothing? 
Mr.PEEL. Mr. Chairman, [ willstate to the gentleman that our 
committee did not go into that question. 


am not prepared to say from what cause that outbreak occurred; 
but I will say in connection with this that we have increased the 
appropriation for those tribes of Indians in this bill over lastyear. 
We appropriated, I believe, inthe last Indian appropriation bill 
for all the Siouxs $1,400,000. This bill carries $1,600,000. It 
will be remembered that a deficiency came in a few days ago. 
The Department asked for an extra appropriation on adeficiency 
of $150,000. The sum of $115,000 was appropriated; and the re- 
maining part of a $40,000 appropriation that was in the last bill 
for substations was diverted, amounting to some thirty-odd thou- 
sand dollars, to add to this deficiency. We have added $100,000 


f wes It has been looked into | 
heretofore. There are various opinions in thecountry aboutit. I | 


tleman will find a great deal of that in the report, but in order 
to get a complete statement of it the gentleman will have to com- 
pare the two bills, because, as I have stated in my remarks, there 
were several items in the last appropriation bill coming up under 
treaty stipulations for matters that had to be met then which 
are not in this bill, but in this bill we have other items growing 
out of treaties that were not in the last bill, 
an offset. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if my associates on the « 
to say anything they can do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
pied twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I wish to make 
fore we proceed. I would like to ask the 
kansas [Mr. PEEL] who is in charge 
the items embraced upon the first 
more specific. 


30 it will be about 
mmittee desire 
Arkansas has oeccu- 


an inquiry be- 
gentleman from Ar- 
of the bill why it is that 
page of the report are not 
For instance, you say first: 


For current and contingent expenses of the Indian service _...-. $205, 400 
For fulfilling treaty stipulations 3,151, 981 
For miscellaneous support 678, 000 
For general incidental expenses Indian service -.-_. 128, 000 


llaneous 


For misce 


Now, I want to ask my friend from Arkansas why it is that 
this bill can not be more specific in stating the particular appro- 
priations? 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, 1 will have to respectfully refer 
my friend from Mississippi to the bill itself. It specifies exactly 
what all the items are for. It is not expected that a report will 
recapitulate the items contained in the bill. These are the 
subdivisions of the bill, carrying the appropriations under the 
different heads and subdivisions of the Indian service. I will 
say for the information of the gentleman that that item of $128,000 
for general incidental expenses of the Indian service and the 
‘**miscellaneous,” $1,015,086, should have been consolidated. They 
are separated in the report, but they should have been consoli- 
dated, ~yhich would have made the item $1,140,000 instead of 
whatitis. It is just the same when the twoareadded together. 
It does not increase or decrease it any. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. How does the aggregate amount 
of this bill compare with the aggregate amount of last year’s ap- 
propriation? 

Mr. PEEL. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman did not 
hear my statement upon that point. 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 

called out for a moment. 

Mr. PEEL. The previous appropriation bill carried a large 
amount of money, over $17,000,000; but there was over $9,000,000 
of that to pay for lands purchased under contract, and that 
amount is deducted, as stated by me. Making that deduction, 
the amount was eight million and some odd dollars, and this bill 
is about $600,000 less than that. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
made the statement. 

Mr. PEEL. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I desire to oc- 
cupy the attention of the committee but a single moment. As 
one of the five members of the subcommittee to prepare the ap- 
propriation bill for the Indian service, we were not guided by 
the appropriations made in the Fifty-first Congress, the Fiftieth, 
or the Forty-ninth; but we endeavored to the best of our ability 
to report an appropriation bill that was just and right and fair to 
that service. It is true, we areconfronted in a large measure by 
a condition. We have these Indians, and it is our duty to take 
care of them. The Subcommittee on Indian Affairs, after care- 
ful and painstaking consideration for over three days, have re- 
ported a bill carrying $7,493,178.93. Anerror was made, as stated 
by the chairman of the committee, in his additions, amounting 
to some $200,000. 

We have cut down, | believe, the salaries of the five inspectors 
from $3,000 to $2,500. In this I did not concur. The salaries 
as heretofore reported for many years for these five inspectors, 
have been $3,000; and I see no reason now, in the present ad- 


1, O15, 086 


I did not hear you. I was 


[ was out when the gentleman 


| vanced condition of the Indian service, why we should commence 


in our appropriation bill to meet that expected contingency that | 
may arise in the next year, and we have added this $150,000 for 


these schools I spoke of awhile ago, which makes the appropria- 
tion for all the Siouxs some $200,000 or $250,000 more than it was 


last year. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I would like to ask the gentleman another 
question. I have not heard him state just where the difference 


is between the appropriations in this bill and the appropriations 
in the last bill. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman will have to go over the items to 
find that out. I have not taken the pains to do that. The gen- 


XXITI——79 


to cut down salaries of, probably, the most important officers in 
the Indian service. The five inspectors are appointed by the 
President, and are the eyes of the Secretary of the Interior; and 
they are kept actively and continuously engaged during the en- 
tire year by the Secretary of the Interior. 

We also cut down one other salary, that of the superintendent 
of the schools, from $4,000 to $3,000 per annum. This superin- 
tendent, I believe, has entire charge of all Indian schools through- 
out the country, and in some measure or in some way the control 
of the expenditures of $2,000,000 for the use and benefit of the 
schools, or to see that it is properly expended. I do not cone: 
in cutting down these salaries, because I do not believe in a pra 
tice that gives a committee power to cut down a salary and does 
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I it the power to raise one. I donot believe asacommit- 
tee that it is right, sir, to take any such action upon a subject 
7 


simply because the majority of the House had placed in the hands 
of the committee the power to cut down a salary that we should 


operate in that way. But we have done that; it is the report of 
the committee here, and have saved $1,000 in that salary, $2,500 
in the salaries of the inspectors, and about $200 or $300 in the pay 
of the fifty-two Indian agents. That is the entire saving of sal- 
aries, as | understand it, in the report on this bill. 


little 


‘ ha. a) ay YY) 
We have aiso saved some 


money possibly in the Indiaf | 


| 


schools in the way of buildings, and in the aggregate the bill, as | 


reported, is about 


Congress, second session. 


$600,000 less than that passed by the Fifty-first 
lam glad, Mr. Chairman, to pay my 
respects to the gentleman from Arkansas, the chairman of the 
committee, for his fairness in stating that the extra amount upon 
the appropriation bill in the Fifty-first Congress, second session, 
of $9,900,000, was not properly chargeable to the Indian appro- 


} 





priation bill. I am glad to say upon this occasion that I was | 


proud that the Fifty-first Congress had courage enough to go 
with the Indians throughout the country. 
ures had been pending for many years, notably the one in my 
section for six years, and the Fifty-first Congress was brave 
enough and had courage enough to ratify them by unanimous 
consent, even if it was arider on an Indian appropriation. 

I do not know, sir, that at this time I desire to say anything 
further. That particular branch pertaining to the schools and 
other appropriations will be taken up by my colleague from New 
York [Mr. ROCKWELL]. We have endeavored, and we think we 
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him out of a spoon in the hands of an Indian agent. I can not 
myself say that I admire that to any great extent; but when 
this Government chooses to go on another line and deal fairly, 
honorably, and liberally with these people, with a view to bet- 
tering their condition, righting wrongs of the past, recogniz- 
ing the claims that they have upon us, I, for one, Mr. Chair- 
man, shall not be deterred by the condition of my own people 
from giving my vote to such a policy. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] speaks feel- 
ingly of the condition of his people. Representing mine, whose 
condition can not be better, I say, Mr. Chairman, that we ask no 
stinginess in the treatment of other people, but justice in the treat- 
ment of ourselves. Give us fair laws; give us laws which recog- 
nize no special classes; give us laws that confer no special privi- 
leges, and we will deal justly with our former slaves on every 
question; we will deal fairly with the red men on every question; 
and we will deal fairly with the veterans of the Union army, who 
upheld the honor of their flag, at the same time that we ask bet- 


| ter laws for the one-armed and one-legged veterans who upheld 
forward and ratify the treaties that this Government had made | 


Many of these meas- | 


the honor of ours. 
Mr. Chairman, I take it for granted that every member upon 


| this floor, while he may differ with his colleagues on individual 
| matters of economy, is at heart a patriot, loves his country, wants 


have given them as much money, if not more money, in this | 


Congress than was appropriated inthe last. But the schools are 
increasing. Already they have over 18,000 Indians in the schools, 
and we are reliably informed that the number ofschool children 
will probably increase during the coming year to 20,000. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs has, in my judgment, done great 
work in endeavoring to educate the Indians, which will solve in 
great part the Indian problem. 

| reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied eight min- 
utes. If no other gentleman desires to debate, the bill will be 
read by 
Mr. PEEL. I desire to ask any of my colleagues now if they 

ire to say anything in general debate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman proceeds to take up the 
bill by sections, I suggest that it might be well to make some ex- 
planation with reference to the reduced demand for or reduc- 
tion of the item of $200,000 for Indian schools. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman made that state- 
ment awhile ago. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I might have been out awhile. If the gen- 
tleman has made the statement that is sufficient. I heard his 
personal explanation of it, and I thought it would be well for the 
Ho e to know wil at it was. 

Mr. PEEL. It was thoroughly covered. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PEEL. 
I will yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman desires to address 
the committee, the bill will be read by items. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I was just waiting until 
these gentlemen would subside. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill by 
items. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. 
to debate the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no gentleman desires to address the 
committee, the bill will be read by items. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. There isa gentleman here who desires 
to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose, andMr. HOLMAN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee again resumed its session. 


w Mr. STOCKDALE addressed the committee. 
aix 


Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I can not pretend that I am 
any great admirer of the policy which this Government has pur- 
sued with reference to the Indians. I can not see much beauty 
in takingfrom the Indian every dollar’s worth of property he has 
got, pinning him down with a bayonet in one corner, and feeding 


ltems. 


at 
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There are several gentlemen who desire 


See Appen- 


| You are the custodians of the law. 


Ifany one else desires to address the committee, | 


to do that thing which is best, and wanis to treat every class 
fairly; wants to know the condition of every class just as it is; 
and I take it for granted, sir, that in the consideration of these 
questions, gentlemen will listen patiently to what are the real 
facts, with a view of reaching proper convictions, which will 
lead them forward to a support of proper measures. 

Mr. Chairman, the day before yesterday the gentleman from 
Kansas, Farmer FUNSTON, undertook to tell us what the position 
of the cotton-raiser was. [had heard Farmer FUNSTON,when he 
undertook to delineate the condition of the Kansasfarmer. That 
dispute, Mr. Chairman, I shall leave to Farmer FUNSTON and 
Farmer SIMPSON. I take it for granted that they will be able 
to settle it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when Farmer FUNSTON went away from 
Kansas and claimed to speak for the cotton-raiser of Georgia he 
invaded my territory, and I feel to some extent in honor bound 
to reply. 

He undertook to tell the farmers of Georgia that the reason why 
cotton was so much depressed, and the reason why the cotton- 
raiser was so much depressed, was because of the great crop that 
had been made in1891. He said thatif we had told our constitu- 
ents the truth about that we would not have been elected to Con- 
g Farmer FUNSTON in his political facts is almost as much 
at fault as when he quotes agricultural facts, because, as a matter 
of course, if our canvass was made in 1890 we could hardly, with- 
out being prophets, have been able to know what the cotton crop of 
1891 or the price would be. 

But, sir, in order to see what the real facts are, I wish to 
convince this House that this agricultural depression does exist. 
It iswith you to say what 
you will do with this condition of things; it is with you to say 
whether or not statutes shall be passed which recognize the 
claim of these people to redress of grievances and the improve- 
ment of their treatment under the law. 

Mr. Chairman, in 1889 we made 6,935,000 bales of cotton. 
cotton brought 10? cents a pound. 

In 1890 we made, not a half million bales more, as the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. FUNSTON] said, but less than 400,000 
more; we made only 7,313,000 bales. It brought us 10 centsa 
pound. In the year 1891 we made 8,665,000 bales of cotton, bring- 
ing us 7 cents per pound. Gentlemen will see that in the past, 


gress. 


That 


| comparing year with year, there are numbers of years in the 


| than it was in 1882. 


catalogue when the increase of the cotton crop over the preced- 
ing year was a great deal larger, and when the price, instead of 
going up, either held its place or went higher. 

In 1882 we made only 5,000,000 bales of cotton. In 1883 we 
made nearly 7,000,000 bales. Yet the price in 1883 was greater 
Going further, Mr. Chairman, I want tosay 


| this: The increase of any crop isto be estimated according to the 


labor employed and upon the area of the land. I can show to 
Farmer FUNSTON, or farmer anybody else, that the increase of 
our crops per capita and the increase per acre have not been so 
great as to justify any material decrease in price. Here is the 
account: 

In 1871, when cotton brought 20 cents per pound, we made 148 
pounds of cotton to the acre. In 1872, when cotton was worth 18 
cents per pound, we made 182} pounds totheacre. In 1879and 1880, 
when cotton was worth 12 cents per pound, we made 206% pounds 
per acre. In 188], when cotton brought 10.64 cents per pound, 
we made only 145 pounds to theacre. In 1882 and 1883 we made 
200 pounds to the acre. In 1890, when cotton dropped down to 
7 cents per pound, how much does Farmer FUNSTON think we 
made? We made 204 pounds per acre. So the crop was not a 
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relativeincrease. Now, letus consider the question from another | 


standpoint. Let us consider it from the standpoint of acreage, 


and note the result. Again it will be seen that the relative size | 


of the crop can not be the sole reason for its low price. 

In 1888 the acreage was 19,000,000 and the crop produced was 
7,000,000 bales. Therefore, there was 1 bale of cotton to every 
24 acres. In 1891 the acreage was 20,179,000 acres, while the 

roduct was 8,655,000 bales. In other words, there was one bal 
of cotton made on every 2.4 acres; a fraction of difference, but 
only a fraction. 

Now, consider it, Mr. Chairman, from the standpoint of popu- 
lation, which is the only other criterion. In 1888 the bales of 
cotton were 5,757,000 and the population was 50,000,000. There- 
fore there was 1 bale of cottontoevery 8.7 persons. In1890 there 
was 1 bale of cotton to every 8.5 persons, and in 1891 nearly the 
same. Therefore the net result is this: The fluctuation in the 
area planted is less than 5 per cent; the fluctuation in the per 
capita product is less than 6 per cent, while the fluctuation in 
the price is more than 30 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, that shows the existence of some general 
cause. Whatisit? I will not take time to show that the same 
thing is true about wheat. I will not take time to show thatthe 
same thing istrueaboutcorn. I mightinfringe upon somebody's 

atent right if I were to undertake tospeak ofcorn. [Laughter.] 

ut, Mr. Speaker, I will say this: At the close of the war our 
national debt was, say, two billions and quarter. We have paid 
on the principal over a billion dollars; we have paid on the in- 
terest over two billion dollars; and yet it would take a greater 
quantity of corn, it would take a greater quantity of wheat, it 
would take a greater quantity of cotton to pay the remainder of 
the public debt now than it would have taken to have paid the 
whole debt in 1866. 

I want to call attention to some comparisons that appear in 
a powerful little pamphlet by S. S. King of the Kansas City 
bar. Mr. King makes these comparisons, and I use them here for 
the purpose of showing that there issome general cause at work, 
something wrong with the law, some class legislation that ought 
to be corrected, some favoritism that needs to be checked. Mr. 
Chairman,I make these comparisons also for the purpose of 
showing that we are perfectly sincere when we say that if you 
will give us fair laws, if you will give us equitable governmental 
treatment, we do not object to any of your appropriations which 
are thought to be wise by your committees. Take bulletin 64 of 
Mr. Porter’s census. Take the North Atlantic division of the 
census, nine States. Take the States of Maine, Vermont, New 
Hampshire, Connecticut, New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 


ten years New York gained $6,000,000,000—more than those entire 
fifteen States put together. 
Mr.FUNSTON. Willyouallow meaquestion? Inyour State 


| you have the finest coal, the finest rock, the finest iron ore in 
the world. Now, if your people had the enet y and pluck to go 
to work to dig out that mineral wealth and tos manufa t 
ing establishments, could you not make money as readily as the 
State of New York? f , 

Mr. DAVIS. Allowmeasinglesuggestion. ‘ -third of the 
State of Kansas is underlaid with a layer of rock salt 150 feet 
thick. Why do we not dig it out and realize wealth from that 
ource? Because we have got no mons to invest. According 
to the last census we have $243,000,000 of in ing on 
our State. : 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, the State of Georgia, as com- 
pared with any other State where protection, monopoly, and 


| ought 


and Rhode Island. The State and county indebtedness of those | 


States in 1890 was $52,000,000. Now, take the agricultural States, 
twenty-onein number—Nebraska, Iowa, Kansas, Illinois, Indiana, 
Ohio, Maryland, Delaware, West Virginia, Missouri, Kentucky, 
Virginia, Arkansas, Tennessee, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, and Florida. The 
State and county indebtedness of these twenty-one States was 
$231,000,000, accumulated in t2n years. With half the wealth of 
the nine States I first named, these twenty-one States have twice 
the amount of indebtedness. 


Now, compare these nine States with the twenty-one States as | 


toland. The twenty-one States contain 985,000 square miles; 
the nine States only 168,000 square miles. Therefore, the ad- 
vantage which these twenty-one agricultural States have over 
the nine nonagricultural States in that great component part in 
production—land—is as 6 tol. Now, how is it as to the other 
component, labor. In 1880, the population of the twenty-one 
States was 28,000,000; of the nine States, 14,000,000. Therefore 


in this respect the twenty-one States had the advantage of the | 


nine States in the proportion of 2 to 1. 

Take the other element of production, capital. Thenine States 
had $7,559,000,000; the twenty-one States, $6,839,000,000. There- 
fore in this respect the nine States were ahead of the twenty-one 
States only a mere fraction. Yet in 1890 the twenty-one States 
had gained one billion and ahalfof dollars, while the nine States 
had gained over three billion dollars. Take another compari- 
son. Compare the agricultural States with the one State of New 
York and see how startling are the results. Take the fifteen 
States I now name—Nebraska, Kansas, Mississippi, Iowa, Ken- 
tucky, Alabama, Illinois, Virginia, Georgia, Indiana, Tennessee, 


Louisiana, West Virginia, North Carolina, and Florida, and com- | 


pare them with the one State of New York. 
The fifteen States had an areaof 776,000 square miles; the one 


State an area of 46,000 square miles; therefore the proportion in | 


favor of the fifteen States was as1to16. The fifteen States had 
20,000,000 people; the one State, 5,000,000 people; therefore, as to 
labor, the advantage on the side of the fifteen was as 1 to4. The 
assessed values in the fifteen States were $4,000,000,000; in the 
one State $2,500,000,000; therefore the fifteen States had an ad- 
vantage in this respect in the proportion of lt tol. Yetin the 


| 








ssism thrive, has fewer paup As compared with any oth 

State where protected industries are in full blast we have fewer 
criminals, fewer people who are on the vagrantlist. I can make 
this comparison, Mr. Chairman, even with States like New York, 
Massachusetts, or Pennsylvania, where wealth has accumulated 
in the hands of afew people while the many go without it. The 
prosperity of a people lies not so much in the amount of wealth 
as in the distribution of it. You might develop every vein of 
coal and iron and marble in Georgia, and add enormously to the 
aggregate wealth of the State, but if our laws of distribution are 
allowed to remain just as they are the profits will concentrate 
themselves in the hands of a few who enjoy the special privil- 
eges of the Government, while the great mass of the people reap 
no benefit whatever from the very wealth their labor produced. 

Now let this comparison which [ have made in regard to the 
State of New York be made with reference to Pennsylvania or 
Massachusetts, and the result is the same. 

The one State of Pennsylvania gained $12,000,000 more from 
1880 to 1890 than was gained by the twelve agricultural States of 
Nebraska, Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, North Car- 
olina, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, and Florida. 

The farmer buys in a market of protection, while he sells in 
one of free trade. The prices he makes are controlled by com- 
petition. The prices made to him are controlled by monopoly. 

Mr. Chairman, I[ say that agricultural values have declined 
from 25 to 50 per cent within the past ten years, and agricultural 
products have declined in the same manner; and we say that it 
is due to some general causes, and that those general causes 
to address themselves to the careful and patriotic consid- 
eration of this body. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me for an int 
ruption? 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why does the gentleman take a period going 
back to and including an eraof inflated currency and not a period 
before the war when the basis was the same as now? Would the 
gentleman undertake to say that there had been a decline of 25 
per cent in the value of agricultural products for the period be- 
ginning with 1858 or 1859, when we were on practically the same 
basis aS we are now? 

Mr. WATSON. The gentleman from Maine has not given me 
that absorbed attention that [ always give to him, and which he 
merits so much better than | do, if the gentleman did not under- 
stand that the period to which i refer is that from 1880 down to 


1890. This was not a period of inflation. 


+ 


4 


Mr. DINGLEY. [hold in my hand the report of the Burea 
of Statistics giving the price of cotton for a series of years past, 
| ever since 1843, and in 1848 and 1849 it shows that the average 
price was lower than in 1890. How will the gentleman explain 
that, on the theory which he has been presenting to the House? 


Mr. WATSON. What do you read from: 

Mr. DINGLEY. From the report of the Bureau of Statistic 

Mr. WATSON. Issued in what year? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Issued in 1890. 

Mr. WATSON. If the gentleman will deal wi 
in perfect frankness, and go back to 1850, he will 
started at 12 cents a pound, and allowing that variati 1 
to year—that reasonable fluctuation—which everybody is bound 





tnat cotton 


| to admit results from want of supply or too much supply, the 
n 


gentleman will see that the constant tendency has b 
ward. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the general tendency, according to tl 
statistics, is not in that way at all. The lowest price given h 
was in 1849, when everything was ‘‘so lovely ” in the way of leg- 
islation. 

Mr. WATSON. It may be that the Hessian troops of stati 
tics fight on both sides equally well. But my authorities ar 
cessible to the gentleman and they exhibit the facts that I have 
been stating. 

A MEMBER. What are the statistics? 
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Mr. WATSON. 
man? [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I say this: that for twenty-five years the na- 
tional banks have made an average of $21,000,000 off of money 


Well, who is bossing this, you or the Chair- 


| that ee to the people, and they paid— 


Mr. WATSON. I refer the gentleman to the World Alma- | 
nac, to the Tribune Almanac, to the Statesman’s Year Book 
for 1890, and the book written by the distinguished Senator on 
the other side, W. A. PEFFER. I have ransacked these with 
much thoroughness—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Andstilllive? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WATSON. [still live, and am in a betterstate of health 

than the farmers that I plead for. 
p Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask if he 


does not think it would be more 
to go to some official 
World Almanac and si 

Mr. WATSON. 
sion to note he will 
ports in the 


books 
ference that the ov 


desirable when seeking statistics 
reports rather than to depend upon the 
ich authorities as that? 

If the gentleman from Maine 
that they have collated the official re- 
to which I have referred, and the only dif- 
ntleman has confined himself to one source 
and I have availed myself of all available sources. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman has confined himself, ac- 
cording to his own statement, to a limited period,when the con- 
ditions are such as not to permit any valuable comparison. 

Mr. DAVIS. He commences with 1880 and takes the period of 
ten years from that time to 1890. 

NGLEY. But the gentleman should go back to a period 
when the conditions prevailed if his comparisons are to be 
worth anything. 

Mr. WATSON. I commenced with the ye 
tleman, if he will do me the honor to examine, wil 
quoted from those statistical reports. 


will take oceca- 
find 


is 


same 


ar oe and the gen- 
see that I have 


Now, sir, I say this: we have made by way of production mar- 
velous increase in our wealth. We have gone forward until Mr. 


Porter tells us every man, woman, and child in this country is 
entitled to $1,000 as his average share of the general wealth. 
d But what we claim is that under existing conditions, and under 
the laws prevailing, this has been dumped into the hands of the 
few, having special privileges, which the generality of the citi- 
zens can not avail themselves of, and that that section of the 
country where monopolies thrive, where railroads thrive, where 


national banks thrive, and manufacturing industries thrive, has 
been built up at the expense of the agricultural classes in all 
other parts of the country. 

Why, sir, the national banks have had the people’s money at 


1 per cent a year for the last twenty-five years and loaned it back 
to the people at from 8 to 30 per cent, and made a clear profit of 
upwards of $20,000,000 a year by the use of the people’s money, 
loaning it to the people to whom it belongs. 


Mr. FUNSTON. Will you permita question here? 

Mr. WATSON. Yes. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Do you mean to convey the ideathat the na- 
tional banks get money from the Government at 1 per cent? 

Mr. DAVIS. At1 per cent or no per cent. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Is that what we are to understand? 

Mr. WATSON. I do not know what the gentleman from 


Kansas understands or what his understanding is. 


Mr. FUNSTON (continuing). Do you mean to say that the 
national banks borrow money from the Government at 1 per 
cent? 

Mr. WATSON. You sit down, and you will see the idea I am 
going od convey. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Well, answer my question. 

[r. W ATSON. You take your seat, and I will proceed in my 
own way. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Well, answer the question; it is a plain 
question. 

Mr. WATSON. Youjust take your seat now, and I will answer 
it. Now, Mr. Chairman, I say this— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia declines to 

ield. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will answer the question for him. 

Mr. WATSON. If you fellows will just let me alone I wil 
take care of FUNSTON. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Say yes or no, my friend. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope we may haveorder. The gentleman from 


Georgia is entitled to the floor. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia declines to 
yield and is entitled to proceed without interruption. 
Mr. FUNSTON. LIyielded for a question. Now, 
gentleman toanswer me. 
Mr. WATSON. Now, will you please yield to the Chairman. 
| Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia will proceed. 
ir. PEEL. I hope that we may have order, so that the gen- 
tleman can proceed. 
Mr. FUNSTON. 
Mr. WATSON. 


I want the 


Will not the gentleman answer my question? 
I know just w vhat I am talking about, and if 


the gentleman will sit down I will get to it. 
Say yes or no. 


Mr. FUNSTON. 





Mr. FUNSTON. Why doyou not answer my ny question? 

Mr. WATSON. Why can you not be quiet? [Laughter.] I 
say for the use of that money which belonged to the people, toall 
the people, wnite and black, rich and poor, old and young—for 
the use of that money the nationai banks paid a tax of 1 per cent. 
The gentleman can call it a tax, or call it interest; but it got 


there just the same. [Laughter.] It was 1 per cent for the use 
of that money. Now, the gentleman may call it interest if he 


likes, or he may call it a tax if he likes, but they got our money. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Now, will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him another question? 

Mr. WATSON. Are yousatisfied with my answer to the other? 
Do not let us have any running accounts; let us settle this thing 
as we goalong. Are you satisfied about the other? [Laughter. j 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN, Ifthe gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WAT- 
SON] does not desire to be interrupted he will so state to the Chair. 
Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. WATSON. As soon asI have finished my statement I will 
be perfectly willing to yield to him or to any other gentleman. 


Mr. FUNSTON. The question I desire to ask the gentle- 
man-— 
Mr. WATSON. Just wait until I get through with the other. 


[Laughter.] I never saw a man in my life that found the frying- 
pan so hot. It is almost impossible for the gentleman to keep in 
the bottom of his chair. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I say that the national banks put their 
bonds in our Government warehouses—taking our subtreasury 
phrase—they put their bonds in our warehouses built with our 
tax money and sustained thereby, and they drew interest on those 
bonds. They drewit, and it was paid in advance very frequently. 
And in addition to the 90 per cent which the Government issued to 
them ata cost of 1 per cent, they had free deposits, some years run- 
ning as high as $60,000,000, of the people’s money, and they took 
that money and loaned it out to the people at from 8 to 30 per 
cent. 

Mr. FUNSTON. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, one more question. 
Mr. WATSON. 


This is a good place for you to come in. 


| [Laughter. ] 


| 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. WATSON. With great pleasure. 
Mr. FUNSTON. Do you mean to say that the Government 


loaned to the national banks 90 per cent of the face value of the 
bonds in money? Isthat the idea you want to convey, that the 
Government loaned to those banks the money? Is that so? 

Mr. WATSON. There is nota gentleman on this floor who has 
tried to understand me who has not done it. Let me repeat—— 

Mr. FUNSTON. I would like the gentleman to tell us. We 
want to know how he is to be understood. 

Mr. WATSON. Iam just as careful about that as you are. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Are you to be understood 

Mr. WATSON. That is a matter of just as much importance 
to me as it is to Farmer FUNSTON, and I[ will bet you I will get it 
down somewhere in the neighborhood of right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FUNSTON. I want to know if you wish to be understood 
as saying to this House that the Government loans one dollar to 
the national banks for the purpose of circulation? If you will 
show to the House that the Government loans one dollar to the 
national banks for the purpose of circulation I will resign my 
seat in favor of a Democrat. 

Mr.WATSON. Well, the inducement is very great [laughter]; 
but I undertake to say just what I said before — 





Mr. FUNSTON. I meant to say, the People’s party. I will 
take back the word ‘‘ Democrat.” 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Ask the gentleman if he himself, in the 


last Congress, did not vote for a proposition to allow the Govern- 
ment to issue to the national banks 100 cents on the dollar for 
their bonds. 

Mr. WATSON. I mean to say that on those bonds the banks 
got from 4 to 6 per cent interest, just as if those bonds had been 
in their pockets or in their safes. They got their regular income 
from their investment, or from 4 to 6 per cent paid in gold, paid 
in advance frequently; and in addition to that they got $60,000,000 
of the people’s money, in some years, for nothing , and they paid 
the Government for the use of that money that was issued to 
them 1 per cent tax. 

Mr. FUNSTON. 
another question? 

Mr. WATSON. 
bank—— 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 


Let me read the report of one national 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia declines to 
yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. WATSON. I will yield to one question. 

Mr. FUNSTON. What does the gentleman mean by that 
sixty millions? Yousay we got $60,000,000 of the people’s money. 

Mr. WATSON. 
the Treasury. 
taxpayers of the North and the South, East and West. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Who let that money out? 

Mr. WATSON. It was put there as a deposit with these fav- 
ored national banks. 

Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. WATSON. 

Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. WATSON. 
other man too. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Cleveland did it? 

Mr. WATSON. Yes, and the other fellow too. 
MAN did it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And atone time JOHN SHERMAN 
$49,000,000 deposited in his national bank without interest. 


Who did that? 

Both parties. 

No, bless your soul. 

Yes, they did. Cleveland did it; 


and the 


JOHN SHER- 


had 


Mr. WATSON. Iam told that the gentleman from Kansas 
voted not only to give the banks the 9) per cent, but to give 


them the 100 per cent of the value of their bonds. 

Mr. FUNSTON. 
sent me. 

Mr. WATSON. I would not misrepresent the gentleman. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I did not vote for it. 

Mr. WATSON. I will take the gentleman’s word for it, and 
make the correction with great pleasure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has stated 
that he declines to yield to the gentleman, and the Chair will be 
under the necessity of enforcing the rules of the House. 

Mr. RAINES. I would like to ask the gentleman, if he will 
yield for just one question. 

Mr. WATSON. I wili be glad to do so. 

Mr. RAINES. Why, if this business of the national banks is 
so profitable, have they surrendered their currency? 

Mr. WATSON. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is because the favors 
which these banks held so long by reason of their bonds ran up 
enormously the premium on their bonds, and it is because it has 
become less profitable to run the bank in some cases than to take 
the premium on the bonds. Thatis the best answer I can give 
the gentleman. Thatis the best in my shop. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
one question? 

Mr. WATSON. Boys, there are too many of you. 
man, I want to read one thing. 

I wish to say to my friends on the right that I am not making 
any partisan talk, because [am going to do just what I believe 
to be right. Iam going to read from the official report of the 
Vice-Presidential candidate on the Hancock and English ticket. 
Mr. William H. English, in making his report to the First Na- 
tional Bank of Indianapolis, said this: 

I congratulate you on the operations of this bank for the fourteen years 
during which I have had the honor to be its president. We commenced with 
acapital stock of $500,000. During the fourteen years that we have run it 
we have returned voluntarily to the stockholders $500,000. During that time 
we have paid as dividends $1,496,000, partly in gold. I now turn the bank over 
to you with its capital stock unimpaired, and on hand there are $327,000 of 


undivided earnings, besides $36,000 premium on our bonds, besides a large 
sum to our credit for lost and destroyed bills. 


Mr. Chair 


Making a total profit on an investment of half a million dol- 
lars of $2,383,000, besides the regular interest that was paid on 
the bonds. 

Is not that what Squeers would call richness; is it 
we would call a fat thing? Is not that one explanation of why 
the agricultural States are so depressed that they come here 
before this national council and beg that these grievances may 
be redressed?—not by giving them anything; not by making 
them adonation. No. They ask no gifts. The railroads have 
asked donations and got them in lavish magnificence; the banks 


have asked special favors and got them almost without limit; | 


the manufacturers have asked protection at the expense of the 
people for one hundred years and got it in constantly increasing 
quantities. 

The farmers have asked for nothing but fairness and justice, 
and at every crisis in the life of the Republic they have fought 
your battles, fed your hurrying millions, and borne patiently the 
ox’s share of your burdens. 

Mr. Chairman, I say this in conclusion: This class legislation 
has been the bane of our country. Unless it is checked the free 
institutions which we all love are doomed to perish. 
talk a great deal here about the defense of our country; about 
building forts; building ironclads, and equipping armies and | 
fleets, but the strongest defense this country can ever have is 
the strong arm of its citizens who love it; the best maintenance 


I say it was money that should have been in | 
It was money that had been gathered from the | 


I know the gentleman would not misrepre- | 


not what 


Gentlemen | 
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| of the law will be found in the hearts of the people who think 
| that those laws are just; the best guaranty that our Govern- 
| ment is to stand the test of time is the belief of its citizens that 


it is aGovernment which recognizes no special 
sections, but does the right thing, whether to the 
black man, or the white. [Prolonged applause. | 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. GOODNIGHT having 
taken the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, a messave from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, announced that the S 
had passed bills and a jointresolution of the following titles; 
which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 199) providing for the construction of a military store- 
| house and offices for army purposes at the Omaha military depot, 
Nebraska, and for other purposes; 


classes, no favored 
red man, the 


nate 
in 





A bill (S. 388) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Salt Lake City, Utah Territory: 

A bill (S. 1342) for the relief of John R. Blankenship; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 49) construing article 4 of the agree- 
ment with the Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians in Okla- 


homa Territory and elsewhere. 

It also announced that the had passed, with amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. 5399) making appropriations to supply a 
deficiency in the appropriations for the e xpenses of the Eleventh 


senate 


| Census, and for other purposes; in which concurrence was re- 
| quested. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee again resumed its session. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, this debate seems to have 
wandered a considerable distance from its original purpos>, and 
while I have enjoyed the discussion between the farn ier from 
Kansas [Mr. FUNSTON] and the farmer from Georgia |Mr. WAT- 
SON]. I desire to bring it back as much as possible to the subject 
that is now under legitimate discussion. There is one thing, sir, 
to which I desire to call attention at the beginning, and that is 
that whenever the Indian question has been before the Ameri- 


can people it has never 
point. 

We have been disposed to look upon the Indian question as one 
that is to be decided by the poets of the land, or by the humani- 
tarians of Boston and Philadelphia, who look upon that question 
entirely from a sentimental point of view. Philanthropists and 
historians and doctrinaires proclaim that the Indian has been 
robbed of his rights, and that before a more civilized and more 
highly cultivated race he ee been driven back until he 
most disappe ared from the face of the earth. Now, this is very 
largely true; but it is not true that the Indian ever was, at any 
time or under any circumstances, entitled to oceupy this western 
continent upon the terms and conditions under which he 
cupied it in the past. No lot of wild men, no savages, 
right to take a vast territory as large as the United 


been considered from a practical stand- 


has al- 


has OCc- 
have a 
States and 


make use of it simply as a hunting ground. 

Those who are conversant with American history well know 
that when, four hundred years ago, Columbus sailed across the 
waters he did not find this country occupied in severalty by any 

race of people. There was a population of several millions her 

but they had no permanent abodes, they had no civilized settle- 
ments; the y were simply wandering back and forth through the 
forests, not trying to improve the land, not trying to occupy it 
in severalty, not trying or intending to do anything tocivilize it, 
to develop it, or to make it a grander country than it was before; 


and I do not think that the all-powerful Being who created thi: 
earth ever designed that, at any time or under any circumstances, 


it should be permitted to go uncultivated, untilled, unused, uw 


occupied, for the pleasure of any race of people whoever they 
might be. 

Further, when we consider this question, I would like to call 
attention to another matter in connection with it, because I do 
not believe that the Indians who are to-day occupying the land 
have met with any ill-treatment from us of any kind or charac- 
ter. [wish some gentleman would tell me how many Indian 
there are in this country to-day. I believe the number is ab 
300,000 all told. One hundred thousand of them are civilized or 
semicivilized, and are occupying their lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and there are from 150,000 to 200,000 of them roaming 
about in the wild West. 

Now, have any lands ever been taken from those Indians 

| Have those Indians ever been maltreated by our Government in 


| any sh¢pe or form? What has become 
merly roamed east of the Mississippi? Are they alive to-day? 
Are their descendants alive to-day to occupy any land unde. 
| this Government or to make any claim on account of their fa 
thers having been dispossessed of any of their property? 


of the Indians who for- 


I doubt 


whe ther you can find alive to-day a thousand descend: — of In- 
dians that ever lived east of the Mississippi River. 


Th 


lians 
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Indians, complain 
sially complain 
* Indian schools. 

ived any letters from any 
1e of this money? 

1 letters from 
have no possible connection 
i who have no other in- 








neral desire for a proper, le; 


sensible, philanthropic, and, as I believe, business-like treatment 
oO — ‘ 7 yy 

Mr. ALLEN. Have you received any letters from anybody 
who expects to get any of this money? — c . 

Mr. ROCKWELL. [have not received a lett from anybody, 
so far as I know or believe, who has any interest in anyway in 
ithe expen j re of this mon ‘Vy, or expects to get ne dollar of it. 

Ne tl en an from Mississippi and the gentleman from 
West Virginia both seem to claim that this bill, appropriating 
as it does money for Indian education, for good education, for 


high-school « ‘vation, is wrong, for the reason that we might 


h equal propriety make appropriations for the colored peo- 
| ] 


ple or the poor w e people i : any part of this country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like the gentleman to give me 
some explanation of a provision which I find on page 43 of this 
bill. I wish to know why it is proposed to increase nine hundred 
and twenty-five salaries, as is done in a single paragraph of the 


Mr. PEEL. There 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let me read, and let the gentleman see 


f | Y . ‘ 
ll | am correc 


s no increase over last year 


For the service of not exceeding eight hundred and 
at M6 per Mond 6a 





’ i t 
Ly ‘the amount was $10 per month 

t exceed St ntv-five off rs, at #2 per m h each 
T a4 5 » +} nN , was S15 7  Y 1th 
Last ve he amount was $15 per month. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, when we come to the dis- 
cussion of the details of this bill under the five-minute rule the 
chairman of the committee and those who have been engaged as 
members of the subcommittee in the preparation of this bill 
will be prepared to answer all these questions of detail. I now 
desire, if possible, without interruption, to make some remarks 
upon the duty which I believe the people of the United States 
through this Congress owe in this matter of Indian appropria- 
tions. 

Gentlemen say we have no right to support these savages in 
idleness; that we have no right to transport them across the 
continent and put them in schools. Mr. Chairman, it was held 
more than a hundred years ago—and I call the attention of gen- 
tlemen to the fact—it has been repeatedly held by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and it is laid down as an elementary 
principle of law in relation to Indian affairs, that when the Indian 
tribes give up their lands to the whites others must be assigned 
them. 

















The lan vllowt to the Indian tribes were given to them in complete 
ne! é \ f they wel np rant. But as th 

India wel nside na ut I l ,0ority of the publi 
neet ssary to a Val ali 

Tr ye of New Englar 
ett iltable purchas 
from t n vernments, ex 
ept i by conquest after a war 
vv} y 

The re with the internal 

the agents of foreign 
Bei cat i n the territoria I ft country claimed 

England, a l e to relinquis ny rights in the lands occupied 
by the to al gov nt except the G rnment of Great Britain th: 
Indian trit in t B colonies were regarded as domestic, dependent 
nations, or dependent a s. They were considered as nations competent to 
maintain the relatio I e and war (Worcl I Georgia, 6 Peters 
584) and govern th su r the prot ion of the Government of 
Great Britai 

fter the war th I he a I f ir pendence 

{ é Ss f ; i in, and c« 
t Te y ht ( 1 give iS 
vy all ] I ing the i Government 
I 1 St 1 pende! S 
ALT Same time the were held to be the origina wne of 
e soil, which m be acquired from them on fair anc juita- 
te 
2 ~ ‘ + ] 

t was held in 5th Pet 3,at page 17. by Chief Justice Marshall 
that ‘‘these Indians wer nt tribes, that they were na 
tions having the rights of »nationalities; that they could 
treat and make treaties, az if the United States thought it 
proper for any purpose to acquire their lands their rights should 

‘ rotect a.” 

Following the principles laid down by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, following the legal interpretation that has 
1 ; } : f 1; f . } le nnaAara 
been put on the rights of the Indians for the last one hundred 


years and the treaties that have been made with them, their 
lands have been acquired and they have been put upon reserva- 
tions; and the Committee on Indian Affairs to-day, viewing this 
question from a legal standpoint, and just as we found it, with 
the treaties that have been made, with the legislation in regard 
to the Indians that has been had in the past, and with the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court bearing upon the rights of the In- 
dians, have undertaken in a business-like and, as we hope, in a 
statesman-like manner to meet the issue presented to the com- 
mittee and to draft this bill in accordance with law. 





¥ 
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We found that ‘‘ it was a condition and not a theor » 3 ‘ 
fronted us.” choose to call them so: but , ' rep 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I had intended in tl ks whi »] ' past 
would submit to-day to address myself exclusively to the ques- | ment th it Stat 
tion of appropriations for the Indian schools, and in doing thatI | dians « 3 
had proposed to meet the o jer tions which have been urged by yport them u 
eee the Indians throughout the country, that the ap- Now, you may 
I 


propriaffons for this purpose had been cut down, or t 


not appropriati go enough for the purpose of Indian educatio oO d to1 
But before getting to that question I desire to answer somewhat | A distinguis} tist , 
briefiv the obieetions urged bv the gentleman from Mi ; 4 ; 
briefly the objections urged by the gentleman from M1ssi Oo ya a 
: lls } ; x ¢ U3 : 
Las the ge LLeman trom Vest V 0 3s to ¢ 1 


Mr. STOCKDALE], as well n 
Mr. PENDLETON], in the remarks they have submi 
Mr. Chairman, in pursuance of the legal policy of the Units ul any ex ier 


States, in pursuance of the duties which the Supreme ‘ t of k ont Sic N; ‘ 
the United States hold that this nation is under to the Indian | produ the condition < 
tribes with whom these treaties have been made, we ar ( S | attain 
certain obligations with regard to their care and education dians are satist t cond an unt not 

I say that various treaties have been made with them. Letus | \ ean not do anyt { 
take that, for instance, with the Sioux Nations. A very larg deal of trut erhat 
proportionof the money appropriated by this bill isappropriated | Indian but au an,” 3 

? T*% + 


to fulfill treaty obligations with the Sioux Indians. The sw ( Vith the T 


one million six hundred and sixty-three thousand and odd do th adesire fora 


lars is here appropriated by the provisions of this bill to carry And. sir. not as a matt { nts 29 mM: 
I J 1 
out treaty stipulations with the Sioux Nation. And there can | business simply, the India artment it D 


not be any doubt that these provisions have the force and sai ment, ar his committee. who have ¢ the s ’ y oar 
tion of law. They have the force and sanction of contracts, and | ful consideration, b chea t and the t wav t 


this Government is under the obligations which a contract im- | rid of the very great obligations that we owe t 


poses. to edueate t! chi an 

This Congress is under the obligation of law, and it has only | tion which shall! fina t 
one thing to do, and that is to make the appropriations to meet ean be re sed f 
these treaty obligations. These obligations under treat Mr. SMITH « W 


with the Sioux amount to a payment of more than $75 for every | terruption? 

man, woman, and child in the Sioux Nation. Allowing them Mr. ROCKWELL 
be divided into families of five persons—man, wife, and Mr. SMITH of A yn: What t of ar at in x ” 
children—and every Sioux family gets $375, in addition to hav- ide to? Do you meal 

ing their tepees and their reservation lands; they also have their | to tea them to1 a ea 

ponies, their cattle, and all 

them, and in addition they have, under the 
of the Indian schools, which is a duty imposed upon us by ou 


contract. r} are. first ‘ i 


their other property belonging 1 next nerat 


treaties, the suppo Mr. ROC 


[ think the appropriation bill of last year required that th answer to the « 
should be thirty schoolhouses built upon their reservations i ranch at ta 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. And they have all been built. | are ta ‘7 ite as tr I 
Mr. ROCKWELL. Thirty schoolhouses upon the reserva- ng that ap { 3 t t 
tions for day schools, at a cost of $1,000 each. These we h t 
already built, as has been stated by the gentleman from Was { a i M 
ineton. Now, the point I m ike is ust this: 71 e commiitt 1 1 


2 








approaching this question did not desire to follow enti t titutions as ¢ 
lead of what my friend from West Virginia is pleased tocall t th a 
**sentimentalists and poets.” 
Nor did thi y desire to follow the course that ny aisting 
friend from Mississippi would urge, to disregard our treaties a sé iL ont rs 
our contracts because they are more advantageous to the India { : ain a + ¢ 
than to the poor colored and white people of the countr Ye t 
committee believed that by fulfilling the treatiesand com; it an expe! of ( 
with our obligations we do no inj istice to al y one else. [ 1 pel 1 * | 
believe in fulfilling the legal obligations by which the 1 ( 
States is bound, as laid down by the Constitution, by t aws « and better ( 
Congress, and the treaties which have been a ved and w educated at : ( 
have the full force and sanctionoflaw. For that reason, in dea than that 
ing with this question, they have taken what seemed to t n a/| and$l17 i t P 
reasonable course in arriving at their appropriations. a 
Now, sir, in doing this we found that we were payi! as I sa ir. SMITH of A 
before, $75 to « very man, woman, and ch lin t] S Na ! 
for their supportand maintenance. Theyareall} t fr. ROCKWELI ( 


Mr. PICKLER. That is our contract. SMITH 
Mr.ROCKWELL. Thatisourcontract. Isay tl are bla 
hall 1 


ket Indians and we shall be obligs d t pay 1t,; not lor any t { 
nite and fixed time, but until they become civilized a ns 

condition as to be self-supporting and able to take care of t 

own property. This is the language of the treat | 


no escape from that condition. Until they arrive at 
of civilization where they will be able to take lands in 
to build and preserve their homes and take care of their Mr. ROCK W 
property this condition will exist and we will be under oblig: 
tions to them. as the chairma 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it is because of these treaties and the pol- | after we sl a to t Lav 
icy of the Government in the past—improvident you may call it titute in Philadelphia, for Hampt for tl 
that we are under this obligation. The Sioux treaty may hav train cho t ast, a 





A ‘ 
been improvident; but it is a contract between the people o ( ght] »b 
United States on the one hand and the Sioux Nation of In tly stated by t t 
who had the legal right to make the contract with the nation, on suse we have the aint, t teacl i 
theother. In pursuance of that treaty we are to pay them money, | in the chools, beca the 
and there is no way to get out of it. I see no way at present; vuse we need th 1 addi t the 
but there is a way, and that is through this scheme of Indian ed- ' thought best not to annex the condition at 





1256 


But I state, further, Mr. Chairman, that the committee an- 
nexes another condition to the appropriation for some of these 
schools which I think at the present time will answer exceedingly 
well, and that condition is that hereafter to those institutions 
shall be brought no children except those which have received 
at least two years’ training in a Western school. That is a pro- 
vision of the law contained in this bill—making this training 
school more in the nature of a school for higher education. 

Now, let me answer these gentlemen further in comparison of 
Eastern and Western schools, by repeating a matter which is re- 
ferred to by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and which has 
been considered at some length in his annual report. At Genoa, 
Nebr., there is one of these industrial schools. 

Now, I want to say right here that these Indian children who 
are educated at Carlisle have the *‘ outing” system there, and 
more than three-fourths of the whole number, comprising almost 
a thousand, being seven hundred and seventy-eight, on an aver- 
age, during the summer season, are sent out to work among the 
intelligent farmers of Pennsylvania, and are in that way not only 
earning money and acquiring the habits of thrift and industry, 
but are also learning the practical methods and forms of civiliza- 
tion. 

That practice was sought to be introduced into this school at 
Genoa, Nebr., where they undertook to adopt the *‘ outing ” sys- 
tem. Immediately after it was undertaken to send these Indian 
pupils out to work on the farms, where they are largely engaged 
in raising sugar beets, a public meeting of the laboring men of 
Genoa was called, and they made a protest, which was published 
in the newspapers and senton to the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
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Fifty-first Congress had chosen to so largely increase these ap- 
propriations that that was any reason why this committee should 
propose to increase them over that sum; and the amount of ap- 
propriations for this purpose in this bill is less than the appro- 
priation for the last year in the Fifty-first Congress, but con- 
siderably more than those for the first year, the appropriations 
for this purpose for 1891 being only $1,842,770, as against $2,183,- 
330, carried in this bill. 

But, sir, in making up this bill, we started on another basis. 
We found in the estimates various sums wanted for industrial 
schools at Albuquerque, N. Mex.; Chilocco, Ind. T.; Carson City, 
Nev.; Flandreau, S. Dak.; Fort Stevenson, N. Dak.; Pierre, 8. 
Dak.; Sante Fé, N. Mex.; Genoa, Nebr.; Grand Junction, Colo.; 
Fort Totten, N. Dak.; and Hampton School, Va., and Lawrence, 
Kans. 

We found also, by reason of appropriations made last year for 
the purpose of increasing the system, many schools had been en- 


| larged and four new schools had been established during the past 


year. One of them at Mount Pleasant, Mich., one at Ionia, 
Oregon, one at Pipestone, Minn., another at Flandreau, S. Dak., 
and another at Perris, Cal. All these are nonreservation train- 
ing schools, and not to be confounded with reservation boarding 


| or day schools, of which there are a great number. 


fairs, saying that it was unfair to let these pupils come in competi- | 


tion with the honest labor of Nebraska, and so much opposition | attendance at all the schools during the age year did not exceed 


was manifested that the experiment was abandoned. I think 
that is another reason why these schools should be supported 
among a community which is more generous and not so narrow- 
minded as the people who surround that school at Genoa, Nebr., 
where we spend so much money for the education of Indian chil- 
dren. 

Mr. HARRIES. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him 
inastatement he made? The gentleman made the statement 


Now, sir, we found something more. We founda report from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, giving the capacity of each 
and every one of these schools, and in the estimates he had asked 
for an appropriation of $167 for each pupil, or, in the case of the 
Pacific coast schools, $175 for each pupil, according to the capac- 
ity of the school. 

We turned from those estimates and we found that the average 


75 per cent of the capacity of the schools; so, instead of recom- 
mending the appropriation of the amounts called for in the es- 
timates, we undertook to regulate the appropriations for the 
schools, not according to the capacity, but according to the aver- 
age attendance of the last year. In connection with the new 


| schools $25,000 was appropriated last year in each case for con- 


| struction. 


that there is a provision in the bill which provides that no chil- | 


drenare to be admitted hereafter unless they had attended schools | 


at some other place for three years. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. 
Hampton, is it not? 

Mr. PEEL. It is with reference to Carlisle. 

Mr. HARRIES. Itonly applies to Carlisle, and it is two years. 
It does not apply to Hampton or to any other school. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Very well: 
Hampton. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have been experimenting with the In- 
dian problem for more than one hundred years, but it was not till 
1877 that Congress began to make appropriations in support of In- 
dian schools and Indian education. The first appropriation was 
for $20,000, the next was $30,000, then $60,000, then $75,000, then 
$135,000, then $487,000,and soon. A gradual increase from year 
to year as the results began to appear more and more favorable. 
There have been a large number of these schools erected, and the 
committee found this state of affairs: A large number of schools 
that must be supported or the money already expended in their 
erection would be wasted. And now having tried to answer the 
gentleman from Mississippi[Mr. STOCKDALE]and the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] as to the duty of the com- 
mittee and as to the good business judgment involved in educat- 
ing these Indian children, I want to meet the objections which 
have been made since this bill has been reported that this com- 
mittee has cut down the appropriations for Indian schools lower 
than it should have done. 


the purpose of Indian schools was increased from year to year by 
just about 10 per cent. It was occasioned by an orderly and, as | 
believe, a proper growth of the system. 
by any other standard than the appropriations of the Fifty-first 
Congress, these appropriations proposed in this bill are liberal, 
and are in excess and more than 10 per cent. in excess of the or- 
dinary increase of any appropriations that had heretofore been 
made. The Fifty-first Congress increased the appropriations 
very largely, and at its second session the bill contained an ap- 
propriation for $2,291,000. The previous appropriation, for the 
first session, amounted to one million eight hundred and forty- 
two thousand and odd dollars, the increase from the prior year— 
that is, over the second year of the Fiftieth Congress—being 35 
per cent; and the increase of the second session of Congress over 
the first session of the Fifty-first Congress being 24.3 per cent. 
Up to that time, I say, the appropriations had only increased at 
the rate of 10 per cent. a year for the five previous years. 

Now, the committee do not believe that simply because the 


That provision is there with reference to | 


| understood it applied to | 


The Commissioner reports that most of them will be 
ready to be opened on the Ist of September, 1892, and he asked 
in his estimates for $25,000 more: calling the attention of the 
committee, by figures in parallel columns, to the fact that $25,000 
had been appropriated for that purpose last year. 

We found that the utmost capacity of those schools was one 
hundred, but as the average attendance had been only 75 per 
per cent of the capacity in all existing schools, we made the ap- 


| propriations in these cases for seventy-five pupils, or 75 per cent 


of the estimated capacity, adding to that the pay of a superintend- 
ent, and $1,000 for tools and implements to set the school run- 


| ning, making the appropriation $15,000 in each case, a reduction 
| of $10,000 from the estimates and from the appropriations of last 
|} year. 


| these appropriations should be raised. 


But finding that these estimates based on the attendance of last 
year were going to work injustice in some cases because of in- 
creased capacity of the schools, your committee sent for the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, and he and his financial clerk spent 
the most of two days with the committee giving reasons why 
Acting by these rules 
and under this information we have provided for the education 
of more children than has ever before been done in any appro- 
priation bill. 

We have not provided for so many new building improvements 
or repairs because they were neither needed nor required. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, when this bill comes to be discussed 
under the five-minute rule, item by item, I think that the com- 


| mittee will be able to give good and sufficient reasons for every 


item in the bill, and to show that all their recommendations have 


| been made with due regard to accuracy, economy, and business 
During the five years from 1883 to 1888 the appropriations for 


judgment, and until that time comes I think the criticisms both 
of gentlemen who claim that the appropriations are not large 


| enough and of those who claim that they are too large have been 


Now, I say that, judged | 


sufficiently answered. 

Mr.KEM. Mr.Chairman, this question of appropriation that 
is now before us for discussion is one of vastimportance; I think 
I would not be putting it too strong if I were tosay thatitis one 
of the most important questions that can come before this body. 
It involves within itself not only the question of appropriation, 
but also the whole Indian question, and, in addition to that, it 
involves the questionof taxation. You can not discuss this ques- 
tion, neither can you consider it, without taking into account in 
connection therewith the question of taxation. 

Now, sir, while I am in favor of an appropriation for the pur- 
poses specified in this bill, I do not, by taking that position, ob- 
ligate myself to stand by the operations of the Indian Depart- 
ment as it has been administered in the past. I realize very 


sensibly the fact that there have been and there are many fea- 
tures in the management of our Indian affairs that I do not ap- 
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rove. I realize the fact that there are many features of our 
ndian system that are radically wrong, and against which the 
people of this country have been protesting for years, but, de- 
spite their protests, those evils have continued and increased 
until to-day, Mr. Chairman, I believe I may safely say that if 
we had at our disposal all the dollars that have been misap- 
ropriated by Indian agents and used improperly and illegally 
or their own selfish purposes, it would not be necessary at this 
time to appropriate one dollar to meet the wants of the Indian 
Department for the next fiscal year. 

I realize these evils exist, and I know there ought to be some 
action taken to eradicate them; but, Mr. Chairman, I am very 
certain that the refusal to vote for this appropriation bill will not 
remove or remedy them in any degree. I agree with the gentle- 
man from Mississippi[Mr. STOCKDALE] in his opposition to trans- 
porting the Indian children across the continent for the purpose of 
educating them at schools in the East. I agree with him that itis 
wrong, and I believe that steps ought to be taken to educate those 
Indians in schools located upon their own territory, in their own 
country, and amid their home surroundings. 

I repeat, sir, that I believe evils exist, but I repeat also thata 
failure to make this appropriation will not remedy them in any 


measure. Mr. Chairman, we have before us a question that will | 
not down, a question that we must meet, and we must make the | 


preparations which are required by the conditions and circum- 
stances surrounding it, or else must drop the whole matter. 

Can we dropit? No,sir; and I do not believe there is agentle- 
man within the sound of my voice who would say for one moment 
that it would be a wise thing to do under the circumstances. 

One gentleman on this floor has declared himself in favor of 
either killing the Indian or making him work. That is much 
easier said thandone. Reviewing the history of this Indian ques- 
tion as we know it in our own country, the fact can be established 
that every time we have had an Indian war or an Indian depre- 
dation, the white man has been the aggressor—has been respon- 
sible for the loss of blood and treasure that hasensued. We have 
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seems to be a disposition on the part of every man to avoid taxa- 
tion as far as he can possibly do so. Many of our citizens who in 
every other respect are honest, upright gentlemen and business 
men, seem to think it proper and justifiable to defraud the Gov- 
ernment out of the taxes that they ought to pay. 

Apart from that, sir, the system of taxation now existing and 
which has been in vogue in this country for years is one which 
throws the burden of taxation upon him who is the least able to 
pay it. Under this system the wealthier a man becomes the less 
he pays in proportion to his wealth. In this connection, let me 
refer to the remark of the gentleman from Georgia in regard to 
the bonds of our Government held by the bankers of our country, 
bonds upon which they have not only been drawing interest in 
gold in advance all these years, but they have not paid one cent of 
tax onthose bonds. In illustration of what I am saying as tothe 
unjust system of taxation under which we have been laboring, let 
me say that the man who has his wealth, to the extent we will 
suppose of $100,000, invested in bonds of the United States Gov- 
ernment goes scot free as to all taxation upon that property and 
shirks his responsibility as an American citizen to just that ex- 


| tent. 


Right across the way may be a man, acitizen of the United 
States, entitled to the same privileges and liberties and protec- 
tion under the law as is his neighbor, the man who owns the 
bond, who is the possessor of a cow that may be almost the only 


i . . 
| support of his family, and yet he must pay a tax on the cow to 


taken possession of the land of the Indian; we have dispossessed | 


him of his home, of that which by nature rightfully belonged to 
him, without making just compensation. 

Sir, the care which we are giving to these Indians is something 
that we owe,not only as a matter of justice to the Indian, but as 
a matter of self-protection toourselves and our posterity. My ex- 
perience with the Indians has taught me to believe that it is much 


easier to feed an Indian than tofighthim. [repeat my assertion | 


that we never have had an Indian war or an Indian depredation 
in this country that has not been the result of failure on the part 
of the whites to treat them justly and do by them as we agreed 


fight you. 
If the white people had treated the Indian justly, if they had 


done by him as they ought to have done as a matter of common | 


justice between man and man, this country would not have wit- 
nessed the disgraceful proceedings that took place in Dakota last 


ered like so many animals. If the white man had treated the 
Indian as he should have been treated, this expense of $1,000,- 
000 would not have fallen upon the taxpayers of this country. 

I agree with the gentleman from Mississippi when he objects 
to the tax upon the suspenders, the shirt, and the other articles 
of clothing worn by the Indian. I will stand by the gentleman 





and do my level best to help him remove this tax from all the | 


shirts and suspenders in this country. But, sir, a failure to ap- 
propriate what is justly due the Indian is not going to remove 
that tax. As Iremarked in the outset, the question of taxation 
is involved in these appropriations for the simple reason that 
these expenses must be met and paid from taxation. 


I desire to refer a moment to the remark of the gentleman | that national banks pay no tax? 


from Mississippi as to the condition of the colored people in his | 
part of the country. I believe he has not overdrawn that pic- | 
ture or unduly dwelt upon its features. I believe that the facts | 


substantiate him in his positionon that question. But I wish to 


say it is not only the colored people of the South who are in | 
a deplorably helpless and destitute condition; the same may be | 


truthfully said of a large number of white people of thiscountry. 
These are not in the South alone, but are scattered from ocean 
to ocean, from the Gulf to the lakes; and they are the wealth- 
producers of the land. 

Mr. Chairman, if we will proceed to adjust the system of taxa- 
tion under which we are living—if we will properly control the 


burden of taxation equally upon the different classes of citizens, 
the appropriations which we make here will fall very lightly. 


| 


One reason for opposition to appropriations is that increased ap- | 


propemntans means increase of tax. No man pays tax because he 
ikes to, but only because he is obliged to. Every man who is 


cognizant of the facts on this subject has observed that there ' 


support what? Local government. As you increase the burden 
of local government you decrease his inclination and ability to 
support general government. Hence I say, sir, that it is this 
condition that makes the masses of the people kick against ap- 
propriations almost of any kind. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will you yield for a question? 

Mr. KEM. Yes. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will you tell us why Government bonds are 
exempt from taxation? 

Mr. KEM. Because there was a law passed exempting them. 

Mr. FUNSTON. When? 

Mr. KEM. Well, a good many years ago. 
the exact date, but just after the war. 

Mr. FUNSTON. A law that exempted the bonds from taxa- 


[ can not give you 


| tion? 


Mr. KEM. Yes; when they were first issued. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I will give you $10 to produce the law. 

Mr. KEM. Very well. I will do so. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, I will give you $50 to show it. 

Mr. KEM. And not only that, but the income of the bonds 


| was exempt from taxation. 
to. Solong asyou keep the Indian's belly full he is not going to | 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it is because of this unjust system of tax- 
ation under which we are laboring that complaint is made and 
which makes these appropriations so burdensome to us. I want 
to say to you—to recapitulate, as it were—that if we had the 
amountof money that has been appropriated for Indian purposes, 


| that has been unlawfully and illegally appropriated to the pri- 
winter, when defenseless men, women, and children were butch- | 


vate use of Indian agents throughout this country; if we had the 
money that has been taken from us through this unjust system 
of taxation, the money that has been taken from the people, the 
masses of the people, by the corporations and the trusts of the 
country in excessive freight rates, by the national-banking cor- 
porations, and all of the other institutions of robbery—I say to 
you if we had that money to-day in the Treasury, if it had been 
allowed to remain where it belongs, we would not have to appro 
priate a dollar of the money of the people for this purpose for 
ten years tocome. And not only that, but the appropriation for 
the Indian would not be a burden, and the whites, as well as the 
blacks, would be able to take care of themselves. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does my friend mean to say 

Mr. KEM. No, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. KEM. No,I donot. 
on their stock. 

Mr. DAVIS. But they do not pay on their bonds. 

Mr. KEM. They do not pay on their bonds, nor do they pay 


You do not mean to say that? 
Asamatter of fact they do pay t 


axes 


| in proportion to their ability to pay. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
a hundred cents on the dollar. 

Mr. KEM. They may pay on a hundred cents on the dollar, 
but they do not pay on all of the dollars they have, that is the 


Up in our country they pay on 


trouble. 
monopolies of our land—if we will so legislate as to throw the | 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. They pay on every dollar. 


Mr. KEM. They do not pay anything on currency or bonds, 
hence they do not pay a tax on all they possess. That is just the 
complaint that is made. These rich corporations escape their 
share of the burden. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman yield to me fora single 


interruption in connection with what he is now saying? 
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Mr. DINGLEY Is it not true that the Government has been 
en: this sytem of which the gentleman complains to se- 
cu ( y at ‘rates of interest than ever was known be- 
f try? By rebating the tax, or taking as it were 
the X l ivé ‘e, have the) not been abie to secure money al 
2p I 

KEM. Do you mean to say that the national banks pay 
ta ( 0 in a i 
DINGLEY. No: Lam talking now of Government bonds 
KEM. Do you an to say that the banks pay a tax on 
eir bonds in advance? ‘That is whatl want to get at. 

} DINGLEY. No; I am talking of the interest that th« 
Government pays on its bonds. I ask you if, in your judgment, 
the Government could borrow money at 2 per cent if the bonds 
we! taxable? The gentleman knows that the Government 
is borrowing now at 2 per cent lower than if the bonds were tax- 
abit 


Mr. KEM. The Government bondsas arule and until recently 


havedrawn more than 2 per cent, and would yet had they not 
been extended contrary to law. 

\ MEMBER. That is what the Government is paying. 

Mr. KEM. But, Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in conclusion, 
that I have occupied more time than I intended when I rose. I 


want it understood that | am in favor of making necessary appro- 
priations; but if we will stop spending so much time in quibbling 
over these appropriations, and seek to remedy our whole system 
of taxation and of finance and transportation and take it out of 
the power of the trusts and corporations to control the necessi- 
ties of the people, we will reach a proper financial condition and 


satisfactory results much sooner than to continue in the line in 
wl we | me been driving for all these years. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself for 
afew moments to this part of the pending bill: 

For the support of Indian aid and industr schools and for other educa 








purposes not hereinafter provided for, 


including pay of draftsman to 
issioner of Indian Affairs, $1,000,000. 


. Chairman, if the House will remember that less than ten 
years ago the annual appropriations for education of the Indians 
was in the neighborhood of $100,000, and that now it is $1,000,000 
or 1 re annually, they will see at once that the policy of the 
Govern! t has become very much enlarged in this respect. 
Tl estion that I desire to present to the House for a few mo- 
ments is this: Is this amount of $1,000,000 being so expended as 
to produce the best results? 

| do not desire to be misunderstood by the House. or to have 
it pposed that I am opposed tothe education of the Indian, for 
[am not: but I desire to call the attention of the House to some 
personal investigations that I made last year in three or four of 
these schools, among the Indians and upon the ground. 


invite the atte ntion of the House to the Osage tribe. They 
are 1,509 in number. Eleven hundred of them are of full blood. 














They have $9,500,000 of money at interest, and they own 1,500,000 
acres of lal Every head of afam ly of Sve, thasedere », if the real 
estate were divided ip, would have something over 5,000 acres for 
each family. I was there when the annuities were being paid. 
They draw $238 apiece for each and every member of the Indian 
tri That is to say, this being paid twice a year, they get an- 
nually $476 for every man, woman, and child. If there were ten 
in a family, t head of the family would get $4,760 a year inter- 
est from the ( rnment, beside the useof his land. They hav 
avery goo ‘hool at Pawhuska, the Indian agency. Please 
understand that about 1,100 of these Indiansare full blood, many 
of ( wear the blanket and the breech-clout. When I was 
t] May t a large number of them were dancing, and had 
been dancing for three weeks. On the invitation of friends | 
col ded to go to their dance, and drove out with Mr. Rehard 
of thi an police: also a Mr. Connor, who has been a 
ae at the Osages to Washington. When we got there wi 
fo they were dancing. Six of them were beating thet tom- 
1 ( , Sitting a id in a circle with the drum in th&mid- 
a L © were twenty-live 1n all engaged in dancing and beat- 
ing the drum, all bucks in blankets. In a large circle outside 
al 3, was a large crowd of Indians of all ages and sexes. 
While ta with the chief of police and Mr. Connor they re- 
ked that the Indian nearest to us beating the drum, had just 
got home from Carlisle. I pricked up my earsand began to tal! 
with them about the number of graduates from Carlisle who were 
preset bstantially, 1 statement made to me was this: 
Lnat ie out of the six or seven drummers had been edt cated 
at Carlisle; that fifteen out of the dancers had been educated at 
Carlisle; that there were seventy Osage scholars who had bes 
sent to Carlisle and Hampton, and that out of the seventy fifty 
had come home to take upon themselves the blanket a the 
breech-clout, and would not talk toa white man; persevere as you 
would, you could not get a word out of them. Being desirous to 
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know what brought about this condition of affairs, they said, sub- 
stantially, that the reason was this: That, first and foremost, the 
Indian did not like to work, and when he was turned loose from 
school and came home there was nothing for him todo. They 
also said, furthermore, that when he came home he became an 
object of suspicion, of dislike, of hatred, and of intolerance, too, 
often, on _ part of the balance of the tribe: that unless he as- 
sumed th ir habits and dress they thought he felt above them, 
hy 





and t seni ceeded to make his condition intolerable. It was 
the universal opinion of all with whom [ talked in that region 
that unless we could do something for the Indian after we had 





educated him and returned him back aes it was worse than 
olly to educate, because it simply made their condition so long 
as they tried to live and act as we do intolerable. They were 
neither Indians who enjoyed the confidence of the Indians of the 
tribe, on the one hand, nor were they Americans to be received 
into association with the white people, upon the other. 

[ staid in that vicinity for some days fishing, and became ac- 
quainted with several of the Indian traders at Pawhuska, the 
capital of the tribe. There I was rept satedly shown orders for 
goods, written in as good handwriting as almost any gentleman 
on this floor could execute, and many of them in a better hand- 
writing than my own. Iwas told that when one of those Indians 
would come in ani write such an order, or sign a receipt, he 
would not talk a word of E nglish to anybody, nor have a word to 
say to the trader or anybody else. Think of it. Seventy of the 
Osages had been educated here in the East, and of that number 
fifty have gone back into a state of barbarism. 

Mr. BLAND. Will my colleague allow me to ask him right 
there, how do they go to Carlisle? Do they go there of their 
own accord? 

Mr. MANSUR. They are brought there by the Government. 

Mr. BLAND. Are they forced to go there or do they go vol- 
untarily? 

Mr. M ANSUR. Ican not tell you. [ be lie e they are selected 
in some way through the India Commissioner. { am not abl. 
to explain how it is done. I will refer you to the committee. 

Mr. BLAND. How is it that they go there, if the fact is as 
the gentleman has stated it? Are they compelled to go there by 
force? 

Mr. MANSUR. [have stated that I could not answer that. 
After I got through with my fishing trip I was driven back to the 
railroad in Kansas and could not get a train to get away till the 
next morning. 

[ stopped at a hotel kept by a widow lady who told me that 
her hotel was 200 yards outside of the Osage Reservation. She 
told me that for over thirty years she had lived among the 
Osages, and knew them well. She had been keeping the hotel 
for a number of years. In the course of conversation that even- 
ing I told he r what I had learned about how th se Indians threw 
off their civilization as soon as they returned — Carlisle, and 
she laughingly said,‘* Yes,” and proceeded to give many instances 
within her own knowledge and named two young Indians who 
had two years ago returned from Carlisle. She said that when 
the train arrived at her little town these young Indians were 
met by their friends who had a handkerchief in which Indian 
varments were tied up, that they met each other with the cry, 
‘Me Indian; me no American.” They all went together into 


the bushes and came back in fifteen minut ‘ss each covered with 


a blanket, with their faces painted, and with aloud whoop started 
off on a dog trot to tlreir homes in the Osage Nation. 
Mr. BLAND. The point that I want to get at is, that I do not 
e how these Indians would voluntarily go to one of these schools, 
such as Carlisle. There must be some way of compelling them 


to go there or they would not go. I understand they are com- 





1 ed. 

MANSUR. I understand there is coercion to some extent 
in each case. I have read recently in the press of a test case in 
which a writ of habeas corpus was sued out by an Indian father 
to get his children out of one of those schools. Of course some 
lawyer took an interest in the matter and attended toit. There 
is no doubt about there having 0 such a case. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Will thi » gentleman tell us 
vhere these matters occurred that he speaks of? 

Mr. MANSUR. In the Osage Nation. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Are they not civilized Indians? 

Mr. MANSUR. No, sir: I can not say they are. There are 
1,100 of them full bloods outof 1,400. They are the richest trib 
of Indians in the United States. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Tell us where that nation 
is located, for we may want to go o1 ’ fishing. 

Mr. MANSUR. Imme diate sly south of Kansas, and if you want 
to go fishing you can not sel ect a better place in all the South- 
west. 

Mr. ALLEN. That accounts for it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FUNSTON. The Osages were from Missouri originally. 



































1892. 


Mr. MANSUR. Farmer FUNSTON knows, of course. 

I visited the Chilocco school, and Caddo Springs school, down 
among the Caddo Indians in the Arapahoe country. After that 
I went to Kingfisher, and was told there were a number of thi 
Arapahoes near by. Expressing awish to visit them, some mer- 
chants took three or four of us out to visit a little bunch of Chey- 
ennes and Arapahoes camped in a most beautiful country. When 
we got there we found there was one woman among them who 
had been educated atCarlisle. She was pointed out to me by the 
merchant, whocalled her Mary. We hunted up Mary. I found 
her to be a small, tidy little woman. [Laughter.}] Farmer Fun- 
STON knows that many of these women are big, flabby, and fleshy, 
as he or I, anda thundering sight dirtier, and when I said that 
she was tidy, I meant thereby to say she had not totally forgotten 
what she had learned at Carlisle. [Laughter.] 

She was surrounded by half a dozen men and children, and 
when I undertook to talk to her she was as mute as if she were 
dumb. You could not get a word outof her. Finally the mer- 
chant says, “I will get her to one side, away from her compan- 
ions; she will not talk to you as long as they can hear what is 
going on.” He sauntered off with her on the prairie to one side 
and when she got beyond speaking distance, probably fully the 
length of thisChamber, I went over to where they were and tried 
to get her into conversation. For a time she would not answer. 
I insisted that she could talk English, that I knew it from this 
gentleman, who had assured me of the fact, for he had often 
talked with her in English at hisstore. Finally she commenced 
to talk with us and she used as good English as any gentleman 
in this House. She said that she had been at Carlisle for about 
five years, that she was among those who had enjoyed the ad- 
vantages of the outing system, that she had learned to cook and 
to do all kinds of housework, and that when she came back to 
her people they told her she was no longer anIndian. They cut 
her in every way and reproached her for being no longer an In- 
dian and made her life so intolerable that she even thought of 
killing herself and that she remained in that mental condition 
until after the time she was married. She was a Cheyenne and 
married an Arapahoe. His name I have forgotten. Her hus- 
band had selected and camped upon 160 acres of land which he 
intended to have allotted to him when the time came to make 
his selection. They had a tent, or tepee, as they call it, and one 
little child. You could see by looking at her that there was 
something refined about her in comparison with the other In- 
dians. You could see that she was subdued and sorrow stricken. 
She was evidently a person carrying a burden of sorrow. 

Mr. LEWIS. And acquainted with grief. 

Mr. MANSUR. And acquainted with grief, as sug 
my friend. 

After I had talked with her for 
did not like to read now. 
or papers. I got some newspapers out of my buggy 
them to her. 

Mr. ALLEN. Any Congressional documents? 

Mr. MANSUR. I just parted with the gent 
sissippi, and he had secured all I had. 

To show you how desirous she was, in comparison with many 
others, of enjoying the benefits of her education, she promised 
me that she was going to make her husband a model 





me, Ll asked her if she 
She said yes, but that she had no books 


and gavi 


someti 


| Laughter 


on 
.ecman 


Cee ee 
irom uL1is- 


| Indian wife. 
He was then living on the Arapahoe lands which had not been 
allotted, but had got a good location; and she said she was going 
to make out of him a model husband; that if she could 
away from his fellows, on a tract of land by himself, s] yu 
then influence him, and would do her whole duty and bring him 
up tocivilization. Thereshe was, after an education of five y: 
among the whites, sent back again to live among uneducated In- 
dians. No wonder it broke down all her spirit and took all the 
life out of her. 

Are we to continue this practice? If so, verily 
this system of education is of little or no value. 

I will relate one other incident to show the shiftlessness of 
some of those Indians down there. While at Fort Reno, in com- 
pany with Capt. Woodson, Capt. Lee, of the United States Army, 
and Maj. Eugene Weigel, one of the United States land inspectors 
in that region, we wentout to visita large encampment of scouts, 
Arapahoes, in the employment of the Government. Capt. Lee 
had been detailed same years ago, when there was Indian troublk 
in the Southwest, as a special Indian agent at the Darlington 
agency; he had just come to the fort the day before, having been 
gone for some considerable time in the Northwest, probably in 
connection with the Sioux troubles, and he was quite willing to 
go out and make a visit among these Indians, to renew old ac- 
quaintances,as it were. Among the Indians thatwe visited was 
one they called ‘‘ Black Cayote,” a scout. Capt. Lee knew him 
and was desirousofsecing him. Wedroveon purpose to his tepe 


get him 
1e Cf 


[ believe that 


which was the very counterpart of filth and squalor. 
There was nothing there that a white man would want except 
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one thing He had gone to i 1 day before t ‘ 
some purchases. This wa ’ May, : vas a udy | ! 
among them that two months befor Mareh, we had appr 
priated money enough to make a first payment the purchas 
of their lands, and upon t! strenvt ol nat tact 1 y nad Di 
credit: for, let me say he1 V [ha ) he 
Indians the universal testimo y ot 1 tra rs is thatthe Indian 
is honest and will pay his debts, provided there be no whit 
din him. [Laughter.|] T more whi od there is in 

an Indian, the less credit he i ce to get | | in had 
bourht several things, and one of them wasa largea 1 red 
with plush and having stamped upon it in greats ‘letters the 

ord ‘‘Album.” He showed it to Ng al 

We talked with him and he said: '‘ Me have two sq l 
three pappooses; One little pappoo ) ( 3 is. n 
other children?” ‘Yes.” ‘°° Where?” Car a bo 
‘How long since he went to Carlisle?” *‘Oh, heap long tim 


> 


many moons, many moons, many moons.” The said, Me 
show you carriage—carriage me.” He took us out back of his tepe 

and there was the carriage which he had bought. It had just 
come home, I presume, for it had still tied around ita large sheet 


of domestic cotton cloth, intended to protect acvainst dust and 


It was a 


very proudly to his little ponies and then to his 


exposure, double-seated open carryall, and h pointed 


carriage and 


said, *‘ $208, carriage, me! $208.” He repeated that threeor four 


times. That was the way thatthe first installment of the money 
that he expected t ) got for remember he had not yet got it 
was expended. , 

Mr. BLAND. Where did he purchase those things? From 
an agent? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir: he could buy them anywhere, from 
an agent or irom any storekeeper, J ist as h pleas 

Mr. BLAND. ( an they ) from anybody but a Govel ment 


officer? 
Mr. MANSUR. 


I 3 no limita- 
1 now 





tior in that region 

Mr. (¢ irmié I do notdesi ( .ke my remarks too long, so 
to sum will say | remained in thatregion twenty-four day 
L talked various people, and, aiter a comparison Ol ideas, 
| found the general opinion to be that the true way to deal with 
the Indians is to break up their tribal relations and to bring every 
one of them to an allotment of land. 

Under the system that is now prevailing, and under the treat 
ies that we have been making for the last three or four years 
with the Indians, we allot lands to the Indians and give them 
homesteads. Those homesteads make nonalienable for 
twenty-five years. They can not be taxed: t c not be mol 
gaged: they can not be sold, and the Indians can not get ar 
credit upon the faith of these lands for twenty-five years: a 

et, by the very fact of taking and settling upon these allotment 
hey become, by operation of law, American citizens. ‘Therefore 
we have in Oklahoma this anomaly: A! er of Ind ho 
i \me in « ns th the ‘ ms of 160 ac 5 eac! 
yet who pay hi i Sanda wil } ) ) nt ( ea 
who will not in any wist spor ) | ig AXES ( n ar 
0 ay, for the maintenance o ids t sintenance « 
schools, f he meintenance of cou ( ( ul whoa 
a preferred favorite or ] per class to b i { ) 
their fellow cit ns ¢ \ 1can ¢ ras 4 fa 
tury to come 

Now, Mr. ¢ 1irman, in < * |e ation we a ma I a reat 
mistake in permitti thes s to ta 

ner [" ( Oo ne ) | ‘ | 
well as we do Indians are! r thei | 
In view of this fact, wherever t - ate I 
ers an \ 1 ) if a 
ea count iat Wlil! ” et sinta AT 
ate of taxa he t is ! ( 
ndian to have aquarter section of land in ¢ ‘ ( . Pi 
should De at east three Or I) ynhit i i { u ) ( sall 
section with one Ind 

[n talking wi h the 1 n o! e | nay ) 
them universally saying you ¢ i 
old Indian, the adult Indian; you « not make | 0 
will die as he has li i old i i 
tion for him to work: he be] es tha | ean in honoi 
and self-respect do only two thi . a uw’, or follow the 
chase. The chas no on er ¢ t and a Wi the white mal 
is too da ero I 1 | Cc! ( 
dian thinks honorablk sui ( | 
he is debarre from. W hat is left for him? NOT ( 
old his hands in idleness or t to the cult f 
land. Now, those who are acqua ed th t] aracter of 
Indian say that the adult Indian vy not wt W hat 
the best thing for us todo? Let $3 ma i iit t 
years in the way that I have spoken « t 4 
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price for the residue of his land not reauired for his allotment: 
let the Government retain the title of the allotted lands for his 
safety for twenty-five years, until he shall have passed off the stage 
of action; and pay him the annual interest of the purchase price 
of his surplus lands. In the mean time, require Indian children 
to go to school with the white children 

[ can say to gentleman here that whatever of race antagonism 


may exist in the South, there is little or none of it on the border | 


between the Indian and the white man. 
and proud spirit and were born free, 
spirit of caste does not grow. Let the Indian child go to school 
alongside the white child; let them grow up together; let them 
play the same games of marbles or of ball; let them learn from 
the same schoolbook; let them drink from the same bucket or 
cup. Thus the Indian youth, as he grows up, will acquire the 
habits of his white companions, and will learn their language. 
When he sees the white boy with a pony to ride he will want one: 
when he sees the white boy playing ball he will want to play, and 
if he finds his white companion at work of any kind, he will be 
almost sure to follow him and do the same thing. The Indian 
youth being thus educated with the white youth will acquire 
similar tastes and disposition. As the white boy grows up and 
becomes industrious so will the Indian boy. In this way Indian 
children now growing up will be prepared to become useful 
members of society when the »y become adults. This is the only 
solution of the Indian question, that the Western people, the 
people of the border, have any faith in. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir 

Mr. ALLEN. © 
now on the floor, I am fully aware that no man in the country 
knows more about this Indian problem than he does. Now, I 
want to ask him what he thinks of the proposition of my col- 
league [Mr. STOCKDALE] to-day that the Indian should be pinned 
down with a bayonet to a quarter-section of land, and that we 
should either make him work or kill him. I want to hear from 
the gentleman on that point. 

Mr. MANSUR. I should prefer to let the adult Indian die of 


humanity that is my feeling. But if you take measures so that 
where one Indian is settled upon a quarter-section of land there 
shall be three or more white men with him upon the same sec- 
tion—if you thus sandwich the Indian in the midst of a white 
population if the young Indians thus grow up in company with 
the children of the white ss, the rising generation will learn to 


work and when they b: come of age will be able tomaintain them- | 


selves. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I have understood the gentleman to say 
that while the old Indian whose former occupation is gone will 
not work, the young Indian by being educated in company with 
white children can be trained to become a useful citizen. Now 
{ wish to ask the gentleman whom he would have to pay for this 
education of the Indian youth? 

Mr. MANSUR. The whites, because they 
which the Indians have parted with, to be supplemented as far 
as possible by the Indian scholars out of their annuities. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Now these Indians are to be free from tax- 
ation for twenty-five years; and the position is taken here that 
the white people should not be compelled to support schools for 
the benefit of the Indians. The appropriation of $1,000,000 in 
this bill, which is objected to by the gentleman, is to be used in 
part for the purpose of sending Indian children to school among 
the white people and paying for their education. 

Mr. MANSUR. Ido not know exactly by virtue of what au- 
thority this gentleman says I am opposed to that million-dollar 
appropriation, 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. MANSUR. I took it simply as the text for my remarks. 

But, Mr. Chairman, at Caddo Springs Indian school, and while 
talking with the chief of police and school superintendent, I 
found that the Indians attend school with more cheerfulness 
when the schools are in their immediate proximity than when 
they are away off east. The parents object to sending their 
children so far away. The children prefer the home schools be- 

cause they have an occasional visit from their parents, which 
the y look forward to with great interest. And more than that, 
the Indians themselves, the older Indians, recognizing the situ- 
ation, use their influence and persuasion on the children to stay 
at the schools, and in that manner keep them from running 
away; and they also codéperate with the police if a child should 
leave the schools in arresting and sending it back. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If the ge ntleman will permit an inter- 
ruption- 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman answered aquestion, not 
just now, but quite recently, in reference to some remarks made 


occupy the lands | 


They both have a free | 
and between such men the 


| gress. 


by ‘‘a gentleman from Mississippi.” What gentleman from 
Mississippi sought to make the Indian work by the bayonet, or 
kill him? 

Mr. MANSUR. That was “ Private” 

Mr. STOCKDALE 
that? 

Mr. MANSUR. That question I am not able to answer. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But you answered his question. 

Mr. MANSUR. _I answered because it was the easiest way io 
me to go on with my remarks. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No gentleman from Mississippi said that, 
as far as I am aware. 

Mr.MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I will notdetain the committee 
longer except to say that I believe there is a problem here that 
invokes the wisest thought and most considerate action of Con- 
Especially is this true of the duty of the Committee on 


ALLEN. 
. But to whom did he refer as having stated 


| Indian Affairs as to what aid, assistance, and oversight ought to 


From personal association with the gentleman | 





be given to these scholars after they are sent back home. Be- 
cause I want to have the House believe with me, as I do believe, 
that to send the educated Indian youths back to their tribes with- 
out any guidance, oversight, control, or assistance on the part of 
the Government; to send them home after leaving these schools 
to the condition of their blanket fellows and Indians is to consign 
them toa worse degradation than the first out of which we soug 
to elevate them by taking them and sending them to school. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Your idea is that it is essential that the whole In- 
dian community shall be educated, if any are? 

Mr. MANSUR. Largely. 

Mr. REED. That the traditions of the tribe, as long as the 
tribal relations continue, are more potent than the influences 
arising from the presence of a few educated persons? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. Can you expect hot-house plants 
to grow and flourish if planted in midwinter? 

Mr. REED. And that it is almost impossible, if you desire to 
elevate the condition of the tribe, to do this by limiting the ed- 


| ucational facilities to a few persons? 
old age on his allotment than to kill him. As a matter of | 


Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. To accomplish this it is necessary to have the 
schools on the spot. 
Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. REED. 
rience? 

Mr. MANSUR. It is. Of course capable manual schools, to 
supplement home schools, are of great value. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Before the gentleman from 
Missouri yields the floor I would like to ask hima question, with 
his consent 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if his attention has been called to the difficulty of keeping 
the children in school where the schools are established near 
their homes with the tribe? 

Mr.MANSUR. Yes, sir: it has been called to this matter; and 
[ found at Chilocco, Caddo Springs, and other places that it was 
the belief of the teachers and those familiar with the condition 
of the tribes and the educational facilities as they now exist 


Yes, sir; very largely so. 
Is that the result of your observation and expe- 


| that the children come there and are kept there much more 


readily and contentedly than when they are off from home at a 
greatdistance. Occasionally a pupil will play truant and go away; 
but, generally speaking, under good influences of parents, with 
the hope of an occasional visit from the members of his family, 
the child is much more willing to go to these home schools and 
remain than to be sent to the East. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. But if the school is near to the 
child’s home is it not true that where this condition exists it has 
been found almost impossible to keep the children at the school? 
Has it not been your experience that it is better to have the 
schools established at a greater distance, where the child can not 
conveniently go home? 

Mr. MANSUR. Permit me to say that allof these schools, 
without exception, have dormitories, and the children board and 
lodge in the school. The parents, perhaps not a half dozen of 
them, live in a half dozen miles, and very much scattered; it 
would be difficult for the children to reach their homes. And 
as the parents occasionally visit the schools, they do not mind so 
much the separation when they can come from time to time to 
see their children 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I had some experience at a 
school in the State of Iowa that I had been told was almost des- 
titute of pupils; that it was found almost impracticable to keep 
the children at the school. 

Mr. MANSUR. I do not think that condition applies to the 


Indian schools I have spoken of. ; 
Mr. PICKLER. Notwithstanding the fact that the Indians’ 
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cannot all be civilized or partly civilized, is it not true that many 
of the older Indians are attempting to act as farmers, 
cattle, raising stock, and are making advancement in that direc- 
tion all the time? 

Mr. MANSUR. Of course they nearly all have some chickens, 
turkeys, and things of that sort, as well as ponies, and some of 
them have milch cows. 

Mr. PICKLER. And are living in houses? 

Mr. MANSUR. Nearly all of them. The Ons s have 
much money that nearly all of them have good buildings. 

Mr. PICKLER. That only comes from education. 

Mr. MANSUR. At the same time I think the present gener- 
ation must necessarily die off largely before you can begin to 
realize the full results of the education of those whom we are now 
educating. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if in the schools he visited in the Osage Nation there is 
any mechanical instruction given? 
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anyway—lI simply want to say that we have spent a great deal of 
f the education of the In- 


» and thought over this question of the 
to what school a child 


[t is perfectly 
n or a dozen to school 


immaterial 


has been sent; if you jus st send agialf adoze 


and then they go back into a tribe of five hundred, why, the four 
hundred and ninety will draw th sten back intobarbarism. That 
is common sense, and it is but natural. Under such circum- 
stances it is perfectly immater ial where the children have been 
educated. The true the ory, and the result intended tobe reached 
ultimately—but it is not thought prudent to attempt to appro- 
| priate money enough to do it all in one year—is to reach every 
Indian child of school ace. 
Under the census there are about 30,000 of them, and we have 
now got 17,000 or 18,000 in the differentschools. We intend that 


Mr. MANSUR. Not there, but at Chilocco, about 60 miles 
from there, is asplendid school. There are thirteen sections of | 
land, about 9,000 acres, held for the use of the school. They 


have over 1,000 acres of it under cultivation, and half the day 
the boys are taken out and given practical instruction in farm- 
ing, also in pruning, grafting, and budding of fruit trees, in 
which they soon become skillful. They grow ‘almost eve rything 
necessary for their own sustenance, have all kinds of fruit, all 
kinds of vegetables, have a herd of cattle of a hundred or more 

plenty of hogs, and good barns; and besides the mental educa- 
tion, the boys and girls are learning various trades. They are 
divided up, so many learning the trade of tailors, so many shoe- 
making, so many blacksmithing, so many carpentering, so many 


painting, and so forth, and from time to time they are changed 
around. The girls are taught to cut and sew and make their 


own clothing. It is a regular 
healthy location, handy by reason of its proximity to railroads, 
easily reached from a number of Indian tribes, and I believe it 
would be good policy to make a great Indian school with a thou- 
sand scholars at Chiloe co, With its 9,000 acres of fertile, valuabl 
land, only two miles and a half outside of the State of Kansas, 
in the famed rich agricultural Arkansas valley. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man that that is precisely the work that is being done at Car- 
lisle. 

Mr. MANSUR. Carlisle is too far off; Chiloccois at the home 
of the Indians. There are 10,000 Indian population within 300 
miles of Chilocco. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
Kansas? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANSUR. And the gentleman has seen, as I have stated, 
that fifty out of the seventy Osages educated at Carlisle have 
gone back into barbarism. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Would not the result 
just the same if they had gone back from the Chilocco school? 
Mr. MANSUR. It is stated that results are not the same. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
find the result is just the same, whether they have been edu- 
cated in one school or the other, 
mony taken before the Commissioner of Indian Affairs he will 
find the facts just as I say. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to ask the gentleman from 
question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I want to get through with 
this question, and then I will yie d. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri has said that the school at Carlisle is too far away. It is 
perhaps too far away for some purposes; but does not the sentle - 
man know that it is a good deal nearer for some others? Does 
not the gentleman know that it brings these boys and gir is right 
into the midst of good opportunities that they will not have 
nearer their homes? 

Mr. MANSUR. 
the a out there is that the education of these Indians in the 

cast is largely a failure, thatCarlisle and Hampton do not seem, 
generally speaking, 


Is not the other school too close 


to 


to attain permanent good results; and the 


I think the gentleman will | 


training school, in a splendid, | 


1, and then this evil that 
barbarism, will be 
It is not chargeable to any partic- 


ultimately the system shall be extend 
has been spoken of, of their r 
and not until then. 


] . Soo 
lapsing into 


stopped 
py} 


ular school or to where they are educated, but to where they go 
and the number of savages who surround them after they get 
back from school. If they have good surroundings they will get 
on well enough. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Have you not known some 
white boys go from college to jail? 

Mr. PEEL. I have, many a time. 

Mr. ae SON of Washington. Ascarrying out the suggestions 
made by the chairman, | would state that the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs has stated to our committee that he thought he 


would have an increase of 2,000 pupils under this bill; 
stead of having 18,000 he would have 20,000 out of the 30,000 
children in the schools; an ’ increasing the accommoda- 
tions as rapidly as possibl as rapidly as Congress will make 
the appropriations. 


that is, in- 


l we are 


, or 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I think youareon the right 
road. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I think we are on the right 
road. 

Mr. PEEL. I move that the committee rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BYNUM, from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 


| ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 


be | 


(H. R. 5974) making appropriations for current and contingent 
expenses and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 
Mr. PEEL. I move that the 
The motion was agreed to. 
Pending the announcement, 


» House do now adjourn. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. LOCKWOOD was granted leave of 
absence for ten days, on account of important business. 
And then (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.), the House ad- 


| journed. 


and if he will read the testi- | 


Missouri a | 


I know that the universal comment among | 


system of sending Indian children East to be educated does not 
meet with the approval of the people who live near the Indians | 393. 


and see the practical results attained by an education in the East. 
Mr. BUSHNELL. Are not the Indian parents much better 
satisfied to have their children goto school at home than to have 
them sent far away? 
Mr. MANSUR. Certainly they are, and when an Indian child 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 


and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. COBB of Missouri, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 1672) for the relief of O. P. Phillips. (Re- 
port No. 388.) 
By Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 4665) for the relief of Thomas Antisell. (Report 
No. 389.) 
A bill ( H. R. 2836) providing for the payment of $450 to pay 
teh S. Brantly, executor of J. H. Brantly, for damages to property 


by the United States troops in 1865. (Re port No. 390.) 
By Mr. SHELL, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 804 for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Calvin B. Cunningham. (Report No. 391.) 
A bill (H. R. 1868) for the relief of Davidson Dickson and 
| others. (Report No. 392.) 
A bill (H. R. 2010) for the relief of L. D. Sugg. (Report No. 
Q2 
By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 1708) for the relief of the estate of Alexander Po- 
| land, deceased. (Report No. 394. 
A bill (H. R. 4353) for the relief of William Large. (Report 


plays truant the teacher notifies the chief of police, and he goes | 


or sends word to the parents, when the child is hunted up “and 
brought back. Generally the parents are much better satisfied 
to have their children nearer home. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Missouri 


will allow me just one word—I think it is about time to adjourn ! 


No. 395.) 
A bill (H. R. 
port No. 396. 


4354) for the relief of Thomas M. Matheny. (Re- 


A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill H.R. 3240. 
(Report No. 397.) 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1236 
(Report No 


for the relief of Edwin Gomez. 
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A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 3234. 
(Ri 99. 

A bill (H.R. 6128) forthe relief of Mrs. Amelia A. H. Richards 
in 1 of petition. (Report No. 400. 

By Mr.CLANCY, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
H. R. 6129) for the relief of W. H. Huson, in lieu of H. R. 2044. 
R rt N $01 

j Mr. NLO om t ( ‘ 





Louisiana in bankruptcy. (Report No. 403. 

By Mr. CL ANCY, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 5641) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives 
of Gerard Wood, deceased. Re] rt No. 404.) 


CH ANGE OF REFERENCE. 
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By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 6134) for the relief of Jesse L. 
Beasley—to the Committee on Military ‘Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill {H. R. 6135) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Thomas L. Young—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

sy Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H. R. 6136) for the relief of Mary 
A. Miller—to the ¢ ae ee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.COOPER: A bill (H. R.6137) for the relief of Cornelius 





ee a to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. ENOCHS: A bill (H. R. 6138) granting a pension to 
Catherine Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 6139) for the relief of Louis 
A. Yorke—to the Committee on Nz ~ l Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: ill (H. R. 6 0) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Elizabeth R. Willso n—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6141) granting a pension to Sarah J. Ed- 


wards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Under « 2 of Rule XXII, committee was discharged from | By Mr. HOLMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6142) for the re- 
the onsideration of the followi ing bill; which was re-referred as | lief of J. D. King—to the Committee on Claims. 
foll WS : F ae By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6148) for the relief 
\ bill (H. 98) for the relief of Capt. John T. Bruen, late | of Malvin J. Childress—to the Committee on War Claims. 
of the Ter th I nde} ndent Battery, New York Volunteers—Com- Also, a bill (H. R. 6144) for the relief of Patrick J. Griffin—to 
mittee on Claims discharged and referred to the Committee on | the Committe 6 on Military Affairs. 
War ¢ , 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice 
and referred as follows: 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6123) to establish post-office 
saving depositories, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6124) to pro- 
vide for the expense of improving Twelfth street NE., between 
Florida avenue and Mount Olivet road, and M street NE., be- 

ween Twelfth street and Trinidad avenue—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6125) to create three additional 
associate justices of the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia, and for the better administration of justice in said District 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act ap- 
proved February 3, 1887, amending an act to provide for the mus- 
ter and pay of certain off cers and enlisted men of the volunteer 
forces, approved J , 1884—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fa 

By Mr. ae ee L: A bill (H. R. 6127) regulating the sale 
of distille l fermented liquors in the District of Columbia 
to the Con tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. I 

{ 


rT 
nit 
of the act i 


TY 
sO 
ntitled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjudication and 
ayment of claims arising from In« lian - pre dations,” approved 
March 8, 1891, to include the claims of A. J. Wood, W.B. Long, 
Henry Lanett, and Andrew Miller— to the: Commitiee on C laims. 
[ SUTTING: A bill (H. R. 6175) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Resolution that a joint com- 
mittee of the Senateand House of Representatives be appointed 
to investigate certain charges in relation to a suit now pending 
between the United States and the Mobile and Gerard Railroad 
= pany—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. OATES: Instructing the Committee on the Public 
Lands to investigate the claim of Wilson Desliogo, of Dale 


- O we Ala., a soldier of the Indian war of 1836, to bounty land, 
1d for other Fas te the Cominittee on the Public Lands. 
By y Mr. B. ANKHEAD: Asking investigation of certain charges 
made against Andre w P. McCormick, United States circuit judge 


for th northern district of Texas—to the Committee on the 
Ji Seteey. 

By Mr. BLAND: To print 10,000 copies of House Report No. 
249, with views of the minority, on free coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS. 
oc cla 180 | of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 


titles 1 presented and referred as indicated: 
By h B: AR W1G: A bill (H. R. 6131) granting a pension to 
Ira Pool—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BERGEN: A bill (H. R. 6132) for the establishment of 


a light-h¢ at or near the mouth of Salem Creek, N. J.—tothe 
—— e on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 6133) to pay Philip Henkel 
for p rope rty unlawfully confiscated and destroyed—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


| Huff Jones for damages sustained by reason of t 


VE RS: A bill (H. R. 6130) to extend the provisions | 





Also, a bill (H. R. 6145) for the relief of Robert H. Alexander— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LYNCH (by request): A bill (H. R. oe to reimburse 
‘each of contract 
on the part of the U nited States—to the C ueuitien on Claims. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: A bill (H. R. 6147) for the relief of 
Barton Atkins, ex-United States marshal for the district of 
Alaska—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 6148) authorizing the restora- 
tion of the name of William B. Johns, late captain of the Third 
United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing 
that he be placed on the list of retired officers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6149) to remove charges of desertion from 
James Orr, of Alleghany County, Md.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs 

By Mr. MITCHELL: A bill (H. R. 6150) for the relief of Bart- 
ley Mullen, late seaman United States steamships Vermont and 
Colorado—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 6151) to remove the charge 
of desertion from John H. Heffner, of Frederick County, Md.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 6152) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Mary Von Kusse row—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 6153) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the illiey record of Eli Timms—to the Com- 
mittee on aoe y Affairs 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6154) granting additional pension to Patrick 


| H. Rourke—to the C ommittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6165) correcting 
the military record of Capt. John Jecklin—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6156) amending the military record of John 
Gutwiler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 6157) to place the name of 
Anderson G. Pitman on the muster roll of ae D, Sixty- 
fifth Indiana Volunteers, and grant him an honorable discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6158) for the 
relief of S. R. Timberlake, Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R. 6159) for the relief of 
Catherine L. Chaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SEERLEY: A bill (H. R. 6160) granting a pension to 
Levi Loar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHELL: A bill (H. R. 6161) for the relief of John L. 
Young—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 6162) granting a pension to 
Rosa Gibbon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6163) for the relief 
of Osborn Walker, of Wayne County, Tenn.—to the Committee 


| on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6164) for the relief of James A. Mitchell, of 
Sebastian County, Ark.—to the Committee on War C aims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6165) for the relief of E. M. Ford, adminis- 


| trator de lente non of R. L. Ford, deceased, of Phillips County, 


Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6166) for the relief of Thomas H. Webb, of 
Lafayette County, Tenn. ie the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill ( R. 6167) for the relief of the estate of Nelson 
Potter, deceased, late of Hines County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

















1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6168) for the 1 


week, of Sebastian County, Ark. —to the Committee on War | 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6169) for the relief of Mary S. Logan, wife 
of Dr. A. L. Logan, deceased, of Madison County, Ala.—to the 
Committee on War ee ns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6170) for the relief of John W. Wesson, of 
De Kalb County, Ala.—to the Committee i. War Claims 

By Mr. T AYLOR of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6171) granting an 
increase of pension to Ella toe is the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6172) for 
relief of the heirs of Dr. Nathan Fletcher—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6173) to refer the claim against the Unit 
States of J. M. Huston to the Courtof Clai 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A bill(H. R. 6174) grant- 
ing a pension to George W. Johnson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


-to the Committe 





-ETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as fol low S: 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of citizens of Fond du Lac, en 
for the passage of a bill to equalize the salaries of the letter-c 
riers of the United States—to the Committee on the Post- fi 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENTLEY: Petition of — ns of Floyd, N. Y., for 
improving mail facilities in rural districts—to the Committe: 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of tite National Philatelical Society, for placing | 


| 
| 
| 


| 


used and unused postage stamps on the free list—to the Commit- | 


tee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. BRICKNER: Memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of | the 
8 | Coil 


Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bills 126 
and 1757, and House bill 2699—to the Committee on Agriculture 


| 
| 
! 
de 


By Mr. BOOKSHIRE: Petition by farmers of Sullivan County, | 
Ind., ‘for regulating speculation in fictitious farm products—to | 


the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUSEY: Petition of 20 citizens of Vermilion County, 
Ill., asking the passage of House bill 5353 of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress—to the C Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Vermilion County, Ill., asking tl 
passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Petition of Thomas Turnbull, of J. M. 
Pounds, and 70 other citizens of Mason County, W. Va., asking 
for the passage of the ea joint resolution for an amendn 
to the Constitution of the United States providing for the « 
tion of United States Senators by direct vote of the people—to 
the Select Committee on the Election of President and Vice- 
President and Representatives in C ongress. 

Also, petition of Thomas Turnbull, Michael Rickard, and 74 
others, of Mason County, W. Va., reque sting Congress to pro- 
vide by resolution for an investigation of the conditions of the slum 
population in cities of over 2( 10,0 0 inhabitants—to the Commit- 
tée on Labor. 

Also, — of William T. Wood, Henry Chapman, 
others, for the same purpose—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of oman Turnbull, J. M. Ponds, and 80 othe 
of Mason County, asking for the passage of a a prohibiti 
the importation or immigration of Chinese into the Unite d 
States—to the Select Committee on Immigration ‘ol Natura] 
ization. 

Also, petition of William T. Woody, Henry Chapman, and && 
other citizens of Mason County, asking for the passage of a law 

srohibiting the in oe or immigration of Chinese into th 
Tnited States—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of William T. Woody, Henry Chapman, and 92 
others, asking for the passage of the Turpie joint resolution pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
providing for the election of United States Senators by direct 
vote of the people—to the Select Committee on Election of 
President and Vice-President and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ohio and West Virginia, to accom- 
pany House bill 4350, asking that a pension be allowed Jam: 


anc ) 
all wh 





Gooldin, late pilot in the service of the Governme nt—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COBURN: Memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of 
Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bills 
1757 and 1268 and House bill 2699—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petition of citizens of Jasper County, ! 


Pe Inval 


By I Fapintaron Poti tio of E. N. Horsford, for the adoption of 
Ae tric system by the United States—to the Committee on 
nage, We hi 3, and ) ires 

By Mr. HOL \N: Papers to accompany | i the relief of 
J. D. King—to the Committee on ¢ laims. 

By Mr. tat KINS of Pennsylvai n 
Lycoming Co Bey: ) accompany oO 
cranting a pension to William Ma { Lo ft { m on In- 

alid P nsi 

By } "LAGA N: Memorials of the cities of New Orleans ar 
pilieemae -to the Committ on the Put ands. 

By Mr LIVIN GSTON: Papers in the « of Jo P 
J nL. Pj administrator, of N n ¢ of R 

( t ( ty ( \ ( 
( . ( ) ( 1 War ¢ 

E i 5 f ( iD 

R Asso ot ( ittee on \ 

j A LEER M Ve } 
( =e Cl les kK ( ing i ( 
Y) mn ty tne Clo ? \ { ms. 

M MORSE: ‘I i oO by Frank B. I 

{ ( l of Mansfi i \ -» an t othe j q). | “ 
é 1 24 oth Ss, Ol Hit } , ) i \ ( i 
1> Op t STU I ‘ i A 5 ¢ i , 
t Committee on t P O I R 

B My PA I ‘ vw dd Is anda i f | 
‘ ails in ce als S { t e 
al Post-Roa 

By Mr. PATTON Pap ( I H 
rill 6104, for t re fo ) ( 
on Invalid P: ns 

By Mr. QI ACK ENB > % ( H te 
i ( vel ( l pt ri 5 ( 
Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of res | are > dant 
residents of Thurston, and of residents of Geneva, for f1 deli 
ery of mails in the country—to the Committ n the Post-Ofl 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, pe tition of residents of the town of Sen N.Y f 
delivery of mail in the country—to the Committee on 1 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of New B n, Chenango 
( inty, of Brown Count , and« M: n ( nt N. Y., fort 
free delivery of mailsin rural districts—to the Committee on tl 
Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition to accompat y a bill for the removal 
of the charge of desertion against John Redding, Company K 
Fifth Maryland Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of citizens of L 
Westchs ster Cour ty; N 2. for tn iree ¢ I lis 10 








‘elief of Mrs. Elizabeth L. Tra- | Mo., for the free coinage of silve to the Committee on a 
Weights, and Measurs 

By Mr. DICKERSON: M ) y the bi Yr a sur- 
vey of the Ohio River at Lud - 1 to the Committ yn 
Rivers and Harbo 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Peti of L. U. Berry and 30 others, 

izens of 1 ( i e ( ian E\x- 

sition 

sy Mr. ENLOE: Pay of ] ( nty, 

pr | I ed tat 8) ( on 

Va ( 11mS 

Bv Mr. GORA N: Resol ns ¢ co S i 

Oo union Oo [ ( O D Ol { i] 

ams ( i es an I t ¢ 
{ 5 ) re if ) my w i 
slization. 

. Mr. GR } } I ‘ ( é ( l 

¢ ri { Y« } Wil ( oO 
le and < eX yn Of ma ‘ nt ( l- 

»on the Post-Office and Post-Roak 

By M HARMER: Petition of 1 ! ers of Ker on 
Methodist Chur of Philadel © ainst the open of 
the Columbian Exposit n Sunda t Sel Com! tee 
oO the » Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HAYES of lowa: Petition of former lowans, residents 
of Salt “T sake City, Utah, against statehood—to the Committee 
on the Territori s 

iby Mr. LH EMPHILI Petition « property-owns rs and r¢ 
dents on Twelftl street extended M stré VE hat the 
Ss ts be impr ‘ to tl ( n t D of Co 

imbia 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Affidavits and papers relati 
to a pe = for sarah. J. Edwards, an army nurse—to the Com- 
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country districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. STEWART of Texas: Petitions of citizens, vessel own- 
ers, and others engaged in commercial interests at Sabine, Tex., 
requesting Congress to pass a bill for the transfer of the Reve- 
nue Cutter Service to the Navy—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of 600 citizens of Ashta- 
bula County, Ohio, asking for the improvement of Conneaut Har- 
bor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TERRY: Papers in the claim of Welkins Stevens, of 
Randolph County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND): Petition of citizens of Arapahoe County, 
Colo., for the free delivery of mail in country districts—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of Bennington, 
N. Y., in favor of free delivery of mails—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Jersey, in favor of free de- 
livery of mails, etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEVER (by request): Petition of H. Hammond Post, 
No. 465, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic— 
to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. WARWICK: Petition of William Muser and others, of 
Wayne County, Ohio, for passage of the option bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of the same place, favoring the passage 
of a bill taxing compound lard—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 


By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Memorial of the Board of 
Trade of Huntsville, favoring the appropriation of $2,000,000, as 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers and by the honorable Sec- 
retary of War—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

\lso, memorial by the Chamber of Commerce and Retail Com- 
mercial Agency of Huntsville, Ala., for the same purpose—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: Petition of D. W. James 
and 119 others, of Tucker County, W. Va., for the passage of alaw 
putting all persons who served in the West Virginia State mili- 
tia during the late war on the same footing as to pensions and 
bounties as. soldiers in the United States service—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of citizens of Sterling, Wayne 
County, Pa., in favor of free delivery of mails in country dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, February 18, 1892. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHO INDIAN LANDS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate amessage from 


the President of the United States,which was read. [See House 
proceedings for the message.] 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will be referred to the | 


Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is avery important communication. It 
relates to an appropriation of about $3,000,000 that was placed 
upon the Indian appropriation bill at the last session of Congress. 
Senators will remember that it was put on in this Chamber,by a 
yea-and-nay vote over the objection of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. There are important legal questions involved, and 
also important equities, I suppose. I do not see in his seat the 
Senator who moved the amendment last year. 

[ think it would be wise to have the message printed and lie 
upon the table for the present, and perhaps at a later stage it 
should be referred to the Judiciary Committee to ascertain 
whether there is any legal obligatiou on the part of the United 
States to pay these Indian tribes for this land; or, if not, I think 
it should go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. It is true that 
the Committee onAppropriations in the last Congress did consider 
this question on an amendment presented to that committee, but 
the committee reported adversely, if I recollect aright. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Bya majority? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, byamajority. Inasmuch as that appro- 
priation went very largely last year to swell the Indian appro- 
priation bill,I think now, in view of this important message, 
stating facts which perhaps were not before any of the commit- 
tees at the last session, it should be considered with great care, 
and I think it should be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. It certainly should not go to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 
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Mr. DAWES. I call the attention of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. JONES], who has just come in, and on whose amendment 
this matter was put upon the appropriation bill, to a message 
from the President of the United States on the subject of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw appropriation of last year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Arkansas will just 
yield one moment, I will state that I do not approve of the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Iowa that the message should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, but I approve of the 
former part of his suggestion, that it be printed and for the 
present laid upon the table until it can be examined. Then a 
motion can be made to refer it to an appropriate committee, 
when Senators shall understand what is in it and shall have had 
their minds made up in regard to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, but I only ask that it be not now referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. I think it wise to have 
this message, as an important one, printed, and Senators can ex- 
amine it and then refer it to the appropriate committee, what- 
ever that may be. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I agree with what 
the Senator from Missouri has just now stated. I do not know 
anything about the contents of the President’s message. He 
told me himself that a message would come to the Senate on this 
subject. The subject-matter was reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, during the last Congress, favorably to the Sen- 


| ate, and I moved an amendment to the appropriation bill by 


which this item became a part of the appropriation act at the 
time. I did it because the Committee on Indian Affairs had re- 
ported that this sum of money was due these Indians and ought 
to be paid to them. It did not come from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. Without knowing anything more about it, my 
impression would be that the matter ought to go back to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, but I think the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri is wise, as there may be questions involved 
in the message that might change my idea about its reference. 

Mr. DAWES. My memory does not serve me very accurately, 
but I should like to inquire of the Senator whether the report of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was not simply an amendment 
to be referred to the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps that is true; [ do not re- 
member; but my impression was that a bill had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs. Iam not positive as to 
the action of the committee that made the provision in order at 
the time the appropriation bill was under consideration. 

Mr. DAWES. I think itis true that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs authorized the Senator from Arkansas to report an amend- 
ment to be referred to the Committee on Appropriations for their 
consideration. I think that was the fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message, with the accompany- 
ing paper, will lie on the table and be printed, if there be no ob- 
jection. The Chair hears none. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, in response to a 
resolution of the Senate of February 28, 1891, transmitting cop- 
ies of communications of 30th ultimo and 16th instant, with ac- 
companying reports, in regard to the Santee Normal, Lincoln, 
Wabash, Rensselaer, and St. Ignatius schools, from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication, with the ac- 
companying papers, will be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and printed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see any necessity for printing that 
list of names. I move that the communication itself be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs and printed, and that the 


| other papers be referred without printing. I do not see any ne- 


cessity for printing them. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itwill be so ordered,if there be no 


| objection. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr.WALTHALL. Ipresent a memorial, in the form ofacom- 
munication addressed to me, from Hon. W. L. Nugent, of Jack- 
son, Miss., relating to our present financial system and suggest- 
ing a remedy for existing evils. I move that the memorial be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. oh 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the Kansas City 
(Mo.) Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club, favoring the passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. i A 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of 73 citizens of Veed- 
ersburg, Ind., praying thatthe Pinkerton detective force be sup- 
pressed by law, or be incorporated into the military forces of the 
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country; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of George S. Sawyer 
and 44 other citizens of Lincoln County, Nev.; the petition of 
Robert M. Clarke and 46 other citizens of Ormsby County, Nev.; 
the petition of A. Summerfield and 40 other citizens of Esme- 


ralda County, Nev.; the petition of J. A. Blossom and 104 other | 
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citizens of Lander County, Nev.; the petition of J. W. O’Briel | 


and 106 other citizens of Washoe County, Ney., and the petition 


of Charles M. Wiley and 2 other citizens of Churchill County, | 


Nev., praying for the ceding to the States of certain public lands 
for the purposes of irrigation and reclamation; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 
Lands. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Wells, Nev., praying 
that Congress provide or guarantée such necessary means as will 
assist, protect, and hasten the completion and secure the national 
control of the Nicaragua Maritime Canal; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of A. F., Chadwick 
and 32 other citizens of Rindge, Cheshire County, N. H., pray- 
ing for the free delivery of mails in country districts; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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izens of New York and elsewhere, praying 
legislation looking to the closing of t] 
position on Sunday; which was referr 


for the passagé 
World’s Columbian Ex 


i to the Committee 


ot 


on the 


| Quadro-Centennial (Select). 


He also presented a petition of the New York State Woman’ 
Christian Temperance Union of Masonville, N. Y.: i 


a petition of 
the New York State Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Wappingers Falls, N. Y.; a petition of the N York State 
| Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Walworth, N. Y.; a 


petition of the New York State Woman's Temperance U1 


Lion of 
Allegany, N. Y.; a petition of the New York State Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Baldwinsville, N. Y.; a petition 
of the New York State Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 


| Little Valley, N. Y.; a petition of the New York State Woman's 


Christian Temperance Union of East Ashford, N. Y.: a petition 
of the New York State Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Caldwell, N. Y.; apetition of the New York State Woman’s Chris- 


tian Temperance Union of Fulton County, N. Y.: and a petition 
of the New York State Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
| praying for the ratification of the so-called Brussels treaty: which 


Mr. FELTON presented a petition of the board of supervisors | 


of Alpine County, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made 
to mark the boundary line between California and Nevada; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of A. H. Riley and 
other citizens of Fairfax, Vt., praying for the free delivery of 
mails in country districts; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of Fairfax,Vt., 
praying for the free delivery of mails incountry districts: which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of J. C. Watson, of Ne- 
braska City, Nebr., and the petition of Paul Schminke, of Ne- 
braska City, Nebr., praying for the passage of an act to reclas- 
sify the Railway Mail Service; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial adopted by the Milwaukee 
(Wis.) Chamber of Commerce, and a memorial of the Board of 
Trade of Chicago, I1l., remonstrating against the passage of 
Senate bills 1757 and 1268 and House bill 2699, commonly known 
as the option bills; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial adopted by the Milwau- 
kee (Wis. ) Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of Senate bills 1757 and 1268, and House bill 2699, commonly 
known as the option bills; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition signed by owners and agents of 
steamships and the principal merchants of Galveston, Tex., pray- 
ing for the passage of the bill for the transfer of the Revenue 
Cutter Service to the naval establishment; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Linn County (Ore- 
gon) Business Council, Patrons of Husbandry, praying that an 
appropriation be made for the improvement of the Willamette 
River, in the State of Oregon; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Oregon City (Oregon) Board 
of Trade, praying that an appropriation be made for the improve- 
ment of the channel of the Willamette River, between Oregon 
City and Portland, Oregon; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions recently adopted by the Oregon 
City (Oregon) Board of Trade, urging appropriations generally 
for the improvement of the various rivers and harbors of the 
State of Oregon; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I presenta petition of citizens of North 
Dakota, praying for the passage of legislation authorizing the 
removal of the Chippewa Indians from Turtle Mountain and the 
settlement of their claim to lands in that region. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the body of the petition be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask, then, that the petition be printed 
as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the peti- 
tion will be printed as a document, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of C. E. Smith and other 
citizens of the United States; a petition of the New York State 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Attica, N. Y., and 
other places; and a petition of Abram M. Calyer and other cit- 


X XITI——80 


| ciation of 


| conference of the governments of t 


were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas R. Arnold and other 
citizens of Eatonville, and other places in New York, praying 
for the passage of a law similar to the so-called Hiscock bill, sub- 
jecting oleomargarine to the provision of the lawsof the 
ete.: which was referred to the 
Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution . 
Commerce of New York. favoring transfer of the Revenue 
Cutter Service to the Navy Department; which was ref« 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the 
Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the 
barley to 10 cents a bushel: which were 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Rochester, N. Y., favorin® the establishment of naval 
reserves on the northern frontier as well as on the seaboard, and 
praying Congress to make suitable provision therefor; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the nineteenth an- 
nual session of the New York Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, favoring the construction of a ship canal around Niagara 
Falls and the further construction of a deep water way from Lake 


h 


-+ + 
PLates, 


Committee on Agriculture and 


adopted by 


the 


the Chamber of 
rred to 


Brewers’ \sso- 
reduction of the duty on 


referred to the Commit- 


State 


Ontario to the Hudson River: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
He also presented a petition numerously signed by citizens of 


New York, praying that the necessary action be taken to have a 
he world to sit during the 
World’s Columbian Exposition to advance and promote the cause 


of arbitration for the settlement of international disputes; which 


| was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also presented a petition of the committee on internal trade 


| and improvement of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 


praying for the consolidation of third and fourth class mail mat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Gates Grange No. 421, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of New York; the petition of B. W. Rowe and 
other citizens of Dansville, N. Y., and the petition of T. V. Weld 
and other citizens of Big Creek, N. Y., praying for the free 
livery of mail in country districts; which ‘ferred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of citizens of Kent County, 
Del., praying for the passage of what is commonly known as the 
option bill; which was referred to the Committe 


and 


were ré 


on the Judiciary 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1935) to establish a railway bridge across the 
Illinois River, between a point at or near the city of Havana, in 
Mason County, and a point on the opposite side of said river, in 
Fulton County, in the State of Illinois, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2251) for the relief of Francis W. 
Wickham, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1796) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
with the Tonkawa tribe of Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and 
to make an appropriation to carry the same into effect, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, from the Committee on Fi t 


isheries, to 


whom was referred the bill (S. 1028) to continue in force th 


A 
visions of an act approved March 2, 1885, and entitled 


\4i1 


pro 
‘*Anact to 
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y t the fish in the Potomac River in the District of Colum- 
bia, and to provide a spawning ground for shad and herring in 
the said Potomac River,” reported it without amendment. 

ir. J YE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2229) for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the Hawaiian bark Arctic, asked to be dischar ged from its fur- 
ther cor leration, and that it be referred to » Committee on 
I on kh tior VI is d to. 

He also, from ti san om} tee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6190) extending the privileges of the first and seventh 
sections the act approved June 10, L880, governing the trans- 
portation of merchandise without appraisement to the port of 
Ogdensburg, in the State of New York, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also. from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 81) investigating mining débris in Cali- 
tornia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whor n was recommitted 


the bill (S. 1393) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
statutesin relation toimmediate t1 — tation of dutiable goods, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 10, A. D. — by extend- 
ing the p ivi eg s of the first sec Set thereof to the port of Fer- 
nandina, Fla., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. From the Committee on Commerce I report back 
adversely the bill (S. 2099) to amend section 4414 of the Revised 
Statutes relating to inspectors of hulls and boilers, and ask that 
it be indefinitely postponed, the adverse report being for the rea- 
son that the provisions of the bill are contained in another bill 
already reported and on the Calendar. 

The report was agreed to. 

ir. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse re- 
ports thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1809) to authorize the Secretary of War to amend the 
military record of commissioned officers of the late war under 
certain circumstances, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1938) authorizing the restoration of the name of Wil- 
bur F. Melbourne, late first lieutenant Fifteenth United States 

nfantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be 
plac d on ip st of re tired officers. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed in- 
definitely: 

. bill (S. 584) for t ‘clief of Charles Squire W ood, of the city 
of New York; and 

A. bill (S. 499) for the relief of Jonathan Myers. 

Ir. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 697) to provide for building and 
maintaining an Indian Industrial school at or near Chamberlain, 
in the State of South Dakota, and at or near Rapid City, in the 
State of South Dakota, and to provide afarm in conjuncion there- 
with, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 


thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 


to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed 


TREATY RIGHTS OF FOREIGN RESIDENTS. 
Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unan- 
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is necessary for the better government and needs of the said district and for 
— protection and well-being of its people; and any and all matters relating 
to the civil administration and future welfare of the people of Alaska. 

Such committee shall have power to send for persons and p apers, and to 
e er a stenographer; and shall make report with recommendations as to 
future legislation. 


The necessary expenses consequent upon such inquiry and investigation 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Sénate when certified by the 
chairman of the committee, and audited and allowed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Task for the present consideration of the 
resolution. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. HALE. Let that resolution lic over for a day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). The 


1 


resolution will lie over, objection to its consideration being made. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2275) for the relief of pur- 
chasers of timber and stone Jands under the act of pee 3, 187 
which was read twice by its title 

Mr. DOLPH. The act of June 3, 1878, is known as the timber 
and stone act. The bill simply proposes to give purchasers un- 


| der that act the right to take affidavits and make final proof be- 


fore any officer authorized to take proofs in homestead entries. 
[ move that the bill, with the accompanying papers, be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (S. 2276) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Mallett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2277) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Margaret Hayes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2278) granting a pension to Robert 
Turnbull, father of William Turnbull, late of the United States 
ship Baltimore; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2279) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. H. A. de Russy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill ba 2280) to amend sections 
727 and 729 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice + its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2281) regulating the sale of dis- 
tilled and fermented liquors in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twic dei its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2282) to provide for the 
sale of surplus or unallotted lands of the Eastern Shawnee In- 
dians, of the Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2283) to authorize the Denison and 
Northern Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2284) for the relief of 
C. M. Gilbert & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a'bill (S. 2285) to inerease the pen- 
sion of Capt. Henry S. La Tourrette, late a captain in Company 
G, Kighty-fifth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. ‘ 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (S. 2286) to grant right of 


| way through the Yellowstone National Park to the Montana Min- 


l ) s consent, and agreed to: 

ii l That so much of the President's annual message communicated 
to the present Congress as relates to criminal offenses committed within the 
United States a the treaty rights of foreigners domiciled in the United 
States be re I to the Committee on Foreign Relations, with instructions 
to report h provisions of law as will empower the Federal courts to try | 
all such causes involving the consideration of international questions, and | 
with such police and judicial process as will enable the Government of the 
United States to use its constitutional power to define and punish crimes 


aginst treaty rights conferred upon such foreigners 
AFFAIRS IN ALASKA, 
Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 


eral Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. GIBSON of Maryland introduced a bill (S. 2287) removing 
the charge of desertion against Philip Bradley, late of Company 
IF’, Seventy-second New York Volunteer Infantry; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2288) to amend an act 


| entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjudication and payment 


Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the | 
following resolution, submitted by Mr. PLATT, January 27, 1892, | 


reported it favorably without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Con 
is hereby authori i an 
ana inquiry t 


n Territories, or any subcommittee thereof, 
ucted to institute and conduct an investigation 
of the dist ric t of Alaska; the character, occu- 
oe ons, and ial condition of its in hab tants, white, Indian, and of mixed 

lood;: its form and syste en 1 of governn nt; whether the same is adapted to 
the prese nt and prospective developmen tof the district; its laws, and whether 
they are enforced « wed to be violated; what other or further legislation 





of claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 
3, 1891; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the Se- 
lect Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2289) to grant to the State 
of Iowaa certain meandered pond in Greene County, Iowa, in 
trust, for drainage purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 2290) granting a pension to 
Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Bough- 
ton, late of the United States Army, retired; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2291) for the relief of 
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Mary M. Kennedy and others; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2292) to accept and ratify an 
agreement made with the confederated tribes and bands of [n- 
dians occupying the Yakima Reservation, in the State of Wash- 
ington, for the extinguishment of their title to so much of said 
reservation as is required for the use of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying 
out the same; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2293) granting a right of way to 
the Arcadia, Gulf Coastand Lakeland Railroad Company through 
the Government reservation on Gasparilla Island, Fla.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2294) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of James M. Thompson; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2295) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of an Ohio River commission for the improvement of 
said river from Pittsburg to Cairo; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 2296) for the relief of the 
legal representative of Maj. William Kendall; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2297) to incorporate the 
Society of the Colonial Dames of America; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2298) for the relief of James L. 
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Townsend; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 53) pro- 
viding that the Constitution of the United States be so amended 
that the President shall hold his office for one term of six years 


and shall not be eligible for reélection: which was read twice | 


by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. CHILTON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 54) toamend | 


the Constitution of the United States so as to provide for bien- 
nial sessions of Congress: which was read twice by its title. 


Mr. CHILTON. I[ask that the joint resolution lie on the table | 


for the present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table. 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. CASEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 1024) to amend chapter 561 of the laws of 
the second session of the Fifty-first Congress, entitled ‘‘An act 
to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other purposes;” which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of St. John’s Lodge, No. 3, New Berne, N. C., with 
the accompanying papers, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate by the 
Senator who presented them. 

On motion of Mr. PASCO it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Fernando J. Moreno, formerly United States 


marsha! for the southern district of Florida, be taken from the files of the | Gtate providing for the election of Senators by the direct vot 
le s iy I ie eicCc L pehat a e rect V ; 


Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE. 


| should meet to-morrow and adjourn over then unt 


Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution: which was | 


referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads have author 
ity for the employment of a stenographer to report the hearing before said 
committee February 15, 1892, in regard to expedition of mails in cities, the 
compensation of said stenographer to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 

SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 


|} have one vote 


Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me | 


@ moment? 
Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to make a suggestion in regard to 


the Clagett and Dubois contest case for the purpose of ascertain- | 


ing if it is not possible to come to some understanding in the 


Senate as to when thatcase shall beclosed. I suggest that there | 


be a meeting of the Senate to-morrow, Friday, for the purpose 
of debate on that subject only. 

Mr. STEWART. What is that suggestion? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire that to-morrow the Senate shal! 
remain in session for the purpose of continuing the debate in the 
Clagett-Dubois contest, with the understanding that there shall 
be no vote on Friday; and then I desire to suggest further that 





we agree that a vote shall be taken on Tuesday next at acerta 
hour. I presume the Senate will not be in session on Monda 


Mr. STEWART. Ishall most certainly decline to speak un- 


der those circumstances. If there is to be no business done 
there will be no Senate here, and on t} Idaho question | t 
to be heard. I appeal to the Senate to listen to what I have to 
say on that case. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I took it f rranted tl Senate would be 
here to-morrow as on any other day when t Senate is in ses 
sion. 

Mr. STEWART. It is knov 7 vell that when such an 
arrangement is made Senators go olf and attend to their pri- 
vate business, and | shall ya such und d | 
prefer that the whole mat d ») over 1 il Tuesday, and 
let us go on to-morrow si s, and tl! Senat vill b 





here. I want an opportunity to speak or that case at a business 
session of the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would also suggest to the Sens 
Oregon that a good many Senators a going to Cl 
will not start to return here until Monday 1 it, and therefor 
will not be here on Tuesday. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Under those circumstances I presume it is 
impossible to obtain any understanding. 

Mr. STEWART. No, let the matter go over until Tuesday. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope, however, we shall have a sessionof 
the Senate to-morrow all the same. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Oregon had better 
consent to let the whole question so over until Tu sday next 
and then the matter can be pressed through very promptly, | 
imagine. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senate will be very thin 
have a session at all, and perhaps there 1s no n 
should. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ifthere be nofurther morning bus- 
iness, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to make one more suggestion be- 
fore the Senator from [llinois proceeds. It has been suggested 
to me by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] that, 
unless we have a session to-morrow, we can not adjourn over 
until Tuesday next under the constitutional provision without 
the consent of the House of Representatives. For that reason 
I suggest that we had better have a session to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator hold that that rule applies 
to calendar days or to legislative days? I do not remembr 
whether the Senate has ever decided that question or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam inclined to think that it probably means 
calendar days, and that certainly is the safe side of the question, 
so that perhaps it is safest, all things considered, that the Senate 
il Tuesday. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I give notice, then, under these circum- 
stances, that the Dubois case will not be taken ip to-morrow at 
all. 











ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I ask that the joint reso 
tion proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 


of the people be taken up, and I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S.R. 37) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, relating to 
the election of Senators by the people as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and Hor et tatives, et That the following 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States be proposed tothe Leg 
islatures of the several States, which, when ratified by the Legislatures of 
three-fourths of the several States, shall become a part of the Constitu 

‘The Senate of the United States shall be « my osed of » Senators from 





each State, chosen by the people the eof and each Senatorsha 








Electors for Senators in each Stats lalificatior eg 
for electors of the most numerou ra Legislature 
When vacancies happen in the repre iny Statein the Sen 
by resignation or otherwise, the executive authority thereof shall issue writ 
of election to fill such vacancies 
At any election for Se1 le pe I t r 
votes shall be held to be duly elected 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, in calling the attention of tl 
Senate and the country to the subject of an alteration of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which shall provide for the elec- 
tion of Senator in Congrs by adirect vote of the people of tl 
several States, Lonly obey the instructions given me in the m« 
impressive manner by the people of the State of Illinois 
The people of Illinois are loyal to the Constitution, and are d 
voted to the principles of orderly, constitutional, free g 
| ment, but they believe that the election of Senators by the 
Legislature under existing conditions has failed « tisfact 
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results, and that the reform proposed by the joint resolution now 
before the Senate is demanded alike by correct principles and 
the highest considerations of public policy. 

Influenced by a knowledge of this state of public opinion, the 
State committee of the Democratic party of Illinois, in 1890, in 
connection with a call for a State convention, submitted to the 
electors attached to that party two propositions to be considered 
and determined by them in their primary conventions. 

These propositions were, in substance, first, the propriety of a 
nomination by the proposed State convention of a candidate for 
Senator, to be voted for by the people at the next election, as 
directly as is possible under the provisions of the constitution; 
and, secondly, the selection of a candidate for Senator if it should 
be determined that a candidate be nominated. 

The election of a Senator by a popular vote, which by common 
consent should control members of the Legislature, was not novel 
to the people of Illinois, for they were familiar with the history 
of the great contest of 1858, when Douglas and Lincoln were 
spontaneously chosen to represent opposing opinions upon sub- 
jects which, by their gravity and importance, interested and ex- 
cited every intelligent voter in the State. 

These great leaders traversed the State together: addressed 
audiences composed of thousands of citizens at different impor- 
tant points, and separating from time to time, each pursued his 


own canvass, until they were heard by a majority of the voters | 


of the State. 

This historical contest involved principles of the most profound 
importance. 

It was characterized by exhibitions of oratory and logic and 
the most extensive knowledge of the principles of free govern- 
ment, but the questions they discussed, like the great actors in 
the drama, have passed into history,or live only in the memory 
of the few who still linger on the stage of active life. 

The conditions which existed in 1890 and now are different 
from those of 1858. Then the questions discussed involved the 
existence of the Union. The great civil war which soon followed 
was foreseen by many, though but by few in its awful proportions. 
Now, proposed reforms in the Government, and even altera- 
tions in its structure,may be considered in the forum of calm 
reason, enlightened by experience. 

The result of the submission of the two propositions before 
mentioned to the Democratic electors of the State was that the 
primary conventions held in more than ninety of the one hun- 
dred and two counties of the State, including the county of Cook, 


. . . . . | 
which contains now, nearly, if not quite, one-fourth of its popu- 


lation, determined to nominate a candidate, and indicated their 
preference for the person to be presented to the people. 

The State convention which was held on the 4th day of June, 
1890, gave faithful expression to the popular will. It expressly 


approved the plan of electing Senators by the direct vote of the | 


people, and indorsed the candidate for the Senate selected by the 
primary conventions. 

The convention also adopted a platform which distinctly and 
clearly expressed the opinions of the Democratic party of Dlinois 
ipon subjects which relate to the administration and policies of 
both the National and State governments. 

The candidate nominated by the people and indorsed by the 
State convention accepted this platform as containing a sub- 
stantial expression of his own opinions upon all the subjects re- 
ferred to. 

During the subsequent canvass he explained and defended 
the principles of the platform in many addresses to the people 
in more than fifty of the counties of the State. Upon the issues 
tendered by the platform adopted by the State convention one 
hundred and one membersof the State Legislature (two hundred 
and four being the whole number) were elected by an aggregate 
plurality of more than 30,000 votes. 

These ‘‘one hundred and one” 
regarding themselves as electors chosen to register the will of 
their constituents, between the 21st day of January, 1891, and 
the 11th of March, voted for the candidate nominated on one 
hundred and fifty-three ballots, and on the one hundred and 
fifty-fourth ballot they were joined by two members of the 
House of Representatives who were favorable to the election of 
Senators by the direct vete of the people of the several States, 
and on that ballot a Senator was elected. 

Mr. President, I am here to-day the Senator thus elected by 
the free people of the State of Illinois, and my duty to them and 
my own sincere and well-matured. convictions alike require me 


to urge upon the Senate the submission to the Legislatures of | 


the several States an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States which will provide that Senators shall be elected 
by the direct vote of the people of the States. 

Mr. President, I repeat in substance what I before said, that 
the constitutional mode of electing Senators by the Legislatures 
of the States is no longer satisfactory to the American people. 
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| I do not mean to make myself responsible for the charges of 
bribery and undue influence which attend nearly every Senato- 
rial election by indorsing or repeating any of them, at refer- 
ring even in this slight manner to them I do so only to empha- 
size the statement I have heretofore made, that the people no 
longer confide in, but are profoundly distrustful of, the methods 
of electing Senators by the State Legislatures. 

It is not a sufficient answer to the popular dissatisfaction with 
the present mode of electing Senators to say that it is the method 
provided by the Constitution. 
| Mr. President, much of that profound reverence entertained 
| by the friends of free government throughout the world for the 
| Constitution of the United States results from an association of 
| 


the instrument with the names of the patriots and statesmen who 
composed the convention of which Washington was the President. 
Ii, is, however, a fact, disclosed by contemporary history, that 
the Constitution, at the time of its adoption, was regarded by 
many of the most distinguished members of the convention as 
| an experiment of extremely doubtful success, and that while 
some members of the convention refused to sign the Constitu- 
| tion, or make themselves responsible for its provisions, others 
approved it upon the ground that whatever its defects might be 
it was preferable as a framework of government to the Articles 
of Confederation which it would succeed. 

The provision in the Constitution for its own amendment by 
peaceable, orderly methods was one of the happiest conceptions 
| of profound statesmanship, and that it was placed in the Consti- 

tution justifies the belief that even the necessity for a new sys- 
| tem of government would not have been sufficient to secure the 
acceptance of the Constitution by the requisite number of States 
| ifit had not been for the confident expectation entertained by 
| many that it would thereafter be improved by essential amend- 
ments. 

It may well excite surprise that the framers of the Constitu- 
| tion, who were familiar with the long struggle in England to 
| secure popular rights, neglected to provide in the Constitution 

securities for freedom in the exercise of religion, free speech, a 
| free press, the right of the people peaceably to assemble and 
petition the Government for a redress of grievances: the right 
to bear arms; the right to be secure in their persons, houses, pa- 
pers, and effects against unreasonable searches and seizures, and 
against general warrants not supported by oath or affirmation; 
| and that they failed to provide by the Constitution that no per- 
| son should be held to answer for acapital or otherwise infamous 
crime unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury: nor 
did they provide protection for the citizen against being twice 
put in jeopardy of life or limb for the same offense, or against 
being compelled to be a witness against himself, nor place his 
life, liberty, and property under protection of due process of law. 
Private property was not protected from being taken for pub- 
| lie use without compensation, nor was there secured to citizens 
accused of crime the right to a speedy and public trial by an im- 
partial jury of the jiegal or actual vicinage, nor the right to be 
informed of the nature and cause of the accusation, to be con- 
fronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory proc- 
ess for having witnesses obtained in his favor and the assistance 
of counsel in his defense; nor did the Constitution, as it came 
| from the hands of the convention, afford protection against de- 
| mands of excessive bail, nor the imposition of excessive fines or 
| the infliction of cruel and unusual punishments. 

To remedy the obvious omission to provide adequate security 
for the protection of these important rights, the First Congress 
which assembled under the Coastitution proposed ten amend- 
| ments to the Legislatures of the States for their approval; these 
amendments were adopted and became a part of the Constitu- 
| tion. The Constitution we reverence is not the fragment pre- 
_ pared by the convention, but the complete instrument, perfected 
| by the amendments. 
| Five additional amendments to the Constitution have since 
| been adopted. Of these the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
grew out of conditions which could not have been foreseen or 
} 
1 


| provided for by the most sagacious statesmen, but the eleventh 
and twelfth amendments are organic, and were devised to cure 
| original defects in the framework of the Government. 
| The framers of the Constitution found but little difficulty in 
| the application of the principle, then, as now, so important, of 
| distributing the powers of the Government to three independent 
| departments, or, as it is well expressed in the constitution of one 
| of the States, ‘‘ those powers of government which are executive 
to one department, and those which are legislative to another, 
| and those which are judicial to another.” 

But the method of selecting the persons to execute the duties 
and discharge the functions pertaining to the several depart- 
ments was the subject of profound differences of opinion among 
| the members of the convention, and of extensive debate. 

It is said that the proposition ‘‘ that the National Legislature 
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ought to consist of two branches was agreed:to without debate 


or dissent, except that of Pennsylvania, given probably from | 
complaisance to Dr. Franklin,who was said to be partial to a sin- | 


gle house of legislation.” 
It is manifest that there prevailed in the convention the most 
profound distrust of popular elections. 


It was conceded, indeed, that an election, of one branch at least, | 


of the proposed Legislature by the people immediately was a 
clear principle of free government. Mr. Gerry, whose name is 
connected in modern political life with a practice which is in- 


variably denounced by minorities, conceded that much. He said | 


‘it was necessary that the people should appoint one branch of 
the Government, in order to inspire them with confidence,” but 
he wished the “‘ other to be so modified as to secure a just pref- 
erence of merit.” 

Tha organization of the Senate was, for more than one reason, 
amatter of difficulty; the small States demanded equal repre- 


sentation in the Senate, and this was, as we know, ultimately | 


yielded. 


But it is probable that the general purpose of the convention | 
in the organization of the Senate and in the mode of electing | 


Senators was expressed by Mr. Dickinson, who said he wished 
‘*the Senate to consist of the most distinguished characters, dis- 
tinguished for their rank in life and their weight of property, 
and bearing as strong a likeness to the English House of Lords 


as possible,” and he thought “‘such characters more likely to be | 


selected by the State Legislature than by any other mode.” 

Mr. Madison, sharing the same feeling, said: ‘‘ The use of the 
Senate is to consist in its proceeding with more coolness, with 
more system, and with more wisdom than the popular branch.” 
And on another occasion he said he was ‘‘an advocate for refin- 
ing popular appointments by successive filtrations,” but thought 


it ‘might be pushed too far.” He wished ‘‘ the expedient to be | 


resorted to only in the second branch of the Legislature, and the 
executive and judiciary branches of the Government.” 
Considerations like these largely influenced the convention to 
confide the election of Senators to the Legislatures of the States. 
Perhaps it will excite surprise to persons who are familiar with 
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| sponsibilities and have added strength to the fabric of the Gov- 
ernment, of the Constitution. They were brave, patriotic, and 
self-denying; they were not instructed in the learning of th 
schools, but they loved liberty and order, and were masters of 
the arts of self-help and self-care, which is the most useful if not 
the noblest education. 

If, however, it was conceded that the framers of the Constitu- 
tion properly estimated the intelligence of the people of that day, 
| we can not be blind to the changes produced by a century of 
progress. 

It is easy to compare the American Republic, which at the 
time of the adoption of the Constitution was only able to ask of 
Great Britain, in terms not amounting to a demand, a compli- 
ance with the terms of the treaty of peace, and which begged the 
privilege of sharing the navigation of the Mississippi River, with 
the great Republic of to-day, composed of forty-four organized and 
powerful States, which extend from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
Ocean; from the Great Lakes to the Gulf, and to the line which 
separates the United States from Mexico, and which is threaded 
by systems of railways of which our fathers never dreamed, with 
a population approaching 70,000,000, and with an internal com- 
merce probably as great as was that of the world a century ago. 
| But it is not in material respects alone that the United States 
| have within the century accomplished so much; for in 1787 liberal 
| culture was the exception; in 1892 itisthe rule. Now the school- 
| house dotsevery neighborhood; useful libraries are found in every 
village; institutions for higher culture are open to the humblest 
| student, and the newspaper, with its many million sheets, reaches 
daily the most obscure settlements, and the telegraph and tele- 
| phone have annihilated time and distance, and steam, a com- 
| paratively new force, is almost obsolete now that the lightning is 
| made subject to the requirements of human necessities. 
| But few public men can be found who do not recognize the in- 
| telligence of those who control the instruments of modern in- 
dustry, and those who are engaged in what were once the sober 
| and quiet pursuits of agriculture, quickened by the conscious- 
ness that the products of their acres are by the modern means of 
| communication and transportation brought in competition with 





existing conditions to be reminded that another of the objects /every productive acre on the globe, are asserting their right 


intended to be accomplished by confiding the election of Senators 


to State Legislatures was that of protecting the commercial and | 


moneyed interests. It was argued in the convention ‘‘ that the 
commercial and moneyed interests would be more secure in the 
hands of the State Legislatures than of the people atlarge. The 
former have more sense of character, and will be restrained by 
that from injustice.” And then, to illustrate their incapacity, it 


was added, ‘* The people are for paper money, when the Legisla- | 
tures are against it.” In Massachusetts the county conventions | 


_Syres a wish for a ‘depreciating paper that would sink 
itself.” 

At that time the planting States, as they were termed, were 
the wealthiest, and their influence was dreaded by the commer- 
cial States of the East and North, What marvellous changes 
time has produced! The ‘‘commercial and moneyed interests” 
are now most potent. They have representation in every de- 
partment of the Government. 


I do not concede that the framers of the Constitution properly | 
estimated the intelligence and capacity of the then people of the | 


several States. Most of the members of the convention were 
themselves still under the influence of inherited aristocratic 
ideas, and were without experience of the successful workings 
of oe institutions. 

h 


ey were surrounded by most discouraging circumstances; | 


the separate American States in their aggregate territory were 
but a strip between the ocean and the mountains, they were 
without an adequate government, without commerce, without 
credit or established industries. With the aid of France they 
had but lately succeeded in establishing their independence, 
which Great Britain had yielded with haughty contempt for their 
poverty and weakness. 

The inefficiency of the Articles of Confederation led to the call- 
ing of the convention, and the object of the leading members of 
the convention was to provide a new government founded on 
popular rights, which should at the same time possess stability 
and strength. Having these objects in view in the formation of 
the new government, it is not surprising that the framers of the 
Constitution feared that to allow other people a large participa- 
tion in the direct control of the Government would be to intro- 
duce into the system a new element of weakness. 

In this apprehension, no doubt, the authors of the Constitution 
were mistaken, for experience has demonstrated that whenever 
any portion of the American people have been intrusted with 
political power they have been equal to its responsibility. They 
enter and occupy new territories in multitudes, and at once im- 
provise governments and establish order. The Americans of that 
day would, like their descendants, have been equal to their re- 


| to participate in the direct control of the Government. It may 
be lamented, but it is true, that the peaceful contentment of farm 
| life is no longer found anywhere, since the farmers are but the 
| manufacturers of the raw material of commerce, and have become 
necessarily restless students of political and social economy. 

From what I have said the conclusion is inevitable that none 
of the reasons which led the framers of the Constitution to de- 
prive the people of the direct control of the executive depart- 
ment and of the Senate now exist. 
| Experience long ago demonstrated the uselessness of the elect- 
ors as agents for the selection of President and Vice-President. 
Electors are now but counters for the enumeration of the votes 
| of the States, the John Does and Richard Roes of our political 

system. 

The propositions I repeat and seek to maintain are, that the 

Constitution should be so amended that the election of Senators 
| should be taken from the State Legislatures and conferred upon 
the people, to be exercised by them directly. 

Specific proof of the incapacity of the Legislature to exercise 
| electoral functions and of the capacity of the people to do so will 
be found on examination of the revised and amended constitu- 
tions of the older States and of the new States modeled after 
them. 

It will be sufficient for my purposes, and tend to brevity, for me 
to refer to the constitutions of the State of Illinois. 

That is, the original constitution of 1818, under which the Ter- 
ritory of IUinois was admitted into the Union, and the revised 
constitutions of 1848 and 1870. 

The territory of Illinois extended from the Wabash to the Mis- 

sissippi and from the Ohio to Lake Michigan. Almost the entire 
| population was south of the present capital of the State, while 

the northern half was what in 1818 seemed limitless prairie. 

The population of the northern half was so sparse, that as lat 
as 1821 Chicago was described in a book of authority as a ‘ 
lage at the mouth of Calamick Creek, in Pike County.” 


The emigrants to Illinois Territory were the pioneers of « 
ization, chiefly from Virginia and the Carolinas, who had found 
their way through Tennessee and Kentucky. Soon after they 
crossed the Ohio their migrations were checked by what seem d 
to them the dreary wastes of the central and northern portion 
of the Territory. 

The people I have attempted to describe were, beyond anyt 
that we can now conceive, jea of executive aut it ane 
therefore. by the coustitution f ISLS, they served ?t 
selves the election of agovernor., but surrounded ] 
cil of revision consisting of the judges of the supr ‘ 


then, apparently distrusting themselves. th 
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lature. 

















provided that the justices of the peac« 
such manner as the General Assembly 
egislature was authorized to appoint the 
stat rovel nt, with the exception « f 
er the « ition of 1818 the Leg- 
‘ it is di to describe the extent 
s. It established a visionary system 
( co it ers to execu 
V iority to sell the bonds 
‘ ¢ kets, by which means a 
} that when the people in 1847 
e th Lute poverty and dis- 
| 
eorgal the judicia and elected 
( es ry? court 
e many Vv lable Changes in the ex 
| ul and submitted to the people a 
of the State debt, which the peopl 
i sty and courage which has always 
au veda D T ‘ r di et V0 
D V om the sna Cf : 
i | pa al Sa W ] vs 
) vi on of this propos a. 3 
\ a that in 1869 
was depreciated 
i mowe ovlda or the eLrectlo of 
offi s of State and tl s 
a iL tl ages ot t nferior courts 
ple, al Le provided that no 
1 ce : tion or th laws, should 
i i y Silat irs 
er of the constitutional convention 
plan proposed for the election of tl 
a t by tl peopl with reluctance; 
vhich has vindicated itself, and the 
t of lis, elected by the people, 
st hopes o 1ose who favored the inno- 
f ist men who have composed 
nois are kno and honored by t! egal 
‘ | nion ; 
ention of 1870 adopted many iprove- 
{ on and reénacted t provision of 
\ chd y? et Sta Legisla of 
i possib] would D> wise to incorypo- 
of the Unit States many of the reforms 
\ 1 constitution of Illinois and othe: 
of popular rights 
say that in the election of Senators the Legis- 
bject to such criticisms only as may be 
oO » Legislatures of ot! 
16 a erent times that t] 
controlled by Federal patronage, 
W federal appointments were 
gis very soon after they had 
a hn ¢ me iorable Case a 
l sla was determined by the 
e } e of presentatives, who was a 
s,and the election of a memb 
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‘ i Ovi I 
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‘en claimed 
i ti] fourth district of Illinois 
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| this, intend to assail the conduct of any political party, for while 


| commerce, in manufactures, in 


| deliberation a 


States are ‘‘gerrymandered to serve the purposes of political 
parties,” other causes have operated to produce unfair appor- 
tionment in State Legislatures. 


Che President, in his late annual messac: 
Pe 
f 


', called the attention 
ongress and the country to one instance which he apprehends 


may operate to defeat the popular will in one of 


* ** . : 
choice of Presidential electors. 
The words of the President are entitled to the most profound 


respect, do that *‘ the ’the gerry- 


( 


the States in the 





| Dut he KNOWS as we trall of 


mander ‘ j all.” 


The elections for 


tion of members of the Legislature, 


over tnem 





sidential electors; the elec- 
o elect Senators; the elec- 





tion embers of the House of Representatives in Congress, 
ire alike influenced and often controlled by the unfair arrange- 

nent ol disti 
If the amendment to the Constituti: which I propose is 
rs of the Senate of the United States will 


the fre I 


irect vote of people of the several 
l it never yet 
United States. 
additional consideration t 
Senat [In 1787 the property of the coyntry was of 
small value; in 1892 its value can not be expressed in terms which 
be comprehended by the ordinary mind. In 1787 it was be- 

ved by many that the security of property would be endan- 
gered by the direct participation of the people in the election of 
i liberties of the 


n, the popular 


has be 
branch of the Congress of the t 


: . . 1) 4) ‘ 
> 1s one » which I call the atten- 


tion of the 


can 





Senators; now the rights and the people are 
threatened by the overwhelmi and all-pervading influence of 


property. 
It is not n nderstood that I 
7 } 4 } . 7 
or denounce those who control the enormous aggre- 
‘ 
i 


1 w 


cessary in order to make mys 


SNOULG aSsall 





gates of either fixed or spi 


culative pr 
° . 7 . . 
point to the irresistible 


“LY; it is enoug 
' ~mnaitiar + . 
¢ conditions, the prop- 
words, the wealth invested in 
the railways, the forests, the 
mines, and in the myriad forms of organized activity demands 


_ 


logic of existing 


erty, or, to use more 


expresslve 


legislation for its protection or its benefit, and its political power, 
whether employed in the Congress of the United States or in 


the State Legislature, rarely fails of success. t 
it is so related that it can direct its influence 
of any desirable end. 

Mr. President, the property to which I have alluded has 
nothing to fear from the aggressive action of the people or from 


Organized as itis, 


to the attainment 


now 





their direct influence upon the Government. All that they can 
gain by the amendment to the Constitution I have proposed 
will be enlarged powers of self-defense. Senators hereafter to 


be elected by the people by their direct votes will be their 
and exact representatives, and will defend their hom 
property from unequal and excessive burdens. 
nify the States, for the people are the States. 


They will recognize their responsibility to the 


true 


$s and their 
They will dig- 


eople who 


peo} 


elect them, and they will find their reward in the approval of 
their fellow-citizens whom r have faithfully served. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I ask the Senator fron 

if he has any obj ction to allowing his resolution to li 
upon the table in order that I may submit some remarks upon it 
at a later day? 


Mr. PALMER. 


Lllinois 


That ex ree will raat vy wiches Ty Praci. 
That course w meet 1 wis 3, NV ‘ 


dent 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TuRPI® in the chair). It 
wi v2 sO ordered unless objection be made. 


I wertth « viene 4 
hea with a grea 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. 


sident, I have list 
deal Of pleasure to the very a 1 t 


1e, inst ctive, and int 





marks of the Senator from Illinois [Mr PALMEmR]. I had th 
honor in 1888, in the Fiftieth Congress, to introduce in the Sen- 
ate a similar proposed amendment to th At tl 
time it was referred to the Committ sand Ek 
tions. At tl rst ssion of the Fi ss Il awai - 
troduced that am nt, no action } 


nam Laken on 1 


former. A similar amendment \ tl 





vy ™ at 





present session, and a like amendment w d at tl 
pres nt session by the hon rable $ lak na who now 
occupi s the chair [M *. TURPIE]}. 

These amendments have been referred to a subcommittee con 
posed of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], t] 


TURPIE], and myself as chairman. 
d to be able to state that after consultation and careful 
majority of that subcommittee have agreed to a 
report in favor of an amendment of this character, and it is our 
hope and belief that at a very early day the full Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, before which committee these several 
amendments are pending, will be able fo report favorably an 
amendment similar in most respects these amendments 


are substantially the same—to the one introduced by the Senator 


Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
+i 


am gratin 


for all 
LULL chal 


Ido not, by | from Illinois, and I look forward with much hope and anxious an- 
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ticipation when our fundamental law shall be so amended as to Vir. DOLPH. I suge that t Si a 

provide for the election of United States Senators by titut 1 

vote of the people. The PRESIDING O] 
Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I was not aware thatit was 1 mmittee will be rea 

customary for Senators t f “oceedil py 


reported Dv the co 


jew 






to reler in the penate to the fy l ECRET 























of subcommittees. Itis true that this subcommittee has been | pose to a 
constituted as the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] states. | clause anc serting 
A joint resolution proposing an amendme the Constitution That a 
of the United States so as to provide for the election of United | country ( 
States Senators by the direct vote of the people was intro et = ace y 
into the last Congress and an elaborat p nh made the on D ’ 
the Senator from Oregon. At this session a similar ame it I 5 t ) 
to be proposed to the Con titution has been intro : : 
Senator from Indiana now occupying the chair of Se ' 
{[Mr. TURPIE], and he has made a careful and an a spec 
the subject. These two Senators hav 
ator from Illinois |Mr. PALMEI who ha t 
resolution of the same character, and has made as ch t 
I did not suppose, Mr. President, that it w: actl: ( 
undertake to sta what had been dol 
[ can se no pa tir ar | in il tha i , = 
[am mys inclined to be a little conservati ) 
There has been during the one 1 ( years ¢ l ( 
tion, as the Senator from Lllir yis has himself shown, no substa 
tial alteration in the Co ion l first t ame! 
were, L believe, altogether in the naturs of a bill of ri it é ni 4 
entirely negative in their character, and, with the ex tion « ans ; : 
the amendment of the Federal Constitution w 1 prov A 
in voting for President and Vice-P iden ‘ to " 
sp cify for whom they voted for Presi al f ) 
voted for Vice-President, so as to obviate a diffik y int ’ = 
nal Constitution arising from that neglect, the as been ‘ a 
these hundred years no change whatever in the methods : , 
ducting the business of the Government. Wehave now rea ” 
a pe riod when itis propos d to change tl method ot ele , 
Senators. and to elect Senators by the people, v 1 it is propo 
to change the method of « ecting the President and to elect 1 a oe eeaurer tT ae ek pep dear copes nerse 
Presid nt by pop liar vote. VOLE I t t 9 - 5 it = LO 
I do not know, at first glance at this subject, why these cha th oe % o poses | 7 
in the Constitution should stop there. Yr we 1 > ct senat ore + Sse ~~ Pop oo 7 
by the people and stop? Are we to el Presider by the p o ; - ve " ' ar 5 oO 
ple and stop? , oe Aa pe 
I am conservative on this subject. I have not form: fixe : 
Opinions. I have reached the conclusio tha the Constituti os 
had better not be amended i i ear 1892, : a 
[ propose to pres nt to th ttee of y ) ~ ) 
am a member conservat stir 5 es c 
the reasons why perhap at ms F 
the land-marks of the fathers for a few years . 
; ‘) 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT OGD \H 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar, er Rule V ; 
is now in order. VI Pp ) 
The bill (S. 1209) to provide for the purchase of a site and t ed. t ( 
erection of a building thereon at Ogden, in the T: , 
Utah, was announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in ¢ 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. P ) 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amer 
dered to b engrosst lfora third reading, read the thir me, |S 
and pass 
EX SI CHINES 
Mr. DOLPH. Senate bill540isa\v brief b 
to extend the provisi ns of existing aws in rega 
sion of Chinese in sO many words, wi atew am 
Tres Departm«e nt and the D ul tof J : 
lay reed. Iask to have the bill tak a ‘ 
the present laws expire about the Ist of May. I] 3 
tion or the least d ion, I shall wv 
pre nt. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Wha its number on 1 ( 
Mr. DOLPH ( ar 1 iber 2 
pass the penate ant » LO oO LO a { ) ‘ : 
cons deration It Ol I rr ) é - 
ten yea with « i amend { og ) D k 
ments to which I have referred. Ir. P 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ti ) Dela ( ( 
stated 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 540) to continue in ( in a ffice of t ¢ 
entitled ‘‘An act to« te certain treaty stipulations relat 
Chinese,” approved h 6, 1882, an act entitled ‘‘An act toa I 
an act entitled ‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations re- | R G 
lating to Chinese,’ approved May 6, 1882,” approved J 5, 1884, | ref at 





and an act entitled ‘‘An act a supplement to an act entitled ‘An | P 
act to excute certain treaty stipulations ‘elating to Chinese,’ ap- é a vi 
proved the 6th day of May, 1882,” approved October 1, 1888. News office ; aid 
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was asked. ‘‘To-morrow,” he answered; and ‘ to-morrow” he 
started. The Kansas Tribune, printed at Topeka, on the 22d 
day of October of that year, records the arrivalof Mr. Plumb, 
with a company of twenty-eight young men. The winter follow- 
ing hespent in Lawrence and was foreman in the Herald of Free- 
dom printing office. 

In the spring of 1857 he and four others organized the Em- 
poria Town Company, on the banks of the Neosho River, in the 
present county of Lyon. There he afterwards made his perma- 
nenthome. He was the active man of the company, and soon 
established a newspaper, the Emporia News, which for a long 
time was among the leading papers of the State. It was during 
those early years, when Mr. Plumb was traveling over the track- 
less prairie one day, and came to a homesteader’s shanty. He 
went in and found a man down with smallpox. The few neigh- 


bors had become panic-stricken, and left the man alone to die. | 


Plumb was so moved by the pitiable spectacle that he aban- 
doned his journey and stayed and nursed the poor man through 
his sickness. As a result, he contracted the disease himself. 

He took a profound interest in allof the public affairs of the 
Territory, and he was frequently intrusted with grave responsi- 
bilities. He was a member of most of the conventions held to 
discuss the situation. Among the preserved relics of those stir- 
ring times are several instruments of writing in which Mr. 
Plumb was personally interested. Here are three of them. 

No. 1 is a commission as superintendent of enrollment, issued 
by Gen. James H. Lane, and countersigned by M. F. Conway as 
adjutant-general, dated July 20, 1857: 

HEADQUARTERS KANSAS VOLUNTEERS. 
For the protection of the ballot-box. 
LAWRENCE, July 20, 1857. 


Whereas the people of Kansas, in convention at Topeka, July 15, 1857, did | 


adopt the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Gen. James H. Lane be appointed by this convention and 
authorized to organize the people in the several districts to protect the bal- 
lot boxes at the approaching elections in Kansas: 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the authority thus vested in me by the 
ie of Kansas, Ido hereby constitute and appoint P. B. Plumb superin- 
tendent of enrollment, Fourth Brigade, Second Division. 

This appointment is conferred upon P. B. Plumb by virtue of confidence 
entertained by me in his patriotism and integrity, well knowing that in his 
hands every duty appertaining to the aforesaid position will be faithfully 
discharged ? 

Given at the office of the adjutant-general this day. 

J. H. LANE, Organizing. 
M. F. CONWAY, Adjutant-General 


No. 2 is an appointment as aide-de-camp, December 17, 1857: 
HEADQUARTERS KANSAS MILITIA, December 17, 1857. 
Sir: Youare hereby notified of your appointment as aide-de-camp to the 
major-general, under the act entitled “An act for the organization and reg- 
ulation of the militia,’’ passed December 16, 1857 
J. H. LANE, Major-General. 
No. 3 is a receipt peculiarly characteristic: 
TOPEKA, September 27, 1859. 
Received from Capt. Plumb, of the “Grizzlies,’’ seventy-six 5-inch Colt’s 
revolvers for the four companies of Kansas emigrants under my command. 
JAS. REDPATH 
Mr. Plumb began his real life work on bloody ground. Whit- 
tier (1858) wrote: 
From the hearths of their cabins, 
The fields of their corn, 
Unwarned and unweaponed, 
The victims were torn 
> * 7 2 
Wind-slow from the Swan's Marsh, 
O dreary death-train, 
With pressed lips as bloodless 
As lips of the slain 
* * > a 
On the lintels of Kansas 
That blood shall not dry 
* > * 
Henceforth to the sunset, 
Unchecked on her way, 
Shall Liberty follow 
The march of the day 
During these active years Mr. Plumbstudied law and attended 
law lectures twoterms in Cleveland, Ohio. In 1861 he was ad- 
mitted to the bar and opened a law office in Emporia. In 1862 
he was elected to the lower house of the Legislature, and was ap- 
pointed reporter of the supreme court. During September of 
that year he raised two companies of volunteers for the Eleventh 
Kansas Regiment, and entered the service as second lieutenant. 
He was rapidly promoted to captain, major, and lieutenant-col- 


J 
one} 

The regiment saw some hard service before the end of the first 
year, having been engaged in the battles of Cane Hill, Prairie 
Grove, and othersin Southwest Missouriandin Arkansas. After 
the close of the war Mr. Plumb returned to Emporia and re- 
sumed the practice of law. He entered into partnership with 
Judge R. W. Ruggles, under the firm name of ‘‘Ruggles & 
Plumb.” The firm attracted wide attention at once, and soon se- | 





cured a large practice, covering the whole State. In 1866 he | 


was elected to the lower house of the Kansas Legislature, and 


was chosen apeaker. About that time he began to lay the foun- ! 


dation of his private fortune. The rapid development of the 
country and the consequent rapid advance in values created 
many opportunities for profitable investment, and he seemed to 
know when and where toinvest. He rarely made amistake. At 
his suggestion some of his old Ohio friends established a bank 
in Emporia, and Mr. Plumb was chosen its president and manager 
in 1872. In 1877 he was elected a member of this body, where his 
habits of industry, his quickness of perception, his breadth of 
view, and his persistence in effort, soon brought him into merited 
prominence. 

Mr. Plumb was married in 1867 to Miss Caroline Southwick, 
of Ashtabula,Ohio. Hishome wasadelightfulone. He enjoyed 

| comfort, and cared nothing for display. While abundantly able 
to build a splendid residence, he preferred rather to live as his 
| neighbors lived; and to-day there are many dwellings in Emporia 
| more costly and more showy than his. He took great pride in 
the education and training of his children. He was with them 
as much as hisactive life permitted. Heavailed himself of every 
opportunity to add to the pleasure and enjoyment of his family. 
He leaves his wife and five children—Mary, Amos, Ruth, Carrie, 
and Preston M. 

In his early youth he had strong religious convictions, but he 
never connected himself with any church. He was the friend of 
everything good, and fostered all elevating influences. When at 
home he always worshiped at the Congregational Church, where 
his family were members, and he took great interest in its pros- 
| perity. He died in the city of Washington, on the 20th day of 
| December, 1891, having been a member of this body continuously 
| since the 4th day of March, 1877. 

Mr. President, the people who look on while we conduct these 
memorial services often wonder, and sometimes openly ask 
whether, after all, there is enough sincerity and seriousness in 
our proceedings to justify the time and treasure devoted to them. 
Concerning the reason of this suspicion we need not now inquire; 
certain it is, that when death comes to us in our homes, within 
the range of our acquaintance, there is sorrow because of our 
trouble. When one of tender years is taken from us—our first- 
born it may be, the gem of the household, or the pet and pride 
of our later years; when the wife and mother goes and the family 
is broken; or the husband and father, and the home:is left des- 
olate, neighbors and friends come and weep with us and ten- 
der kindly offices; they go with us to the last resting-place of 
what we call the dead, and there, at the open grave, sing with 
us and pray and join in the holy invocation in our behalf, then 
| reverently depart, leaving blessingsonus. And thisnotso much 
because of their personal interest in the situation,as because a 
family has been stricken, friends are in trouble, and they are 
pleased in this way to make known their sympathy. 

These things come to us because we are brethren. The foun. 
| tains of the soul are full of kindred sympathies, which mingleand 
bring forth good, some thirty, some sixty, and some a hundred 
fold. Ifa whole neighborhood be thus sorrowful over the death 
| of one member of asingle family, and that, too, it may be, one too 
| young to have been known or even seen by many persons out- 
| side of the little circle of home, is it strange that when a strong 
| man falls,a man in possession of all his faculties, a man in action, 
| one who served his country in war and in peace, whose voice has 
| been heard in the nation’s councils, and whose footprints are 

traced in its statutes—when the career of such a one is suddenly 

cut short by death, may we not stop and devote an hour to think- 
ing about it? 

There is something about the fact or condition which we term 
death that challenges our attention. Yetitis not death that halts 
us and sets new thoughts in motion. It is life we are thinking 

| about. It is life that fills us with emotion; life that wrings our 
| hearts and heats ourbrains. Life isthe marvel of the ages, the 
| perpetual problem of men. It is the life of our friend that we 
|remember. We care nothing about that part of the transforma 
tion which we know as death. We hasten to forget it and all its 
incidents; but the life is with us forever. Its place in the mem- 
ory is kept garnished and clean continually as the years come 
and go. We would not, if we could, let go the hope that some 
| day, when the timeis ripe, soulsshall meetagain. How cheerless 
| the days and months and years would be to this family were they 
deprived of the hope to see again and to love the man whose 
presence to them in their happy home in sunny Kansas was so 
dear, so helpful, and cheering. No, no; it isnot death that in- 
terests us, but life; for life is real, continuing, eternal. 

The life of a man as he lives it in the presence of his fellows 
is as properly a subject for observation and study as the water 
we drink or the air that we breathe. To understand the motives 
which impel men to action is quite as important as it is that we 
understand the medical properties of the food weeat. Our lives 
are affected by the lives of other men. Our thoughts are influ- 
enced by their thoughts. Our opinions are largely made up of 
what was formed in other minds before it lodged in ours. So 
surely are we moved by what is moving others, that we often 
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find ourselves unconsciously following a leadership we did not 
choose. Our physical movements, our social deportment, our 
habits of thought, our manner of speech, our gestures, all that 
we are and all that we do before our fellows, all that goes to make 
up what we term Our lives, is as much an assimilation of what 


was and is being said and done by persons around us as our | 


bodies are made up of vital essences that grow in the grass and 
on the trees. Those grand characters that stand out among their 
fellows like peaks in mountain ranges, and that we see afar off 
as we see cliffs and promontories on the shore line of the sea, are 
the men that move the world. Their thoughts take lodgement 
in other minds, and reappear in the literature of the time; their 
style and their manner of speech are copied wherever language 
is written and deeds proclaimed; their suggestions take form in 
adornment of homes, improvement of cities, in architecture and 
invention; their ideas live in machines, and their conclusions 
are preserved in laws. 

How shall we study this man’s life, and how shall we measure 
him? Shall we begin by ignoring those things which made him 
what he was, and substitute another life for his? Shall we con- 
struct an ideal man and then describe and praise our own crea- 
tion? Or shall we rather do in his own case as he would have 
done in ours—take up his life just as he lived it, and look at that? 
Beginning a poor boy, he was an editor at 16 years of age, acap- 
tain of militia at 20, member of a constitutional convention at 
22, lawyer at 24, in the State Legislature, and lieutenant, captain, 
major, and colonel of volunteers at 25, United States Senator at 
40. Surely there is alesson in such a life, viewed in its own robust 
personalty, with no embellishment beyond the simple truth. 

Moved by a boy’s ambition to do and dare, looking full in the 
face of an untried, unknown, unknowable future, his heart fired 
by the eloquence of Garrison, Giddings, Phillips, Sumner, and 
Hale, a gallant soldier in the army of Frémont, what more 
natural than that this brave, brainy, liberty-loving boy should 
turn toward the battle ground in Kansas? With the troubles 
there began the greatest war in history—a war in whicha nation 
of the best and bravest people on earth undertook to settle among 
themselves and for themselves a matter which it had become 
evident to all could not be disposed of in any other way. In that 
great war Mr. Plumb performed a Union soldier’s part. Upon 
its conclusion he, with others, began the building of a State, and 
the marvelous growth of Kansas testifies that their work was 
well done. It has no parallel in the history of settlement. 

It is but thirty years since the State became a member of the 
American Union, and in those thirty years her population in- 
creased more than a million and a quarter. She has builded 
8,000 schoolhouses; her railways measure nearly 9,000 miles of 
main track; her farmers raised 250,000,000 bushels of corn in 1889), 
and more than 50,000,000 bushels of wheat in 1891; she has a post- 
office within easy reach of every home, and churches enough to 
seat one-fourth of her people. Mr. Plumb was one of the busy, 
restless, devoted band that accomplished this wonderful work. 
They conquered the wilderness, and expunged the frontier line. 
Among all those tireless workers none did more, none was more 
active and persistent, none more respected, none more loyal 
than he in whose memory these words are spoken. He possessed 
intuitive knowledge of practical methods. He was not an inven- 
tor; not a philosopher; not a dreamer, nor a doctrinaire; not an 
enthusiast; but he was a worker—a workman who uses to the best 
advantage the tools he has to work with. He wasted nothing in 
experiments; he preferred to work along lines that had led to 
success. 

He thought the farmer’s smokehouse ought to be on the farm, 
and not in the packing houses at Kansas City or Chicago. He 
thought the wool and cotton grown on Kansas soil ought to be 
manufactured in Kansas towns. He wasresourceful, rather than 
original. An economist, husbanding his means, he was in all 
things practical, doing that which he knew could be done, rather 
than wasting effort on doubtful ventures. He believed the work 
man is worthy of his hire, and he had no use for a lazy man. He 
did not invent schemes nor devise plans to set great enterprises 
in motion, but he used the means at hand to develop what was 
in sight. He cared not to explore unknown regions, but he got 
out of the present all that was init. His ambition was 
rather than tobe. It was as natural for him to work as it is for 
rivers to flow. Clear in view, firm in opinion, direct in thought, 
voluble in speech, and courageous in expression. 
could neither be muzzled nor dwarfed. In anguage of a 
friend, ‘‘lands, money, cattle, mines, railroads, banks, all the 
great agencies of business and politics, gave him the delight that 
a child feels in its toys. He derived from the contemplation of 
these subjects the pleasure that men, differently organized, fee! 
in society, the table, books, art, and travel.” 

Entering the Senate from an agricultural State, in a period of 
commercial depression,when the country was going down to the 
low level of a gold-money basis, his views logically reflected those 
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of his people. He believed in enlarging the volume of the cir- 
culating medium, and he believed the Government alone ild 
provide the money. He yposed intrusting this high 
function of sovereignty to corporatior 8. He advocated the sub- 
stitution of Government paper for bank notes; he favored free 
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coinage of silver; he urged the revision of tariff duties in the in- 
terest of labor; he opposed increasing the Army, and insisted 
upon simplifying the costly, and, as he believed, unnecessarily 
cumbrous diplomatic system. His ready grasp of situations, his 
quick perception of what needs to be first done, his clear compre- 
hension of public needs, his never-failing fund of resources, and 
his ceaseless energy served him in this broader field of effort as 
they had done in his local work at home. As he had done there, 
so he did here. He kept close to the people; he studied their 


wants, and he kept his home among them. 
costly establishment at the nation’s capital. He had no liveried 
servants to wait upon him here. When a Kansas man came to 
Washington, Plumb’s hand, his head, his heart, and his pocket 
were ready to serve him. He always responded when the people 
‘alled, and he did it willingly. 

With the gifted Ingalls at his side—fngalls, prompt and fear- 
less on the floor, ready and impartial in the chair, bright and in- 
teresting everywhere—Kansas had able champions in debate and 
sagacious friends in counsel. 

The worst that Senator Plumb’s political enemies ever said of 
him was, that he excused his party and defended ite 
he believed it to be wrong. 


He maintained no 


ven when 
One who knew him well says of him: 
He voted against the McKinley bill, favored free silver, denounced national 


banks and the financial policy of his lates, but he never parted com 
pany with them in the end 


asst 


His loyalty to his party, strong as it was, was not stronger than 
his convictions upon measures of public policy; yet, harshly as 
he often criticized his party in this Chamber when his political 
friends were in the majority, he was never known to oppose his 
party in the forum ofthe people. If that was aweakness in him, 
how shall we excuse ourselves—those of us who are no stronger 
than he? “Let him that is without sin cast the first stone.” 
Although a blind devotion to party warps the judgment of men, 
impairs our usefulness, and to some extent necessarily blunts our 
moral sense, how many of us are guiltless? 

But there is another and still better phase of this man’s life; 
and that, after all, when it is what it ought to be, is the 
part of the best men’s lives—that which is lived at home, where 
sacred relations where the tenderest are formed; 
there where our children are born, where new lives come to us, 
and where we start men and women on the way to citizenship, 
thus doing our part in developing and perpetuating what is 
in society and government. 
is nation in miniature. 


best 


exist, 


ties 


rood 
\ well-ordered nome is a 


prospe ‘. 
In its arrangement and 


oO manag t 


emet! 


are involved all the Christian graces and the highest forms of 
public control. 

As to his personal religious views, he was a firm believer in 
the Christian faith and all that it implies. He always spoke of 
religious things with the utmost respect and reverence. He was 
never heard to speak lightly of sacred things under any circum- 
stances or in any company. He believed in churches, and re- 


joiced in their prosperity and growth. His name 
rolled in the membership of any denomination, y 
Christian. He was devoted to those his own } 
was kind to the needy around him, charitable 


to his neighbors, 1 
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toall. ThatisaChristianlife. Nothing better shows the virt 
of the all-pe rvading influence of truths which have come do 
to us through the centuries from Him who spake as ne i 
spake than the moral and intellectual upbuilding of fami 
this 

inough tne march o mation Nas peen o r hloos 
the Ca en of t th hass ul l ne I Ons De r n (rod, 
And though men may be careless of moral restraint, though some 
of us may sit in costly temples and hire our worsh r a 
though the poor may have not <« a closet to pra t 
many and flagrant wrongs exist and many of us are « " 
wicked, still the spirit that angels ‘ n tf ae ( ; 
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COCKRELI } President, amid the n y pre 

onerous labors and dutiesdeveloping upon the Senate of 
States, it is eminently right that we should pause for « 
pay the last sad rites to the name and memory of « J 
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his indomitable energy, perseverance, close, studious applica- 
tion, and determined will power. Asa friend he was true and 
faithful; as a husband he was tender, loving, and devoted to his 
invalid companion; and as a father, kind and affectionate. 
He was a tirm believer in the Christian faithgnd all it implies. 
[n this last sad memorial service in this Chamber I tender to 
his bereft wife and children heartfelt condolence and sympathy, 


and commend them to our only great Comforter in such afflic- 
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n bestowing upon Preston B. Plumb the high and responsible 
tion he so ably and conspicuously filled for so many years 
the good peo of Kansas honored 1 mselves id gave to the 
ole country a faithful and useful Senator, who discharged his 

Orious duti with credit and honor to them and to himself. 
ir. MORRILI Mr. Presid 1 arly idents in the life 
of our deceased associate have been : ady faithfully portrayed, 
t are so remarkable that they will bear repetition. The 
ate Senator Plumb was a man of positive forces of character, 
oO s which swiftly advanced his progress,step after step, 
in various sphe ‘Ss Ol ife, no matter by what conditions confronted 
( irrounded. He seemed to know how to make himself use- 
and had the courage to go straight al t it. With only a 
nmon-school education and some knowledge in the art of print- 
ing e went from Ohio to Ka S$ in 1856, at the age of 19, and of 
vecame familiar with the heroic history of that liberty- 
OoVving btate. It was not lone before he becan an editor and 
yprietor of an and was admitted to the bar in 1861; 
elected to the Kansas Legislature in 1862, where he was promptly 
made chairman of the judiciary committee, and was soon after 
nade the recorder of the si preme court < f Kansas. The same 
ar he entered the volunteer service as second lieutenantof the 
Kleventh Kansas Infantry.and was successively made captain, 
ajor, lieutenant-colonel, and colonel. \gain he was elected to 
1e Kansas house of representatives in 1867 and chosen as speaker, 
and was also a member of the house the following year. In 1877, 





before he was 40 years of age, he was elected to the Senate of the 




















United States, of which he remained a prominent member until 
] 
t the deceased, while yet young, was no 
himself in all the civil and military duties 
W to time he was charged that his advance 
c He had not en long in the Senate 
, at a time when I[ happened to be a mem- 
) ) arrange tl nembership of the commit- 
t tremely desirous to be placed 
W therefore wanted some place 
on the Committee . This] ybtai 
objections, and ntion that he 
idelity and vig allotted to hi 
chairman of the ¢ lic Lands } services were 
aborious and imp n res o une ed railroad 
a 
LU po Lranc i the senate : l y ol the pres- 
ent session, his robust form and confi bearing gave no visi- 
le indication of any infirmity, or of any early termination of his 
art careel Few of his Senat associates here apparently 
ui &a iairer oO ook a } ym ol bil al fe His sudden 
se found us all npreparead, and entorc the oft-repeated 
that the grin neer, waiting to intr ice us all to the 
‘ sofa Wo 3 mk ects yf persons, but comes 
5 ] St Vi h anint > i Li roiiis Qpe, in- 
r its and a a alr -of Vice-Presi- 
~enat« Ss Col nly c a @s @ conservative and 
a e bod w die no! esig t thatis 
? ( ( oO s i fi d to-¢ ay 
‘ ‘ ) se at rs of the Senat 
‘ ‘ yentran ~ ‘ [ secrets of the 
sul rom 1877 $1 Senator S "i r, abs ron 
iv Oo 1887 anda 1 V-il\ ei I I mber of Sé 
a ied ile in office, or : ( ratior their terms 
: % tl 
x, of th nine Sena \ ‘ t l their day as 
a r th st public men of t cepub and all of them 
rea . or ¢& yi 1 ( “Mal up rsonai- 
at } Ack , ‘ i I na¢é T } fa 1 ‘ T r °c- 
spective States. T e were a fe silent bers whose judg- 
1e! 1 con t work Was revere ced as aimost infallible. 
some had that ‘‘resistless eloquenc eh wielded at will 
thei vearers. Others were ready, brilliant, and cogent on the 


r of the moment in parliamentary debate. Those who wit- 
nessed the intellectual resources. the wisdom and wit often here 


exhibited, felt sure the speakers would ‘‘ leave something to after 





1e ” which the world ‘‘ would not willingly let die.” 
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t will still be remembered, I hope, that the Senate has been | unified as a Republic, in whos ( oj 
decorated, within the period mentioned, by the services of such | versal nation. The many deaths amongst members of ( 
distinguished members as Sumner and Wilson, Morton and Hen- | is probably due more to the stra cand * mambel « 
dricks, Fessenden, Lot M. Morrill and Hamlin, Ben Wade, Pen- | cal faculties than to any ot i the deat] 
dleton and Matthews, Garrett Davis and Beck, Anthony, Foster, | tinguished Senator whor 
Van Winkle, Ben H. Hill, Reverdy Johnson, Pomeroy, Z bt t thi 
Chandler, Windom, Conkling, Howe and Matt Carpenter, Nye, 
Casserly, Dixon, Grimes, Frelinghuysen, David Davis and Logan, | Senator Plumb was al 
as well as by others yet living, though no longer members of tl ork and his work grew 
Senate; but brevity of Senatorial service here, and brevity of life | : ‘essive nature knew no 
after such service, with few exceptions, would seem to have been | tasks w1 h avidit: H 


the fate of a majority of our predecessors. a fortress; ] 











Senator Plumb delivered his speeches without notes, in a k ched th wit] 
clear voice, with abounding gesticulation, and with asteam trip- io! ue 
hammer rapidity of utterance. Obviously, he was: LVS 1 ast 





in earnest, having no thoug!] of defe: 
ing no assailant. His unquestionab! 























gressiveness in debate, his varied inf d fri 
diligent observation, and his considerable fund of mirth-pro nO 
ing anecdotes when among his familiar friends,will s Oo per- 
petuate his name, his individuality, and robust traits of character. cable care 
The deceased Senator was a hard and pushing worker, largely | : rentic pe 
interested in many financial enterprises, such as banking, mi 1e was 20 years of a to I 
ing, and railroads, and, for the later years of his life, it is that f1 
evident that the multiplied and onerous demands made upon a fitti 
time and constitution by his business affairs, opening wider a1 his ca 
wider by their general success, together with official duties h 
and the annual strain of a political State campaign, had ov: 
tasked and undermined his nervous system and great natu ( 
strength. He had not recognized that. could be a p 
abatement of his normal vigor, nor cont ed 1 in wm) ( 
too late. captain, ma al ena 
Some years ago I was happy in having mad it only i ; 
acquaintance of Senator Plumb but also that of his beloved wif ative vi iS a m 
and family, some of whom were j S- MN } 
band or father could exhibit ola ecCAa ( ( / 
whatever tended to promote tl el n 1867 
great the loss may be comput he | « d Unit ; 3 
home in Kansas, where the sa ef. | « ¢ H 
We can here only offer our brief ray ( i 


and our deep sympathy with his bereaved family. Vester} an of 1 I 


A + { 4 ‘ . 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, life—its conditions, develop- | | V mar} all his effo 
ments,and improvements—is the constant subjectof progres takings, ; ‘ LW , stat é 


thought. We learn much of its laws. We succor its w 
We sharpen its faculties. We diversify its usefulness. 

rich it with learning. We adorn it with trophies. We r 
it with sculpture and picture and song. Science repairs its it 




















firmities and may even prolong its days. But what know we of His training a ulia t 
death? No more than he who first stood awe-struck and myst ared | 
fied and dumb before one dead. Philosophy tenders its consol: 1 icuous 
tions. The universal instinct of man reaches through the da is bo Asa 
ness, with yearning to live forevey. The dream of ( i ‘ 
floats through “ life’s fitful fever’ and Christiar t 
hope of a life beyond the grave. Our dull sens 
the burden of 1 ights too vast for comprehen 
to be put in wor The infinite touches us, t 
pointof hope, and then time and space envelo - h . 
impenetrable. Yet whatever we believe or O ! a 
know: We know we are in our Maker's hands. We ] 
God is on the other side of the river of li to l 
as He was on the si from whenc we ame. W he H t ( al 
must be well. Let us be comforted: wea nour Ma 
ing’. 
Dut 1ours as th spen 1 com atlo ( ( t 
have and lab with 1 we not to 
been remarked that over twenty days of t Fift ( 
we ‘ n ‘ l in I > ‘ the 4 vd a la ‘ \ 
that we should devote the Sabbath to them that legislat 
uninterruptedly proceed. Lams that 3 cal 
from ink nce to the memories of the « 
rather from th train of public duty, and tl s burt ( 
Ck [ who Lve ot ex ced Lat vas 
b u ns a have t it t co } ‘ ‘ ne T 
magnitud Tl vislati affair ove 
dred men; the abors begin th t eal nt mee 
business in the m« ng; they close only in deep ‘ 
the night when sleep is upon man. For the legis ati 
servant there is no eight-hour law, nor twelve-hour law 
The cor lence of a Senator or Representative, his « . 
mittee wor his business with the Departments would « : | 
consume the full time of a hard-working man. Yet when : 
tasks are done there remains yet un he n 3 ( f 
mission here, the enactment of laws for a great “ t t 
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which were at work to harmonize its elements and to restore its 
prosperity, and the partisan felt the impulses of the patriot in 
dealing with questions that touched the structure of society and 
the welfare of the people. 

When I came to the Senate in 1887 Senator Plumb had long 
been one of its leading members. My acquaintance with him 
then began. In his marked courtesy and kindness to me, which 
he went out of his way to manifest, he impressed me with asense 
of his amiable and sociable disposition, and excited grateful re- 
gards, which I shalllong cherish. Twoinstances, smallin them- 
selves, gave me an insight into his character. Once in debate he 








used words which grated very harshly upon me, and I thought | 


them unprovoked. Stifling the impulse to respond resentfully, 
I went, as soon as he took his seat, to his side, and called his at- 
tion to them. With a beaming smile on his face he stretched 
out his hand to me, and what he said instantly removed all un- 
pleasantness; and his act and words were so frank and gracious 
that I felt strongly drawn to him. 

Again, I went one day to speak to him at his desk; papers and 
books were piled up before him, and he seemed absorbed in the 
maze of statistical facts and figures, but the book before him was 
not of the kind I expected tosee. ‘“‘If you wish toread some- 
thing lovely,” he said, ‘‘ read this,” and he handed me Arnold’s 
“Light of Asia,” with a marked passage of exquisite beauty; 
and he added, as I expressed surprise at seeing him with sucha 
book at such a time, such words as these, ‘*‘ Oh, lam reading this 
to rest myself from these weary tasks.” 

I know full well, from sources that I need not name, of acts of 
kindness done by Senator Plumb which could only come from a 
heart touched with the gentle charities of humanity. Under- 
neath his strong and sometimes rough exterior there were re- 
cesses of tender thought and feeling which sought expression in 
good deeds. 

Gone from us to return no more; fallen in his prime; taken in 
the twinkling of an eye to his long home, may his good deeds 
embalm his memory and bear solace to those to whom he was near- 
est and dearest; and may we not hope that he rests well now from 
his weary tasks, and that it is true, as the Asian prophet says: 

With death the sunrise comes; 
The dewdrop slips into the shining sea. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, we have laid aside for an hour 
the business of the Senate, matters of state which demand atten- 
tion, questions of politics which array us against each other and 


° ° . ° ° ° ° j 
lead to acrimonious discussion and mutual denunciation, to unite, 


with saddened hearts and subdued utterances, in paying our last 
tribute of respect tothe memory of our departed brother. 

[ should feel condemned if I failed to add my humble tribute 
to the eulogies already pronounced and to be pronounced to 
the memory of our colleague. He was one of the first of the 


members of this body when I entered the Senate to welcome me; | 
and with his aid I was placed upon the Committee on Public | 
Lands, of which he was chairman, and our intercourse was thence- | 


forth most pleasant and friendly. I was greatly shocked by his 
death and felt that I had lost a personal friend. 

We are again reminded of our mortality, and that great use- 
fulness, public honors, and exalted position furnish no exemption 
from the shafts of the insatiablearcher. ‘* Death meets us every- 
where and is procured by every instrument.” It is the law of 
our being, the unalterable decree of Heaven. 
hour he comes, and the laurel is changed into cypress, the equi- 
page of earthly power into the pall and the hearse. Man gath- 
ers riches. Hespends his days for the things which perish with 
their using. He secures wealth and power and position and is 
snatched away and others enter into his labors and enjoy the 
things which cost him his life. In the pride of the strength of 
manhood, in the full possession of his natural powers, in the 
zenith of his usefulness, in the confidence and esteem of his col- 


leagues in this Chamber and of his countrymen, with ambitions | 


for greater influence and bright hopes for the future, unex- 
pectedly and almost without notice the messenger came to him we 
mourn. In the morning the summons came, and before the 
morning's sun had reached its meridian his spirit had left its 
earthly tenement and winged its flight to give an account to the 
Author of its éxistence. 

When we last saw him and heard him upon this floor he was 
the apparent embodiment of health and strength and seemed to 
have the promise of many years of usefulness and activity before 
him. None would have made the prophecy that the first seat to 
be vacated in the Senate would be thatof the senior Senator from 
Kansa 

| shall not attempt to recount the incidents of the life and the 
public services of Senator Plumb. 
well performed by those better qualified for the task. During 
my service upon the Committee on Public Lands many important 
matters were brought before the committee for consideration, and 
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I had ample opportunity to judge of the capacity of our deceased 
brother. He was always quick to perceive a point and had an 
amazing ability to present his views forcibly and tersely. He 
was a growing man. His mental powers were kept in constant 
tension. His wonderful ability to grasp a question, to gather and 
retain information concerning it and present his views upon it, 
increased with every year. The clearness and vigor of his in- 
tellect has been too often shown in this Chamber to be questioned. 
We were all often surprised at the masterly manner with which 
he absorbed information and presented measures pending in the 
Senate. 

[ think I do no man an injustice when I say that for untiring 
industry, exhaustless energy, for ability to comprehend a subject 
and present a proposition, and power to produce results in legis- 
lation, no man in the Senate, or who has been a member since I 
entered it, surpassed Senator Plumb. He possessed in an un- 
usual degree the rude elements so well suited to successful con- 
flicts in pioneer life. It is true that he lacked the polish which 
is given bya college education, that he did not possess the graces 
of oratory; but he had been schooled in the experiences of fron- 
tier life, in the great struggle between freedom and slavery in 
Kansas, in the camp, on the march, and in the shock of battle in 
the defense of the Union, upon the stump in the great political 
contests since the war, by participation in the promotion and 
prosecution of great business enterprises for the development of 
his State and the country at large, in the sharp encounters of the 
debates of this Chamber, and in the multifarious public duties of 
his long and successful career. 

What he lacked in polish and discipline imparted by schools, 
he more than made up by his native ability, his knowledge of 
men and of practical affairs, his directness and mental force, the 
abundance, simplicity, and clearness of his style. If the mas- 
terly use of plain, terse, vigorous, and logical English, which 
carries conviction and secures the sympathies of one’s auditors, 
is eloquence, he was eloquent. 

He detested shams, hypocrisy, and display, and affected to 
despise titles and distinctions of worldly honor. He was too 
busy for the duties of social life and apparently indifferent to the 
laws of so-called society. He neither loved danger nor shrank 
from responsibility. He thought for himself and formed his 
own conclusions, and by his utterances and his votes in this body 
sometimes antagonized his party; but in an emergency, when 
his vote was needed to carry a party measure, never failed it. 

His conception of the mission of man upon this earth appeared 
to be similar to that of Chapin when he wrote, ‘‘ Man was sent 
into the world to be a growing and exhaustless force. The world 
was spread out around him to be seized and conquered. Realms 
of infinite truth burst open above him, inviting him to tread 
those shining courts along which Newton dropped his plummet, 
and Herschel sailed, a Columbus of the skies.” 

The history of the State he served so faithfully can not be fairly 
written but his name will be found inscribed on almost every 
page, and his labors will be chronicled inthe account of the years 
of her early struggles and of her later prosperity; and in the his- 
tory of Congress, since he occupied a seat in this Hall, his work 
will form a conspicuous part. 





| Thousands of hearts have been made glad and thousands of 


homes made brighter, not only in Kansas, but in other States of 
the Union, by his aid; and thousands felt a sense of personal loss 
when he died. I was a member of the committee which accom- 
| panied the remains of our lamented brother to his Western home 
and assisted in the last sad rites over them. No tribute we can 
bring to the memory of our deceased friend can equal that of the 
people of his own State and of his fellow townsmen, who, on our 





| the State in mourning. 


| seen the badges of mourning. 


That duty has already been | 


| mournful journey through the State and at his funeral vied with 

each other to show their sorrow and respect. We literally found 
The people who congregated at the cap- 
ital of the State and at the city of his residence were not drawn 
together for a holiday or from idle curiosity. Everywhere were 
Uponevery countenance unfeigned 
sorrow wasdepicted. Onevery side were the expressions of both 
public loss and private sorrow. The general manifestations of 
sorrow were not so much for the loss of a public servant as for a 
personal friend. Few men in public life have managed to so 
identify themselves with the people and to secure their love and 
confidence. 

After we entered the State of Kansas, at nearly every station 
were the scarred veterans of the late war, with the flags of the 
Grand Army posts draped in mourning. The universal mourn- 
ing, the sense of sorrow and loss which pervaded the scene and 
seemed to hang like a leaden pall over the entire State and to 
dim the bright sunshine of the splendid December days, found 
its center and culminating point in the home and family of the 
| deceased. Impressive indeed were the simple services in that far 


| Western home, in the presence of the stricken wie and children, 
' the mourning relatives and intimate friends of the deceased. 
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The solemnity and sacredness of the occasion made me almost feel 
as if my presence were anintrusion. InGod’s acre, near the city 
he helped to found and whose prosperity he ever labored to pro- 
mote, in the State of his adoption, in the glorious sunlight of a 
December day, under the auspices of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, and with the touching and beautiful ceremonial of their 
order, the mortal remains of our lamented brother were com- 
mitted to Mother Earth to await the Resurrection Day. 

His work is done. His restless activity, his tireless energy, 


no longer have part or lot in the affairs of earth. The seasons | 
will come and go, spring flowers will grow about his grave, | 
winter storms will beat upon it, but his senseless ear will not be | 


reached with the voice of approbation or of censure. 
As death invades our ranks and removes one by one a col- 
league from our number and causes a pause in the busy scenes of 


the Senate, how are we reminded of the shortness and uncer- | 


tainty of human life! Standing by the new-made graves of 
Hearst, of Wilson, and of Plumb, and mentally asking ourselves 
who of our number will next be singled out by the grim archer, 


can we fail to be impressed with the vanity of earthly things? | 


How insignificant all those things for which we toil are when 
we reflect that the end of earthly things will surely come to us 
as itcame to them! Position, power, influence, how little can 
they minister for consolation at such a time! In such an hour 
human sympathy is unavailing. There is but one consolation, 
that which comes to stricken hearts from the hope that death is 
not the end of man; a belief that answers in the affirmative the 
question, ‘‘ If a man die, shall he live again?” and enables its pos- 
sessor to look forward to a reunion with the loved and lost beyond 
the grave, where sickness and sorrow and death can not enter. 

When the minister who conducted the religious services at his 
funeral suggested that although his eventful and active life was 
closed here our departed colleague might be entering, in another 
world, upon the activities of a nobler life which would be im- 
mortal, the remark seemed to bring to me the thought of a future 
life with new meaning, that of activity, usefulness, and develop- 
ment. Let us be consoled with the hope that the energies of our 
departed brother have found on wider fields and in more delight- 
ful employment opportunities for renewed activity. 

Socrates, when about to drink the hemlock, consoled his friends 
by saying: ‘‘If the soul be immortal and perpetual rewards be 
laid up for wise souls, then I lose nothing by my death; but if 
there be not, then I lose nothing by my opinion; for it supports 


my spirit in its passage, and the evil of being deceived can not | 


; 


overtake me when I have no being.” 
The Christian does not, like Socrates, grope in darkness and 
uncertainty to find the evidence of immortality, but his hope 
built upon the promises contained in God’s revealed will to man, 
looks forward to a brighter life of eternal blessedness and joy. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, as has been said, it is fitting 
that we should from time to time occupy a brief period in paying 
tribute to our departed brethren in this body. My knowledge of 
Senator Plumb and my relations to him during nearly the entire 
time of his service here make it fitting that I should say some- 
thing on this occasion. His death was sudden and wholly unex- 
re to his associates in this Chamber. He had just emerged 

rom active participation in the reorganization of the committees 

of this body, always a difficult task at the beginning of a Con- 
gress. I remember that only a day or two before his death he 
said to me that that reorganization had taken much time and 
given him considerable anxiety, because of the large number of 
new Senators entering the body, and he was glad it had been so 
well and so satisfactorily arranged and disposed of, little think- 
ing for the moment that the next business of the committees of 
which he was an active member would be to arrange to fill the 
places which he himself occupied. 

I shall not enter into the details of the life and services of Sen- 
ator Plumb prior to his entrance into this body. That has al- 
ready been done graphically by his colleague [Mr. PEF FER], and 
by others who have preceded me. Itis a most interesting and 
instructive story to those who may study his life and public serv- 
ice. It discloses his aggressive spirit and his combative nature, 
so well described by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
These were not only natural to him, but in a large degree were 
the result of his early education, training, and association. When 
he sought a new home he migrated to the new Territory of Kan- 
sas, and doubtless the situation there induced him to leave his 
native State to participate in thestrugglesthere. Noone knew 


better than he at that time the nature of the contest waging | 


there. He has described to me many times the portion of that 
journey which lay through my ownState. He and his little band 
of companions landed on the west bank of the Mississippi, at 
Davenport, in Iowa, and with wagons containing small arms and 
a 2-pounder field piece, in addition to their ordinary luggage, 


| they traversed the State of Iowa from the Mississippi to the 
| Missouri. 

It was no holiday journeytothem. They were to take partin 
| that great preliminary conflict in the State of Kansas which 
shook this nation afterward, and reverberated around the world. 
Mr. Plumb took active part in that conflict from 1456 to 1861, and 
then in the larger conflict that followed, and, when that had 
ended, he returned to Kansas and took an active part in the de- 
velopment and growth of the State. That growth was remarka- 
ble not only as to the character of its beginning, but in all staves 
of its development lateron. His personality was so conspicuous, 
his ability was so well recognized among his associates and so 
commanding, as to make it fitting that the Legislature of the 
State should designate him as one of its Senators at the early 
age of 40. But few men, in the struggles and activities that lead 
to this Chamber, reach it at this early age. I doubt if there are 
more than three or four of those now in this body who reached 
it at the age of 40. 

When I heard the distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
PALMER] in his able speech this morning on his proposed amend- 
ment recounting the dreams of the fathers of the Constitution as 
to what the Senate was likely to be, that is, that it would be com- 
posed of the most eminent men of the several States, my mind re- 
curred at onee to Senator Plumb as a distinguished illustration 
of the realization of that dream, notonly as respects his being one 
of the strongest men in his State, but also as an illustration of 
the fact that during all his period of service here he largely and 
truly represented the sentiment of his State and its people upon 
the public questions that from time to time have appeared here 
for public debate and legislative action. 

I first became personally acquainted with Senator Plumb on 
his entrance here as a member of this body. In March, 1881], by 
the accidents and chances of this Chamber, it so happened that 
three Senators from the Democratic side left the Senate who were 
members of the Committee on Appropriations, leaving upon the 
committee as Democrats Senator Davis of West Virginia and 
Senator Beck, the Democrats having a majority of the committee 
during the Forty-sixth Congress. Itso happened also that at that 
time the term of one Republican Senator, also a member of the 
committee, ceased, and two other Republicans, Senator Blaine 
and Senator Windom, both members of the committee, were in- 
vited into the Cabinet of President Garfield. So but three mem- 
bers of the committee in the Forty-sixth Congress were left when 
the Forty-seventh began. The Republican party was in the ma- 
| jority then, and Senators Logan, DAWES, HALE, and Plumb were 
| added to the Committee on Appropriations from the Republican 
| side, and Senators RANSOM and COCKRELL from the Democratic 
side. 

Thus a majority of the members of the committee were new in 
its service, although Senators Logan, DAWES, and HALE had had 
large experience on the committee in the House of Representa- 
| tives. Thus newly organized the committee entered upon its im- 
| portant work. 

Senator Plumb entered upon the work with zeal and brought 
to the consideration of the subjects considered his great ability, 
untiring industry, and active watchfulness, and soon became 
| familiar with the work, and continued until the time of hisdeath 
as one of its most efficient, faithful, and devoted members. No 
task assigned him was left undone or partially done. 

He patiently investigated every detail, not only as to the bills 
in his special charge, but in committee gave full attention to all 
the great appropriation bills annually reported to carry on the 
Government, and always participated in the debates that followed 
upon contested points in the Senate, thus contributing largely 
and actively in the solution of questions coming from that com- 
mittee. So in conference with the other House, tenacious of the 
views of the Senate, he was always willing to reach a conclusion 
by fair and just compromise of conflicting opinions developed 
between the two Houses. So that he was a most able, valuable, 
and useful member of the committee for ten years. 

During this time death has laid a heavy hand upon the mem- 
| bersof the committee. FirstGen. Logan, then Senator Beck, and 
| last, but not least in any sense, Senator Plumb. 

Although not early trainedin the artsof the schools, I need not 
say toolder members of thisChamber that he was one of its ablest 
and most accomplished debaters, not in the ornamentations that 
characterized his speech, but in the persuasiveness and power of 
| hisarguments. Whilst he always had a purpose anda will to ex- 
ecute that purpose, he was patient in its accomplishment. | 


could give many illustrations of this. I need give but one. For 
many years he desired, as did the people of the Southwest, not 
only the far Southwest, in Texas, but in the adjacent States of 


Missouri, Kansas, and Arkansas, that the Indian Territory, which 
| was held there as in asack, should be opened up to settlemen y 
| the citizens of the United States, inorder that that region might 
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be more rapidly developed. Indian treaties and obligations to | 


the five 1 es were intheway. There were those whosought to 
open this Territory without regard to our treaty obligations with 
th ndiat 


T*¢ +3 tat 


he statutes relating to this subject and the debates leading 
to their passage are examined, it will be seen that Senator Plumb 
was the pioneer in this ¢ ‘hamb. r, as | believe his successor, Mr. 
PERKINS, was in the other, of a series of statutes that have re- 





sulted in the establishment of the Territory of Oklahoma, and | 


which will resultin the future in absorbing intoa single, civilized 
State of the Union all there is now left of what was known for 
many years as the Indian Territory. Senator Plumb, with his 
energy, his watchfulness of opportu ne times, with his power of 


in this Chamber and in Congress for the region that he more | 


immediately represented than any other Senator upon this floor, 
and I do not wish to disparage other Senators or their efforts. 

When he went to the Territory of Kansas it was sparsely in- 
habited, and only on the margin of its great river, and was prac- 
tically an Indian reservation. Its prairies were as wild as the 
flowers that grew upon them, and the streams of Kansas had only 
recently reflected the face of the white man, if we except the 
travelers that crossed it to the Pacific Ocean. When the State 
of Kansas was admitted in 1861 it had only a fraction over one 
hundred thousand people. So even when Senator Plumb came 
into this Chamber many of the questions arising out of Indian 
reservations, and homestead settlements, and the occupation of 
the public lands were unsettled, and required legislation to make 
sure the titles to the lands of those who had taken homesteads, 
or made purchases for homes; all of these difficult questions re- 
ceived his assiduous care. 

He was representing a new State, so truly characterized by the 
Senator from Kansas, his colleague [Mr. PEFFER], as a State ab- 
normal in its growth, which is without a parallel in the history 
of any State in the Union. That growth carried into the State 
of Kansas, during his service of fourteen years in this Chamber, 
a population equal to one-half of the present population. So 
Senator Plumb had not only these great interests in this Cham- 
ber to support and subserve, but he had also the private wishes 
and wants and needs of a new and rapidly growing constituency 
in the various Executive Departments. 

| have often thought that Senators in thisChamber represent- 


mense detail of business that a representative in this Chamber 


of a Western State has as respects the public lands,as respects | 


questions growing out of the Indian situation, and above all as 
respects que stions growing out of the pension legislation and the 
needs of applicants for pensions. <A recurrence to the statistics 
of pensioners will disclose the fact that in proportion to the pop- 
ulation the State of Kansas has a larger number of pensioners 
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power and influence in this body and in the country. His asso- 
ciates here, the people of his own State, and the country at large 
mourn his loss and revere his memory. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, Preston B. Plumb, the late 
Senator from Kansas, was an excellent typeof the class of states- 
men belonging to the era which followed the civil war. His pub- 
lic or official life commenced during the period of that great 
conflict, and in its course was nearly equally divided between 
service to his State and the onan Living in a debatable and 
border land where smothered war was the condition, long before 
hostilities became flagrant, schooled by the rough disci ipline in- 


| cident thereto, he had been a soldier even before he joine od the 
persuasion and his patience, accomplished as much if not more | 


army of the Union. His bearing was always that of the soldier, 
not the trained regular, but the volunteer who had taken up 
arms for a certain cause with a certain purpose. 

Chosen to a seat in the Senate of the United States at the age 
of 40, without previous Congressional experience, he from the 


| first took and always afterwards retained a aaneeeeneee part in 


| the debates and proceedings of this branch of the 


National Legis- 
lature. Such a position, under these circumstances, could only 
have been assumed by one of quick apprehension, of superior ad- 
dress, strong convictions, and powers of rapid generalization— 
traits in hischaracter well marked and recognized. His frequent 
participation in debate did not lessen his work in private confer- 
ence or in the committee room. 

The cast of his mind was in all things practical. He was thor- 
oughly devoted to the realities of life. To be of use—of present 
use—to those whom he immediately represented and the larger 


| constituency of the whole country—this was the aim of his am- 
| bition. In the pursuit of it he exhibited a hospitality of spirit, 
an expansive sympathy, and an enthusiasm ever fresh; welcomed 


than any other State in this Union. The tendency of the men | 
who served in the war and who are drawing pensions from our | 


‘ . | 
Government was for many years to migrate westward from the | 


older States of the Union. Therefore it was that Senator Plumb 
had upon his shoulders during the fourteen years of his public 
service not only the great questions which always arise affect- 
ing the whole country which he participated in here so fully and 
so ably in debate and otherwise, but he also had other great ques- 
tions of a special and local character requiring legislation and 
careful attention in the Departments. All these required con- 
stant and continuous effort. So he was, as stated by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], a worker in season and out of 
season. 
But with all this he had an ambition above and beyond, so well 
stated by his colleague, and that was an ambition to succeed ina 
business way. Whilst he was engaged here in his public work 


i 


and leaving nothing undone that required his attention, he en- | 


gaged in enterprises and activities not only in his own State, but 


in many other States. He had caught that spirit of speculation | 


+} ¢ 


and thriftand energy incident to the new State of Kansas, which 
inclined him to make ventures in other fields of investment, 
where safe and profitable 

He often differed with his party friends in this Chamber as 
respects public measures, and did not hesitate to express his views 
with courage. But he also believed that in a free government 
like ours we would in the future as heretofore have government 
by party as respects public policies and public measures; so he 
always acted with the Republican party, and was one of its lead- 


cheerfully all labor, all difficulties, all detractions which might 
attend it. Though ordinarily a zealous and steadfast partisan, 
he sometimes left the camp of his political associates to stand 
upon what he deemed to be the side of the people. 

Charged in conversation upon a recent occasion of this sort, 
half jocosely, with desertion, he answered: ‘‘I am no deserter; 
[ have joined—I have only just now joined—the force to which I 
belong in this fight.” 

Though he frequently addressed the Senate he did not confine 


| himself to a single theme. He spoke,and spoke well, upon a 
ing more Eastern States have but little knowledge of the im- 


wide range of subjects. 

The style was like the man—robust, earnest, animated. 

The salient points of a question he selected with unerring dis- 
cernment. On these he dwelt—seldom made or suffered a diver- 
sion. His manner of reasoning was incisive, direct. He often 
traveled across lots to a conclusion stated with clearness, force, 
and brevity. He dealt not much with the old past or its history, 
not even with thatof hisown country. The past for him was the 
period just before the war. It was not often that he alluded toa 
date more ancient. Indeed, in alife crowded with action he had 
not much opportunity, perhaps little taste, for contemplative 
study or research. 

To the questions of the day he gave the answers of the day, of 
the hour, as they were suggested by a mind self-taught, well 
furnished, and of singular vigor and originality. 

From the multiplicity of his labors, and manifold variety of 
the public affairs in which he was employed and concerned, it is 
not probable that he usually made more than one examination 
of the subject in argument. He looked but once, but in that one 
look he saw more than most of us. He was too much hurried to 
have derived his strength from prolonged deliberation, it came 
rather from his swiftness of vision, and his capacity instantly to 
summon his intellectual faculties at their best, to his support. 
Leisure he did not desire, he had not reached that period of life 
when one of his mental characteristics might have enjoyed it. 

After a service of nearly fifteen years in this body, he died 
at the age of 59. He had scarcely passed the midsummer of 
his days. Autumn may have slightly tinged his views of men 
and things in the world as he had at first seen them, but he had 
taken no measured retrospect even of his own career—the winter 
of age he had not felt. Could he have tarried with us longer, 
remaining as he would a member of this body, what of profit 


| might we not have expected and received from the gathered 


wisdom, the reasoned experience from the large growth in states- 
manship which most certainly awaited his maturer years? 
What can any account be of such alife, closing so prematurely, 
but asketch? The life itself was merely an outline, adesign un- 
finished. 
[ recollect very well an eloquent digression of this Senator, 


| which we heard with delight during the session of the last Con- 
| gress. The immediate subject of discussion was irrigation. 
| Some measure relating to this, then pending, as he thought in- 


ers, because he believed that it more nearly reflected his views 
upon great public questions than ~ other. 
So, Mr. President, | pay this brief tribute to our departed 
, Knowing how imperfect it is. 
areer is one of the most remarkable and unique in our 
Wi utearly opportunity, such as is the fortune of most 
W 


character, he for ged his w ay to the his oh est pli ice of 


| public lands containing sources and stores of wate 


» enter this Chamber. by his ability, his energy, his | volved the exclusion from actual settlement of on ge areas of the 
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also much larger tracts adjacent, dependent upon these sources 


for supply. Hemade a cursory review of the general land policy 
of the Government, showing what a rich inheritance had been 
once in possession of the people; how the preémption and the 
homestead laws had made the —_ st man an heir thereof. 

He deplored the methods in which this magnificent patrimony 
had been wasted, the way in which homes had been hindered, 
harmed, and destroyed by profuse and extravagant grants and 
subventions to schemes of corporate speculation. He said that 
in the home of the husbandman upon his small subdivision of 
80 or 160 acres, dotting the long lines of double frontier approach- 
ing each other from either seaboard—that in these lay the 
strength, the defense, and fortress of American liberty, and that 
the residue of this estate, as far as his action might avail, should 
in the future be faithfully administered to the end that these 
homes, the citadels of freedom, might be multiplied and replen- 
ished. The close of his remarks was suffused with a pathos 
rarely heard in this presence. Many Senators left their seats to 
tender him their congratulations upon a declaration so frank, so 
manifestly sincere, which attracted as much attention elsewhere 
as in this House. 

Though not thought of at the time, this proved to be his fina 
expression of opinion upon this subject—a subject to which he 
had devoted many years of unremitting toil and solicitude. One 
could hardly have wished for a nobler « ending. 

As our departed brother lived in haste so he died. Though 
well versed in and faithfully observant of the rules and usages 
of the Senate, it seems that upon this occasion he neither asked 
nor obtained leave of absence. He is absent without leave 
without our leave, not without the leave and order of the All- 
wise Master of Assemblies presiding in the councils of the just. 

He left us with little notice or warning, without ceremony, 
without much ado. We may fancy his revisiting shade enter- 
ing to-day this Chamber, hushed in quiet, would ask, ashis man- 
ner was, brusquely but kindly, ‘‘Why should there have been 
any ceremony? Summoned by suc ha messenger, I must needs go 
and go atonce.” Or,indeed,why should there be anything of 
ceremonial following the death of the heir presumptive of an 
ancient and mighty kingdom which should not also attend the 
demise of this pri ince, not presumptive or apparent, butreigning, 
crowned and throned in the hearts of the people, sovereigns of 
a wide domain, who gave to him his title, who claimed and re- 
ceived his homage and his most loyal service. 

The district and the state of death form only a vast democracy 
in which all are equals; yet when one who has been ennobled by 
the people dies the event may be well noted, that those who live— 
are yet to live—may learn the worth, the way of this a e- 
ment, wherein may be read the story of a life, in any earthly 
sense too short—broken and interrupted, quite worthy of remem- 
brance. 

A child born far from the purple, reared in poverty and ob- 
security, who in his youth walked buoyantly enough along the 
common path a while, by his unaided effort and capacity strode 
from heigth to heigth, until he had neither faintly nor dimly in- 
scribed his name among the law givers and rulers of a great 
nation. And there the curtain falls; a famous actor, busied with 
the scene, deeply engaged in his part, suddenly quits the stage 
never to be called back. 

Not the thundering plaudits of encore from the listening mul- 
titudes who but last summer hung upon the accents of his stir- 
ring eloquence; not the tenderest appeals of those nearer voices, 
whose lightest whisper he had been wont to regard—none of these 
now reach or touch him. 

The curtain, fallen for a brief space, is raised again. One of 
the most notable characters therein has unconsciously made his 
last appearance. The drama proceeds. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, after all that has been so well 
said I can only speak of the late Senator from Kansas as we saw 
him here. When he died this body lost one of its ablest mem- 
bers. Wherever Mr. Plumb was he made himself felt, and this 
floor afforded a fitting arena for the display of his great abilities. 
Few important measures in the past fifteen years have become 
laws without the help of his forming hand. Few schemes of 
doubtful wisdom have gone to their grave without being assisted 
thereto byhim. His activity and energy were immense, and his 
investigation and reflection covered the widest range of subjects. 
His service upon important committees was so faithful that when- 
ever a meeting was called it found him present, prepared and 
ready for work. He made this his business, and if he had doubts 
to raise and objections to urge these were first brought forward 
the committee room. He was in this respect an example whom 
we will do well to follow. 

On this floor he never championed a measure without first 
studying it from all sides, and no man here could maintain his 
cause better than Mr. Plumb. He was by nature aggressive, 


| life ought to have been before him, all the 





and I think all of us felt that we were undertaking a dangerous 
business when we opposed him, and that we needed to be armed 
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Not a few of us have felt keenly we 
with Mr. Plumb: but however sha a 
hi [ thi we have all felt that $ l 
that in the thrust and parry ofdebate the dé wed S tor was 
a fair and oftentimes generous antagonist FY 
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being positive; his whole lif 
earnest, and, whenever the need aros " 


His colleague, in a eulogy which I[ have never s i 
here, and which seemed to me to be a model for such an occasion 
as this, has told us the most interesting story of that l 

up as it was by never-ceasing activity and frort. None of his 
successes — accidental: all hi c eat trium ph S wer hardly 
earned. The people of a great Stat ved and ho iored him and 
placed unqualifie dtrustin him. The people of a greater nation 
were coming to know him and to properly estimate him, and he 
was at his best when death knocked at his door and would have 
entrance. Longer service here would have made his publi 
of “still greater value, for he was growing every day; but this was 
not to be. , 

His social side was of the kind that makes it pleasant to reca 
it. His attachments were strong and he loved to be with h 
friends, and in every company where he was found he added to 
the sum of enjoyment. He was a liberal giver, and in the man 
drafts which | have known made upon his generosity [ do not 
recall one which he did not honor, and those who knew him best 
will iong reme mber the unproclaim d charities which beflow- 
ered his pathway all through life. 

Our deceased colleague, Mr. President, wore himself out befors 
his time. He hardly knew the me aning of the word rest. No 
man here put as many working hours into each day as he, and h 
work was always done at high st pressure. He had no idle mo- 


ments. He was constantly investigating, reading, and thinking 
and so it came about that, at an age when the best part of hi 
machinery of his bein 
suddenly stopped; it could run no longer. His work was done 
although much is left to do in which he, as we look at it, ought 
to have a part. 

This great body has never too much of the earnestness, the as- 


siduity, the experience which Mr. Plumb furnished to its servie 
The Senate, though it is beyond the constant fluctuations which 
are a feature of the other branch of the National Legisla 
yet a greatly shifting assembly. Mr. Plumb, at the time of hi 
death, had been a Senator for almost fifteen years. There ar 
here but seven who have seen longer contin lous service Th 
are Senators MORRILL, SHERMAN, RANSOM, ALLISON, JONES of 
Nevada, DAWES, and COCKRELL. Six others took seats in this 
Chamber at the same time with Mr. Plumb. All the rest of us 


seventy-five in all, are, comparatively speaking, new Senators. 
Mr. President, the old landmarks here are disappearing 





Death, withdrawal, the mutation of politics eat them awa 
Now an oak in the forest has fallen. Which of us, as we look at 
that seat which he held so long, does not, through 1 Ol 
vista, ag ld that rugged front, that aggressive preser at 
intrepid, ‘uthless combatant? And which of us. s or that 
eee does not feel that in his eclipse th 
from sig} it a most conspicuous figure of the United States Sk 
Mr. PEF! I senior Senate . 
Jersey [ Mr. ae Pu uit i 
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regret and to our disappointment, Ss not poss 
with us to-day. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the hotabl 
life and career of the lamented Preston B. 
soldierofthe Union, and Senator of the | ted Sta 
recited by the senior Senator from Kans: 1 
with minuteness, accuracy, and stice. Mr. P 
deeds have impressed themselves up 
and their influens or ywod has b ) ‘ 
fines of his own Commo! eal His I Mi 
tinue to stand a pro nemory to Kansas, to the creat W al 
to the nation, each of which he { 
and with unsurpassa real and fidelity, inspired b 
he broadest and truest pa otism : 
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Wherever he went his bearing chalienged attention, suggested 
power, and commanded admiration. It seems that he had some 
premonitions of physical weakness, but this was unknown tome. 
i discovered none and he mentioned none in two long conversa- 
tions which I held with him at the beginning of the present ses- 
sion of Congress. He was the last person in the Senate whom I 
would have expected to see suddenly and fatally struck down, 
and to me till the last he was a splendid specimen of American 
manhood. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 





FEBRUARY 18, 





he was a typical American; strong, erect, athletic, and alert. | But while keeping ourselves always reasonably mindful of the 


certainty of death, we should also cultivate the most fervent faith 
in the soul’s immortality. We can not know, but we can feel and 


| believe, that death opens to us the portals of a newand higher 


life. Indeed we all resolutely refuse to believe that annihilation 
is possible. The thoughtful writer on the “Enigmas of Life” 


| calls attention to what he says is a universal experience, that 


Senator Plumb’s intellectual traits were not obscure even toa | 


limited observer. Acuteness of perception, directness in his 
formation, and a vivid imagination, all manifested through un- 
usual fluency of speech, made him formidable in extemporaneous 
debate. His was arare and gifted mind; not a rough diamond, 


although not polished by literary culture in the halls of learn- | great poet, ‘‘ It must be so;” not alone because of the pleasing hope, 


ing; a mind expanded, matured, and made symmetrical and bril- 
liant by long years of contact and honorable conflict with intel- 
lects developed by experiences like his own. 

His attainments were by no means provincial. After coming 
into public life his restless mind wandered through many fields 
of inquiry, and his general knowledge was ample. Our friend 
was wont to speak slightingly, half in jest and half in earnest, of 
the needs of our diplomatic service abroad. Yet he would have 


made a most creditable foreign minister, would have easily | 
adapted himself to the surroundings ofadiplomatic life, and would | 


have been a favorite with all whom he met. Like some other 
representatives whom we have sent abroad, notably the dis- 
tinguished Gen. Robert C. Schenck, by his plain, straightfor- 
ward American ways he would have commanded respect and 
would have done honor to the great Republic. 

The use which Senator Plumb made of his great physical and 
mental gifts was wholly commendable. He labored for himself 
and his family and acquired a handsome fortune. ‘‘Seest thoua 
man diligent in his business; he shall stand before kings: he shall 
not stand before mean men.” But he neglected no public duty. 
He was unremitting in his attention to Senatorial questions. 
few Senators maintained so large a correspondence as he did 
with his constituents. The settlement of vexed questions con- 
cerning the public lands, of the committee on which he was the 
head, received his best thought and hismostearnestwork. The 
affairs of the District of Columbia he knew by heart; and as 
chairman of the Subcommittee of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, in charge of the District appropriation bill, he was a 
constant and faithful guardian of the prosperity of the nation’s 
capital. 

He studied economic questions with avidity and discussed them 
with intelligence and acuteness. On no mooted subject of legis- 
lation did he intend to be without information and an opinion: 
and no predictions could safely be made as to the result of any 


when we enter the apartment of the dead and look upon the face 
of the friend for whom we mourn, we never have the feeling 
that the departed one is there. Reverently and tenderly we treat 
the remains. But the mind we knew we do not conceive is pres- 


|ent with us. We feel that the soul, if it exists, has gone else- 
mental processes, candor and fairness in reasoning, fullness of in- | 


where. Why should it not exist? It is true we have no proof. 
It is a part of the divine order that we shall not have proof, but 
that by faith alone, while here, we shall take hold of eternity. 
But with one universal accord mankind utters the conclusion of the 


the fond desire, the longing after immortality; but because irre- 
sistible intuition convinces us that the souls of men whose exist- 
ence we have felt and known, that our own souls of whose present 
being we are conscious and sure do not go forward to annihila- 
tion. Howand where the soul exists here in connection with our 
mortal bodies, whether waking or sleeping, we do not have the 
faintest conception. But we know it does exist; and both senti- 
ment and instinct tell us that it will exist forever. 

Whether we consider the bright and innocent child with his 
rapidly developing brain, or the strong man in his pride of man- 
hood, or the aged sage with apparently failing powers, we are 
impressed with the conviction that while what we see is mortal 
and destructible, the souls which we do not see are imperishable 
and eternal. ‘‘Though our outward man perish, yet the inward 
man is renewed day.by day.” 

The revelations of astronomy are most marvelous; the myriads 
of suns and planets rolling through illimitable space, millions 
upon millions of miles distant from the globe which we inhabit, 


| at the contemplation and comprehension of which we bow our 


heads, oppressed by the sense of our own insignificance. Yet is 
it not even more wonderful that tne mind of man can define the 


| orbits of these heavenly bodies, and measure the paths through 


important debate without taking into account the effect of his | 


participation. He spared himself no labor of investigation, was 
punctual in his attendance, shrunk from no responsibility, was 
fearless in his speeches and his votes, and his career will unques- 
tionably be recorded in the history of his own State as that of an 
indomitable, capable, thoroughly informed, eloquent, and patri- 
otic American Senator. 

Yet to this man, apparently in, robust and perfect health, and 
destined to many years of life and labor, a sudden end came 
through overwork. It is a common remark that the invalids 
live the longest. They are careful and prudent, while the stal- 
wart men tax their energies to the utmost and often go down 
prematurely like the friend we mourn. In the prime of life, at 
the age of 54, suddenly, and with little warning, absent from 
his wife and his children, this great, powerful man passed 
away from life, and we shall hear his voice and see his face no 
more. 

Of the many lessons to be taken to heart by the assdciates of 
the dead Senator, taught by his startling departure and by the 
recent deaths of other conspicuous personages, I will suggest but 
two, the one most evident being the trite warning of the duty of 


constant readiness to surrender the possessions of this life and | 


to meet the mysteries of the next. ‘Among all things that are 
done under the sun,” the Psalmist says there is one event which 
cometh alike to all, ‘‘for man also knoweth not his time.” Yet 
strangely does it appear, says a philosophical writer, that the 
very lapse of time which brings death nearer to us makes us less 
mindful of its approach. Apparently, the longer we live the 


surer we are that death will not come. The habit of living | 


excludes the idea of dying. We think it natural that others 
should go, but ignore ourowndanger. Thisisunwisdom. With 
no trepidation or slavish fear, but constantly mindful that the 
end is not far off, we should perform our daily duties and rever- 
ently walk the path which is nightly bringing us one day’s march 
nearer the eternal home. 


which they are destined to keep their never-ending course? 
Shall the mind of him who, without the sight of the planet Nep- 
tune, discovered his existence by calculations from the perturba- 
tions of Uranus and directed all telescopes to the point in the 
skies where he appeared at the time predicted; shall the mind 
of him who can fix the dimensions and describe the qualities of 
the most brilliant and blazing Sirius, a million and a half times 
farther from this earth than our sun, be extinguished because 
the mortal frames have perished? No such hopeless unbelief 
does astronomy permit. 

The heart at once it humbles and exalts, 

Lays it in dust and calls it to the skies. 

Thus inspired, human nature revolts at the idea of annihilation 
and imbues mankind with the universal faith that life here is but 
a passing experience, whose end is the beginning of a nobler ex- 
istence in another sphere. 

Our little life 
Is interwoven with the universe 
Of God's eternal counsels. We are part 
Of the whole family in heaven and earth— 
The many are in heaven, the few on earth— 
Part of the mighty host whose foremost ranks 


Long since have crossed the river and have pitched 
Their tents upon the everlasting hills. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, when I entered the Sen- 
ate, a stranger to most of its members, and without experience 
in the business of legislation, I was attracted to the late Senator 
Plumb by his cordial greeting and his generous offers of assist- 
ance in the new duties which were before me. I was assigned to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and served there, with him as 
chairman, until his death. There and here and elsewhere I had 
such proofs of his sincerity and good-will, and witnessed such 
exhibitions of his uncommon powers, that I desire to avail my- 
self of the privilege which this occasion affords to say a word 
in recognition of his virtues as a man and a friend, and to express 
my appreciation of his value as a public servant. Those who 
knew him longer are able to present his distinctive character- 
istics and his life work with more completeness than I can, but 
probably during the last six years of his life none here were 
more observant of his earnest and forceful course in this body or 
more impressed by the effectiveness of his vigorous efforts and 
intense application. 

His intellectual power, his rare capacity for work, his self-re- 
liance and tirelesss assiduity were recognized alike by those who 
confronted him and those who codperated with him. His vigor 
of mind and body, his will power and his courage, made him a 
great factor here and a prominent figure in public attention. 

In the various branches of his legislative duty his labors were 
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incessant and productive, and through them he touched the pub- 
li¢ at more different points than most of his associates here, and 
left his impress upon a greater variety of interests and subjects. 

His useful and distinguished services to his constituents and 
his country are a part of the history of the times in which he 
figured. His public record is before his countrymen as he made 
it for himself, and that presents him as the big-brained, busy man 
of work and power and influence that he was. But, sir, that rec- 
ord does not and can not tell of some phases of his character and 
disposition which were well known to us, and I may be pardoned 
if I supplement it by a brief reference to these, which, if por- 
trayed, would make a fit complement to the history of his public 
work. 

Senator Plumb’s native force had never suffered impairment 
from any unsubstantial and merely formal conventional re- 
straints. The element of practicality in him was inborn, essen- 
tial, and dominant, and he sought for and dealt with the substance 
and not the form of things. In the pursuit of a purpose he was 
earnest and sanguine and sometimes impulsively resentful of op- 
position, but he bore no malice and harbored no spirit of retalia- 
tion, and although his prejudices, like all else in him, were strong, 
they were never beyond the reach of reason. Of mere empty ob- 
servances he was but little regardful. Unmeaning formalities he 
neither practiced nor respected, and had no taste nor toleration 
for the mere tinsel-work and embellishments of ceremonious dis- 
play. The pretenses of hypocrisy and all affectation and impos- 
tures he readily detected and cordially despised. Of mere lip 
service and flattery he was impatient even to abruptness. In his 
intercourse with men he disdained all counterfeit graces, insin- 
cerity, and mannerism. 

But, sir, though brusque and sturdy, and in all things essen- 
tially practical, our departed associate was a genuinely gracious 
man—full of that real, unpretentious politeness which can only 
come from a just, innate conception of the consideration due the 
rights and sensibilities of others. His heart was warm and gen- 
erous and responsive. It made him faithful and fearless, hope- 
ful and strong. It made him mindful of the wrongs and afflic- 
tions of others, and put him in sympathy with the toiling masses 
and the neglected classes of his fellow-men. It madehim true 
to his country and his friends, and supported him in his earnest 
and successful career in life. 

If he had been a man of colder blood and had steered his course 
by policy alone—if his manner had been gentler, if the angulari- 
ties of his character had been reduced and his tendency at times 
toward aggression had been subdued—if he had been more con- 
siderate of himself and less so of his duties and of hisfellow-men, 
his path had probably been smoother, and his life, it may be, 
much prolonged. But, sir, he would not have been what he was 
and could not have accomplished what he did, and one of the 
most noticeable figures of his time would have been lost to the 
age we live in. In this imperfect tribute his individuality has 
been but faintly marked, but I have sought insome measure to pre- 
sent it and preserve it. It is worthy to be remembered as it was, 
withoutornamentorconcealment. It belonged toa rugged, rest- 
less, earnest, and courageous man of worth and work and power, 
who fought his own way to success and high distinction. The 
lesson of his life is instructive to us all and full of encourage- 
ment to the aspiring youth of the land who may be beset by such 
difficulties as he encountered but to overcome. I would not dis- 
figure it or impair it by any empty words of indiscriminate praise. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, again the Senate has paused 
in its labors and suspended its important service to the people of 
the country, that we may pay our tribute of respect to a late dis- 
tinguished Senator, and lay upon his grave our rhetorical offer- 
ings of appreciation and love. 

On the 12th day of October, 1837, in the county of Delaware 
and State of Ohio, Preston B. Plumb was born, but before he 
reached the years of his majority he left the beautiful hills of 
his native State and became an active, earnest, and enthusias- 
tic antislavery man upon the plains of the then Territory of 
Kansas. In June, 1856, he located upon a claim near where the 
city of Salina now is, but subsequently found employment in a 
printing office at Topeka, and during the winter of 1856-57 was 
foreman of the Herald of Freedom office at Lawrence, Kans. 
He had learned the printing business in Ohio, serving an ap- 
prenticeship in the office of the Western Episcopalian at Gam- 
bier and establishing when but sixteen years of age the News at 
Xenia, Ohio, in connection with one J. W. Dumble. 

I am in receipt of a letter from a gentleman living in Chicago 
by the name of Strong, who says that he was employed in 1855 as 
a compositor by Mr. Plumb to assist in the publication of the 
News, and he says that Mr. Plumb was a good printer and as fast 
a typesetter as any man he ever worked with. But the publi- 
cation of a country newspaper in Ohio did not in full measure 
satisfy the vigorous ambition and restless energy of this strong, 
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athletic young man, and, disposing of his paper, he removed to 
Kansas, where he continued to reside until he died in this cit 
on the 20th day of December last. 
Mr. President, this is not an unmeaning ceremonial. A vreat 
statesman, a wise and useful legislator. a devoted friend. an emi- 
nent and patriotic citizen, is dead and now sleeps in peace and 
honor in the bosom of the State he loved so well and served with 
such faithful and laborious devotion. Strong. rucged. active. 
and indomitable, Senator Plumb seemed the incarnation of physi- 
eal foree and of intellectual activity, and his service in this 


Chamber was so long and his participation in its proceedings so 
active and untiring, that it does not seem possible that its portals 
have been closed to him forever. In 1855 and 1856 Kansas was a 


wonderfully attractive Territory toa young man of the convi 
tions, ability, strength, and courage of our late distinguished col- 
league, and from the day he removed theretountil the hour of his 
untimely death in this city he was one of its conspicuous fign 
and certainly one of its most potential characters. 

Kansas had begun to be settled in 1854, directly after the pas 
sage of the Nebraska bill, and had inevitably become an arena 
of strife and violence. Colonies were sent thither from the fre« 


States expressly to mold her to the uses of free labor and to 


dedicate her beautiful prairies to the cause of freedom, while 
weaker colonies were sent thither from the South to bind her to 
the ear of slave ry. These colonies from the South were supple- 
mented and strengthened by incursions of Missourians, tho 

oughly armed and read 
istration and assist in f: 
tory the humili 
of that period are historical. and are only adverted to to suggest 
that in that early struggle the sympathies, activities, and labors 
of Mr. Plumb were with the free State men. He was a member 
of a company of five persons who laid out the city of Emporia, in 


February, 1857, and it is the home of 


for any work that would aid the Admin- 
ning upon the plains of the new Terri- 


ting conditions of slave labor. Thecontentions 












his family at this time 
His love for newspaper work had not abated, and early in 1857 
h>, with others, established the Emporia News, and he gave to 
the enterprise his personal and laborious attention. 

Almost at once the paper took rank as among the most ably 
edited in the Territory, and it became a potent factor for good in 
the growth of the young city and in the settlement of the new 
Territory. The paper is still published under the old name, 
although Mr. Plumb had no connection with it for many vears 
Mr. Plumb was a delegate to a number of Territorial free State 
conventions, always advocating the most radical measures of the 
Anti-Slavery party. In 1858 he was elected a delegate to the 
Leavenworth constitutional convention, and although among its 
most youthful members, he exercised great influence, and 


came one of its most active and conspicuousrepresentatives. In 
1859 he returned to Ohio for the purpose of attending the law 
school at Cleveland. Here he pursued his studies for two terms, 


when he returned to Kansas and was admitted tothe bar in 1861, 
and opened a law office at Emporia. He at once took high rank 
as a lawyer and secured a profitable practice. 

In 1862 he was elected a member of the Kansas house of repre- 
sentatives and served as chairman of the judiciary committee. 
Shortly after this he was appointed reporter for the supreme 
court of the State, but soon resigned, that he might serve in the 
field with a company of men he had recruited for the Eleventh 
Kansas Volunteers. He was mustered into the service as second 
lieutenant of Company C of such regiment, and served succes- 
sively as second lieutenant, captain, major, and lieutenant-col- 
onel, and during much of the service of the regiment he was its 
commanding officer. As asoldier he was prompt, untiring, and 
impetuous. At times it was difficult for him to conform to mili- 


tary regulations and to observe the conventionalities of military 


life, but he shared with his men the hardships of the campaign 


| and possessed their confidence and good will, and he never com- 


manded them to go where he was not willing to lead. 
Subsequently, in private and public life, he esteemed it a per- 
sonal favor to be able to serve a member of his old regiment. and 
when the intelligence was flashed along the electric wires that 
Senator Plumb was dead, every comrade of the Eleventh Kansas 


found his eyes filling with tears and his heart aching with sorrow 


at the sad intelligence, as he recognized that the loss was not 
only a great one to the State and nation, but to him it was a per- 
sonal bereavement. At the close of the war Mr. Plumb re ned 
his law practice, and was again elected to the Kansas house of 
representatives in 1866 and again in 1867. During his service in 
the Legislature in 1866 he was elected speaker, and made a vigo 
ous and capable presiding office: In consequence of ill healt 
and business interests Mr. Plumb gave up the practice of 

in 1872. and until his election to this body in 1Si7 he 


time and energies to his private interests, the most of th: 
serving as president of the Emporia National Bank. 
On the 3lst day of January, 1877, he was el 
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liant and distinguished services in this great legislative Chamber 
is a part of the imperishable history of our great Republic. To 


you who served with him and learned from personal contact his 
wonderful powers it is not necessary to suggest his peculiarities 
or to recall hisremarkable achievements. Heentered this Cham- 


ber a comparative stranger to all and without experience or much 
familiarity with national concerns, yet. in a brief period he be- 
came the friend of all, overcame the embarrassments resulting 
from inexperience, familiarized himself with the rules and meth- 
ods of doing business, and became one of the most forceful Sen- 
ators upon the floor. During the last eight or ten years of his 
service as a Senator from Kansas his work was miarvelous, and I 
do not think that any Senator who sits upon this floor will take 
exception to my statement when I suggest that in my judgment 
Preston B. Plumb did more good work than any man in the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

Possessing a magnificent physical organization, with strong 
mental endowments, he seemed exempt from theinfirmities com- 
mon to our humanity and capable of constant, laborious, and in- 
domitable work. Rest did not seem necessary with him, and 
recreation and relief from the cares and responsibilities of Sena- 
torial service were only suggested to be put aside as having no 
place or part in the public life and daily service of this repre- 
sentative and servant of the people. His ambition was to work, 
to accomplish results, and to leave to his loved onesas aheritage 
a record of kindly deeds and of almost matchless achievements. 
To his State he was fondly devoted, to her people he was ever 
loyal, and to her interests, growth, and development he had con- 
secrated his energies as a religious duty, and whatever in his 
judgment would contribute to her glory and to the happiness 
and contentment of her firesides that would he champion and 
defend, whether it was orthodox in politics for him to do so or 
otherwise. 

i do not suggest that he was always right; such a strong, im- 
petuous, and personal nature as his is likely to evoke mistakes; 
but that he was true to his convictions, loyal to his constituents, 
and earnest in his desire to serve the people that had honored 
him and the country of which he was so proud as an American 
Gitizen, can not be questioned by any. I first became acquaiated 
with Mr. Plumb in the winter of 1869-70. I had located at 
Oswego, in the southeast corner of the State, the spring before, 
and in the practice of our profession we were thrown together in 
some important litigation at the time suggested, and from then 
until the day of his death I knew him well, and we were friends. 

Vhen I was first nominated for Congress from the State at 
large the delegation from his county gave me its earnest and 
loyal support, and during my Congressional service he aided me 
yreatly with his suggestions, experience, and support. My 


riends were generally his friends and we found our official rela- | 


tions most cordial and pleasant. We of the House depended 
upon him almost entirely to look after our measures in this body. 
Senator Ingalls was much of the time engaged with his duties as 
residing officer, and hence to Senator Plumb we carried our la- 
bors as well as our personal embarrassments and difficulties. 


mands upon him is shown by the record that in almost every in- 
stance and in full measure our interests were consulted, our de- 
mands responded to, and our local measures looked after and 
cared for. 

The career of 
Withoutschool, he became educated; without training in any spe- 


cial line of business or public service, he became one of the most | 


effective men in law, in finance, in politics, and in statesman- 
ship; without early advantages, he became the peer of men on 
whom schools, wealth, travel, and cultured surroundings had 
poured their richest gifts; without suspending his busy activi- 
ties that he might sit down and learn, he acquired by observa- 
tion and absorption, as he pushed along, a fund of information 
which made him an authority on all practical subjects. He was 
arapid and constantreader, and would gather the contents of the 
daily press 
time than any man Tever knew. He was a lover of books, as 
well as of art, and at his home at Emporia is found one of the 
finest private libraries west of the Mississippi River, all person- 
ally selected and arranged with care with reference to the sub- 
ject or matter of which they treat. 

in May last we were together in New York City, and we visited 
a bookstore, and he spent an hour or more in looking over their 
new publications, and left his order for over a hundred volumes. 
Knowing his busy life, l asked him when he found time to read 
books, and he answered that he read them when traveling and 
nights when not othewise engaged for recreation. And thus 
every moment of this great man’s life was utilized and all his 
wakeful moments busily employed. He was an early riser, no 
matter what the demands upon him the previous night, and the 
early hours of the day were given to his correspondence, which 


and store them away in his vigorous intellect in less | 
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was wonderfully voluminous. After dictating letters to his ste- 
nographer for two hours or more he would go to breakfast, if he 
had time; but if friends were in waiting, and his errand and De- 
partment work was pressing, he would defer his breakfast until 
later in the day, and give his time and energies to the demands 
of a constituency that had no conception of the work it imposed 
upon him. 

In this way his hours for eating became very irregular, and I 
have known many instances when late in the afternoon he took 
his first morsel of food for the day. But this did not seem to 
impair his capacity for work, and in his rapid, vigorous, and ir- 
resistible way he pushed along, defying the inexorable laws of 
nature, until the end came in that sudden startling manner on 
the 20th day of December last. Many who knew him well had 
anticipated that when the final summons came it would come 
without warning or notice, as a flash of lightning in a cloudless 
sky, but all had hoped that the grim messenger, who comes 
but once to man, would defer his summons until this strong, sym- 
pathetic, robust, capable, and useful man could give to his peo- 
ple and to his country many more years of his splendid service. 

Mr. President, I have known many business and public men, 
but in my entire circle of acquaintances I have never known one 
who could look after as many interests, assume so many respon- 
sibilities, and give his attention to as many cares at the same 
time, without neglecting any, as Preston B. Plumb. 

Like an oak in the forest, he has fallen; a strong man has been 
called hence: but there is naught left for us to mourn but his 
unfortunate departure. His life had been a useful and a noble 
one. His fame, fairly earned, is secure, and his name will be 
honored by those who follow us. 

He died with his mental faculties unimpaired, his genial na- 
ture unchilled, and his love of friends and country as stalwart as 
in the happy days of boyhood. 

The love that his people bore him was illustrated by the scenes 
that were witnessed by those who accompanied his remains to 
their final resting place. When the confines of the State were 
reached that he had loved so fondly and served so faithfully, the 
manly sons and appreciating daughters gathered in crowds at 
every station to pay with uncovered heads and sympathetic 
hearts their silent tribute of respect to the dead statesman and 
friend. All the people mourned, for he was emphatically the 
people’s friend. He was not only kindly disposed toward them, 
but he was one of them, and he knew their burdens, their sor- 
rows, and their conflicts. He could sympathize with an intelli- 
gent sympathy, as his early years had been years of sacrifice and 
privation, while all his life had been filled with labors and re- 
sponsibilities. 

There was no sham or mock pretense in his manifestations of 
sympathy and love for the people. He believed in the people 

e 
said they might be estranged and in consequence of unfortunate 
conditions led into error fora little time, but that eventually the 
sober second judgment of the people was almost certain to be 


| honest, — and right. At his death the country lost a 
How well he requited our confidence and responded to our de- | 


wise and untiring legislator and statesman, but in Kansas we 
lost a benefactor and friend. To us his loss is irreparable and 
the mourning of our people is grievous and universal. Not in 
the towns and villages alone, notin the centers of trade and com- 


| merce only, but upon the farm, in the cabins, and far out upon 
Preston B. Plumb was a romance in real life. | 


the prairie with the pioneer the grief was intense, and all suf- 
fered as from a personal sorrow. 

Mr. President, for his future I do not fear. He was not a sec- 
tarian in religion, although he believed in the Christian faith. 
He was not attached to any creed, but believed that the truest, 
broadest, and most-to-be-commended faith was that which teaches 
us to give our best endeavors toward aiding, elevating, and bene- 
fiting our fellow-men. His was the religion of humanity, and 
in all his private and public life he was consistent with his con- 
victions. 

I have spoken of the business and public life of our late dis- 
tinguished Senator, but I do not forget that there was an inner 
and nearer circle into the sacredness of whose sorrow we can only 
glance. 

On the 25th day of March, 1867, at Ashtabula, Ohio, Preston 
B. Plumb was married to Miss Carrie Southwick, of that place, 
who survives him, and who in broken health presides at the 
stricken home, and who in weeds of mourning and desolation has 
the respect and sympathy of all. 

No man loved his home more than Mr. Plumb, and while his 
public duties were such that he could be at home but little, 
and while the health of Mrs. Plumb was such that she could 
share but little in his public life, yet they were fondly and de- 
votedly attached to each other, and in the later years of their 
domestic life it was a pathetic scene to see this great, strong, 
active, busy man ministering to and looking after the necessities 
and comfort of this invalid wife. 
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Five children as well as this stricken wife survive him, and 
his home was his delight, and the joys and happiness of the 
children and the household were his comfort and consolation. _ 

No better father, no kinder, tenderer husband, no more loyal 
friend, no more generous’ and sympathizing man attracted love 
and affection, and we can rest in the belief that after a life so 
well spent, with its every duty and obligation faithfully observed, 
the soul of the great Senatoris at restand peace in the presence 
of the eternal God. 

Mr. President, I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved. That, as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased, the Senate do now adjourn. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tl 
resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

The resolution was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes 

.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 
19, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 18, 1892. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
PAYMENT TO CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON in the chair) 
laid before the House the following message from the President 
of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The Indian appropriation bill, which was approved March 3, 1891, contains 
the following provision: 

‘And the sum of $2,991,450 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw Nations of Indians for all the right, title, interest, and claim 
which said nations of Indians may have in and tocertain lands now occupied 
by the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians under Executive order; said lands 
lying south of the Canadian River, and now occupied by the said Cheyenne 
and Arapahoe Indians, said lands have been ceded in trust by article 3 of t! 
treaty between the United States and said Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations 
of Indians, which was concluded April 28, 1866, and proclaimed on the 10th 
day of August of the same year, and whereof there remains, after deducting 
allotments as provided by said agreement, a residue ascertained by survey 
to contain 2,393,160 acr three-fourths of this appropriation to be paid by 
such person or persons as are or shall be duly authorized by the laws of 1 
Choctaw Nation to receive thesame at such time and in such sums as directed 
and required by the legislative authority of said Choctaw Nation, and one 
fourth of this appropriation to be paid to such person or persons as are or 
shall be duly authorized by the laws of said Chickasaw Nation to receive the 
same, at such times and in such sums as directed and required by the legis- 
lative authority of said Chickasaw Nation; this appropriation to beimmedi 
ately available and to become operative upon the execution by the duly ap 

ointed delegates of said respective nations specially authorized thereto by 

aw of releases and conveyances to the United States of all the right, tit) 
interest, and claim of said respective nations of Indians in and to said land 
(not including Grier County, which is now in dispute), in manner and form 
satisfactory to the President of the United States; and said releases a1 
conveyances, when fully executed and delivered, shall operate to extinguish 
all claim of every kind and character of said Choctaw and Chickasaw Na 
tions of Indians in and to the tract of country to which said releases and con 
veyances shall apply 

If this section had been submitted to me as a separate measure, especially 
during the closing hours of the Session, I should have disapproved it; but, as 
the Congress was then in its last hours, a disapproval of the general Indian 
appropriation bill, of which it was a part, would have resulted in cor 
quences s0 far-reaching and disastrous that I felt it my duty to approv: e 
bill. But, as aduty was devolved upon me by the section quoted, viz: The 
acceptance and approval of the conveyances provided for, I have felt bound 
to look into the whole matter, and in view of the facts which I shall presently 
mention, to postpone any executive action until these faets could be submit 
ted to Congress. 

Very soon after the passage of the law it came to my knowledge that the 
Choctaw Legislature had entered into an agreement with three citizens of 
that tribe to pay to them as compensation for procuring this legislation 
25 per cent of any appropriation that might be made by Congress. The 
amount to be secured by these three agents, under this agreement, out of t! 
three-fourths interest in the appropriation of the Choctaw Nation, is# 
I have information that a contract was made. by theChickasaws to pay about 
10 per cent of their one-fourth interest to the‘agents and ‘attorneys who rep- 
resented them. 

Within a month after the passage of thelaw, R. J. Ward, one of the agents 
who was to divide with his twoassociates the enormous sum tobe paid by the 
Choctaws, presented to me an affidavit dated April 4, 1891, which is here- 
with submitted. Itappears from his statement that the action of the Choctaw 
Council in this matter was corruptly influenced by the execution of c in 
notes signed by Ward for himself and his associates in sums varying from 
82,500 to $15,000. His associates deny any knowledge of this, but the giving 
and existence of these notes is not refuted. The statement of the two a 
sociates of Ward denying any knowledge of or participation in this fraud, are 
also submitted, together with other papers relating to the matter. What 
ever may be the fact as to the use or nonuse of corrupt methods to 
this legislation from the Choctaw Council, I do not think the Cc } 
United States should so legislate upon this matter as to give effect to such a 
contract, which I am sure must have been unnoticed when the measure was 
pending. If the relations of theseIndians tothe United States arethose of a 
Ward, Congress should protect them from such extortionate exactions. We 
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Copies of the several laws passed by the Choctaw Nation to 
this matter will be found in the accompanying papers ed 
that the distribution proposed is limited to Choctaws by blo 

imen and the white men who have bee! en full citize hip from any 
ipation 4 protest against this method of distribution has been filed 

t 1 White citizen of the and al presentation by Hon. Thomas C 
Fletcher, their attorney hal ree in view of the fact that 
the stipulations of the tz y of half of the freedmen of these tribes, 
|} have not, especially in 6 case of the Chickasaws, been complied with, it 
would seem that the United States shouid, a distribution of this money, 
have made suitable provision in their beh: The Chickasaws have stead 
fastiy refused to admit the freedmen to cit nship as they stipulated to do 


in the treaty referred to, and their condition that tribe, and in a lesser de 





| gree in the other, strongly calls for the protective intervention of Congress 


After a somewhat careful examination of the question, I de not believe that 
the lands for which this money is to be paid were, to quote the language of 
section 15 of the Indian appropriation b\l, already set out, ‘‘ceded in trust 
by article 3 of the treaty between the United States and said Choctaw and 
Chickasaw nations of Indians, which wa} concluded April 28, 1856,” etc. It 
is agreed that that treaty contained no express limitation upon the uses to 
which the United States might put the territory known as the leased district 
The lands were ceded by terms sufficiently comprehensive to have passed the 
full title of the Indians. The limitation upon the use to which the Govern 
ment might put them is sought to be fpund in a provision of the treaty by 
which the United States undertook to exclude white settlers, and in the ex 
pressions, found in the treaties made a/, the same time with the Creeks and 





other tribes, of the purpose of the United States to » the lands ceded by 
those tribes for the settlement of friendly Indians 

The stipulation as to the exclusion of white settlers might well have ref- 
erence solely to the national lands retained by the ‘ ctaw and Chickasaw 
tribes, and the reason for the nonin¢ ration int treaty with them ofa 
tatement of the purpose of the Government in connection with the use of 





the lands is well accounted for by the fact that as to these lands the Govern 
ment had already, under the treaty of 1855, secured the right to use them per- 
petually for the settlement of friendly Indians. This was not true as to ths 
lands of the other tribes referred to. The United States paid to the Cho 

taws and Chickasaws $300,000,and the failure to insert the words that are 















called words of limitation in this treaty points, I think, clearly to the con 
clusion that the commissioners on the part of the Government and the Indi 
ans themselves must have understood that this Government was acquiring 

ymething more than amere right tosettle friendly Indians, which it already 
poss ed, and something more than the mere release of the right which the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws had under the treaty of 1855 to select locations on 
these land they chos¢ 

Undoubte it was the policy of this Government for 
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This is not probable, but a later report indicates that the number will cer- 
tainly be in excess of six hundred. If the sum to be paid to the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws depended upon a knowledge of the number of ac.es of unal- 
jotted land south of the Canadian River, it would seem to have been reason- 
able that the appropriation should have been delayed until the exact num- 
per of acres taken for allotment had been officially ascertained. This has not 
yet been done 

Itis right also, I think, that Congress in dealing with this matter should 
have the whole question before it; for the declaration of Indian title con- 
tained in this item ofappropriation extends to a very large body ofland and 
will involve very large future appropriations. The Choctaw and Chickasaw 
eased district,embracing the lands in the Indian Territory between the 
ninety-eighth and one hundredth degrees of west longitude and extending 
north and south from the main Canadian River to the Red River, including 
Grier County, contains, according to the public surveys, 7,713,239 acres, or, ex- 
cluding Grier County, 6,201,663 acres. This leased district is occupied as fol- 
lows: Grier County, by white citizens of Texas, 1,511,576 acres. The United 
States is now prosecuting a case in the courts to obtain a judicial declaration 
that this county is part of the Indian country. Ifa decision should be ren- 
dered in its favor, the claim of the Choctaws and Chickasaws to be paid for 
these lands at the rate named in this appropriation would at once be pre- 
sented 

The Wichita Reservation is also upon the leased lands and is occupied by 
the Wichitas, Caddoes, Delawares, and remnants of other tribes, by Depart- 
ment orders made to depend upon the treaty with the Delawares in 1866 and 
some other unratified agreements with tribes or fragments of tribes in 1872. 
This reservation contains 743,610 acres. 

The Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Reservation is occupied by those In- 
dians under a treaty proclaimed August 25, 1868, which provides that said 
district of country “shall be, and the same is hereby, set a for the abso- 
lute and undisturbed use and occupation of the tribes here 
such friendly tribes or individual Indians as from time to time they may be 
willing (with the consent of the United States) toadmitamongthem.” This 
reservation contains 2,968,893 acres. 

The Cheyennes and Arapahoes, whose surplus lands are to be paid for by 
this appropriation, have occupied the country between the Washita and 
Canadian Rivers, extending west to the one hundredth degree of longitude. 
This reservation contains 2,489,160 acres 

I have stated these facts in order that it may be seen what further appro- 
priations are involved in a settlement for all these lands upon the basis 
which Congress has adopted. It does not seem to me to be a wise policy to 
deal with this question piecemeal. It would have been better, if a rem- 


nant of title remains in the Choctaws and Chickasaws to the lands in the | 


leased district, to have settled the whole matter at once. Under the treaty 
of 1855 the Choctaws and Chickasaws quit-claimed any supposed interest of 
theirs in the lands west of the one hundredth degree. The boundary between 


the Louisiana purchase and the Spanish possessions by our treaty of 1819 | 


with Spain was, as to these lands, fixed upon the one hundredth degree of 
west longitude 

Our treaty with the Choctaws and Chickasaws, made in 1820, extended their 
grant to the limit of our possessions. It followed, of course, that these lands 
were included within the boundaries of the State of Texas when that State 


was admitted to the Union, and the release of the Choctaws and Chickasaws, | 


whatever it was worth, operated for the benefit of the Stateof Texas and 
notofthe United States. The lands became public lands ofthat State. Forthe 
release of this claim and for the lease of the lands west of the ninety-eighth 
legree, the Government of the United States paid the sum of 8800,000. 
calculations which have been made to arrive at the basis of the appropria- 
tion under discussion, no part of this sum is treated as having been paid for 
the lease. I do not think that is just to the United States. Itseems proba- 
ble that a very considerable part of this consideration must have related to 
the leased lands, because these were the lands in which the Indian title was 
recognized, and the treaty gave to the United States a permanent right of oc- 
cupation by friendly Indians 
1866, is deducted, as I understand, in arriving at the sum appropriated. It 
seems to me that a considerable proportion of the sum of ),000 previously 
paid should have been deducted in the same manner. 
I have felt it to be my duty to bring these matters to the attention of Con- 
‘tress for such action as may be thought advisable 
BENJ. HARRISON 
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EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 1 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
that message, for the present, be laid on the table. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; let it be printed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Indianaasks 
unanimous consent that, for the present, the message and accom- 
panying papers be laid onthe table. If there be no objection, that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

FOUR AND ONE-HALF PER CENT BONDS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, giving information to the House 
of Representatives pursuant to resolution of the 13th ultimo. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have that reso- 
lution and communication read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 16, 1892. 

SIR 
of Representatives, dated the 13th ultimo, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to inform this House, whether at any time since the 4} per cent bonds became 
due there has been sufficient funds in the Treasury to pay the same; and if 
so, by what authority he has assumed to continue any of such bonds at 2 
per cent interest, and why the same were not all paid at the time said bonds 
were due.’ 

In reply I have to state that the bonds of the 4} per cent loan became re- 
deemable at the pleasure of the United States after September 1, 1891. They 
did not become due on that date, but under the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress by which they were authorized, the United States then acquired and 
now bas the option of redeeming them at its pleasure, upon three months’ 
notice to the holders 

The amount of 44 per cent bonds outstanding July 1, 1891, was 950,869,200, 
and the cash balance in the Treasury August 31, 1891, before any of them have 
been redeemed, was $160,274,394.95. In view of the reduction of the available 


balance which the redemption of the loan would at that time have effected, it | 


n named, and for | 


In the | 


The sum of $300,000, paid under the treaty of | 


I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of the resolution of the House | 





was believed that its continuance at a lower rate of interest would be a pru- 
dent and profitable transaction, all the benefits of which, and not any disad- 
vantages, would accrue to the United States. 

The oe under which the bonds were permitted to continue as a part 
of the interest-bearing debt is contained in the act which authorized their is- 
sue. As stated above, the bonds did not become due. The United States had 
the undoubted right to defer their redemption indefinitely, meanwhile pay- 
ing to the holders quarterly, as it should accrue, the interest thereon. But 
some of the holders were willing, without imposing any conditions, to accept 
a lower rate of interest than that specified in the bond; and the offers of such 
holders to take the lower rate, when accompanied by a release under seal, of 
the remainder of the interest, were accepted, the United States in the mean 
time retaining all its rights in the presnines. 

In this connection I deem it proper to state that the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, by legislation respecting the bonds then outstanding, bearing interest 
at 3} per cent, indicated its approval of the action of my distinguished prede- 
cessor, who had during the recess then just passed continued at 3} per cent 

579,560,050 of the 5 and 6 per cent bonds which had become redeemable. 
Very respectfully, 
CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 

The honorable the SPEAKER OF THE 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


_Mr.BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I introduced that resolution, and 
it passed the House. The resolution made the inquiry as to 


| whether or not there was sufficient funds in the United States 


Treasury to pay these bonds when due. The Secretary of the 
Treasury insists that the Government had the option or the privi- 
lege to pay them at that time or not and had the money to pay 
them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChairthinks not. The title 
of the communication is read for reference, and it will be referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that it is not debatable except 


| by unanimous consent, and I ask for two minutes on that resolu- 
| tion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to know if there is also to be leave 
given to make any additional statements? I ask that that be in- 
corporated in the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man desire? 

Mr. BLAND. I do not want more than five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the gentleman from 
Maine 

Mr. PEEL. I mustask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the com- 
munication will be referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

RELIEF OF OFFICERS OF THE PAY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War and its inclos- 
ures, requesting the authority of Congress to relieve certain of- 
ficers of the Pay Department of the Army of checkages against 
their accounts; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 

from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting cop- 


ies of the finding of tlie court in the cases of the following-named 
persons against the United States: J. A. Clark, A. L.and W.G. 


Is there objection to the request 


How much time does the gentle- 





| Keithley, and F. G. Shipp, deceased;. which was referred to the 


Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War, with its inclos- 
ures, submitting an estimate of deficiency in the appropriations 
for printing and binding for the War Department for the current 
year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

E. C. BIBB. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a 
copy of the findings of the courtin the case of E.C. Bibb against 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House Senate 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles; which were 
severally read a first and second time, and referred as below: 

A bill (S. 196) to increase the appropriation for the purchase 
of site and the erection of a public building at Omaha, Nebr.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 345) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
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a public building at St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on Pub- 
Jie Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1216) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Thomas 
H. Chamberlain, of California—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1831) to admit free of duty the wreckage of the ships 
Trenton and Vandalia, presented by the United States to the 
King of Samoa—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 36) authorizing the President to re- 
turn certain battle flags to the Republic of Mexico—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. me 

A bill (S. 199) providing for the construction of a military 


depot, Nebraska, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A joint resolution (S. R. 49) construing article 4 of the agree- 
ment with the Citizen band of Pottawatomie Indians in Okla- 
homa—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 388) to provide for the construction of a public building 
at Salt Lake City, Utah—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that 
bill be taken up and put upon its passage. It is simply a bill to 
confirm the title of a poor man to his farm; it is a meritorious 
bill, which ought to be disposed of promptly, and I hope there 
will be no objection to it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, has that bill been considered 
by any House committee? 

Mr. BLAND. It is now before the House committee, and I un- 
derstand that the subcommittee have agreed to report it favora- 
bly. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
adopted by which, when a measure had been considered by a 
House committee and a bill for the same object had passed the 
Senate, the Senate bill might be taken up immediately and dis- 
posed of, but that rule was voted down. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I ask unanimous consent that the bill lie 
on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]? 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the bill take its regular course, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill 
will be referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

CENSUS DEFICIENCY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill 
(H. R. 5399) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for the expenses of the Eleventh Census, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. LAGAN obtained leave of absence 
for ten days, on account of important business. 

LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE SESSION OF THE HOUSE. 

By unanir +s consent, the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries was granted permission to sit this day during the 
session of the House. 

ADJOURNMENT FROM FRIDAY UNTIL TUESDAY NEXT. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent to 
offer for immediate consideration the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That when the House shall adjourn on Friday, the 19th instant, it 
adjourn to meet on Tuesday, the 23d instant, at 12 o’clock m 

The resolution was adopted. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, CUMBERLAND, MD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore proceeded to call the committees 
for reports. Under this call— 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 
0755) to provide for terms of United States circuit and district 
courts at Cumberland, Md.; which wasreferred to the House Cal- 
endar, and,with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DISQUALIFICATION OF JUDGES IN CERTAIN CASES. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 8) to dis- 
qualify justices, judges, and commissioners of the United States 
from sitting as courts or hearing certain cases; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. ByNUM] be given time to present the views of the 
minority, to be printed with the report of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


y is si savored to have arule | _. oe 
We on this side endeavored to have a rule | with amendment the bill 


| which were referred to the House Calendar, and 
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EXCLUSION OF CHINESE. 

Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 37, a bill (H. R. 6185) to abso- 
lutely prohibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

House bill No. 37 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

Subsequently 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi said: Mr. Speaker, I have just 


) Lt | been apprised that a report has been submitted by a majority of 
storehouse and offices for army purposes at the Omaha military | : 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs on the bill in regard to the 
exclusion of Chinese. -I desire consent to submit the views of a 
minority of the committee, to be printed in connection with the 
majority report on that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
asks leave to file the views of a minority of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs upon the bill indicated, such views to be printed 
with the majority report. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

On motionof Mr. TARSNEY, the Committee on Labor was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4567) 
providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics, arising under the eight-hour law, and the bill 


| was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE IN BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 
Mr. DUNGAN, from the Committee on Labor, reported back 
H. R. 4537) to allow thirty days’ leave 
of absence to employés in the Bureauof Engraving and Printing; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
HALL OF RECORDS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, the Committee on the District 
of Columbia was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. 430) making appropriations for the purchase of ground 
and the erection thereon in the city of Washington, D. C., of a 
building to be used as a hallof records, and the bill was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Subsequently 

Mr. HOLMAN said: I enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which Senate bill No. 430 was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. [simply want toenter that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 


| from Indiana will be entered. 


DRAWBACK CERTIFICATES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 4533) for 
the relief of holders of drawback certificates issued under an act 
of Congress approved June 2, 1890; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, withthe 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. EPES, by unanimous consent, filed the views of a minor- 
ity of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization upon 
the bill (H. R. 5809) to absolutely prohibit the coming of Chinese 
persons into the United States, whether subjects of the Chinese 
Empire or of any other foreign government, and to register, iden- 
tify,and grant certificates to those United 


orders aq to pe 


now in the States: 
printed. 
IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. COVERT. Iam directed by the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization to report back favorably the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate which I send to the desk, and to ask for 
its immediate oneierae 

The SPEAKER pro fmpore. Is this a privileged matter? 

Mr. COVERT. It is scarcely a privileged matter, but it i 
the nature of an emergency matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
which the Chair will ask whether there is 
diate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_TheCommittee on Immigration and Naturalization, having had under con 
sideration the accompanying resolution, report favorably thereon, and re 


id 
ommend immediate consideration thereof, and that the same do pass 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives co 


report wil be read, alter 


objection to its imme- 


wcurring That the 


| Senate Committee on Immigration and the House Committee on Immigra 


tion and Naturalization, be, and hereby are, authorized jointly to investigat« 
the workings of the various laws of the United States relative to immigra 
tion from foreign countries, and the importation of contract laborers to the 
United States, and the expenditures made in connection therewith 
pecially the recent admission of immigrants infected with typhus fever int 
the port of New York; the investigation to be conducted at such timé 
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pla tees may deem proper; and the committees are hereby | 
aut! rA ntly full committees or through subco1 ttees thereof, to 
send for and examine persons, books, and papers, and to administer oaths to 
wi f 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


consideration of this resolution? 
ir. GEAR [ object. 
(he resolution was referred to the House Calendar. 


TRADE-MARKS. 
Mr. HEARD, from the Co 1 Patents, reported back 
y the bill (H. R. 5760) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the registration of trade-marks and protect the same,” 
approved March 3, 1881; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. TARSNEY. lam directed by the Committee on Labor 
to report the resolution which I send to the desk and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The SPEA KER pro le mpore. 
which the 
sideration. 

The resolution was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution which has just been read? 

Mr.McMILLIN. Let the report be read subject to objection. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I hope the report will be read, Mr.Speaker, 
as it furnishes full information. 

Mr. OATES. I donot object to the consideration of the reso- 
lution, but [ would like to hear some explanation of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read, subject 
to the right of objection. 

Mr.OATES. And I would suggest to the gentleman that as 


nmittee o 


adversely 


The resolution will be read, after 


Chair will ask whether there is objection to its con- 


Tunderstand the latter partof the resolution it might meet with | 


ction unless 


the committee 





obj does not expect to spend any 
money. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Wedo not expect to spend any money. 

The report was read at length. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us have the resolution reported again. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, if that is insisted upon I will have 
to ask the regular order. 

Mr. TARSNEY. It will take but afew moments. Perhaps | 
can save the time occupied in reading the resolution by answer- 
ing the question in a word— 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order being ae- 
manded, the resolution is not before the House. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION 

Mr. PEEL move that the 


mittee of the Whole House 


BILL. 
House resolve itself into Com- 
on the state of the Union to further 


consider appropriation bills. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole Ho Ir. BYNUM in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
W hole for ther consideration of the Indian appropriation 
bill 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. Chairman, the discussion of the pend- 
ing bill has taken avery wide range. Wehave had almost every 
topic of statesmanship introduced intoit, and with all respect to 
the gentlemen who have already eo in the debate, I 
think the bill itself has been the subject least considered. 

The question of taxation has figured in this discussion very 
prominently, and yet under our system it occurs to me as one of 
the mo dicrous things that can happen to discuss taxation and 


‘opriation at the time. Our system of taxation has 


ion, either theoretically or practically, to the needs of 


same 





the Government. It has in the past piled up surpluses in the 
Treasury to be squandered by approprjgtions, and it is likely in 
the future to doso again. In fact, 1 may say that under our sys- 


tem the great use of an appropriation is to afford a necessity for 
taxation for purposes of protection. Isay this simply in passing, 
not that I shall enter into a discussion of that branch of the sub- 
ject at prese nt. 

| 


dere 


a ration. 


exceedingly not to 


onsla¢ 


find in the RECORD of this morning the re- 


Mr. MANsuR], for whomI have a high regard. I would like to 
have read those remarks unmoved by the witchery of his elo- 
quence and presence, to ascertain exactly what they meant. I 
would like to know whether the gentleman from Missouri is for 
or against the education of the Indians. His twenty-four days of 
experience in studying the character and habits of that people 
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Is there obj ction to the present | 


| Is ita mere matter to be weighed by scruples? 
[ now desire to speak of the educational features of the bill un- | 
And I may say, Mr. Chairman, thatI regret | 
| of this world to the other, upon this subject? 
marks submitted on yesterday by the gentleman from Missouri | 
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must have been exceedingly rich, not only in information but in 
industry on his part, to enable him to speak so authoritatively 
upon their habits, character, and manners. ‘ 

[ have known the Indians from my earliest youth. I have 


| slept in their lodges; I have mixed with them as a friend. I 


have seen them fresh from the war dance with the scalp still 
reeking with the blood undried upon its surface. I know them 
well. I know that of all the people on this continent, at least 
with whom I have come in contact, they are more like the whites 
than any other. They are fond of theircountry; they are impla- 
cable; they are haughty: they have a pride of birth; they have 
all of the characteristics, and I must add that they have all of 
the vices, which grow out of and are a part of the nature of the 
white people. And, Mr. Chairman, it is because they are so 
much like us that we have found it so exceedingly difficult to 
manage them and so difficult to subdue them. 

Gentlemen are impatient with the Indians. They are impa- 
tient with the race created by the same God who created us; 


| and when they are impatient with the Indian they are impatient 


with the work of God himself. They are impatient because he 
does not become civilized faster, because he does not adopt the 


| habits of the whites, because he does not entirely become one of 


us and not, what he was made by Providence, of a different though 
similar race. ‘*‘ Nothing is what itis like.” To demand that an 
Indian shall be a white man without a white man’s centuries of 
preparation is inconceivable. 

Gentlemen do not stop to consider what civilization has been to 
these people. It came to them as a malign power. It burst on 
them like a sudden hurricane on a defenseless village or on a 
ship in midocean. It came to them in their state of savagery, 
when they had no preparation for it, no premonition of it, no 
power to resist its evils, and no intelligence to seize upon its ad- 
vantages. To arraign them because they have not been civilized 
faster, because they have not recognized the benefits of a power 
which was taking their homes from them, a power which, wher- 
ever it has come in contact with them, has meant destruction to 
them, is simply to be guilty of an act of the grossest injustice or, 
to say the least, to be guilty ofalackof philosophy. They could 
not adopt our civilization at the first blush. They are not an 
imitative people. They are not like some other races who are 
among us. They were haughty, they were proud, they were a 
race who never had been enslaved; and the effort to enslave 
them has been everywhere a failure upon the part of those who 
undertook it. But they were utterly helpless before the enor- 
mous destructive power which civilization symbolized to them. 
They had no powder, they had no arms cf modern warfare, they 
had no mechanical appliances; but here they were in “‘ express 
savagery,” so to speak, in a state of nature; and this tremendous 
force presented itself to them, demanding that they should aban- 
don the religion of their fathers: that they should adopt habits 
to which they were unaccustomed, acondition of society they had 
no taste for; that they should change their abodes, and acquire 
an education of which they had no conception. 

It iswondered that when this force presented itself in this 
way they have not, in the short space of time in which they have 
been subject toit, accomplished all that it took centuries on cen- 
turies of education, of trial, and of the highest effort to accom- 
plish upon the part of the whites. Why, even within modern 
history the ancestors of all of us who sit here were savages, as 
cruel and as barbarous as the worst of the Indians who roam the 
forests and the prairies to-day: 

It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to arraign our ancestors 
or to quarrel with the destiny which has given us this fair land 
of liberty for our own, but I simply state that out of all this bless- 
ing to us has come ruin and misery to the Indians. With us it 
has all been progress. Withusit has been peace, h&ppiness, and 
wealth. With them it has been the loss of home, the loss of na- 
tionality, the loss of family, and, finally, literally, the loss of life 
itself, until there are buta handful of them left. Whatever the 
necessity which compelled us to do as we have done with this 
people I affirm here that that necessity carries with it a duty. 
If it was once necessary for us to take their homes, it is now nec- 


essary for us to do what we can to civilize and to ameliorate the 
| fs . . 
| condition of the remnant of them which is left. 


Am I right in this? Isit a mere question of dollars and cents? 
What is the voice 
of religion, what the need of civilization, what the demand of 
charity, and what, above all, the command of justice from one end 
We find education 
the very keystone of the liberties of ourpeople. We agree upon 
all hands that without it the libertiesof the country are not safe 
and that the happiness of the people would be insecure. If this 
is good for us, why not for them? Who shall say that they are 
incapable of education? Who shall say that it will not do its 
perfect work with them, as it is doing its perfect work in the 
slums of your cities, with your thugs, with your hoodlums, and 
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all those base elements which are blotches upon civilization? 
Who shall say that the difference between the white mind and 
the Indian mind is intrinsically so great that education may be 
a boon to the most degraded of white menand yet that it will be 
worthless to the best of Indians? 

Sir, thisis not the gospel of civilization. It is not thedoctrine 
of a high, pure religion. It is not the ethics of aphilosophy un- 
der which nations ought to live. Itis simply the doctrine ol 

rejudice, of oppression, and of acruelty which cares nothing 

or the fate of one’s fellow-being. It is all very well to say there 

is no good Indian except adeadone; but, standing before the God 
who made usall, let us thunder forth that there never was a saying 
more brutal, more full of all the meanest passions and prejudices 
which belong to the human race than thatsaying concerning these 
unfortunate people. We have but ahandful of them left, and this 
country hasa higher duty than to kill them and to drive them 
off the face of the earth. Whatever the necessities of the past, 
we to-day, at least, are strong enough to be just, to be magnani- 
mous, to save them, if it is possible, from utter destruction. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him a moment? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. It was said in the Senate, in a debate 
a year or two ago, that there are as many Indians on the conti- 
nent now as there were when the continent was first discovered. 

ou say we have but a remnant. What do you mean by that? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I doubt the statement very much. I doubt 
it for this reason: On the eastern coast, where our first settlers 
came in New England, and in that particular locality, just before 
they came, there had been an epidemic of some kind, whether 
choleraor something of that nature does not seem to be very well 
settled; but something of that kind had swept over that locality. 
It was claimed by the saints who settled there that it was a fore- 
ordination of Providence to prepare the way for their coming. 
In that locality inhabitants undoubtedly were scarce; but the bet- 
ter authorities seem to agree that the conception of the number 
of Indians on the whole continent was very feeble, or, at least, 
not founded on ascertained facts at that time: that their paucity 
of numbers in that particular locality on the New England coast 
was no reliable indication of the condition elsewhere; but I do 
not doubt the continent was not thickly populated—in truth was 
meagerly populated. 

But there were all the tribes, the great Iroquois confederation, 
the Six Nations; there were the Algonquins, the Ottawas, Chippe- 
was, and the Pottawatomies. There were the Creeks, the Chero- 
kees. There were all that immense nation of Sioux, and all the 
Southern nations and tribes, the Utes, Alenes, Arapahoes—and 
concerning all of these there was no data. There was not asuffi- 
cient amount at any rate to ascertain their numbers, whether 
they were greater or whether they were less than any computa- 
tion which might be made by speculation at that time. They 
were hidden in the wilds of the continent. The probability is 
that, as I said, there was little accurate information, because the 
term ‘‘ Indians” embraced everything on the continent. It em- 
braced the Mexican people, Aztecs and Toltecs, the tribes of the 
acific, as well as the Algonquins, the Dakotas, the Iroquois. It 
embraced all the nations which are called under the generic 
name of ‘‘red Indian.” Whether their numbers are greater or 
less, I haveno data to say, although [believe they are perhaps 
not so great. I hope they are not so greatly diminished as is 
feared, and that we have done the minimum amount of destruc- 
tion imposed on us by necessity. 

But as to their civilization, [ for one, Mr. Chairman, have no 
hesitation in saying thatour duty to the Indian is plain. There 
can be no doubt about it, and it is to do for him what no other 
power can do for him—give him the facilities of an education. 

In my State, by the treaty of 1854, in which I had the honor to 
take a part—a very humble part—we provided for dissolving the 
tribal relations and for the sladanens of lands in severalty. That 
was the beginning cf that plan of settling the Indian question 
with us; it has worked well. The Indian all over that northern 
country isacitizen. He isa voter, and in Michigan, Wisconsin, 
and Minnesota the tribes who were parties to that treaty are 
almost all of them feeling the good effects of it. I can say to the 
gentleman that they are increasing in number and are liv- 
ing a civilized life. They live the lives of agriculturists, lum- 
bermen, and fishermen, and follow the other pursuits which are 
followed by people of like opportunity and like pecuniary circum- 
stances in the samecountry. They area living example that the 
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Indian condition may be changed, for I have seen the fathers of | 
these very people wearing war paint on their faces and scalp | 


locks on their heads indulging in all the horrid orgies of strik- 


ing the post and singing their songs of triumph over enemies | 


they had just killed or tortured. The children of these very 
pocnte have made this progress, and to say that the humane in- 
uence of education and religion persistently pursued will not 





better the conditions of a peopic is Sim] y to ignore thi provi- 
dence of God and to aeny the p ogress which has been made on 
this continent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And it denies 1 inity of the human race. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. And, as my friend from Indiana says, and 
Says well, it denies the unity of the human race. 

The human race are one; say what we please, t] are one. 
The care we extend to the humb 3st work nan; the cai ve 
extend to the humblest negro: the care we exte! » all the 
dwellers within our gates, is but tl exact mea "e ¢ care we 
ought to extend tothe Indians. Itistheres uma 
to itself. I am not speaking in the language of sentiment. Iam 
not here to relate anecdotes, as did my friend from Missouri [Mr 
MANSUR] when he told that story about the Indian woman. If 


he had lived among the Indians, if he had known them as I haye, 
after he left her he would have heard her say, ** 
ple have no manners. What business has that man to come up 
and talk to me when Ido not know him.” Undoubtedly when 
approached with an air of patronege, and without proper occa- 
sion, these people take refuge in silence, and a silence that is 
almost as impenetrable as the grave, till they choose to break it. 
W by is such an anecdote related here in pigeon English, which 
is unknown in actual life? Why should it be used upon an oc- 
casion of this kind? The Indianisaman. He has the powers 
of other men; he has the wants of other men; he is a heritage 
from our fathers. He is a burden placed upon us by the great 
necessity of appropriating and reclaiming this continent and mak- 
ing a home for our race here. It isan honest debt due to con- 
cience. We must pay that debt, and the best way to begin to 
pay it is by educating him. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] did say a sensible 
thing yesterday in regard to this subject. Inever have believed 
in, and I have opposed hereand everywhere, the collection of In- 
dians on great reservations. I have no doubt that when they 
are fresh from hostility that may be necessary in order to keep 
them under military subjection; but the moment the necessity 
vanishes, scatter them abroad, each upon his own homestead, 
and bring them as far and as rapidly as you can under the power 
of the law. Give them schools, educate them as fast as possible, 
and in this way alone can they be made self-dependent. 

There is one thing which has always militated against the self- 
dependence of the Indians, and that is the annuity system. Like 
all barbarians, like ignorant whites, the expectation of an annuit; 
fills the Indian with visions of wealth which the annuity itself 
can never fulfill. To get five, ten, fif 
the end of a year, unt 
sum of money: +, it has all vanished into 
the pockets of the trader to pay his debts for what he has already 


had. It is a constant allurement to prodigality, an 


these white peo- 








teen, or twenty dollars at 
il it comes to him, seems to be a fabulous 
but when it does com« 


i! notonly be- 
gets extravagant and improvident ideas, but Indian 
the prey of that class of traders who have no moral considera- 
tions to guide 


this system we have simply place 


Inakes the 


them and whose only object is gain. So that by 
1e Indian where every bad 
element on the frontier, every dishonest trader, finds in him an 
easy victim, and the only wonder to me is that with such as} 
tem, a system inviting and encouraging i 
still so many good Indians left 

But, Mr. Chairman, of one thing Iam satisfied. I am not he 
to prescribe a new system for the distribution of Indian mone 
or a new system in regard to the reservations, but in tl 
of the civilization which you and I believe in, which has made this 
country great, strong, and fre 


y 
1 +} 
i vi 


ng improvidence, there are 


9 and this people prosper is, vir 


tuous, and happy; in the name of our system of governm 

founded upon education, give the Indian education to the extent 
of his capacity. Donot be niggardly about that. Giv to him 
It isa duty; a duty springing from the necessity which has made 
you the masters of thiscontinent. Itisa d ity even ‘under that 
relation which we assume in the ey of the whole world, we 


the guardian, he the ward, a relation implying human benignity 
and fatherly care. It is a duty to the God who made all men 
It is a duty to the future, as itisaduty to the present, that every 
man who lives under the flag of this Republic shall have the ad- 
vantages of an education. [Prolonged applause. } 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unanimous co1 
general debate upon this bill be limited to one hour. [I thinl 
that will give gentlemen an opportunity to say all tl 
sire to say by way of general debate. 

Mr. DAVIS. There is one side of this 
has not been presented at all yet 

Mr. PEEL. Well, I think the gentleman will have an oppo 
tunity to bring it out in the time I have suggested. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not need more than ten minutes. 

Mr. PEEL. Well, several gentlemen can speak in an] 


1 
iat they de- 


4 


ndlian question that 


an i . 
It is evident that if general debate is allowed to run on without 
limit there is no telling when we siiall dispose of the bill. A 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs in charge of the 
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bill, I think I shall not want more than fifteen minutes of the 


hour, and I ask unanimous consent thatdebate be limited to that | 


time. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Makeitan hour and ahalf, and I think there 
will be no objection. 


bate in an hour. I shall not occupy more than fifteen minutes 
myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. BLAND. I shall not object if I can have ten minutes of 
the hour. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like ten or fifteen minutes 
myself. 
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timately associated. And I submit that while we commend the 

people of the South for what they have done for the education of 

this race, in doing so they are performing their simple duty. 
We of the North, we of the States that were not slave States, 


_are doing the same for these colored children. And I may say 
Mr. PEEL. I think we ought to be able to close general de- | 


parenthetically that we not only give them the privilege of the 
schoolhouses and the privileges of the churches, but we carry 
this fairness all along the line, even to the exercise of the great- 
est boon of an American citizen—the depositing of the ballot that 
expresses his will, and having that ballot counted. 

Now, whatever is due to the colored people, and far greater 


| the argument, Mr. Chairman, should rather be accorded the In- 


Mr. PEEL. Then, I ask unanimous consent that debate be | 


limited to an hour and a half. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, as one of the Representatives 
of a State having 20,000 Indians, twice as many Indians, I may say, 
as any other State in the Union except California or Montana, 
almost twice as many as either of those States,and more Indians 
than any other Territory except Arizona and the Indian Terri- 
tory—coming, I say,from a State with such a population of In- 
dians, I have listened with intense interest toevery sentiment that 
has been uttered in thisdebate. The time has come, gentlemen, 
when the old policy of forcing the Indians from one reservation 
to another westward has ceased to exist. 


The time was when the Indians occupied the eastern hills and | 


the middle prairies of this country, but that time has passed, and we 


now find them in the States and localities of the West, where they | Minn 8 at 


must remain and where we must assimilate them as an element 
of the population. I was interested yesterday in the discussion 
of this question by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOcK- 
DALE] and the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] 
even in their attacks upon the system that prevails of dealing 
with the Indians; but while these gentlemen found fault with ap- 
propriations that must necessarily be made, and while it might 
be a good thing if this Government could carry on its business 
without taxing the people as they seemed to desire, they failed 
to give us any other solution of the Indian problem. 

[ put the question directly to both of them as to what solution 
they hdd to offer, and I gathered from the gist of their remarks 
that their sole reply was, ‘‘ Let the Indian work, or else exter- 
minate him” Now, Mr. Chairman, I donot believe that gentle- 


men are in earnest when they talk in that way. Certainly this | 


nation, with its history behind it, with its generous heart, with 
its charity and its civilization, will neverconsent toany barbaric 
treatment of this unfortunate race. Men say, compel the Indi- 
ans to work and earn alivelihood. Work atwhat? Earn a live- 
lihoodhow? Atwhatcan the Indianswork? What can they do? 

These gentlemen say let them educate their own children and 
let the States in which they live assist them in giving their 
children an education. But the Government of the United States 
has said that these Indians shall not be taxed as whites are taxed; 
the Government of the United States has declared them a fa- 
vored class; they are wards of the nation, and now the Govern- 
ment can not in good faith say to the States where the Indians 
are at school that they must bear the burden alone. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] commended 
his own State and the South generally for their treatment of the 
colored people since the war and the education which they are 
giving colored children. In that I commend him and his people; 
but I want to say that while they are doing that they are doing 
only their simple duty. Long years had that people toiled in 
patience and tribulation. Old fathers and mothers of that un- 
fortunate race had grown gray sowing that others might reap, 


dian born in barbarism than to the negro born and reared under 
the benign influence of civilization. And I am surprised to hear 
the attack, as it seems to me, which is made upon this educa- 


| tional system. I do not agree with gentlemen who say that the 


students who return to the Indian country from these schools do 
not engage in industrial pursuits—that the education they receive 
is useless. 

On this point I wish to call attention to the evidence of men 
who have knowledge of the subject. I refer, in the first place, 
to the evidence of Mr. MeLanghlin, lately an agent at Standing 
Rock Agency, N. Dak. He was fora numberof years—he states 
his experience as having extended over at least ten years—an 
agent among the Indians. He retired from this duty only about 
two years ago. Hence he is speaking of that of which he is com- 
petent to speak; and I desire to read briefly from what he says: 

Since October 1, 1881, there have been 196 boys and 58 girls, total 254, belong- 


| ing to this agency, who have attended nonreservation schools, of whom 





were at Hampton; 44 at Feehanville, Ill.; 32 at Clontarf, Minn.: 16 at Avoca, 

nsselaer, Ind.; 1 at Lincoln Institute, Philadelphia; 17 at 
Yankton, S. Dak.; 3 at Hope, S. Dak.; 4 atOahe, S. Dak.; 10 at Santee, Nebr., 
and 25 recently transfe to Fort Totten, N. Dak. Nine of the above num- 
ber returned for a second term, and 60 are yet absent in the respective schools; 
16 died at the schools, and 24 have died since they returned. 

Two of the girls, one at Lincoln Institute and the other at Hampton, after 
being at school about two years, respectively, misbehaved while at school, 
and were returned to their homes before the expiration of their terms. One 
of these girls undoubtedly inherited the weakness, and is still of questiona- 
ble character and unmarried; the other married some years since, is a good 
housekeeper, dresses like a white woman, and has the reputation of being a 
faithful wife. Another girl was wild and reckless, conducting herself badly 
from the time she returned, and died in the agency hospital, about two years 


| ago, from an illness brought on by exposure and her own recklessness. A 


fourth girl gave birth to a child by a young mixed blood, but subsequently 
married another mixed blood and removed to Crow Creek Agency, where I 
believe she is doing well. A fifth girl married a young man, also an Eastern 
school student, and after living together for about a year she deserted him 
and eloped with another young Indian, going to Fort Peck Agency, since 
which time (about a year ago) I have not heard of her. 


Now I wish to call attention to what this gentleman says in re- 
gard to these returned students. Referring to the manner in 


| which 58 of these girls have conducted themselves since their 


return, he says: 


This makes only 5 girls out of the 58 who did not meet the expectations 
of their friends— 


Only 5 out of 58— 


| and when all things are considered, with the family influences in the three 
| last-mentioned cases tending to produce just such results, the wonder is that 


| so — 53 out of 58—have profited by the instructions received, and are 


now either well-behaved unmarried girls or happy wives, exerting a whole- 
some influence among the Indians in their respective avocations. 


BOYS. 
While there have been no very dissolute characters developed amongst the 


| returned boy students, yet about a like percentage of them have been indif- 


ferent and lack noe wy # The principal weakness in them is that they labor 
under the impression, inherited or inculcated, that the Government should 
provide a paying position at the agency for each upon his return home. The 


| majority, however, have done well and are steadily improving; and when 


married to girls who have been at boarding schools, either on or off the res- 
ervation, their homes are more attractive and kept in better order than are 


| the homes of those Indians who never had the advantage of any special 
| training. 


singing their simple songs, and offering up their homely prayers | 


that a deliverer might come. 

God’s work is never hurried; and yet in the fullness of time He 
put it into the heart of Abraham Lincoln to declare as necessary 
for the successful prosecution of the war that the black man 
should go free. The prayers of the lowly had reached theear on 
High. And, these people being free, it is the duty of the people 
of the South as well as the North to help this unfortunate race in 
bettering their condition. Still more, I say to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, is it incumbent on the white people in the States 
formerly slave States—with more emphasis does the demand come 
to them—that they do what they can for the education of these 
people. 

The brawn, the sweat, the very lives of the members of this 
race were expended in the civilization of the South. They nur- 


As arule the returned student needs encouragement, and I have always 
advised and endeavored to assist them in every possible way; also to reward, 
reprimand, or punish, as their conduct merited. I can say without fear of 
contradiction that the development and behavior of the returned students of 
this agency, together with the graduates of our agency boarding schools, 
will compare favorably with the whites of any frontier community. The 
larger number are doing admirably, and the small percentage of failuresis no 
greater than occurs among a like number of whites. 

I will say in conclusion, however, that I am a strong believer in home edu- 
cation for Indians, as, by having the schools on the reservation, the parents 


| are kept ‘‘in touch” with the pupils; it is the “leavening process,” and 


though the advancement of the pupils may not be so rapid, it is more ben- 


| eficial and permanent. The parents coming in frequent contact with their 
| children aids in the education and elevation of the whole people. 


tured your children, they cared for you at all times and sea- | 
sons; and between the white people of the South and the colored | 


people of the South there is existing a bond of sympathy which 


everyone must recognize, and which history must record as a tie | 


that does not exist between peoples who have not been thus in- 


I am also an advocate of the Eastern schools, for the brighter pupils of 
suitable health and condition, as it not only enables the student to see the 
comforts of civilized life, but also educates public opinion in their interests. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. From whose statement do you read? 

Mr. PICKLER. From that of Agent McLaughlin, who was 
for ten years or longer an agent at Standing Rock. I desire to 
read a little further. I trust my friend from Arizona has no dif- 
ferent opinion from this. I know that there are pretty wild In- 
dians out in his country; but I believe there are as few excep- 
tions to the rule that education benefits the Indians as there are 
to the rule that education benefits the whites. 
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I refer now to the statement of Henry S. Parkin, a gentleman 
of prominence and standing. He says: 
These reports are not true— 


That is, the reports that the Indians do not do anything when 
they return from these schools— 

i know quite a number of Indian boys who have returned from the schools, 
and they are doing as well as they can in their limited circumstances. They 
have little to do with. 

There is the point, gentlemen. ‘They have little to do with.” 
Take white men; put them upon those broad prairies; tell them 
to earn their living far out in the arid or semiarid regions where 
these Indians are often located; even if you furnish them with 
plows and grain, how many white men would succeed under these 
circumstances? 


It is astonishing that they doso well. Government can employ but few of 
them, and they have little to start with. The suit of clothes they wear home 
from school is soon gone. Thencomesthe ‘tug of war.” With meager op- 
portunities for getting money, I wonder they do so well. Ido not know of 
one who is vicious or addicted to bad practices. The statement that ‘‘they 
are the worst Indians on the reservation” is false and malicious. 


I cite further the evidence of a gentleman with whom I am 
personally well acquainted and whose statement is thoroughly 
reliable. It is as follows: 

STATEMENT OF B. J. GLEASON, ADDITIONAL FARMER, PINE RIDGE AGENCY. 


Yours of November 2, relative to returned students, received. 
Allegation No. 1 is a libel, as relating to Pine Ridge. During the last thir- 





students with any paint onthem. During the warm season it is not uncom- | 


ynon to see them with moccasins on their feet, but seldom in cold or wet 
weather. It is an unusual thing to see one with a blanket. 

Their education shows in their personal appearance, in their mode of liv- 
ing, etc. Many are doing well; some are clerks, others are eee by the 

ent doing various kinds of work, and others are trying to raise stock and 
are progressing. 

Allegation second is not true. I do not know of one woman who comes 
under this charge, and Iam told by a person who is fully qualified to know 
that but two women (returned students) come under this head. Many are | 
married and have clean, cosy homes, far in advance of the homes where the 

mates have not been at school. The unmarried are honorably employed. 

ese statements will bear investigation. 


This, gentlemen, is the testimony of men whose business it has 
been to live with these Indians—control them and learn the facts | 
about them—men who understand this question. Comment has, 
been made in this House—I have it here, especially in the last | 
Congress—upon the fact that boys and girls who had returned | 
home from some of these schools were found with the ‘‘ ghost | 
shirts” on, indulging in the ‘‘ghostdance.” Now, I want to know | 
whether that isa thing for which they are to be condemned? 

| 


Under the circumstances is it not rather to be commended? 

Is there in this House a man who, if an enemy should go tothe 
house of his father and mother, be that enemy who he might, 
would not stand by his father and mother against all opposition? 

I have little fault to find with them because occasionally some | 
of the educated young men amongst the Indians have the ‘‘ghost 
shirts” on, standing by their fathers and mothers and their 
homes. It shows that there is a spirit of humanity and family 
affection amongst them. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] on yesterday 
aiternoon seemed to find a great deal of fault with the college | 
Indians because they ‘‘do not talk.” What a grand thing if it 
would have that effect upon some of the white students of our 
colleges; and, some gentleman suggests, even in this House. 
[Laughter.] But it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this objec- 
tion is rather a commendable feature than one to be condemned. 

Now, sir, I am in favor of these Eastern schools, and I say this 
as one who has always lived in the West, with allof the predilec- | 
tions, I suppose, of a Western man. But I am in favor of the | 
Eastern schools which now exist and for establishment of the 
new schools in the West. I believe they, the Eastern schools, 
have a great work yet todo. I believe that there is much work 
that they can do, and the number of pupils attending them dem- 
onstrates the necessity for their existence. There has been u 
good deal of misunderstanding between the people of the East 
and of the West in regard to the Indian question. 

I have no harsh words for the philanthropists of the East and | 
other good people all over this country who have been seeking 


in the past and are now seeking to better the condition of the | 


Indians, as it seems to me, and to better at the same time the 
condition of the whites among whom the Indians are located. 
And when I come to associate with these men and learn what 
they believe in regard to the question, I find, as a Western man, 
that the Eastern pe is much more practical on this 
question than I had supposed him to be. On the other hand, I 
believe the Western people are not half so much inclined to treat 
the Indians unkindly, to treat them with brutality, as many 
philanthropic people in this country believe. 


which Iam most immediately connected, are of the Sioux Nation, 
and they are said to be amongst the most warlike of all the In- 
dians. 

At the Cheyenne River Agency, which I visited at different 
times during the last summer—and I may say that it was Big 
Foot’s band, from this same agency, which was in the fight at 
Wounded Knee—I founda very different condition of things from 
that expressed by the gentleman from Missouri. I found many 
of the older Indians engaged inteaming. I found them livingin 
good log huts or houses. I found them keeping their houses in 
proper condition. They dressas we dress; devote themselves to 
agriculture, or raise cattle and raise sheep, and are engaged in 


| different pursuits of that character. 


And, Mr. Chairman, if the Government of the United States 
shall adopt the principle of aiding the Indians in stock-raising, 
will supply them with stock for breeding purposes, as the Govy- 
ernment is now doing, and intelligently continue and enlarge 
this policy, I believe you will soon find, even amongst the older 
ones, that the Indians will be largely self-sustaining. 

And I desire tocommend this Administration upon its effective 
and marked advancement of the [Indian service, and to the hon- 
orable Secretary of the Interior for his honest, earnest, pains- 
taking study and statesmanlike treatment of the Indian question 
in its many branches, and to the Indian Bureau great credit is 


| due for the condition of the service to-day. 
teen months, which covers my residence here, I have seen but two returned | 


i desire to incorporate, Mr. Chairman, asa part of my remarks, 
some extracts from the masterly report, as [ consider it, upon 
different subjects that have entered into this discussion, of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as also some extracts from the 
excellent superintendent of Indianschools. I hope that all gen- 
tlemen will take time to peruse the reports of the Indian Com- 
missioner and the superintendent of schools. I commend them 
as broad and statesmanlike documents; for it seems to me they 
are most comprehensive and complete presentations of the affairs 
of the Bureau. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word in defense of the Indian 
agents of this country. From Congress to Congress gentlemen 
have felt called upon to rise upon this floor and denounce the 
Indian agents as unworthy, as unfair men, as dishonest persons, 
and as men trying to defraud the Indians. I am here to say, 
sir, that whatever the custom may have been in the years gone 
by, whatever may have been the character of the men who occu- 
pied these positions long years ago, I tell you that as a matter of 
fact, not only under the present Administration but under the 
past Administrations, you will find that the Indian agent is, as a 
rule, as honest a man as any of those engaged in the public serv- 
ice elsewhere. 

I desire to submit further, sir, that there is no man in my 
opinion in any of the Departments of this Government who seeks 
a public position whose character is so closely scrutinized as is 


| done by the present Secretary of the Interior and President of 


the United States before recommending men for these places. 
They talk of them stealing, when as a matter of fact there is 
nothing to steal. They are under large bonds to the Govern- 
ment of the United States and they are responsible; and, Mr. 


| Chairman, the history of the country does not show any such 
| peculations as we hear charged against them. 


[ say this in regard to these men as a matter of justice, because 
I believe that they are unwarrantably attacked, and because I be- 
lieve them to be as honest a class of officials as any that can be 
found in the public service. 

Upon this point Dr. Dorchester, the superintendent of Indian 
schools, says as follows in his annual report: 

It affords me great pleasure to report, as the result of careful discrimina- 
tion and many studies of the past history of the Indian reservations, that a 
great improvement in the morale of the Indian service is taking place. Gov- 
ernment officers are being impressed with the determination of the Depart- 
ment not to tolerate the vicious practices current in former years 

Agency headquarters are not so chaotic, lawless, and immoral as in other 


| days, and Government centers among the Indians are becoming—what they 


were always intended to be—centers of the best civilizing forces. Shall the 
Indian have the best Christian civilization of American society or the civil- 
ization of outlaws, of unscrupulous, mercenary, partisan officials, and of 
profane, reckless, libertine employés? He must needs have some kind of 
civilization. Which shall it be? Thisis ‘‘the Indian question,” and it will 
be determined largely by the morale of the Indian agencies 


Mr. Chairman, I am desirious of the advancement of the In- 
dians. I believe in their advancement. I believe that with al- 


| lotments of land to them in severalty, I believe with simple justice 
| done to them on the part of the whites, we are not only mak- 
| ing rapid advancement, but are soon to solve the question, and 


that we will solve the Indian problem on the side of right and 
humanity. 
I also favor, let me repeat, continuing these Eastern schools 


And so, Mr. Chairman, I think that with a better understand- | for the reason that, as we of the West have these Indians among 


ing of each other we will eventually solve this Indian question | 





according to the dictates of humanity and the advancement of 
the Indians themselves. The Indians in my State, those with 


us, We must assimilate them to ourselves; their boys and girls 
must grow up with our boys and girls, must become a part of the 
total population, and we desire to bring this about through the 
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philanthropic agency of the East cojperating with the wishes of 
the people of the West. Wedesire the help of the Eastern phil- 
anthropists; we desire their sympathy in the civilization and 
Christianizing of the Indians; and while there is work for the 
Eastern schools to do, I am certainly in favor of appropriations 
for that purpose. We are in need of more schools in the West 
where the Indians live, and we want the help of the East and 
South in securing them. 
ALLOTMENTS. 

The policy of allotting lands in severalty to the Indians may 
now be considered the fixed policy of the Government, and I de- 
sire to call attention to the Commissioner's report, in which he 
gives a summing up, as follows, of the conditions now surround- 
ing this question: 


While perhaps it is possible to push sueh work too rapidly, I do not hesi- 
tate to say that the ultimate destruction of the entire system of reservations 
is inevitable. There is no place for it in our present condition of life, and it 
must go. The millions of acres of Indian lands now lying absolutely unused 
are needed as homes for our rapidly increasing population and must be so util- 
ized. Whatever right and title the Indians have in them is subject to and 
must yield to the demands of civilization. They should be protected in the 
permanent possession of all the land necessary for their own support, and 
whatever is taken from them should be paid for at its full market value. 

But it cannot be expected under any circumstances that these reservations 
can remain intact, hindering the — of civilization, requiring an army 
to protect them from the encroachments of home-seekers, and maintaining 
a@ perpetual abode of savagery and animalism. The Indians themselves are 
not slow to appreciate the force of the logic of events, and are becoming 
more and more ready to listen to propositions for the reduction of the res- 
ervations and the extinguishment ef their title to such portions of the land 
as are not required for their own use. 


OPPOSED TO THE MILITARY GOVERNING. 


Some gentlemen upon the floor seem to favor turning the care 
of the Indians over to the military to govern them with bayonets. 
To this lam opposed. From my own observation upon reserva- 
tions, from conference with Indians of different tribes, and es- 
pecially from reports of those who have made a protracted and 
faithful study of this matter, I am firmly convinced that turning 
the Indians over to the War Department is not the way to civil- 
ize or Christianize them. When this matter was considered last 
year in regard to putting the Sioux entirely into military hands, 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs said as follows: 


In 18#7 Congress authorized and the President appointed a joint committee 
representing the Senate and House of Representatives ‘‘to take into consid- 
eration the expediency of transferring the Indian Bureau to the War Depart- 
ment.’’ The work of the committee, together with two reports, one for, the 
other against, the transfer, was repor to Congress and printed (Senate, 
Forty-fifth Congress, third session, Report No. 693). The fact that such 
transfer was not made is evidence of the insufficiency of the reasons urged 
therefor, and of the force of those presented in behalf of the continued civil 
administration of Indian Affairs. The arguments against the transfer are 
stated with great clearness and cogency by the Hon. N. G. Taylor, Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affars, in his annual report of 1868, pages 7 to 15 inclusive, 
and as these are public documents, easily accessible, I will not repeat them. 

After having been under the control of the War Department for many years 
the Indians were placed under the charge of the Interior Department, and 
the reasons assigned for restoring them to the War Department in 1868 have 
far less weight at the present time than they had then. 

The one great and all-important object which the nation has set before 
itself is to civilize and make of them intelligent, self-supporting, self-respect- 
ing American citizens. This is essentially a civil process, to be brought 
about by civil measures and agencies. 

1 yield to no man in my respect for the Army and in my recognition of its 
valuable services in the performanceof its legitimate functions, but it is not, 
never has been, and never can be a civilizing force. All thatcan be claimed 
for the Army in this connection is that it crushes, or holds in check, forces 
antagonistic to civilization, and renders it possible for the real uplifting 
agencies—education, industry, religion—to operate. To turn the Indians, or 
any considerable number of them, over to absolute military control, would 
be to take a great step backward in the humane work which the Government 
has undertaken 
In the report of 1868, to which the Commissioner refers, this 
Sioux Commission, made up of soldiers and civilians, of whom 
Gens. Sherman, Kearney, Terry, represented the Army, stated as 
follows: 


This brings us to consider the much-mooted question whether the bureau 
should belong to the civil or military department ofthe Government. Tode- 
termine this properly we must first know what is to be the future treatment of 
the Indians. If we intendto have war with them, the bureau should go tothe 
Secretary of War. If we intend to have peace, it should bein the civil de- 
partment, In our judgment such wars are wholly unnecessary, and hoping 
that the Government and the country will agree with us, we can not now ad- 
vise the change. * * * Themilitary arm of the Government is not the most 
admirably adapted to discharge duties of this character. We have the high- 
est possible appreciation of the officersof the Army, and fully recognize their 
proverbial integrity and honor; but we are satisfied that not one in a thou- 
sand would like to teach Indian children to read and write, or Indian men to 
sow andreap. These are emphatically civil, and not military, occupations. 

WOUNDED KNEE FIGHT. 

As somewhat pertinent to the subject, I ask attention, in this 
connection, to the résumé given in the Commissioner's report of 
that most deplorable encounter, in December, 1890, between the 
soldiers and Indians at Wounded Knee Creek, on the Pine Ridge 
Reservation. Itis as follows: 

Among them was Big Foot's band belon 
numbering, with others who had joined him, about 120 men and 230 women 
and children. They had escaped to the Bad Lands, after arrest by the mili- 
tary at Cheyenne River, but soon started from the Bad Lands for the Pine 


Ridge Agency, and with a flag of truce advanced into the open coun’ and 
proposed a parley with the troops whom they met. This be re they 


ng to the Cheyenne River Agency, 
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surrendered unconditionally, remained in camp at Wounded Knee Creek 
overnight, expecting to proceed next morning under escort of the troops to 
Pine Ridge, whither most of the quondam Bad Lancs Indians were moving 

The next day, December 29, when ordered to turn in their arms, they sur- 
rendered very few. By asearch in the tepees 60guns were obtained. When 


| the military—a detachment of the Seventh Cavalry (Custer’s old command), 


with other troops—began to take the arms from their persons a shot was 
fired and carnage ensued. According to reports of military officers, the In- 
dians attacked them as soon as the disarmament commenced. The Indians 
claim that the first shot was fired by a half-crazy, irresponsible Indian. 

At any rate, ashort, sharp, indiscriminate fight immediately followed, and, 
during the fighting and the subsequent flight and pursuit of the Indians the 
troops lost 25 killed and 35 wounded, and of the Indians 8 men and boys, 44 
women, and 18 children were killed and at least 33 were wounded, many of 
them fatally. Mostof the men, including Big Foot, were killed around his 
tent where he lay sick. The bodies of women and children were scattered 
along a distance of 2 miles from the scene of the encounter. 


INDIAN ACCOUNT. 

To this dispassionate summing up of the affair I wish to add 
the account as given by the Indians themselves, when they were 
here last winter, taken down verbatim from the lips of Turning 
Hawk and American Horse: 


[Extracts from verbatim stenographic report of council held by delegations 
of Sioux with Commissioner of Indian Affairs; at Washington, February 
11, 1891.] 


TURNING HAWK, Pine Ridge (Mr. Cook, interpreter). Mr. Commissioner, 
my purpose to-day is to tell you what I know of the condition of affairs at 
the agency where Ilive. A certain falsehood came to our agency from the 
west which had the effect of a fire upon the Indians, and when this certain 
fire came upon our people those who had certain farsightedness and could 
see into the matter, made up their minds to stand 2 it and fight it. 

The reason we took this hostile attitude to this fire was because we be- 
lieved that you yourself would not be in favor of this particular mischief- 
mening Gs but just as we expected, the people in authority did not like 
this th and we were quietly told that we must give up or have no 
to do with this certain movement. Though this is the advice from our 
friends in the East, there were, of course, many silly young men who were 
longing to become identified with the movement, although they knew that 
there was nothing absolutely bad, nor did they know there was anything ab- 
solutely good in connection with the movement. 

In the course of time we heard that the soldiers were mo towards the 
scene of trouble. Aftera while some of the soldiers finally reached our place 
and we heard that a number of them also reached our friends at Rosebud. 
Of course, when a large body of soldiers is moving towards a certain direc- 
tion they inspire a more or less amount of awe, and it is very natura] that 
the women and children who see this large moving mass are made afraid of 
it and be put inacondition tomake themrunaway. At first we thought that 
perhaps Pine Ridge and Rosebud were the only two agencies where soldiers 
were sent, but finally we heard that the other agencies fared likewise. 

We heard and saw that about half of our friends at Rosebud Agency, from 
fear at seeing the soldiers, began the move of running away from their 
agency towards ours (Pine Ridge), and when they had gotton ide of our 
reservation they there learned that right ahead of them at our agency was 
another large crowd of soldiers, and while the soldiers were there there was 
constantly a great deal of false rumor fiying back and forth. The —_ 
rumor I have in mind is the threat that the soldiers had come there to - 
arm the Indians entirely and to take away all theirhorses from them. That 
was the oft-repeated story. 

So constantly repeated was this story that our friends from Rosebud, in- 
stead of going to Pine Ridge, the place of their destination, veered off and 
went in some other direction, towards the “Bad Lands.”” We did not know 
definitely how many, but understand there were 300 lodges of them, about 
1,700 people. Eagle Pipe, Turning Bear, High Hawk, Short Bull, Lance, No 
Flesh, Pine Bird, Crow Dog, Two Strike, and White Horse were the leaders. 

Well, the people after veering off in this way, many of them who believe in 
peace and order at our own agency, were very anxious that some influence 
should be brought upon these people. In addition to our love of peace we 
remembered that many of these people were related to us by blood. So we 
sent out peace commissioners to the poems who were thus running away 
from their agency. I understood at the time that they were simply going 
away from fear because of so many soldiers. So constant was the word of 
these good men from Pine Ridge‘Agency that finally they succeeded in get- 
ting away half of the party from Rosebud, from the place where they took 
refuge, and finally were brought to the agency at Pine Ridge. Young-man- 
afraid-of-his-horses, Little Wound, Fast Thunder, Louis Shangreau, John 
Grass, Jack Red Cloud, and myself were some of these peacemakers. 

The remnant of the party from Rosebud not taken to the agency finally 
reached the wilds of the Bad Lands. Seeing that we had succeeded so well, 
once more we went to the same party in the Bad Lands and succeeded in 
bringing these very Indians out of the depths of the Bad Lands and were being 
brought towards theagency. When we were about a day’s journey from our 
agency we heard that a certain party of Indians (Big Foot’s band) from the 
Cheyenne River Agency was coming towards Pine Ridge in flight. 

Capt. SwoRDs. Those who actually went off of the Cheyenne River Agency 
probably numbered 303, and there were afew from the Standing Rock Reserve 
with them, but as to their number Ido not know. There were a number of 
Ogalallas, old men and several school boys, coming back with that very same 
es, and one of the very seriously wounded boys was a member of the Oga- 
alla boarding school at Pine Ridge Agency. é€ was not on the warpath, 
but was simply returning home to his agency and to his school after a sum- 
mer visit to relatives on the Cheyenne River. 

TURNING HAWK. When we heard that these people were coming towards 
our agency we also heard this. These people were coming towards Pine 
Ridge Agency, and when they were almost on the agency they were met by 
the soldiers and surrounded and finally taken to the Wounded Knee Creek, 
and there at a given time their guns were demanded. When they had deliv- 
ered them up the men were separated from their families, from their tepees, 
and taken toa certain spot. When the guns were thus taken and the men 
thus separated there was a crazy man, a young man of very bad influence 
and in fact anobody, among that bunch of Indians fired his gun, and of course 
the firing of a gun must have been the breaking of a military rule Of some 
sort, because immediately the soldiers returned the fire and indiscriminate 
killing followed. 

SpoTreD Horss. This man shot an officer in the Army; the first shot killed 
this officer. I wasavoluntary scoutat that encounterand I saw exactly what 
was done, and that was what I noticed; that the first shot killed an officer. 
As soon as this shot was fired, the Indians immediately began drawing their 
knives and they were exhorted from all sides to desist, but this was not obeyed. 
Consequently, the firing began immediately on the part of the soldiers. 

TURNING HAWK. All the men who were in a bunch were killed right there, 


and those who escaped that first fire got into the ravine, and as they went 
along up the ravine for a long distance they were pursued on both sides by 
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the soldiers and shot down, as the dead bodies showed afterwards. The 
women were standing off at a different place from where the men were sta 
tioned, and when the firing began those of the men who escaped the first on 
slaught went in one direction up the ravine, and then the women who were 
bunched together at another place went entirely in a different direction 
through an open field, and the women fared the same fate as the men who 
went up the deep ravine. 

AMERICAN HORSE. The men were separated, as has already been said, from 
the women, and they were surrounded by the soldiers. Then came next the 
village of the Indians and that was entirely surrounded by the soldiers also. 
When the firing began, of course the people who were standing immediately 
around the young man who fired the first shot were killed right together, 
and then they turned their guns, Hotchkiss guns, etc., upon the women who 
were in the lodges standing there under a flag of truce, and of coursé as soon 
as they were fired upon they fled, the men fleeing In one direction and the 
women running in two different directions. So that there were three gen- 
eral directions in which they took flight. 

There Was &@ Woman Withan infant in her arms who was killed as she al- 
most touched the flag of truce, and the women and children, of course, were 
strewn all along the circular village until they weredispatched. Rightnear 
the flag of truce a mother was shot down with her infant; the child, not 
knowing that its mother was dead,was still nursing, and that was especially 
a Very sad sight. The women as they were fleeing with their babes on their 
backs were killed together, shot right through, and the women who were 
very heavy with child were also killed. All the Indians fled in these three 
directions, and after most all of them had been killed a cry was made that 
all those who were not killed or wounded should come forth and they would be 
gafe. Littie boys who were not wounded came out of their places of refuge, 
and as soon as they came in sight anumber of soldiers surrounded them and 
butchered them there. 

Of course we ali feel very sad about this affair. I stood very loyal to the 
Government all through those troublesome days, and believing so much in 
the Government and being so loyal toit, my disappointment was very strong, 
and I hawe come to Washington with a very great blame on my heart. Of 
course it would have been all right if only the men were killed; we would 
feel almost gratefulforit. Butthe factof the killing of the women, and more 
especially the killing of the young boys and girls who are to go to make up 
the future strength of the Indian people, is the saddest part of the whole affair 
and we feel it very sorely. 

I was not there at the time before the burial of the bodies, but I did go 
there with some of the police and the Indian doctor and a great many of the 
people, men from the agency, and we went through the battlefield and saw 
where the bodies were from the track of the blood. 

TURNING HAWK. I had just reached the point where I said that the women 
were killed. We heard, besides the killing of the men, of the onslaught also 
made upon the women and children; and they were treated as roughly and 
indiscriminately as the men and boys were. 

Of course this affair brought a great deal of distress upon all the people, 
but especially upon the minds of those who stood loyal to the Government, 
and who did all that they were able to doin the matter of bringing about 
peace. They especially have suffered much distress and are very much hurt 
at heart. These peacemakers continued on in their good work, but there 
were a great many fickle young men who were ready to be moved by any 
change in the events there, and consequently, in spite of the great fire that 
Was brought upon all, they were ready to assume a hostile attitude. 

These young men got themselves in readiness and went in the direction of 
the scene of battle, sothat they might be of service there. They got there 
and finally exchanged shots with thesoldiers. This party of young men was 
made up from Rosebud, Ogalalla (Pine Ridge), and members of any other 
agencies that happened to be there at the time. While this was going onin 
the neighborhood of Wounded Knee—the Indians and soldiers exchanging | 
shots—the agency, our home, was also fired into by the Indians. Matters 
went on in this strain until the evening came on, and then the Indians went 
offdown by White Clay Creek. When the agency was fired upon by the In- 
dians from the hillside, of course the shots were returned by the Indian police | 
who were guarding the agency buildings. 

Although fighting seemed to have been inthe air, yet those who believed in 
peace were still constant at their work. Young-man-afraid-of-his-horses, 
who had been on a visit to some other agency in the North or Northwest, re- 
turned and immediately went out to the people living about White Clay 
Creek, on the border of the Bad Lands, and brought his people out. He 
succeeded in obtaining the consent of the people to come out of their place 
of refuge and return to the agency. Thus the remaining portion of the In- 
dians who started from Rosebud were brought back into the agency. | 

Mr. Commissioner, during the days of the great whirlwind out there these 
good men tried to hold up a counteracting power, and that was ‘Peace. 
We have now come to realize that peace has prevailed and won the day 
While we were engaged in bringing about peace our property was left be- 
hind, of course, and most of us have lost everything; even down to the mat- 
ter of guns with which to kill ducks, rabbits, etc., shotguns, and guns of that 
order. When Young-man-afraid brought the people in and their guns were 
asked for, both men who were called hostiles and men who stood loyal to the 
Government delivered up their guns. 





It is not necessary for me to more than suggest that the prox- 
imity of a military camp to an Indian reservation results in no 
good, either to soldiers or Indians. It ismutually demoralizing, 
and this in a great variety of ways that will immediately suggest 
themselves withoutmy going into details. The history of Indian 
reservations and Indian tribes has too fully and frequently dem- 
onstrated this. 

JUSTICE. 


All desire that the Indian shall be taught to work, to earn his | 
own living. I believe through these schools of industrial train- 
ing and his general education this object will be most certainly 
attained. 

As to justice between the American people and the Indians of | 
the country the Commissioner so strongly and sensibly puts the 
matter that it seems to me that all must concede the fairness of 
the position taken. He states as follows: 

The charge most frequently brought against the American people in refer- 
ence to their dealings with the Indians is that of injustice. This charge is 
sometimes flippantly made, and oftentimes rests upon no historical basis, 
and yet it is unfortunately true that the impression widely prevails in the 

pular mind and is deeply rooted in the mind of the Indians that treaties 

ave been broken and that the Government has failed in numerous instances 
to perform its most solemn obligations. It certainly can not be said that 
this great nation has intended to be unjust, and recent acts of legislation 
have shown conclusively a desire not only on the part of Congress, but of 





the people of the country generally, to fulfill to the letter all the ligati 
prom Ss, and even expectation i 
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National Government 

Equally evident is it that those who, by the beneficent 1 the ( r! 
ment or otherwise, have been rendered capable of self I mu lepend 
upon themselves and not look toitforhelp. There is no n why 
the General Government should feed and clothe an Indian to 
feed and clothe himself by his own industry than there is why ld feed 
ind clothe any other man 

The circumstances that justify and require the ¢ i shment and main 
tenance for a time of industrial ‘ in wh 
trained for self-support, are exceptional and tri 
ture of the case will pass away All that can be 
opportunity be afforded to these people whereby the 
onto a plane where they will have something li 
struggles along with the more favored races in thi i 
reasonable preparation, they are unable or unwilling to sustain themselves, 
they must go to the wall It will be a survival of the fittest It is rightly 
claimed that thus far they have not had an equal chance with the rest of us 
by reason of their isolation. and the present effort of the Government in the 


establishment of costly Indian schools is for the purpose of removing this 
inequality and bringing the Indian children into competitive relations with 
other children. Justice demands this, but it asks no more 





THE APPROPRIATION 

I do not agree with the committee in its reduction of the ap- 
yropriation for schools: | think it should have been up to the es- 
proy 


timate. This bill is largely on appropriations due the Indians 
by treaty. I submit the following statement showing number of 


Indians who do and number who do not receive subsistence sup- 
plies from the Government (made up in accordance with Indian 
Office census of 1890): 
Receive no subsistence supp iN Receive subsistence up] No 
| l 
| 
| 
ARIZONA. 
Mohaves off reserve 1,077 Mohave m reserve 640 
Chemehuevis and Hualapais 900 | San Carlos 4 819 
Pimas and Papagoes 8, 099 
Navajos 15, 00 
Suppais | ma 
| ”) ‘ , 
| 
CALIFORNIA | 
Mission and Tu River and | 
Yumas +, 0 Hioopa 
Not under agent t J it ! Valley 
i 
i 
' 
rT I ) | 
| I Ay 1.79 
| 
NORTH DA TA 
! 
Sioux at Devils Lake 1, 041 t. Bex Indian 
Chippewas, Turtle Mountaiz 1, 439 ne Rock Sioux 
| 
UTH DAKOT 
; | 
Sisseton ar Wahpet Sioux .| ( I S 
Poncas and Fla ° . ( I 
| R ] 
C 
| Y 
i 
7, 
IDAH | 
Nes Percé i 1 S 
| S} ' 
Not under agent ean | 600 I { 
| 
315 
INDIAN TERRITORY | 
Quapaws, et« | 1,225 | 
Five Civilized Tribes (67 000 
| 
IOWA | 
Sacand Fox a ad st 399 | 
| 
KANSAS | 
Pottawatomies, Kickapoo 1,016 


MICHIGAN | 


Chippewas and Pottawatomies.| 7, 482 


rat 
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Statement showing number of Indians who do and number who do not | 


receive subsistence supplic s, elc.—Continued. 


Receive no subsistence supplies.| No Receive subsistence supplies. | No. 


MINNESOTA 


Chippewas sala cians 











MONTANA 
5 EG oo wid vecnnsoscecsresns | 2,173 
act a 2, 456 
| Flathead air hahaa ican tie tao oa 
| Gros Ventres_and Assina- 
boines, Fort Belknap -...-- 1,722 
| Fort Peck Sioux and Assina- 
ane 1, 842 
| Northern Cheyennes..........-. 865 
| {10 842 
| sccimmeaiesin 
————— 
NEBRASKA 
| 
Omahas and Winnebagoes St SD TE. nocnsicewonevs mee 869 
i _ = — 
NEVADA | 


Indians wandering 6,815 | Pah Utes (Pyramid Lake and 
Walker River) ...-- wisi 973 


Shoshones and Pi Utes 


' 
NEW MEXICO | 

Moguis Pueblo eeectabeinas 2,200 | Mescalero Apache ..... aa 513 
Pueblo ae ee oes 8, 285 | 
10 485 


NEW YORK 


| 
| 
Senecas, Oneidas, etc 5,112 | 
NORTH CAROLINA 
Eastern Cherokees | 3,000 
sania 
OKLAHOMA j 


Osages and Kaws 1,778 | Cheyennes and Arapahoes....| 3,372 





Poncas ei 605 | Kiowas, Comanches and Wich- 
Otoes | 358 DUN «.ccintcionine eautnnninaaenieens ae 
Pawnees R04 | 
Tonkawas 76 
Shawnees, Sac and Fox, Potta | 
watomies, and Kickapoos 2, 062 | 
5, 683 | 7,493 
Comal 
OREGON j 
Alllr nsir 4,507 
EXA 
All Indians in 290 | 
UTAH 
| 
} 
Wandering - ee i ss 1, 821 


WASHINGTON 


All Indians in , | ©, 830 | 
WISCONSIN | 

1 

All Indians in a : 9,152 | 
WYOMING. i 


| Shoshones and Northern | 
ee .| 1,658 





INDIANA, FLORIDA, AND MAINE 








All Indians in | 1,302 

Total receiving no subsistence supplies ...............-..- ..-- 185,574 

Total receiving subsistence supplies. -. ‘ hon an 57, 960 
Grand total 7 ‘ — . . 243, 534 


That we are making great advance in the civilization and 
Christianization of the Indians is soadmirably set forth in a late 
lecture of Commissioner Morgan at Albany, N. Y., that I here 
produce an extract. He said: 

In considering the present situation we are greatly helped by comparing it 


said that at that time a large body of the Indians, through allthe Northwest 
as well as the Southwest, were nomadic in their habits, roaming over vast 
tracts of territory, while now they are almost without exception quietly oc- 
cupying diminished and diminishing reservations. Then they were engaged 
in frequent bloody contests witheach other; now such contests are exceed- 
ingly rare 

Then there was among them a very widespread feeling of hostility against 
the United States, and they were easily provoked to go upon the warpath. 
Now that hostility and that readiness for war has largely ceased; indeed, it 
acarcely exists at all, and wherever it does exist it is based upon assumed 
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wrongs and is always aooommenaes by a willingness to be at peace with the 
Government if it in turn will fulfill what they claim are its treaty obliga- 
tions. Then, with here and there exceptions, all tribal lands and other pro 
erty were held in common; now the process of taking land in severalty a 
individualizing property and the building of family homes is extending ve 
rapidly. Then education had made little progress among them; now mote 
than half their children are in school, and there is a rapidly increasing de- 
sire for educational advantages. 

Then heathen customs and ceremonies were largely universal; now thou- 
sands of them are enrolled as members of Christian churches, and mission- 
ary work among them is in a very hopeful condition. Then they lived al- 
most entirely in tepees and dressed chiefly in the skins of animals; now a 
large number of them live in permanent houses, and it is rare to find one 
who does not wear at least a portion of citizen’s dress, while thousands of 
them dress as white people do. 

Twenty-five years ago the Government maintained everywhere through 


| the Indian country expensive military posts for the purpose of keeping 


the Indians in check and protecting the white settlers from their encroach- 
ments. Withina few years more than twenty of these posts have been abah- 


| doned, and the War Department is contemplating the abandonment of others 
|; atanearlyday. Anumber of them have already been converted into Indian 
| schools, and, in this connection, it is a significant fact that 2,000 Indians are 
| being enrolled as soldiers in the United States Army, and are to be used in 





| marvelous change has beeneducation. Every school establishec 


maintaining order not only among themselves but wherever their services 
may be required in the interests of peace. 

Then the drift of the Indians was toward the West; now it is recognized 
as an established agg oe that they are to be permanent residents of their 
respective localities. Then the Indian t ose Was born into well-nigh hope- 
less barbarism; he opened his eyes upon the worldin the midst of the gather- 
ing shadows of despair; he was an alien, an outcast; to-day he is born intoa 
hopeful environment; he looks toward citizenship. Then there was a well- 
nigh universal sentiment among us of distrust, suspicion, hatred, contempt, 
or at least of indifference for the Indian, which, in its worst form, found ut- 
terance in the hateful expression that “the only good Indian is a dead In- 
dian;** to-day the sentiment of the people in general is that of pity for the 
Indian, of respect for his rights, of a desire to do him justice, and, on the 
part of an increasing number, an earnest wish to extend to him the privi- 
leges ofedfucation, the blessings of civilization, and the fellowship of broth- 
erhood. 

Among those causes that have been most potent in ees about this 

has been an 
agency of civilization, and to-day, throughout the entire Indian country, the 
educated Indians are the progressive ones. They are, for the most part, the 
interpreters and those whose good offices have been solicited in securing from 
the different tribes the cession of their surplus lands and inducing them to 
accept of land in severalty. The returned students have explained to os 
people the kindly purpose of the Government towards them, have allaye 
suspicion, have arrested disquiet, have promoted peace, and have in a woh- 
derful way helped to bring about that condition of things which I have aboye 
described. The influence of these schools of learning in promoting the civil- 
ization of these people, in bringing about and maintaining peace between 
them and the whites, and in ———- them for citizenship and absorption 
into our national life has been all and more than the most ardent friends of 
Indian education could have expected. 
Notwithstanding all that may be said by pessimistic observers, the fact re- 


| mains that the Indians have entered upon a new era, and that there is for 
| them an outlook and a future, The old order of — is passing away and 


anew one is dawning. The rising generation of Indians, the children that 
are coming upon the scene to-day, look forward and not backward. Their 


| faces are illumined by the rising sun; their hearts are big with hope; their 
| minds are expanded with expectation; their little hands are outstretched, 
| eager to grasp that which the future seems about to bestow upon them. 


Shall they be disappointed? Shall their hopes be blasted? Shall the sun 
be turned back in its course for them? Must they again set their faces to- 
wards the setting sun? Shall schools be closed to them and they be forced 
back into the gloom and despair of the past, instead of being allowed to press 
forward into the glory of the future? Justice, philanthropy, oe 
Christianity answer, No! And let allthe people, speaking through their rep- 
resentatives in Congress, answer, No! 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey rose and was recognized. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I simply suggest, in order that 
the time may be as evenly distributed as possible, that we limit 
the balance of the speeches to ten minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That is all I care for. 

Mr. PEEL. Very well. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I listened 
with some interest to the attack made yesterday, upon this floor, 
upon the.school at Carlisle. I happen to have some personal 
information about that school, obtained by visits there and a 
careful personal inspection of the work done at that place. And 
I declare to this House that the result of my observations is 
that the work done at Carlisle is done with care, with wisdom, 


| with thoroughness, and with excellent effect. 


I desire to say further, that every year a number of the students 


| from Carlisle come into my district and are employed by the 


farmersin that vicinity; are paid for their labor, and deport them- 


| selves in the mostadmirable manner. The suggestion was made 


yesterday that the time spent at the Eastern schools was wasted, 
and worse than wasted; that the Indian girl and the Indian boy 
immediately upon their return to the Indian country relapsed 
into the ways of barbarism. I will add to what the gentlemar 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] has said a few extracts from 
the testimony of witnesses upon that subject. First, I desire to 
read from the statementof Maj.J.George Wright, United States 


| Indian agent at the Rosebud Agency. He says: 
with that which obtained twenty-five years ago. In general terms it may be | 


The average male student is doing as well as could be expected under the 
circumstances and with the means at his command. 

The Rev. Aaron B. Clark, missionary of the American Mis- 
sionary Association at the Rosebud Agency, says: 

From my knowledge of the people, gained by two and one-half years’ res- 
idence and constant labors and journeys among them, I am able to say that 
the allegations in question are,on the whole, either barefaced falsehoods or 


else blind misrepresentations of the facts, calculated to deceive those who 
may see them. 
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Considering their present surroundings, the condition in which they find 
their parents, and which it is impossible to improve much under the present 
state of things, the retyrned students generally are holding on to the knowi- 
edge, the dress, the manners, and the moralsoftheir school life with as much 
tetacity as human nattre is capable of anywhere. 

I read from the statement of Miss M. Nellie Wright, a day- 
school teacher at the Rosebud Agency. She says: 

While there may be some ground for these allegations, whoever wrote them 
is far too sweeping in his accusations, to my knowledge. 

B. J. Gleason, a farmer at the Pine Ridge Agency, says: 

Their education shows in their persgnal appearance, in their mode of liv- 
ing, étc. Many are doing well; some are clerks, others are employed by the 
agent, doing various kinds of work, and others are trying to raise stock, and 
aré progressing. 

Col. A. P. Lea, special United States census agent at Standing 
Rock Agency, says: 

My observation has been that education has done more to bring about a 
state of tivilization among these people than all other measures combined. 

Maj. J. McLaughlin, of the Standing Rock Agency, whose 
statement was quoted by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER], says: 

The ston, fa weakness in the Indian boys is that they labor under the 


impression, inherited or inculcated, that the Government should provide a 
ng sition at the agency for each on his return home. 


I appeal to the experience of every member upon this floor 
whether he has not some white constituents at home who have 
the same idea firmly fixed in their minds. [Laughter.] 

Rev. Bishop W. H. Hare, writing from Sioux Falls, says: 

Much has been said of the tendency of the educated Indians to “return to 
the blanket;’’ and of course, as in all school work everywhere, one meets 
with grievous and flagrant cases of nonsuccess. But as a matter of fact, 
any careful observer who should travel through the Indian country would 
have his attention attracted by a large element, totally distinct in its bear- 
ings and appearance from the old Indian life; and should he inquire what is 
the history of the young people who thus attract his attention by their ap- 
pearance and by the work they are doing in the schools, churches, offices, and 
shops, as teachers, catechists, preachers, apprentices, clerks, etc., he would 
find that they are persons who have had the advantage of education in the 
mission or Government schools. 


And with this high authority I close these extracts with ref- 
erence to this particular school. 

Speaking now of Hampton, Rev. W. J. Cleveland, who has | 
been upon the Sioux Reservation, speaks of the Hampton stu- | 
dents in the highest of terms. 

Mr. McLaughlin says the same thing. 

He says: 

I have the honor to state that all the returned Hampton students remained | 


loyal to the Government and firm friends of law and order throughout the 
excitement, except Andrew Fox, who was naturally a worthless fellow, Sit- | 





ting Bull’s secretary, and consequently one of his supporters. All of the | 
other returned students at the agency are doing very well. 


Rev. G. W. Reed affirms that testimony, and in fact there are | 
so many of these extracts, that I have not time to give them to 
the committee. They are sufficient to impress me firmly with | 
the belief that the exemplary conduct of these students while at 
the school has continued upon their return home, to a degree, 
taking into consideration the surroundings which they meet with 
upon their return, which is simply marvelous, and that would do 
credit to the young men and women of any race, blood, or coun- | 
try. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, as this bill carries many mil- | 
lions of dollars, to be raised by taxation from the people of this 
country, I think it proper, sir, that I should address myself for 
a moment to that view of this question. And in that connection, 
Mr. Chairman, [ desire to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read 
a circular bearing upon the question of the money to be raised 
to pay these bills. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1892. | 

Sir: A movement is now on foot which will work more injury to the vet- 
eran soldiers of the United States than all other influences which can ever 
be marshaled or brought together. 

I allude to the proposition to give to 371} grains of silver a legal-tender 
value of 100 cents. It is called free omane>. This amount of silver bullion 
is worth to-day less than 70 cents, and owing to the rapid increase in the pro- 
duction of silver, itis not unlikely to fall until the value of 3714 grains of 
silver will be less than 60 cents. ; 

This simply means that if a free-silver bill becomes law a veteran who 
now gets a pension worth to him $4 per month, would receive actually but 
$2.80, with the chance of it going down to an actual value of #2.40. Take the 
case of a soldier who is a total physical wreck and utterly unable to do for 
himself. Such a man gets $72 per month. Ifa free-silver bill passes, while 
he would nominally get the same, he would really get but $50.40, with the 
strong probability thatin the early future his $72 of monthly pension would 
be worth not over $43.20. 

Under a free-coinage act, if mapente of the remarkable richness of the mines 
at Creede, Colo., can be accepted as true, the mine-owner at Creede would get 
for, say $11, enough silver dollars to equal what the receiver of a pension has 
to pay 872 for. You personally may not be receiving a pension, but there are 
many worthy men in your post who are, and it woul apes to be a duty 
which you owe to them and to the cause of humanity and justice that you | 
should write or telegraph at once to your member of Congress, and to the 
Senators who represent you here, to oppose this scandalous measure of class | 
legislation. It will be no waste of time or money if you both telegraph and | 
write, nor should an hour's time be lost by you in doing so. 





I would suggest that you personally telegraph and write first, and that you 
call a meeting of the post and take prompt action. 
Respectfully, 
MICHAEL D. HARTER, 
Fifteenth Ohio District 


To COMMANDER OF Post, Grand Army of the Republic 


Mr. Chairman, I will ask to have the rest printed in the REc- 
ORD if my ten minutes expires. 

I have seen a single telegram in this House from a post of the 
Grand Army in answer to that circular, and I am informed, Mr. 
Chairman, that that bulldozing circular has been sent to every 
Grand Army postin thisCountry. Sofar as I know, in my section 
of the country, in my acquaintance with members of the Grand 
Army posts, all of them believe in the free coinage of silver. 
They believe that when we raise $500,000,000 to pay the expend- 
itures of this Government there ought to be some provision as 
to where the money is to come from and how they are to get it. 
They understand full well, Mr. Chairman, that the poor man who 
pays the taxes to support his pension and that gives to him this 
bounty must have the money to meet it with, and that in the 
general prosperity of this country that would come from the free 
coinage of silver and the better circulating medium they would 
share far more largely by this than the mere pittance of their 


| pension. 


I understand a gentleman who sits near me, the author of that 
circular, the promoter of the circular, is rich—far into his mil- 
lions. He is a banker, a national banker, holding the bonds of 
the Government, and this question involves probably the mort- 
gages that he holds upon these pensioners and the poor tax- 
payers that have to pay the pensions, and he is more interested 
and his personal welfare is more concerned in it than he is in 


| any of the pensioners of this country or in the welfare of the 


poor taxpayer. The poor pensioner and the poor taxpayer say, 
‘‘Save us from such millionaire friends,” who are looking to de- 
press prices and the price paid to them in order to accumulate 
for himself and to add to the untold Wealth still further untold 
wealth, exacted by those who control the finances of this country 


| and resist the restoration of silver to its par with gold in the 


circulation of this country. [Applause]. 

Mr. Chairman, if we are to meet this sort of tactics on this 
floor, if gentlemen stay in their seatsand undertake to put their 
colleagues at a disadvantage before their constitutencies, I think 
itis but proper to call the attention of the House and of the country 
to the bulldozing that is attempted and the forces that are 
brought to bear against the poor man’s silver. I stand here to 


| denounce it as an attempt to intimidate and bulldoze members 
| of this House by this circular in sending it out to Grand Army 


posts. [Applause]. 

A dispatch may come from some one of those Grand Army 
posts, without it necessarily being the action of the post, stating 
that that post is against the free coinage of silver. That is the 
sort of tactics that has been invoked every since this question 


| has been before the country. I remember years ago when the 


national-bank interests undertook to intimidate Congress in order 


| to prevent the refunding of the 5 and 6 per cent bonds to 3 per 


cent bonds, and they surrendered their circulating medium to 
the extent of $25,000,000, bringing ruin on the country, and they 
induced the President of the United States to veto that bill. 
That is the character of the attempt that has been made on the 
part of these gentlemen whoare already wealthy and who still de- 
sire to oppress those who are poor. lisuieean) [ denounce it 
as unfair. I donot belive that it becomes the dignity of a mem- 
ber of this House thus to undertake to forestall public sentiment 
in that way. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And to do indirectly. that which they can 


| not do directly. 


Mr.BLAND. And, as my friend has said, todoindirectly what 
they do not dare do directly; to go to a member and bulldoze 
him in that way. 

Mr. Chairman, this question will not down. This House is 
compelled to settle it; and the sooner it is done the better. The 
majority of the unswerving and unterrified Democracy of this 
House, are in favor of taking up that measure, and either voting 
it up or voting it down. [Loud applause.] No bulldozing will 
preventit. No bulldozing by the wealth of this country can ever 
swerve them from that purpose. [Loud applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr.Chairman,I ask unanimous consent to pub- 
lish the portion that was not read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent to publish the portion of the circular which has 
not been read. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARTER. I will furnish him more if he wants them. 

The circular is as follows: 


N. B.—I can not urge upon you too strongly instant action. This coinage 
question should not be one of party politics. It raises above partisanship 
The honor of the country is at stake. Its business interests from ocean to 
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Qcean and from iak¢ guil are 


living soldier I ht in question, but if a so-called free-coinage bill be 





comes law, t W vs and orphans of the nation’s dead will be robbed by the 
1a of the land they died to save The law would work a monstrous wrong 
for from the moment it g on to the statute book, it 
000,000 pe rt fr 1 ex Ss, their w W 
{ ed a A forma non the partof 3 r post 
qauty ana pr liege, and as the commander of ay] t your i ‘rsonai remo! 
strance by telegraph ought to reach your Congressman and Senator within 
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t permit the pensioner to say whether he or shi 
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ance by maki 





h it except forced t 





to ] “ct your comrades and shield their 
but to make it effective you must ex 
M. D. H 
Mr. HARTER. Mr. C \ 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN J entleman from Arizona is recog- 
nized 
Mr. HARTER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
has made a personal attack upon me. Irise to a question of 
privileg: 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I believe I have been recognized, Mr. 
Chairman 
Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of privi- 
. 
if ire 


r. SMITH of Arizona. I have been recognized, and since I 
have the floor lam determined that I shall not be taken off if I 
can he ip it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair was 
r 
to be recognized. The name of the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr. SMITH] is next on the list, and on that account the Chair 
has recognized him. 
Mr. HARTER. But, Mr. Chairman, the speech of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] was a personal attack on me. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Never before in this House when a per- 
sonal atti 
vented from replying. 
Mr. BLAND. [hope the gentleman will have an opportunity 


to reply. It is due to him that he should have it. 
Mr. HARTER. I do not ask that the time I occupy shall be 


taken out of the time of the gentleman from Arizona. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arizona yield? 


Ae 


\T IDA 
\ 


man. Does not a question of 


agreen e order of recognition? 


ment as to tl 
The CHAIRMAN. It does. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chair- 


, 


linutes be given te the gentleman from Ohio 
sk unanimous consent that the gentleman from 


- Cc 
1 ten minutes, not to be deducted 





| be allowex 
eneral debate. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes in case I 
sh ly to the gentleman—TI do not know what he 
may say [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] be allowed ten minutes and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

d it was so ordered. 
uirman, I do not deny the impeach- 





we 


ment of my friend from Missouri. The circular which he sent 
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tack has been made upon a member has he been pre- | 
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national bank. These considerations perhaps are not pertinent 
here, but if they were I would say in reply, that I am not a mil- 
lionaire, that I am not a part owner in a national bank, and that 
[ am much more of a farmer than my friend on my left a 
BLAND], or even than the gentleman who has been honored by 
being placed at the head of the Committee on Agriculture in this 
House. 

In fact, [ am more of a farmer, and have been for twenty years, 
than almost any man who sits in this House to-day, and I am also 
as good a Democrat as the gentleman [Mr. BLAND] who sits at 
my left. I am opposed to class legislation, whether it comes 
under the form of a protective tariff, or whether the “aera 


| of silver are to be protected at the expense of the whole people. 
| lam opposed to giving the earnings and savings of the people to 


4 


the manufacturers, although I am a manufacturer. But while I 
am a manufacturer, I am in favor of free trade in every article 
which I produce. J amas much opposed to giving by legislation 
to the producer of silver bullion the earnings and the savings of 
the people as I am opposed to giving their earnings and savings 


to the manufacturers through protective tariff laws. I am in 


favor of abundance of money. I believe personally that possibly 
we have it now, but the measure which this gentleman [Mr. 
BLAND] proposes would not furnish a dollar more money to the 
circulation of the country. 

On the contrary, it would promptly, visibly, distinctly, radi- 
cally, dangerously, ruinously, contract the currency of the coun- 
try the morning after the President of the United States had 
signed his name to sucha bill. The gentleman |Mr. BLAND] 


| talks about his Democracy, but he advocatesa policy here which, 
furnished with a listof gentlemen agreed upon as those who were | 


if adopted by this House, would be equivalent to securing the 
election of Benjamin Harrison as President of the United States 
for a second term through the action of the Democratic members 
of the House under the leadership of the gentleman from Mis- 
sourl. 

Mr. TRACEY. That is so. 

Mr. HARTER. I believe in consistency in this matter. We 
are urged to the passage of this suicidal measure by the help of 
Republican votes. Our Republican friends from the far Western 
States come here as the producers of bullion, and Ican not blame 
them for wanting such legislation. But, then, they come here 


| urging the Democrats to passa free-coinage bill; they propose that 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I will yield with the understand- | 


Mr. EZRA B.TAYLOR. Aparliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair- | 
i f privilege take precedence of an | 


sneral debate be extended ten minutes, | 


ve put a free-coinage plank into our platform and nominate ¢ 
Democratic candidate upon it; and then these very men propose 
to vote against the Democratic party when the election comes on. 

Look at the consistency of all these people in the West who 
are urging free coinage upon us. Take California, a State that 
has provided that her taxes must be paid in gold. Look at the 
people who undertake to speak for the far West. If you go into 
one of the banks out there—if you go into any of the banks in 
Idaho or Nevada, you can not borrow $100 unless you make your 
note payable in gold coin of the United States. Why,sir, inthe 
majority of these free-silver States in the far West they will not 
allow an insurance company to do any business unless every dol- 
lar of its capital to the extent of $200,000 is paid up in gold. In 
other words, while these people propose to give us alegal-tender 
dollar which is to-day worth in all the open markets of the world 
but 70 cents, they take very good care to see that none of their 
people suffer the consequencesofsuchameasure. In other words, 
they say that 41 cents’ worth of gold is a good enough dollar— 
that 70 cents, measured by the market value of silver, is a good 
enough dollar for the people of the State of Ohio, or Missouri; 
but on the other hand, they say that sofar as they are concerned, 
they will provide by law so that they may be eternally damned 
before they will use that kind of a dollar in their part of the 
country. [Laughter.] 

Yet we are asked here as Democrats tostand by and allow our 


| section of the country to be driven blindfold into this position. 


to the desk to be read, I wrote. He speaks of it asa ‘‘ bull- 
dozing” circular. To men who are afraid to have an expression | 
of opinion given to them individually, or to this House, no doubt 
8 tactics may seem to be ‘ bulldozing,” but in the view of 
men who entertain opinions which they are willing to defend 
under all circumstances, face to face with their own people, or 
in their places in Congress, I can not conceive how the epithet 
or description ‘‘ bulldozing” can apply to it. 


[t is fair and proper that the people of this country outside of 


s Chamber, who are not familiar with what is going on in the | 


e 


ormedaboutit. Ifthisis true, then itis proper 
hat any member of this House shall, at his own expense, lay be- 
fore the people, who are interested, a statement of the measures 
which are about to be presented to the House and upon which 
votes are asked. This is exactly what I have done in this case, 
and that circular is a fair and properone. Ourfriend on the left 
refers to me asa millionaire. Did you [addressing Mr. BLAND] 

nillion, two millions, or three millions? [Laughter.] 
little differences in amounts however, are, I suppose, of 


1 
House, shall bein 
i 
+ 





\ one ! in? 





And because I sent out a letter calling the attention of the ex- 
soldiers of the country to the fact that their pensions would not 
be even nominally increased one dollar by such ameasure, while 


the actual value of their pensions would be diminished by a free- 


coinage bill over 30 per cent, I am arraigned by a so-called Dem- 
ocrat from Missouri. He has said that 1 amnot much of a Dem- 
ocrat. If he will permit me to do so, I will simply say he is not 
a Democrat at all. We are asked to declare to the country by 
the action of a Democratic House that while we will not increase 
the pensions of these people, we will, in fact, deduct 30 cents on 
a dollar from what the Government pays them. We are asked 
to say to all employés throughout the United States, to all who 
work for wages, to every man employed in the nation, ‘While 
you receive a nominal salary of somuch, we propose to pay you 
that salary by giving you dollars worth but 70 cents.” , 
Now, as to this proposition to make 70 cents worth of silver 
represent a legal-tender dollar; if you will say that it shall apply 
exclusively to members of Congress, I am in favor of it. Iwould 


= 
small importance. The gentleman has also stated that I own a like to see members of Congress paid off in dollars worth only 70 
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cents. I shrewdlysuspect that our services to the country up to 
this date have not been worth 70 cents on the dollar. Mr.»SIMP- 
SON [turning to Mr. SIMPSON] what doyou think of this proposi- 
tion? [Laughter.] ; 

My friends, what has been the result of such measures In every 
nation of the world since the time when iron was made legal- 
tender money in Greece? Rather than agree to this proposi- | 
tion in regard to silver, I would be in favor of making a legal 
tender of corn, to please my friend Simpson. If there is any- 
thing that ought to be made a legal tender at a higher rate than 
its value, it is the corn of Kansas—not the silver of Colorado. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLAND rose. 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, my friend on my left [Mr. 
BLAND] opened this matter on me when I was entirely unpre- 
pared for it; and I regret deeply that I have occupied so much of 
the time of the House. Butif the gentleman is to be allowed five 
minutes to reply, I hope I may be allowed a similar courtesy. 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. Iask the Clerk to read what I have marked in 
the Congressional Directory of the present session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Countiges.—Ashland, Crawford, Delaware, Knox, Morrow, and Richland 

MICHAEL D. HARTER, of Mansfield, was born at Canton, Ohio, April 6, 1845 
has spent his business life as a manufacturer and banker, and is president 
the Aultman and Taylor Company; is a member of the Cobden Club, Lon 
don, of the Reform Club, New York, of the Democratic Club of the city of 
New York, and of the Young Men’s Democratic Clubof Cincinnati; has used 
his voice and pen in the interest of tariff reformfor many years; was elected 
2 the Fifty-second Congress as a Democrat, receiving 19,832 votes, against 
16,084 votes for George L. Sackett, Republican, 1,445 votes for W. D. Miller 
Prohibitionist, and 414 votes for D. T. Adams, Union Labor. 


Mr. BLAND. When I stated that the gentleman from Ohio 
was a banker, I did not know whether his bank was a national 
bank or not. I supposed it was, having been soinformed. That 
does not matter, however. The gentleman goes off on his Dem- 
ocracy, and says that I am not a Democrat. Sir, I never voted 
any other than the Democratic ticket in my life. But, if I am 
credibly informed, the gentleman was a follower of Mr. JOHN 






SHERMAN when he demonetized silver—belonged to that party, 
and still holds to JOHN SHERMAN on that question. [Laughter.] 


Mr. HARTER. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to that circular which 
I sent upand had read, the gentleman seems to assume that the 
peopleof thiscountry through the Grand Army must be prompted 
to do their duty; that the Grand Army posts do not understand 
their business, but that they must be educated by such means to 
understand whatis going on here. Heseems to assume that they 
are not able to judge of these things for themselves, but that it 
requires the interference of some astute member of this House 
to get up ‘‘circulars” calling the attention of the Grand Army 
posts to the ‘“‘ great fraud” which is contemplated or which is 
about to be perpetrated upon them. What sort of fraud is it 
that is referred to? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it is a question that has been pending in 
this Government and in both Houses of Congress for the last 
eighteen years f And I undertake to 


Mr. Chairman, JOHN SHERMAN holds to me. 


the free coinage of silver. 
say that every Grand Army post and every Grand Army man in 
the United States of intelligence understands just about as mi 
in regard to this question as my friend HARTER. Now, he pro- 
»0ses simply to give them information? Was that the idea? 
Nas this circular sent out simply to inform the people? Was it 
his idea to advise them that a free coinage bill was pending in 
Congress, when as a matter of fact he knows that the newspapers 
have been full of it for the last month or six weeks? Or was it 
not the idea to prompt them to send telegrams or letters to their 
Representatives in Congress, and endeavor in that way to inti 
idate them so as to vote against the measure? I leave that to 
the judgment of the House and the country to answer. 

He speaks of the silver dollar worth but 71 cents, and of the 
use of it for the purpose of paying members of Congress. I will 
take my pay, Mr. Chairman, in silver, every cent of it; and no 
doubt the gentleman will do the same thing. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. In Mexican silver? 

Mr. BLAND. In the silver dollars, which are just as good as 
the gold dollar. There is not a particle of difference between 
them. 

The gentleman ‘talks of the silver-miner and costing him 41 
cents to have his silver coined into dollars, when the gold-miner 
has the monopoly and can get his coined for nothing. But that 
isexactly what the gentleman wants. He wants to give to the 
gold-miner the monopoly, to give the monopoly to the bankers 
and the rich corporations, and to deprive the people of any par- 
ticipation in the benefit which would accrue to them from being 
permitted to coin their silver. 

When aman who abstracts from the day’s work perhaps $1,000— 
because there is very much gold ore that will produce that—and 


ich 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





it does not cost him $4a hundred, orin some cases $4a thousand, 
to get it out, he wants him t l privi es and all the 
advantages: but the silver-min , Whos dollar costs him 4] 
cents, has no right to go and get it coined, although his day’s 
work is worth just the same as t 4 o gets out the gold 
dollar. Butif proper legislatio is ha pon t bject both of 
them will be put upon a | ned of the 
| four hundred millions now in circulat is as good as gold, and 
so it will be as to all we may coin \ f col ( 

The CHAIRMAN. The tim rentlk 1 has expired. 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, a la the five mir 
utes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wv ld sugs to ft centle- 
man that five minutes was allo | he committee to the gven- 
tleman from Missouri, butthe Chair will ask if there be objection 
to extending the time of the gentleman from Ohio for five mir 
ute longer? 

Mr. BLAND. I do not understand that the committ ave 
that consent, Mr. Chairman I un tood thaf I had ten min- 

;in opening, the gentleman had t n minutes to reply, and five 
minutes was given to me toclose the debat However, if the 
committee chooses to give the time [ have no objection, but I 
suggest that we take up the silver bill and discuss it right here. 


) ver Dlil ] 
[fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio proceeding. 
Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, since this kind of circus seems 
to interest the audience,it can be kept up, if necessary, all the 
afternoon, if the committee will consent. 


You will understand that it was not by any act of mine that 
you were troubled with my biography. I am altogether too 
modest to have required so much of your attention on a matter 
personal to myself. But Iam not sorry that the gentleman from 
Missouri has produced it L think the « honorable thing in 


[ happen to be a mem- 
ber of the Lutheran Church, and as my friend here from Missouri 
failed to mention that, I will suggest it now, so as to make the rec- 
ord complete. But my friend on the left, I believe, has a record, 
is Congressional Directory. 

A MEMBER. Send it up and have it read. 

Mr. HARTER. It 
a part of it here. 
whole of it. 


my life that is not recorded there is th 









too, 1n 


iI will refer to 
But I will not bother you with reading the 
It seems, however, that he is a kind of a miner, or 


is an honorable cord al 








has been. Now, I am not. I am,as I have already stated, a 
manufacturer—a manufacturer who believes in free trade for the 
people who buy our goods. Iam also a farmer, and I be ve in 
good money for the farmers of the country 

The gentleman is very much disturbed ‘because I wrote to the 
Grand Army posts throughout the country what he has had read. 
He also makes a statement which the free-silver people always 
bring up, no matter what they are talking about. ar d thatis the 
sinful monopol’s of gold. Now. ] wil ma :a proposit on to the 
entleman in full hearing of the House here, and I would like 
him toanswer yesorno. For myo part I do not care a pic- 
ayune for either gold or silver—l mean I have no sense of fa- 
voritism between them. Thisisall the gold I possess [exhibiting 
a ring] outside of a watch. 

Mr. BLAND. L have a silver one. Laughter and applaus« 

Mr.HARTER. Now,Iprefermine tothesilverone. {Laugh- 
ter I am extremely obliged to the gentleman for the illustra- 
tion. ; 

Mr. BLAND. Mine keeps ta eas yi 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does tl t ? 

Mr. HARTER. No, s Now, I in} honora nd 

uri for alluding to the fact, b 3 t portal 

point that under a i and ( irily and always 
bod) gold. Doyouno against him- 
self? But here is the g . Now, ob- 
serve my friend upon this question. He says I favor gold. | 
stand in this House to declare this principle, that the value of 
the coined piece should not exceed the value of the bullion in 
1 piece; that the sole function of the G I t should be to 
stamp a coin and thereby establish, not a | 


it, but to simply establish the truth : 


so that it can cheat no man. 


Now, I make him a propositi I am in favor of,the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver. I am in favor of thef and unlim- 
ited coinage of gold; but I d only give t freedom to 
the man who is fortunate enough to own these metals, but would 
give like freedom to the men, women, and children in this coun- 
ry, to the other 62,000,000 of people, of determining whether 
they would take the money. I would let Mr. BLAND and his fol 
lowers be free to coin every ounce of their metal, and I would let 
the humblest man or woman in this country be free to say whether 
they would take this money at a dollar after it was so coined, ar 
whether they would let it alone. Do you meet me on that plat 
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form, sir? That is the kind of honest money that the country 
ought to have. 

As the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] seems worried 
over the fact that [ have chosen at my own expense to reach by 
mail the soldiers and pensioners of the United States with a 
clear and truthful statement of the results which free coinage 
would bring to them, and as he has deemed it proper that the 
full text of my letter should be spread upon the minutes of this 
House as they are printed in the RECORD, and whereas I have 
deemed it my duty to also address letters of the same general 
character to other classes of our fellow-citizens, I shall send 
them in and have them printed as a part of my remarks on this 
occasion. 

It may be possible that I may at some day in the future feel 
called upon to write another letter or letters on this measure, 
and for fear that I shall forget to send any of them up to the Clerk 
to be read in this House for the benefit of the gentleman from 
Missouri, I wish to say he is at liberty to publish or have read 
from the desk anything he finds on the silver question with my 
name to it. The only thing I can not agree to is to let him write 
my letters on this subject for me. I will never object to his 
reading them himself or to having them read by the Clerk of 
the House or to having them criticised by the honorable gentle- 
man or any other member of this House who disagrees with the 
wholesome Democratic, anticlass legislation which will always 
be found in them. 

The following letter was mailed two or three weeks ago toa 
large number of Democratic editors living in many sections of 
the United States,and is marked for convenient reference Ex- 


| nual premium payments, would leave 





passage of such a law would tax the powers of the historian and bankrupt 
the genius of the painter. 

Its injustice is so palpable that it hardly need be stated. 

Laborers of all kinds, ages, and sexes would (as always in such cases) go 
on working for months, and in many sections for years, at the same wages 
(nominally) now received, while actually getting but 70 cents where now re- 
ceiving a dollar. 

The pensioner at % per month would really receive but $5.60. 

The holder of a #1, life-insurance —s bought by many years of an- 

yut $700 to his family. 
Every employé of the Government and all persons living on a fixed in- 
come, would have their incomes cut down in the same proportion. 

The millions of worthy and industrious citizens among us who have slowly 
and painfully accumulated deposits in the savings banks of the nation would 
have but 870 where they trustfully believed they had $100. Altogether it 


| would prove the most rascally piece of class legislation ever known. 


A still worse feature is that with the vast and constant increase in the pro- 
duction of silver bullion its value is likely to fall to less than 60 cents on the 
dollar. To give to its owners a legal-tender value of 100 cents would then not 


| only deprive everybody else of 40 cents out of every 100 earned or saved, but 


would give the fortunate silver-mine owner more than 50 per cent above the 
market value for his work, and at the costof everybodyelse. It doesnot fol- 
low that all, or any, of the members of Congress who are pressing this meas- 
ure are dishonest. On the contrary, their very honesty of purpose is the dan- 
ger ofthe hour. That the craze cannot last long may be, probably is, true, 
but the situation is so grave that every board of trade, every chamber of 
commerce, and all commercial organizations of every kind should instantly 


| give to the cause of sound money and commercial sanity their strong help. 


I therefore respectfully ask that you convene your influential body at once, 
and, without delay, record and telegraph to your United States Senators and 


| to your member of Congress the convictions of your business community. 


hibit B, the letter to the Grand Army posts, which Mr. BLAND | 


had read, being for the purpose called Exhibit A: 


EXHIBIT B 
To the Editor: 


inclosed. Freedom of judgment in such matters belongs to every citizen. 
On one thing,and that a pure matter of policy, we untloubtedly do agree, 
whichis: That it will be suicidal for the Democratic party to pass a free- 
coinage bill through the House this season. 

You can do much to prevent it through your editorial utterances, and es- 
ecially by personal letters to such Democratic members of Congress as you 
lappen to know 

Permit me to add that no time is to be lost, as there never was atime when 
the lobbyists and paid forces of the silver ring were more active than now. 


With the tariff as the central issue of the Presidential fight we will carry | 
all the sure Democratic States and New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode 


Island, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Indiana, Wisconsin, Illinois, and 
Iowa, with some show for Ohio; with “free silver” in our platform, or the 
record behind us of passing a free silver bill through the House we can not 
carry a solitary State in the entire list except Indiana, and it is likely to lose 
us that State also. 

It is apparent to every thinking man that the only safecourse for the party 


is to keep the silver question out of Congress and out of the platform. Your | 
services to the party at this juncture are of the highest value. Iam certain | 


you will pardon my asking you to exert them in the two directions suggested, 
as well as in any other you think of. 

Every man, who looks ahead, can see that if we permit the silver issue to 
creep into our —r, we shall be so badly defeated as to make us sorry 
we nominated or « 
against class legislation by the tariff discussions of the past fifteen years, 
and it can not be driven into the support of the still worse class legislation, 
which would authorize any mine-owner or bullion speculator to take, what 
averages in cost (to produce) but 41 cents, to the mint, and get a coin which 
every other man must take in exchange for 100 cents worth ofhis labor and his 
savings. The Germans have, to their great honor, always stood for sound 
and honest money. They wouldleave us in a drove, and tead of taking to 
the woods, would go into the Republican party. 

The enormous Hebrew vote, always extremely intelligent upon such issues, 
would also all be cast against us, and before we had been engaged five weeks 
in the campaign most of the reading Democrats, and the bulk of the other 
thoughtful voters among us would be ready to smother the free silver swin- 
dle with their ballots. 

There is not a Republican in the United States (unless he is a specially 
patrictic one) but wishes the Democratic party to espouse the cause of the 
silver kings against the people. 

Whatever you feel your duty to the party, and to the country, ought to be 
done at once. 

Yours truly, , 
MICHAEL D. HARTER. 


The following letter was mailed on February 18 to the secre- 
tary of a number of leading boards of trade, chambers of com- 
merce, and commercial exchanges: 

EXHIsIT C. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 23, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: A question which rises in importance to a point where party 
lines are obliterated is now before the country. Under what is called free 
coinage it is proposed to give to a quantity of silver which costs 41 cents to 
produce and which has a market value of less that 70 a legal-tender value of 
100 cents. 

Such a monstrous piece of class legislation was never proposed in any na- 
tion or in any age which has historical record. 

It has, in other words, néver been proposed before to give to any metal a 
legal-tender value of 40 per cent above its market value, and the enormity of 
the proposition gives it a just claim to the title of the phenomenal financial 
craze of all time, and it is safe to predict that eternity will not produce a par- 
allel piece of commercial insanity. 

The practical result will of course be to drive gold out of general circula- 
tion, contract the currency about 33} per cent, a bd general bankruptcy 
upon the nation. To trace the Loney of the whole people would exhaust the 
resources of a mathematician; to picture the misery which Would follow the 


opted a platform in 1892. We have educated the party | 


| 








As no one has closer at heart than your body the industrial, commercial, 
and manufacturing interests of your section, immediate action is confidently 
expected. : 

That the views and wishes of such a well-known conservative and influen- 
tial organization as yours will have great force in Congress need not be said, 
and this letteris mailed you upon the expectation that you will feel the full 
weight of the responsibility resting upon you at this crisis in the commer- 
cial history of the United States. 

Respectfully yours, 
MICHAEL D. HARTER. 
(Fifteenth VOhio District.) 


N. B.—If you can not get your body together regularly or specially at once, 


| then have its most influential and well-known members write and telegraph 
You may entirely disagree with the views expressed in the little pamphlet 


your Senators and Representatives here. No time should now be lost. 


This letter was mailed this week to the presidents of a number 
of our largest life-insurance companies: 
EXHIBIT D. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: Has not the time arrived when it becomes your duty, as the 
trustee of the worthy people whose widows and orphans will depend upon 
your company, to oppose by every honorable means in your power the pas- 
sage of what is called a free-coinage bill? 

No one knows better than you that it means the robbery of your policy 
holders. 

After having spent a year actively opposing this champion swindle and 
phenomenal financial craze, and having poured time, money, and effort 
without stint into the good work, I venture to say I have a right to ask 
you to address ico” policy holder in your company on this subject. 

It is beyond question that the united effort of the holders of life-insurance 
policies can stop this madness. Personally, I believe it to be your duty to 
your trusting constituents and to the industrial, commercial, and financial 
interests of the nation that you exercise your powerful influence at once. 
There is now no time for delay, for hesitation, or for cowardice, anywhere. 
If your address to the policyholders of your company leads them to write, 
or, better still, telegraph their Senators and members here, the consequences 
upon legislation will be most salutary. No time should be lost. I addressa 
like letter to a number of other men holding similar places of trust in the 
life-insurance world, and anything like united effort on their part along the 
line suggested herein will bury the free-silver craze; but such action must 
be prompt and seyret 

Respectfully yours, 
MICHAEL D. HARTER. 


This letter will be mailed to-morrow to the Hon. RICHARD P. 
BLAND, of Missouri, and is a copy of one which has been sent out 
from time to time in reply to those received from honest, well- 
meaning, but ill-informed persons, who have urged me to vote 
for a bill to make what costs the silver-miners 41 cents a legal 
tender for 100 cents’ worth of sweat and sacrifice in Ohio: 

EXHIBIT E. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: I am in receipt of your remarks, and occasionally I get a letter 
expressing similar views. My long experience in the commercial world has 
convinced me that the currency and coinage of the United States, in order 
to have the stability which alone is the basis of general prosperity, must rep- 
resent intrinsic value. I have never believed any other way in matters re- 
lating to these subjects, and must both work and vote against the free coin- 
age of 41 cents’ worth of silver (at cost of production) intoa legal tender for 
100 cents. You see free coinage would give the silver-miner 100 cents’ worth 
of the earnings, savings, and income of every manand woman inthe Fifteenth 
Ohio district for his 41 cents—as clear a swindle as the Louisiana lottery. 

I regret that any difference exists between myself and any good, well- 
meaning citizen, but I know I would forfeit your respect if I had not thecour- 
age to speak and vote my sincere convictions. I believe in the end the Dem- 
ocratic party will stand by the course I have taken, and even if my opposition 
to free coinage shall make me temporarily unpopular, the consequences are 
small compared with the satisfaction of kno g 1am not doing violence to 
what I know to be right and just to the peopleI represent. Iputexpediency 
aside in this matter, determined to do what I believe will be best for the 
country; but it will not be long before my position in this matter will be con- 
sidered as expedient to others as it now seems righttome. Before long all 
the safe and conservative elements in the Democratic party will oppose free 
silver and there will be a growing sentiment among the masses that it isa 
cruel wrong to them. s 

The free and unlimited coinage of silver is, in my judgment, the rankest 
class legislation ever known, and is not Democratic nor never can be until the 
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ty decides to sell the poor to the rich. I cannothelp but oppose it for the 
| mabe 4 reason thatlI oppeee the tariff legislation of the Republican pes. 
If a free-coinage bill passes the House, Mr. Harrison can reélect himself by a 
single stroke of the pen with which he writes the veto. I can no more favor 
cuak afraud upon the people than I can vote to rob them under the name of 
rotection. Ido not question your arene I believe you are conscien- 
Yous. but can not concede your position; and I believe when you have given 
the subject mature and careful thought you will, at least in the main, agree 
entirely with me that free silver is clearly undemocratic. 
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I would rather retire to private life at the expiration of this Congress than | 


remain an hour longer if I kept myself there by voting against the interests 
of the multitude of men, women, and children I represent and whose inter- 
ests areas dear to me as are my own. I am so thoroughly convinced of the 
rectitude of my position and that my course is for the highest benefit of the 
whole people that I am and must be unalterably opposed to class legislation 
of every kind. Iamso decided in what I say because at this time no man 
who loves his party and the truth can afford to utter an uncertain sound 
Yours truly, MICHAEL D. HARTER. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to say one word. 

Mr. HARTER. Iam afraid I should want to say two words 
in reply. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman has alluded to the fact that I 
was once in the mining country and a miner. I have not owned 
a mine of any sort for the last twenty-five years, and have no in- 
terest in mining whatever. 

Cries of ‘‘ Regular order.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. The 
Chair has recognized no one. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, how much 
more time remains to the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are forty minutes remaining. 
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it out. One gentleman remarked here that everybody preferred 
gold. 

Why, sir, in my desk at my room I have a circular issued in 
1885 by the associated bankers of New York, wherein they vol- 
untarily proposed to pay ten millions in gold coin for the same 
amount in ier coin. The Government agreed that they might 
have it. Did they take the heaviest dollar? The Government 
had trade dollars of 420 grains, it had dollars of 4124 grains, and 
it had subsidiary coiy of 385 grains to the dollar, and when those 
bankers made that bargain they voluntarily took the lichest sil- 
ver coin, and after they had made the first trade they wanted to 
make another just like it. 

Another point, Mr. Chairman, fully half of the silver certifi- 
cates now afloat went out on the deposit of gold coin, because the 
holders of the gold preferred paper, although it was redeemable 


| only in silver dollars. Never in the world can they get the gold 
| coin back again through those silver certificates: and yet, in 1884 
| and 1885, exchanges of thatsort were made to the amountof more 
| than $80,000,000. 


Now, I am going to take up a branch of the subject not yet 
spoken of. I am one of those men who like to do what is square 


|and right. We have, on the one hand, a class of bankers who 
| are in favor of getting the general currency so contracted that a 


dollar will buy two or three timés its face value of other prop- 


|erty. The late Senator Plumb, himself the president of a na- 


[Mr. SMITH of Arizona withholds his remarks for revision. | 


See Appendix.] 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I have been very much interested | 


in the discussions of this question. Itisadouble question. Itisa 
racequestion—an Indian question—and, also, a money question. 
The Indian phase of it has been pretty thoroughly discussed. 
We have had both sides of the Indian question painted for us— 
the dark side and the bright. I am not wholly ignorant myself 
of the two sides of that question. My first knowledge of the 
Indians was away back in the thirties, when I was a mere child, 
and when the Sac and Fox Indians were our neighbors in my 
native State. 

Later on, members of my family have traveled among the In- 
dians in New Mexico, Arizona, Oklahoma, and Alaska, and but 
recently a member of my family returned from two years’ travel 
in Alaska; so, Ithink I know something of the Indian, both from 
hearsay and observation; and my mind is thoroughly made up 
that the liberal policy of treating the Indians is the proper one. 
The Indian, when we find him in a state of savagery, is, in many 
respects, at the very bottom of the ladder, but he has his good 
qualities. He can be raised, he has been raised, and he will be 
raised still more. If we have not the best policy now, let us 
amend it until we find the best policy. Do not let us stop. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr.CHIPMAN] uttered my senti- 
ments all through his very able and timely speech. He made the 
first half of my speech for me, and I told him I would say so, and 
would pass over without discussion the ground covered by him. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us discuss another side of this double 
question; the money side, if you please. That side must be con- 
sidered because somebody has, probably, got to be taxed. We 
have had the money question brought in here to-day aside from 
taxation. One gentleman advocated the free coinage of silver. 
I think he was right. Another gentleman said that he was op- 
se to paying a premium to the owners of silver bullion, and 
nence, was not in favor of the 4124 grains silver dollar. 

Well, supposing you do not agree to that, then you have given 
a premium to the gold dollar, so you must give a premium one 
way or the other, whether you coin the silver dollar or not. 
Let us go back to the beginning, when in 1775 the great Father 
of American liberty, George Washington, and that other grand 
man, Thomas Jefferson, long hefore the American Constitution 
was adopted, agreed that they would take the Spanish milled 
dollar as the unit of account and standard of value for this coun- 
try. They agreed to this, and it was made the lawful dollar soon 
after the Constitution was adopted, I think in 1792, and it re- 
mained the lawful standard dollar until 1873, when it was clan- 
destinelydropped from the coinage. I would go back and unod 
the blunder, or crime, of 1873. 

I would reinstate the old dollar as it was. The silver in the 
silver dollar has not depreciated one particle as compared with 
the general prices of other property. The bullion in the silver 
dollar will buy as much of the products of labor to-day as it would 
in 1873, when it was worth 3 cents more than the bullion in the 

old dollar. It has not depreciated, but by cutting off silver you 

ave ‘‘ boomed” gold and put it at a premium. I would take off 
that ‘‘ boom,” take off that premium. I would restore silver to 
ite ancient status, precisely as it was, and let the two metals fight 


tional bank, said that the contraction of the currency through 
the action of the banks in twelve months had been 5 per cent 
of its volume, and that this contraction had reduced the value of 
property in this country to the amount of $3,000,000,000. I would 
restore some of that currency. I would restore it in the form of 
legal-tender Treasury notes. 

Now, I suppose I am tramping on ground that will not be ap- 
proved; and I am going togo back and show you how the Treas- 
ury note was first started. The Treasury note was commended 


| by Thomas Jefferson, the great father of the Republican party 


| 


and of the Democratic party—the grandfather of both of them. 
Mr. Jefferson said: 
Bank currency must be suppresse 1 and the circulat 


nation where it belongs. 


ion restored to the 

That was right: that is good Democratic doctrine; and that was 
good Republican doctrine before that party was vaccinated with 
virusof Wall street. For years that doctrine was in force. The 
first issue of Treasury notes was in 1812, soonafter the close of Mr. 
Jefferson’s administration. It wasunder Mr. Madison. Prior to 
1860 there were twenty issnes of those Treasury notes—all of them 
receivable for duties on imports, and none of them at any time 
went below par as compared with coin. During the Mexican 
war, in 1846, these notes were 6 per cent above coin in the mid- 
dle of Mexico. 

For the benefit of gentlemen who do not agree with me, I will 
throw out this statement, that no paper money ever issued by 
the Government of the United States, or by the Government of 
Great Britain, if receivable in the revenues of the issuing gov- 
ernment, and made alegal tender in the payment of debts, has ever 
gone below coin at any time. I have made this declaration in 
the presence of Senator Plumb when he and I were discussing 
these matters before a large audience: I have submitted this 
proposition a hundred times in public; and I have never met 
any man who has been able to point out a single case where such 
paper as I have described, backed up by the action of the issuing 
government, making it a perfect money by law, has ever gone 
below coin in par value. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to do justice to those people of the 
United States who wear ‘‘only one gallows,” as remarked by a gen- 
tleman yesterday, and to those who burn corn because they can 
not buy coal people whose children are not well eno ivh dresse d 
to go to school, or the parents to go to church—thos« people 
whom you are going to tax, as proposed in this bill 





, to send the 
Indians to school when their own children can not go there. | 


am going to propose that you restore some of the currency 
which Mr. Plumb said the banks had retired. I prapose to 





o add 
to this bill a section providing tha pay this entire expense, 
seven or eight million dollars, with newly issued legal-tender 
Treasury notes. 

We do not wanta new policy. But toreturn to the old p Wty 
the policy which was practiced from 1812 to 1860. I want you 
Democrats to listen, for Iam going to tell you how to get the 
Presidency five times outof seven: and that ispretty often. The 
great fight of that grandest of men, Gen. Jackson. was on the 
bank. He stood square ly in the footsteps of Mr. Jefferson ( 
said, ‘‘I sincerely believe that banking institutions are more dan- 
gerous to liberty than standing armies.” He stood right in 


steps of that grand man over in England, Lord Chatham, th« 
friend American liberty ever had on that side of the ocean, wh¢ 
said, ‘‘ If the Americans adopt our banking and funding systen 


their liberties are gone.” Istand where John Adams stood wher 
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he said, ‘‘ I always did abhor our banking and funding systems; I 
shall live abhorring them, and I shall die abhorring them.” 
Ha ri [ not g i ven you good authority ? 


Gen. Jackson ‘made the highest fame that he has enjoyed by 
a fight on the Bank of the United States: and he beat the bank, 


4 


although, according to good authority, the bank spent $3,000,- 


000 in bribing persons in order to defeat him. And during that 
fight,as I have understood, his life was attempted out here on 
the eastern portico of this Capitol because of his fight on the 
bank. More than that, when a successor of his sent to the Sen- 


f 


ate a veto message of a bank bi 


bill, that message was hissed—the 
only occasion, so far as I have ever heard, where the message of 
any President has been hissed in the SenateChamber. You see 
now the enemy we have to deal with. 

Gen. Jackson made his reputation fighting the bank. He was 
reélected.. Martin Van Buren said, ‘* I will walkin the footsteps 


of my illustrious predecessor.” He was elected. Thenfor five | 


successive campaigns the Democratic party had in its platform 
the declaration ‘‘A national bank is unconstitutional and danger- 
ous to liberty.” There were seven Presidential elections which 
were fought on that bank question from the time of Gen. Jackson 
down to 1856, and during that time the Democrats gained five 
victories in seven campaigns. In 1860 that plank was left out of 
the Democratic platform. Since thattime there have been eight 
Presidential elections and the Democratic party has gained but 
one. 

Now, I want to tell you Democrats what you must do. You 
must quit bidding for the patronage and help of Wall street, be- 
cause the Republicans will outbid you seven times ineight. If 
you want to win the Presidential election, and to win glory that 
your children will be proud to speak of after you are gone, you 
must bid for the vote of the people as Jackson bid for it; as Jef- 
ferson bid for it; you must follow in the footsteps of your illus- 
trious predecessors who gave birth and fame to your grand party. 
This is what you must do. 

T 


Mr. ALDERSON. Are you going to vote the Democratic 


at? 





Mr. DAVIS. If yo 
Democratic party will live up to its ancient platforms. 

Mr. REED. That would be impossible. |Laughter.] 
Mr. DAVIS (continuing). 
that the Democrats can be relied upon to do what they promised 
in their ancient platforms I will vote with you. If you will make 


a platform such as Jefferson and Jackson would have written on | 


the banking question and inspire me.with confidence that you 
will live ip to what you profess I will vote for it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, on this question of platforms I am re- 
minded of a little joke. We have a man in Kansas who made a 
study of platforms. He was fond of discussing the matter. He 
was once talking about platforms, and it happened to be about the 
Republican and Democratic platforms. The question was, what 
are they W rth? He illustrated it by stating that he boarded a 


railroad train at one time, and gotupon the platform for the pur- 
pose of entering the car. When the conductor came along he 
told him to get off the platform. ‘*‘ Why,” he says, ‘‘I want to 


The conductor replied: ‘*‘ All right, you can 
stand on the platform.” ‘‘Why,” he responded, 
latforms made for?” The conductor said: ** To get 
ostand on!” {[Laughter.] So you see what confidence 
he had in | latforms. 


Now, I want to speak a little while on the contraction question 





as I understand it. I have before me some excellent extracts 
ym the speech of the late Senator John A. Logan, deliv- 
874. He was discussing the evils of contraction under 
which we are now suffering, in regard to which we are now en- 
red in devising measures of relief. I will state the question so 
you will understand it thoroughly and simply. Almost all 
of our school children out West can cipher a little in long divi- 
sion. Suppose we had here a blackboard suspended before us and 
on it written asum in long division. We have the divisor, the 











dividend, and the quotient. The divisor is the people and their 
commodities which they have for sale; the dividend is the volume 
o! ‘rence n¢ ‘ulation; and the quotient is the price of com- 
modities. For twenty-five years we have, by increase of popula- 
tion, been increasing the divisor, while by contraction we have 
been cutting down the dividend, and the quotient is nearly all 

Now, I who believe as I do believe we should increase 
the dividend as the divisor is increased. It is asimple problem, 


and that is all we ask; all we have ever asked for. Those who 
oppose us must drive us out of the way; must drive the common 
per ple out of contact with their betters, as you sometimes call it. 
in this manner you may reduce the divisor. But looking back 
over t] 
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time, you will find that the rule has been to cut down the divisor | 


by killing the people, by revolutions, or some such process as that. 


1 will inspire me with confidence that the | 


If you will induce me to believe | 


1e history of the nations, from Rome down to the present | 
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FEBRUARY 13, 


| Senator John A. Logan, in his great speech of March 17, 1874, 


discussing the hard times and the panic of 1873, said: 


But, sir, that the panic was not due to the character of the currency is 
proved by the history of the panic itself. * * * No,sir; the panic was not 
attributable to the character of the currency, but to a money famine, and to 
nothing else. In the very midst of the panic we saw the leading bankers and 
business men of New York pressing and urging the President and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to let loose twenty or twenty-five millions more of the 
same paper for their relief, the very same men who to-day denounce it as 
a disgrace to our Governmenf. It was good enough for them when they were 
in trouble. 


Again, Gen. Logan quotes approvingly from the Berrien County 
(Mich.) Record as follows: 

The people have and do realize that their most prosperous times were 
when currency was the most plentiful. It is true it was not so good for the 
| money-lender and the capitalist, but for the laborer, the manufacturer, and 
the producer, three-fourths of the people of the entire country, it was far 
better than it is to-day. 

He also quotes approvingly from Hon. Isaac Buchanan, of On- 
tario, Canada, as follows: 


It is seen that the question of money and the question of labor are one 
question, the solution of the one being the solution of the other, plentiful and 
therefore cheap money being a convertible term for plentiful and well-paid 
employment. 


He then goes on to say: 


Why is it that Representatives forget the interests of their own section and 
stand up here as the advocates of the gold-brokers and money-lenders and 
sharks, the same class of men whose tables Christ turned over, and whom he 
; lashed out of the temple of Jerusalem. * * * Carry out the theory of the 
contractionists and what must be the inevitable result? Every enterprise 
and industry must be dwarfed in like proportion. The busy hum of the 
spindle will cease its sound in many a mill which now gives employment to 
hundreds of active hands, and supplies the comforts of life to many a happy 
home. The bright blaze of many an iron foundry, which gives life and cheer- 
fulness to the grand scenery along the streams of Pennsylvania, will cease 
to gild the night with its rays. And the same industry in _ own State, 
and that of the Segator from Missouri, which has been so rapidly increasing 
of late, will be crippled, and hundreds who now find employment there will 
be compelled to seek a home elsewhere for want of work. The undeveloped 
resources of the South and West, which we have just begun to appreciate, 
| will restin abeyance till a wiser policy shall bring them into use. 


On the subject of the panic of 1873 to 1877, the United States 
Monetary Commission says: 

The true and only cause of the stagnation in industry and commerce, no=> 
| everywhere felt, is the fact everywhere existing of falling prices, caused by a 

shrinking volume of money. * * * Thisis the greatcause. All others are 
collateral, cumulative or really the effects of that primal cause. Practical 
men see what the mischief is, and they all see it alike, and, without formu- 
lating their ideas into set words and phrases, they state it alike. Capitalists, 
large and small, give one and only one reason for refusing to invest in pro- 
ductive enterprises. Uniformly and universally the reason given is that 
prices are falling and may continue to fall, and that money is the best thing 
to get and hold while that state of things continues. * * * Falling prices 
is only another expression for an increasing value of money, by contracting 
its volume 


Mr. PICKLER. What year was that? 
| Mr. DAVIS. This speech was made in 1874. 

Speaking of the progressive contraction of the currency then 
going on, Senator JOHN SHERMAN, in 1869, said: 


Thecontraction ofthe currency is a far more distressing thing than Senators 
suppose. Our own and other nations have gone through that process before. 
It is not possible to take that voyage without the sorest distress. To every 
person except a capitalist out of debt, or a salaried officer, or an annuitant, 
*t is a period of loss, danger, lassitude of trade, fall of wages, suspension of 
enterprise, bankruptcy and disaster. * * * To attempt thisis to impose 
ipon our people, by arresting them in the midst of their lawful business and 
applying a new standard of vaiue to their property, without any deduction 
of their debts, or giving them any opportunity tocompound with their cred- 
itors or to distribute their losses, and would be an act of folly without ex- 
ample of evil in modern times 


The Senator afterward changed sides on the subject and was 
duly charged with his treason by Senator Logan, March 17, 1874, 
as follows: 


But, sir, leaving that for the moment, I will say that even the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance [Mr. SHERMAN], abandoning the high stand he at 
first occupied, has gone back, as a final resort, to the records of the past to 
hunt up the former statements cf individual Senators. He also abandoned 
his guns and left the field of open warfare. A question like this, bristling 
on every hand with facts concerning its various phases, certainly does not 
need a resort to the past expressions of an individual Senator to sustain a 
true and correct position in reference to it. The Senate will long remember 
the difficulty the Senator found himself in by referring to former records on 
this question, his own speeches having been immediately produced, showing 
him to have been the leading advocate in the Senate Chamber of the same 
principles now advocated by our side of this question. It is strange, sir, but 
it is true, that men like thechairman of the Committee on Finance do, within 
a short period of time, change their opinions on great questions. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the contraction of the currency in the 
United Statesis by nomeansanewthing. Gold and silver failed 
in Great Britain in 1797, and they had toresort to paper. With- 
out that paper Sir Archibald Alison says Great Britain would 
have become a province of France. That paper saved the Em- 
pire, widened its scope of operations, and made it the richest and 
most powerful nation on earth. Then came the contraction of 
the currency after the Napoleonic wars. In 1816 there was a law 
passed to cut off silver, in 1819 they cut off paper, and in 1826 

| four-fifths of the landowners of England had lost their lands be- 
cause of the financial condition of the country. 

Their working people were in such a condition of suffering that 
| they added 35,000 men to the troops to keep them stil! while they 
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were starving. Finally, as matters kept getting worse, Mr. Cas- 
tlereagh went into Parliament one night and said, ‘‘ The countr) 
is in great danger. We have got to do something.” Did u he 
pass a bill to call out more troops? No, there would have be« n 
a big row if they had. But they suspended the rules and 

assed five money bills, making money plentier; a in a very 
short time, sixty or ninety days after that, the factories were 
running, prices were rising, the caamie were employed, and th 
troops were dismissed. 

Now, let us take one other case. At the close of the French 
and German war France paid to Germany one thousand millions 
in gold. This placed Germany in good fix financially and Franc: 
in bad fix. Germany adopted the contraction policy, France did 

ot. France kept afloat plenty of silver and paper. In 1589 ou! 
te consuls re port that 80 per cent ol f the German real es- 
tate is mortgaged beyond redemption. In France only 13 per 
cent and the , debts are decre asing. Jam trying to show you that 
it is not ow fault out in Kansas that we are mortgaged. Th: 
tell us that out in Kansas we are lazy and shiftless. No, we are 
not. We are the hardest wor ke rs out there that you have any- 
where. I have stated before a hundred audiences that the farm- 
ers of Kansas, one day with another, winter and summer,all the 
way through, with their wives and children, do almost tw ice as 
much work under the stress of mor tgages and debts as the slaves 
of the South ever did under the lash, and I have notfound a ma 

to dispute it. We work without masters and we yield almost 
everything we earn to the other fellows. We do not think that 
is right. We ought to have better prices. 

I want to give one reason why Kansas is mortgaged worse than 
Other places. The Republicans are partly right when they say 
our debts are an evidence of enterprise and activity, because when 
a man is inaquicksand and is sinking, the more he struggles the 


faster he sinks. We are a struggling, enterprising, and active | 
xeople. We are the same peop ple upon whom the slave power | 
broke its sword, and the money power seems likely to try its | 


“ 


metal upon us. Now] will tell you another reason why we are 
mortgaged so much. When the soldiers came back from the 
Army the »y were paid just half the contract price for their serv- 
ices. They came back poor. They found in Kansas good home- 
steads. There were many in Illinois (my native State) who were 
bankrupt there, and they went West. 

These glorious men who had upheld the flag in a struggle for 
existence found Kansas a land of promise, and they went there. 
But, in spite of themselves, they have made it a land of promises. 
[Laughter.] These promises the y can not redeem unless legisla- 
tion is change d on the finances. If there was any other land be- 
yond, then we would not have mortgages in Kansas. We would 
go to the last point before we would stop and borrow money or 
mortgage. They tell us that our mortgages are an evidence of 
prosperity. They are an evidence of enterprise, of a determina- 
tion not to quit and do nothing simply because we have no money. 
We are doing the best we can, and we hope to get along. Yes, 
we are paying off the mortgages, and I will tell you how we do it. 

In Clay County, the c entral c munty in my district, lately, in 
the courts, there were a number of farms foreclosed, and they 
sold, as a rule, I understand, for about enough to pay the costs. 
Our farmers in Kansas are paying off their mortgages precise) 
as Napoleon Bonaparte settled with the allies at the battle of 
Waterloo. After a terrible death struggle they surrender every- 
thing, with no St. Helena to go to, as Napoleon had. That is 
just our condition. This country, like Great Britain, and lik 
Germany, is mortgaged beyond redemption unless we can hav 
the means of payment. 

Here in myamendment to this bill is a very small portion of 
the means to accomplish this. This policy gives Geoi gia a lit ttle 
hope. It will give Kansas hope, it will hurt the money-lenders 
of the East just alittle, not much, and it will not cost us any thi 
to take care of the Indians. I am in favor of taking care of the 
Indians, and am in favor of helping the white man at the sam: 
time instead of taxing him. 

I would like to say before I sit down that I wish to incorporat: 
in my remarks the remainder of the extracts which I quoted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is ther 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The extracts referred to by Mr. DAVIS are as follows: 

In order to throw some light on the question as towho or ut 
class of society is interested in a scanty volume of money and low 
prices of labor and the products of labor, I call sateation $ to an 
extract from the Inter Ocean of February 28, 1874, quoted and 
approved by General Loganin hisspeech of March 17,1874. The 
Inter Ocean said: 


Slavery is only another name for greed. The black man was not held in 
bondage for the mere peasens of ownership, but that the white man might 
subsist in idleness off his labor. On the stre ngth of this supreme greed of a 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, it is well known to the committee 
that debate has been running along quite a while and we have had 
a little of everything, whichI suppose is all right. For the pur- 
pose of closing the debate I desire tocall the attention of the com- 
mittee to a question that I think is of importance, namely, the 
question that we have been discussing, or which should have been 
discussed. 

[ want to say before I go into the general merits of this bill 
that some gentlemen have discussed this question as though the 
seven millions and odd hundred thousand dollars this bill carries 
was a gratuity to the Indians, and that we were absolutely giv- 
ing ittothem. I want to say tosuch gentlemenif they will take 
the time to investigate the Indian question they will not make 
that statement any more. The wildest declarations are always 
made by gentlemen upon this floor who have never given the 
question any attention at all, because if they know anything 
about it they know that that is incorrect. At least one-half if 
not two-thirds of this entire bill is simply paying the Indians 
money that we owe them under treaties that we have made with 
them. Whether all those treaties have been judicious or not is 
not for us to determine. It simply becomes our duty to execute 
the treaties, and I am sorry to say, from my experience, that we 
have executed them none too well. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, in the last few years, long since I com- 
menced work at this matter, the different Indian tribes have 
surrendered to the Federal Government over 43,000,000 acres of 
land. They have not surrendered that land all for nothing ex- 
actly, but in some instances almost for nothing. These lands 
have been surrendered by these different Indian tribes at the in- 
stance of the Government, on the principle that they did not 
need them for themselves, as the chase had disappeared, and 
there was no more game, and they did not need them for hunt- 
ing. Therefore they could not utilize the land in any profitable 
way tending to their support. Consequently the policy of the 
Government has been that whenever a tribe had surplus lands it 
would buy them. This has been done under various treaties, 
and it has of course become incumbent upon us, with these 
treaty obligations upon us, to pay whatever we agreed to pay, 


which is usually by annual installments: and a large portion of | 


the amount carried by this bill is simply to carry out the various 
treaty stipulations that we have entered into with these various 
tribes for the cession of land they have surrendered to us. 


These lands are placed on the market, under the homestead | 


law, with the condition that the homesteader shall pay to the 
Government enough to reimburse it for the amount the Govern- 
ment paid to the Indians, so when the question is wound up it 
has cost the Government nothing. TheGovernment only stands 
as an agent or trustee between the Indian and the settler, and 
transfers the lands from the Indian tribe to the settler in home- 
stead tracts of 160 acres, and the money is paid back into the 
Treasury of the United States to reimburse the Government. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have in my hand an official statement 
made by the Indian Office showing how the Indian appropria- 
tion bill has been running from 1885 to the present time, with 
the estimates for the coming fiscal year. These different appro- 
priations have been made by the Indian Office, under the differ- 
ent heads that cover the appropriation. If gentlemen will take 
time and look at it they will find the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Bureau is the money we give to carry on 
the machinery, and to meet the obligations we have brought upon 
ourselves by treaties with the Indians. Outside of those treaty 
stipulations that we have brought on ourselves the expense has 


not increased, but has slightly decreased from 1885 up to the | 


presenttime. You will find from an examination that the amount 
of the appropriations under treaty stipulations has increased. 
They are increasing each and every Congress; and I say to gen- 
tlemen they will continue to increase just so long as we continue 
to buy lands from the Indians and agree to pay them for them, 
if we do what we promise. 

I would like to ask my distinguished friend from Mississippi 


[Mr. STOCKDALE], who so eloquently discussed the situation yes- | 


terday as if we were simply taxing our people and taking the 
money out of their pockets to give to these people—I would ask 
him would he repudiate those treaty stipulations? Would he go 
back upon the contracts made by the Government with these de- 
fenseless and helpless people? Or would he stand up and make 
appropriations in accordance with the agreements? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me to ask him a 
question right there? 

Mr. PEEL. With pleasure. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In the various appropriations made for edu- 


cation and other purposes, I want to know if any of the items | 


are not in accordance with or in consequence of treaty obliga- 
tions. Are there notitems of appropriations made here that are 
not forced to be made by our treaties with the Indians? 
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Mr. PEEL. Certainly, there are. Some of them are because 
of treaty stipulations, and some are not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think where we have treaty obligations 
we ought to carry them out; beyond that it is doubtful whether 
we should make eleemosynary institutions for the Indians. 

Mr. PEEL. I will answer the gentleman on that subject when 
I come to that branch of the bill. 

It is conceded, Mr. Chairman, that the treaty stipulations must 
be carried out. There is no avoiding that. There is no getting 
around the amount thatit requires. It is a question of evias 
these current and contingent expenses of the Indian service. 

Now, the question arises whether or not the Government is pur- 
suing a wise and proper policy in attempting to educate the 
children of these people. That seems to be the question that 
troubles more men’s minds than any other connected with the 
Indian service, and I desire to say that it has been my experience, 
as a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, to stand be- 
tween two extreme parties upon this subject. First, we have 
our friends throughout the Eastern States who have gone into 
the work of educating the Indians from a moral standpoint, and, 
| as I said the other day, I have never had occasion to doubt their 
| motives in the least, I believe that they are generally honest, 
| candid, and sincere. In fact there is no possible reason or mo- 
tive why they should be otherwise 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has expired. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I thought I had fifteen minutes 
| reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. DAVIs] 
occupied a portion of that time. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. PEEL] have what time 
he desires. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas has been interrupted a good deal, and I think it is proper 
| that, as the chairman of the committee, he should have addi- 
tional time. I therefore ask unanimous consent that his time be 
extended ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PEEL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I stated yesterday that we 
had recommended in this bill, for educational purposes, a larger 
amount than was to be found in any other Indian bill ever pre- 
sented toCongress. While this bill, under the head of ‘‘ Schools,” 
| does not carry quite so much as did the bill of last year, there is 
| an item under the head of “ Treaty stipulations,” growing out 
of the contract with the Sioux, $150,000, which I had added in. 
I have received this morning a letter from the Commissioner of 
| Indian Affairs in relation to that subject; and right here let me 
| say that having been associated with him now for some years, I 
do not believe there is any more conscientious, candid, or zeal- 
ous worker in the cause in which he is enlisted than our present 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. The Commissioner calls my at- 
tention to the fact that I was mistaken, and that that $150,000 
should have been deducted instead of being added. If that is 
correct, as I have no doubt it is, then this bill does not carry 
quite so much as the bill of last year. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not that make the aggregate $258,000 
less than was carried by the bill of last year. 

Mr. PEEL. I suppose it does. Butif gentlemen will go into 
the items of the bill they will find that we have provided for the 
education of a much-larger number of children than were pro- 
vided for in last year’s bill. The bill of last year made appro- 
| priations mostly in gross, and a large proportion of the money 

pep oe Heo was used for buildings. In viewof the large amouut 
of building carried on under the appropriations of last year, and 
as we did not wish to impair the service, we thought it prudent 
to curtail the expenditures for the building of schoolhouses until 
those already built shall be filled up, and therefore this bill will 
enable the Indian Bureau to educate a great many more children 
| than they could educate under the appropriation of last year, in 
view of how that money was used. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the committee for a few 
| minutes to the reason why it is not only morally right, but is to 
the interest of every American citizen in this broad land, that 
these Indians should be educated. My friend from Mississippi 
| [Mr. STOCKDALE] lauded the Southern people for their generous 
| conduct toward the negroes in respect to education. I agree with 
| him, and I am proud of it, for there is no blood in my viens that 
| is not pure Southern. The Southern people have done nobly in 
| that respect, and they have done it for a purpose, a noble pur- 
pose. They know that the colored man is in this country to stay. 
He has got the ballot in his hands, that power which rules na- 
tions, and we know in the South that if our institutions are to be 
perpetuated by the ballot, every voter, whether white or black, 
must be educated so as to be fit to cast his ballot intelligently. 
We know that it is as dangerous to place the ballot in the hands 
of a wild, untutored savage as it is to place a loaded pistol in the 
hands of a lunatic. 
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For the same reason that the Southern people have acted so 
generously toward the colored race of the South in providing for 
the education of their children, paying the taxes themselves and 
giving the colored people their proportionate share of the money 
to pay for their children’s education—for that same reason and 
upon that same principle, it is not only a duty, but it is wise pol- 
icy, for this Government to educate the Indians so as to fit them 
to become in time intelligent citizens. Theold system of dealing 
with the Indian has exploded. There is no more wilderness in 
which he can take refuge. He has been driven from east of the 
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eaenne River, and the Western country has been settled, or | 
y 


is rapidly being settled up. . a 

The great discovery of gold in California in 1848 and 1849 and 
the white immigration which it induced put the white race in 
occupation of the Pacific coast. The transcontinental lines of 
our railroads have since penetrated that country and tied the east 
and the west together, and civilization has since encroached upon 
the reservations until the Indian found that the buffalo was gone 
and that his occupation was gone. The country saw that as well 
as he did, and the question came up, ‘‘ What shall we do with 
the Indian?” And that is the question that still confronts us. 
We had to choose whether to exterminate him by the bullet, or 
to stand by and see him pine and starve and waste away, or to 
undertake to educate him and incorporate him into our civiliza- 
tion and make him an American citizen. 

The latter policy has been adopted, and I am certain that it is 
the wise one. Then, if we are to incorporate these people into 
our civilization, and if the Indian is in time to become an Amer- 
ican citizen, is it not necessary, in defense of ourselves and of the 
institutions under which we live, that we shall educate his chil- 
dren so that they may be capable of taking the aa of intelligent 
and virtuous citizens, and so that when we place the ballot in 
their hands we shall not place it in the hands of ignorant sav- 
ages? 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
What greater obligation is there for the Government to educate 
Indian children than to educate any other class of children? 

Mr. PEEL. There isa very great difference, Mr. Chairman. 
The Indian is untutored by nature; he is brought up in the wil- 
derness; he must be taught everything.. On the other hand, the 
white child, or even the colored child, is brought ~ in civiliza- 
tion from the beginning and learns how to make a living. 

Mr. SCOTT. If there is need that we educate the Indian 
children, who are comparatively few in number, is there not 
equal or greater need that we should educate the children of the 
colored people? 

Mr. PEEL. As I have said, the Southern States are acting 
nobly on this question; they have been educating every colored 
child, although the taxes spent for educational purposes come 
almost entirely from the pockets of the white people. The col- 
ored children in the Southern States are being educated with 
the view of making them citizens, capable of taking part in the 
Government under which they live. 

Mr. SCOTT. Why should notthe Government educate them? 

Mr. PEEL. That is a different question. We are not asking 
the Government to do it. Different gentlemen have different 
ways as to the method of meeting this Indian question. Should 
we shoot down the Indian on his reservation, or let him starve? 
That would be about as reasonable as to say, according to the 
language of some gentleman here the other day, ‘‘ Give the 
Indian his 160 acres; pin him down there and make him go to 
work.” That sounds very handsome; but to expect a wild In- 
dian to settle down on a farm and work is about as reasonable 
as to capture a wild buffalo bull and expect him tosubmit tamely 
to the yoke, and draw the plow or harrow as domestic oxen do; 
it is about as reasonable as it would be to capture a wild horse 
on the prairies and expect him to gently carry a rider or safely 
draw a buggy with your wife and children, just as a horse would 
do that you had raised from a colt. 

Such ideas are simply nonsense. The wild Indian, when you 
provide him with a farm and farming utensils, is just as helpless 
as a child so far as making his living is concerned. He knows 
how to make a living by hunting; and if you will furnish him 
hunting grounds stocked with buffaloes he will not starve. But 
we have taken all the lands of the Indian; the buffaloes are gone. 
We must teach the Indian to make a living in some other way. 
Pasturing, agricultural and mechanical pursuits are all that is 
left him. The education given under the Indian school system 
is not entirely an education of books; it is an industrial and me- 
chanical education as well. When the Indian child has spent a 
few hours in the school room he is taken out to the garden or the 
field; he is made acquainted with every pursuit of domestic life 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


At the Klamath Agency, at $1,200 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
by striking out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened attentively during this long 
debate to hear some solution of this much-vexed Indian prob- 
lem. The gentleman from Arizona |Mr. SMITH], who spoke a 
little while ago, gave it as his judgment, from his long experience 
and close contact with the Indians, that there is but one way of 
dealing with the Indians, and that is todisarm them and compel 
them to work. The same solution was proposed yesterday by 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON], whose 
judgment was that the United States Army ought to be employed 
in placing them on tracts of land and compelling them to work 
at the peril of their lives. His idea was to present to the In- 
dians as an alternative work or death. 

These suggestions have been made by several gentlemen of 
large experience in dealing with the Indians. I thought, per- 
haps, that the able chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
[Mr. PEEL] would point out what he conceived to be the wis>st 
solution of this great problem, but he has not seen proper to do so. 

I have no complaint to make in regard to this bill except the 
complaint I have heretofore made, that none of these bills go far 
enough. We have been trifling with this Indian question for a 
hundred years. We are noweducating a partof the Indian chil- 
dren and permitting the majority of them toremain in ignorance. 

In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, there is but one solution of 
this question; and I propose to state it very briefly. It is the 
result of my own observations and the result of all I have been 
able to learn of the Indians themselves. I have visited the In- 
dians; I have visited the Indian schools; I have talked with the 
Indians themselves, and my judgment is that unless we educate 
all the Indian children simultaneously, as we do the white chil- 
dren, unless we make our schools numerous enough and large 
enough to educate all the Indian children of this generation, the 
next generation will be Indians just as they are to-day. The 
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] has shown how little it 
amounts to when you educate only a fraction of the Indian chil- 
dren. 

The gentleman from Arizona is right insome things, but wrong 
in others. He thinks the Indians a hopeless race, a race of vaga- 
bonds, prone to degradation and wickedness; that they are this 
by birth, and he doubtless believes that the only good Indian isa 
dead Indian. 

But he should remember that all he said of the Indian is true 
also of the white man. There are here in Washington, Mr. 
Chairman, there are in every State in this Union, in every 
county and town in this broad land of ours, thousands and tens 
of thousands of white men who are just as degraded as the gen- 
theman says the Indians are in his Territory of Arizona. 

There is one cure and only one cure for the evil which he de- 
scribes, and that is the remedy I have pointed out—to educate 
all of the Indian children at the same time. The only cure for 
ignorance and degradation is education. The Indian children 
must be taken in their youth, when they are only afew years 
old, and placed in schools fitted to their condition. They ‘must 
not be permitted to learn the habits of the Indian. They must 


Mr. Chairman, I move to amend 


| be taught in their youth, before they have acquired the fascina- 


tion of the chase or learned the habits of the wild Indian: before 


| they have learned the use of the tomahawk and scalping knife; 


that will qualify him to discharge the duties of a citizen of the | 


country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for general debate on 
this bill has expired. The bill will now be read by paragraphs 
for amendment. 


| years of age. 
' ways tried it in vain. 


before they have learned to hunt in the mountains or follow the 
war path—an education which no Indian has ever willingly sur- 
rendered. 

You may, if you will, Mr. Chairman, employ the entire Army 
of the United States amongst these people; you may divide your 
lands in severalty; you may require each Indian to take his own 
allotment, but when an Indian has grown to manhood in the wild 
and rugged forest he will never conform himself to the require- 
ments of civilization by such means as that. You have got to 
begin with the early infancy of the Indian and train him from the 
very beginning. What would a white man be if he had the same 


surroundings from his youth up that the Indians have? Would 
he be any better than they are? Certainly not. This has been 
demonstrated time and again. The difference between the two 
races is only the difference between their education, and when 
we educate the Indians they will become good citizens, and not 


till then. 
The CHAIRMAN The time of the gentleman has ex 
Mr. MCKENNA. Task unanimous consent thatthe centleman 
from Ohio may be permitted to proceed for five minutes lon 
There was no objection. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It is utterly impossible, Mr. 


nired. 


Chairman, to make a farmer, to make an industrious laborer. to 
make a good citizen of an Indian after he has reached 25 or 30 


We have tried it again and again, but we have a 
The only hope for the Indian race lies in 








—"- 


the simultaneous education of all the Indian children; and I 
svould have schools in sufficient mi os ‘yr of an industrial char- 
acter to which they could all be sent. 


[ would have them taught all of the trades, all kinds and va- 
rieties of business; [ wor ld have them become self- sustaining; I 
would never pe rmit the m to follow the warpath or learn the ways 
| Indian; I would kee p the Indian children away from 
that king of life and shield them from that kind of influence; I 
would lead their youthful feet in the paths of civilization, and 
point them to a higher anda better life. In this way, and by this 
way only, can we make them American citizens and have them 
realize the value of home and civilization. We can bring to 
them in this way a civilization which is the pride of the best na- 
tions of the world, a civilization which has brought gladness and 
happiness to our land and made us a great and powerful nation. 


Phere is one use that you might make of the United States 
Army in this connection. I would not employ it as was sug- 
1 ‘ f y rs os > } 
gested by the gentleman from West Virginia or the gentleman 


gv 
fre \rizona, but I would use it for the purpose of compelling 
the attendance of the Indian children at the schools after they 
have been established. We must have compulsory attendance 
at these schools if they are to succeed. 

I have looked into these Tidian schools: I have seen the rows 
of empty seats; I have talked to the teachers and othe “Ss inter *- 
ested and they have explained the difficulties of inducing or per- 
suading the ee c hildre n to attend the schools They have 





uniformally agreed in declaring that there was great difficulty 
in securing thei ir atte iinoae . The children have no taste for 


education: allof their surroundings are adverse to such influences, 
and the tendency is to the life of the wild Indian; and hence if 
you educate the Indian children at all, you must compel the at- 
tendance of every child in all the Indian tribes throughout the 
whole country. 

If, Mr. Chairman, we will adopt this policy, while it would cost 
a few million dollars more, it would solve the Indian problem, and 
within asingle generation, in our own lifetime perhaps,we would 
make citizens of all the children of every Indian tribe. Let the 
old ones live as they have lived and as their fathers have lived: 
let them follow the warpath if they choose and live in the wig- 
wam and continue the tribal relations; but take the Indian chil- 
dren and teach them a different life. [have no sympathy what- 
ever with the attempt to control the Indian, to force him to take 
a quarter section of land after he has become old, or after he has 
passe od middle life even. 

Only the young men and only the educated young men can be 
bei vefited by such an arrangement. It is only those who have 
been taught in the industrial schools of the country that we can 
have any hope or belief that this will benefit, or that they will 
follow agricultural or any other industrial pursuits. I would call 
the attention of the House to that question, and particularly the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
did not recommend a larger appropriation, alarger sum of money 
for the education of the Indian children, no matter where they 


[ am sorry that this committee | 
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people were very much attached to their country, as all Indians 
are attached to the places where the graves of their ancestors 

are located. These people were in: duced in 1853 to sell their lands 
and take other lands in the northern part of Wisconsin. The 
first treaty was, I think, that they should take lands in Minne- 
sota. They were discontented with those lands and exchanged 
them for lands in the northern part of Wisconsin. 

Now, those lands which they had already secured, upon which 
they were lixing and upon whieh they had lived for many years, 
they had cultiv ated and improved; and they were establishing 
themselves like the whites 

The time of Mr. MILLER having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent it was extended five minutes. 

Mr.MILLER. These Indians were, I think, situated like many 
other tribes. If the Government had left them to manage their 
own affairs I have no doubt but at this time, if they had been al- 
lowed to remain upon this land, they would have been self-sup- 
porting and would have been good citizens; and they are now 
perhaps almost fitted to exercise the right of suffrage and to be- 
come just as good citizens as the people that surround them. [I 
believe that it is the case with many of the tribes. 

[ think that the main difficulty is that we have too much of a 
desire to take care of the Indians, too much of a desire to legis- 

for them, too much of a desire to appoint men to positions 
and the consequence is that this is a very expensive system. It 
does seem to me that instead of costing $7,000,000 the amount 
could be reduced one-half. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, thata large portion of this $7,000,000 
represents money that the Indians are entitled to under treaties 
and unless we change our system they will forever be dependent 
upon the Government. We must adopt a system of their taking 
care of themselves, allowing them to improve the lands upon 
which they are located. If we do that, why, then, in the course 
of afew years they will be self-supporting and eventually will 
assume civilized habits, and will become just as good citizens as 
those who surround them. 

The great difficulty with the Indians generally, where we have 
had trouble with them, has arisen from the fact that the treaties 
we have made have not been carried out in good faith. <A great 
deal of trouble has arisen because the agents have not paid the 
Indians or delivered to them such goods as they were entitled 
to. They have been imposed upon in all directions, and I do be- 
lieve that the system is all wrong; but at the same time we can 
not change it at once. 

My idea is to gradually bring about a change. Take those 
tribes that are best fitted for caring for themselves and tell them 
they can occupy their lands forever, perhaps giving them the 
title individually, so that they can feel a permanent interest, 

and secure the land to them so that they can not encumber it or 


| transfer it for a series of years. 


: . ~ . | 
are born, no matter to what tribe they belong. For, Mr. Chair- 


man, I would recommend the education of every single Indian 
child in the country, and when thatis done you will at once have 
solved the great Indian problem. 

| Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. ¢ hairman, there a so much confusion 
when the Clerk commenced reading the bill that I did not notice 
we had passed line 9, providing eine itey-o ight Indian agents 
I so ask consent that we go back to that for a moment. 


1H. ATRM AN. If there be no objection the committee 
wil recul oO ilne »on page l 
There was no objection. 


Mr. MILLER. I move tostrike out the last word for the pur- 


pose of saying that as far as these agents are concerned ~giving 

an agent to every tribe of Indians—I think it is entirely unnec- 
essary, and instead of having fifty-eightagents I would reduce the 
number to twenty-nine. These agents, that number, I have no 
doubt could transactall the businessconnected with the agencies, 
and quite as satisfactorily as it is done now with double that num- 
ber. My —— nee in this matter is in relation to the Indians 


} 


in the State of Wisconsin, wh re we have a few of them, and there 
are twoagentsin that State. I am well satisfied in my own mind 
hat one would answer the pi manpone. 

Mr. WILSON of W ashing gton. How far apart are they? 


MILLER. Oh, probably fifty or a hundred miles. They 

a n the northern part of the State, near together. 
It ha ned to be my fortune many years ago to be located 
very near a tribe of Indians known as the Menomonee Nation. 
Those people had always been friends of the whites, and they 


owned the country between the Wolf and Wisconsin Rivers, 


bounded on the south by the Fox River. ae y had, through the 
agency of a Catholic priest, Father Bondwell, obtained a knowl- 
edge of industry aud to some extent a know ledge ofbooks. Those 





By adopting such a system, I think in a short time we can get 
rid of this great burden and at the same time do a great benefit 
to these people 

|Here the hammer fell]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the Grand Ronde Agency, at $1,200. 


Mr. BOWERS. I move to strike out the last word. I under- 
stand it is an important word—the word dollars—an important 
— to strike out in the interest of economy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not at this time intend to begin an 
Indian war or any warupon Indians; but I do intend to commence 
and keep up a war upon the whites as they appear in this bill. 
[am going after bigger game than Indians. [am going after 
Indian agents and Indian inspectors and that sort of trash, as we 
come along to the various items in this bill. Iam going to fire 


| at them singly or ground sluice them as I find them in a flock. 


| thine—he has struck it rich. 


I find generally that they are in flocks, and they are about the 
most useless appendages that belong to this Government. 

Now, sir, I have in my district two communities, and one-half 
of all the people in them want to be Indian agents, and the other 
half want oo be physicians to the Indians. Now, I[ am a little 
selfish about this matter. It is to relieve myself and many other 
Congressmen here of these continual petitions for appointments 
as Indian agents. Why, to be an agent is to have gotten a soft 
I had four of them send for me to 
come down to the hotel to talk to me about an Indian agency 
where there were but three Indians. 

Sir, there are some very curious things in this bill. I am not 
going to shoot at the Indian. I am only going to shoot at the 
white man. W hy, I find here in this bill, among the contingent 
expenses, the “ pay of five Indian inspectors, $12 3500.” There is 
no more use for them than for a cat to have two tails—not a par- 
ticle. Then there is ‘‘necessary traveling expenses of the five 
inspectors, $8,000.” Here on the next page I find, under “ con- 


tingencies,” $45,000. I looked through this bill hurriedly, and [ 
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found $186,000 for contingent expenses, after providing for con- 
tingencies ineveryseparateitem. ‘‘Contingencies” for * contin- 
gent expenses.” 
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At the proper time I am going to offer an amendment to this | 


¢ 


bill providing that the fifty-eight Indian agents—every one ol 
them appointed hereafter shall be an officer of the United States 
Army; and if that be adopted you will have no more Indian wars, 
and at the same time you will give your army officers something 
todo. I want to stop that fifteen or sixteen hundred thousand 
people from boring Congressmen and Senators for appointment 
as Indian agents. Now, there is no class of people in the world 
who have the reputation for honesty and integrity that the army 
officers of the United States have. If youcan make them agents, 
the Indians will be fairly dealt with; they will get what is due 
them, and, as I said before, there will be no more war. 

Now, I believe very much in what the gentleman from Arizona 
said. He told a great deal of truth in the remarks he made. |] 
do not believe in the schools; I do not believe they do any good. 
I am not going to attack them now, as I said before, because I do 
not want in any manner to attack the Indians. I am only going 
to attack the whites. This is a thing which has grown up into 
anoutrage alloverthe country. Here thereare ‘special agents.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOWERS. Justone moment. Not satisfied with having 
the five inspectors, on the next page provision is made for “five 
special agents at $3 aday.” That is all I am going to attack in 
this bill, these useless traveling men and women at an annual ex- 
pense of from %5,000 to $10,000 each. They are traveling in pal- 
ace cars, and have $3 a day allowed them for incidentals; and in 
that is not included the sleeping-car fare, or the cost of transpor- 
tation. This is all I desire to say at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Wisconsin has made 
a motion to strike out “ fifty-eight” and insert ‘‘ twenty-nine” 
in the paragraph which has just been passed. The Chair did not 


hear the gentleman, there was somuch confusion, and if there be | 


no objection the Chair will put that motion to the House. 
Mr. PEEL. Ido not understand where that was. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is on the first page, line 29. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Before that motion is put I wish to say a word | 


in regard to the matter. I wish tocall theattention of my friend 
from Arkansas to the fact that in an investigation made by a 
committee of which he was a member some six years ago it was 
shown that in quite a number of agencies there were no duties to 
»erform: for instance, Umatilla, in Washington. The agent 
himself said that there was no necessity foran agent. He made 
that statement, I will state, if my friend was not present. 

The report shows that, and it was in the testimony. He was 
down at Portland, and gave his testimony there, and said there 
was no necessity for an agency at that point; that these Indians 


| man by to-morrow mornin 


were advanced, and that possibly some provision might be made | 


to have some other agent visit them upon proper occasions once 
or twice a year; but, really, he said he had nothing todo. And 
then at the Navajo Agency the agent has nothing todo. They 
do not need them there. I think if my friend would pass over 
the subject of agencies, and go on with the bill, that he and his 
committee may reach the conclusion that there ought to be some 
reduction made in the number of these agencies. These agents 


are receiving salaries of from twelveto twenty-two hundred dol- | 


lars; and, besides that, they are furnished almost everything. 
They are furnished very comfortable houses.. For instance, a‘ 
Pine Ridge thereis an elegant residence, embellished with foun- 
tains and all the elegant grounds kept up in beautiful order; and 
so, generally, you will find it at the other agencies. 

But, Lespecially call attention just now to the two cases of 
the Umatilla and Navajo Agencies. These Indians do not liv 
in villages, they are herders. They have large flocks of sheep, 
and goats, and horses, but no cattle. The agent at these places 
has simply nothing to do; and therefore, I hope that the gentle- 
man will pass over this matter for awhile and if he can notmak« 
some reduction in the number of the agencies after consulting 
with his committee. 

Mr.PEEL. I had thought of the same thing that issue 
by the gentleman from Indiana, but as we had no evidence and 
no means by which we could come to any correct conclusion as 
to which ones could be dispensed with, we thought it best to let 
them alone. Now, the trouble about the Navajo Agency is, as | 
think my friend will find, that they have no other agency near 
enough to do anything for them. We do appropriate a sma 


> 4 ] 
reste 


amount for them for irrigation, and there is nobody near to at- 
tend even to that. I have no objection, however, to passing 
over the paragraph if the gentleman desires. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Mr.Chairman, there are ten traveling Indian 
agents, five of them properly under the Secretary of the Interior, 
with very handsome salaries; and then five other agents, who are 
traveling with an allowance for traveling expenses at the rate of 
$3 a day, and who are substantially representatives of the Com- 
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missioner of Indian Affairs Now, whe you bear 1 mi 

fact that those ten agents hay thine todo but tot 

one agency to another, it seems to 1 hat all these oth 9 
might very well be dispensed with. Take, for instance, the Flat- 
head Agency 

Mr.PEEL. But the Flatheadsin Root Valley have been moved 
up there since we visited the ag cy, and that mak a dif ( 

“Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. that makes a good deal of difference: 
but the Flatheads are very advanced Indians Now. considering 
that we have these ten Indian agents constantly emplo hos 
business it is to go from one agency to anothe) 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Only fiv 

Mr. HOLMAN. No: there are five appointed he Ser- 
retary of the Interior and five under the Commissioner of Indiar 
Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. inspectors and five specia 

— nts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the whole business they have to do is 
to vo from one agency to another; andin view of that fact, 
seems to me that quite a number of the agents provided for in 
the bill might be dispensed with These traveling avents can 
easily visit every agency in the country twelve or fifteen times a 
year. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Does the gentleman know that 
these men are kept busy now? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know that they are not. On the contrary, 


I remember that the winter before last I saw one of them her 
nearly all winter. I donot know whether he was getting his $3 
a day or not, but he was drawing a handsom salary. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Did the committee of which 
the gentleman from Indiana was chairman and which visited the 


agencies some years ago make any report or recommendation 
looking to the consolidation of any of the agencies which they 
visited? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; the committee made some recommenda 


tions looking in that direction. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Where is that report to be 
found? 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will try to get a copy of it for the gentle- 





Mr. WILSON of Washington. I took it for granted that th: 
committee had made such suggestions, but I had not been abl 
to find them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend [Mr. PEEL] will let us pas 
over this paragraph until to-morrow. 

Mr. PEEL. [ have no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana another question bearing upon his suggestion. Th: 
Indian agents are bonded officers: now these other agents and 
inspectors to whom the gentleman fron 
they bonded officers? 


Indiana has referred, ari 


Mr. HOLMAN. If they are not they can be made bonded offi- 
cers by this bill. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, we are willing to agree that tl 
paragraph relating to the salaries of agents shall be passed over 


informally, to be returned to later. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Down to line 12, page 6. 


The Clerk read as follows 


For the payment of necessary interprete1 ! i 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, #20,000; but no } m 
United States and paid for any other servi hall be } 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I will rise to a parliamenta 
quiry. Do I understand that the committee have pa Lo t 
preceding paragraph, and that it is to be returned to lat 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes: the paracraph in r 
and the salaries of agents. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to offer an a iment to that paracra 


the proper time. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr.Cha cu esire to offer an amet { 
to the paragraph just read. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman w pleas 





ment in writing. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR(while Mr. MILLER 
amendment). I wish to ask fl chairman of 

ther any provision is made in this bill to 
duct of Indian traders, or is th any 0 
he don¢ ? Take , for ir stan the Osa 7 
gets $1,600 a year, but tl a two lt in trad 
| am informed by the a 1 x) { 

Vo if th make $40,000 a ! mig t out of 
Indians. We : here cavill a S of | t 
agents, but the sa ary of ar 4 tisam a 
pared with the amount whi t smakea 
Ne is re any method of regulating tha 

Mr. PEEL. I can only say, in reply to the gent 


Indian traders are very much like other merchants: s yt } 
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make money and some do not. There is a law which regulates 
the manner of getting permission to be an Indian trader. The 
trader has to be appointed, and he is under the control of the In- 
terior Department and the Indian Office, and they can put such 
restrictions upon himas they please. Butthe tradersimply goes 
to the agency with his own goods and pays his own expenses, and 
the Government has nothing to do with him except to give him 
the privilege of selling the goods. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But he has an exclusive privi- 


lege. 
Mr. PEEL. Sometimes the privilege is not confined to one | 
trader. There are often two or three. The Department has 


also a right to limit the price put upon the goods. As I have 
already said, some of the traders make money and some do not. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But there is no competition. 

Mr. PEEL. I do not know how that is. 1 do not know any 
way in which we can regulate the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MILLER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 13 to 17, as follows: * 

“For the aa of necessary interpreters, to be distributed in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, #20,000; but no person employed by the 
United States and paid for any other service shall be paid for interpreting.” 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, to my certain knowledge there 
will be found among the Indian tribes in the State of Wisconsin 
plenty of men who can speak the English language. This has 
been the case for years, and everybody in that region of country 
has been surprised that this office of interpreter should be con- 
tinued, for theemploymentof interpreters is not necessary there. 
[ believe that the case is the same generally throughout the 
country. There may be, and I presume are, some tribes in the 
West in dealing with whom interpreters would be necessary; 
but I believe that as a general rule there will be found in each 
tribe plenty of men who can speak the English language; so that 
this office of interpreter may be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to suggest to my friend from Arkan- 
sas that so far as concerns the experience of the commission of 
which he was a member no agency was visited, noteven the San 
Carlos Agency among the Apaches or anywhere else, without 
finding plenty of men who could speak very well the English 
language as well as the Indian language. At Pine Ridge, where 
there are some Cheyennes mingled with the Sioux, a number of 
men were found who could speak one language as weil as the 
other. An item of $25,000 for this purpose has come down to us 
from former years, having been inserted in these bills at a time 
when the Indians were so remote from civilization that very few 
of them could speak our language; hence there was a necessity 
sometimes for employing interpreters. 

But all that has passed by. My friend from Arkansas admits 
ina measure the justice of what Iam saying, because this bill 
proposes to appropriate only $20,000 for this purpose—a reduc- 
tion of $5,000. Possibly the only section of country where an 
interpreter would be required ison the upper Missouri. I admit 
that there among the Blackfeet and other tribes 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
for the Colville and Coeur D’ Alene Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iconcede that. I admit that there are two 
or three localities where interpreters must be employed. But 
why will not half of the appropriation proposed be sufficient ? 

Mr. PEEL. Iam sorry to be obliged to dissent from the view 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and to oppose the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MIL- 
LER]. 





been $25,000. Indeed, I was of the opinion when we were making 
up the bill that $15,000 might be sufficient. But on conference 
with the financial clerk of the Indian Bureau I was informed that 
at every agency interpreters must be used in connection with re- 
ceiving and delivering supplies. 

My friend from Indiana will remember that when we were out 





Interpreters are also required | 


It is true, as my friend from Indiana has stated, that here- | 
tofore the appropriation fixed in the present bill at $20,000 has | 





j 


ing with Indians, and I regard this as one of the most necessary 
items in the bill. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MILLER, 
it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,500 each, $12,500. 

Mr. BOWERS. I move to amend by striking out the para- 
graph just read and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

For pay of two Indian inspectors, at 82,000 each, #4,000. 

I do not care to debate this question at all. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For necessary traveling expenses of five Indian inspectors, including tele- 
graphing and incidental expenses of inspection and investigation, $8,000. 


Mr. BOWERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 28, on page 6, strike out ‘‘eight,”’ and insert ‘‘ four,’ so as to read 
** 84.000." 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, if I can have his attention, that there is 
one, at least, very strong argument in favor of the proposition of 
the gentleman from California to reduce the number of these In- 
dian inspectors. ‘The inspectors were provided for when the 
whole country west of the Mississippi River was unsettled and 
without railroads or other means of communication. Now that 
whole region of country is permeated with railroads. I do not 
remember asingle instance where you would have to travel over 
a hundred miles toreach a reservation from one of the railroads. 
I have seen all winter one of these inspectors here in this city, 
and I think other gentlemen might perhaps be able tocite other 
instances of a similar character. I think this is an argumentin 
in favor of the pereenees of the gentleman from California. 

Mr. PEEL. My friend from Indiana forgets the fact that it 
is just asfar to California now as it was in the olden time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; but it does not take quite so long to get 
there. 

Mr. PEEL. No; it does not take quite so long to get there, 
that istrue. But I do not see the use of five inspectors getting 
$2,500 unless you provide the means for paying their expenses 
for traveling. 

Mr. HOLMAN. AsI understood the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from California, it was to reduce the number of in- 
spectors. 7 

Mr. PEEL. The pending amendment is to reduce the travel- 
ing expenses of the inspectors from $5,000 to $4,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ILunderstood the amendment as read to re- 
duce the number of Indian inspectors to four. 

Mr. PEEL. No; that is another amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then, of course, what I have said does not 
apply to the pending amendment. 

Mr. PEEL. In regard to the pending amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, we have already passed the item which provides for five 
inspectors, who, in the language of my friend from Washington 
[Mr. WILSON]—as the Secretary of the Interior says—are the 
‘‘eye of the Secretary.” They inspect all of the Indian service 
in all parts of the United States, aheeatee the Indians exist and 
wherever the Indian Office or the Secretary of the Interior 
thinks it proper to send them. If they have no money to defray 
their traveling expenses, or if the amount is reduced below what 
is reasonable and proper, of course they can not be sent to per- 
form their duties. 

This item in the bill is just the same as for years back. It will 
be also observed that unless the Secretary of the Interior needs 
their services of course he will notsend them and the money will 
not be expended. So I think it would be a very impolitic move 
to cut down this amount without knowing whether the Secretary 
needs it or not. These inspectors are of course at his service; 


| they are paid regular salaries, and they ought to be used if their 


among the Cheyennes and Arapahoes we undertook to hold a | 


little council with them. We found one Indian able to act as in- 
terpreter, but another who was called on would not do so, or 
broke down, and we were not able to hold the conference as we 
expected. The Indians are just as shrewd as other people; they 
know that we can not compel them toact as interpreters without 
pay, and therefore they are not apt to serve voluntarily. I am 
as anxious as any gentleman on this floor to economize on every 
item of this bill so far as is consistent with the public service: 
but at this time I would fear that the interests of the Indian serv- 
ice would suffer if we should undertake to make a greater reduc- 
tion in this matter than the committee has already made—$5,000. 
| think it safest for the Committee of the Whole to agree to this 
paragraph without amendment. 

Mr. BOWERS. I know something about this business of deal- 


services are found necessary. 

| hope the amendment will not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of one superintendent of Indian schools, $3,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “three thousand dollars” in lines 24 and 25, on page 6, 
and insert “three thousand five hundred dollars.” 


Mr. PICKLER. 


Mr. Chairman. I offer the amendment I send 


It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that I seek 


to increase the amount covered by the bill above that recom- 
' mended by the committee in the sum of $500. 








1892. 





Dr.Dorchester, the general superintendent of the Indian schools 
in the United States, has been engaged for several years in this | 
work, and has had a salary of $4,000 a year heretofore. In the 
yeneral plan of reduction of other salaries, such as agents and 





thers, I find that where the salaries were $1,500 they were re- 

uced but one-fifth, whereas, in the salary of the general super- 
intendent of Indian schools the committee, I regret to say, have 
feduced it one-fourth, or from $4,000 to $3,000. 

In justice to Dr. Dorchester I want to say that while I do not 
pretend to urge upon the House the idea that it would be impos- 
gible to get a man to fill his position, yet I do say that he is ex- 
traordinarily well qualified for the work. 

Mtr. MILLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? F 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER. Is the gentleman aware that the expenses are 

aid? 

Mr. PICKLER. I know that some of them are. But I also | 
know that during the last two years this gentleman has been not 
only on the alert in regard to the great question with which he 
is charged, but he has investigated the schools and traveled, as 
he reports to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as follows: 

During the past year I have spent all the time, except about fifty days, in 
the field, inspecting schools, examining the question of locating new schools, 
and doing such other work as has beenassigned me. Since the beginning of 
my labors on the Ist of May, 1889, I have made 163 visits in Indian schools | 
Minin #4 different agencies and on 70 reservations, in doing which I have | 
traveled 50,601 miles, of which 4,549 have been in wagons. 

Dr. Dorchester is a man of mature years. He is not an ordi- | 
nary manin this business, but isa man who understands fully the 
requirements of the position, who takes a broad and comprehen- 
sive view of it. I ask gentlemen to examine carefully the report 
and see how he deals with the Indian question, to know and un- | 
derstand what class of a man he is. 

In 1890 there was imposed upon him an extra duty, that is, a 

eneral superintendence, not over only the schools, but for the 
fenefit of the service generally; and I say that he has been a 
trusted officer of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and that he is an extraordinarily val- 
uable man. I believe that when you have such a man as that, to 
cut off one-fourth of his salary to begin wjth istooradical. I be- 
lieve that is a greater reduction than ought to be made. He is 
worth what he was first paid, $4,000. So I seek to make it $500 
more than the committee have proposed, or $3,500. I desire to 
have read a statement of the additional duties which were im- 
posed upon him in 1890 by Congress. I send to the Clerk's desk 
what Dr. Dorchester, in recapitulating to the Commissioner, 
stated. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. As soon as the Clerk has read what I have 
sent to the desk I will answer the gentleman’s question, if I can. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Qn the 26th of August, 1490, you officially addressed to me a letter contain 
ing the following passages: 

“You will observe from this that there are new duties imposed upon you. I 
have not yet had time to consult with the Secretary in reference to the nature 
of these new duties, but I take the liberty of asking you to look more care- 
fully than ever into the moral condition of the agencies you visit. By this I 
mean the condition of things as a whole from the moral standpoint, with 
especial reference to the character of the agent and chief employés, their ex 
ample, influence, the aims by which they are governed, and the objects which 
they have in view. 

“TIT do not wish to impose upon you all the duties of an inspector, but I 
should be glad tohave you extend your inquiries at any agency in any direc 
tion required by the good of the service. There are many questions vital to 
the matter of Indian civilization aside from the matter of schools. Besides, | 
the environments of a school may be such as to paralyze its best efforts 

“So far as your time and opportunity wil! allow, I would be glad to have 
you inquire into the moral character of the physician and the general infiu- 
ence of Indian traders. 

“Be kind enough tosubmit your reports on each of these topics separately, 
and accompany your recommendations with such full and explicit stat 
ments, and with such evidence, documentary where practicable, as will en- 
able me to make positive recommendations to the Secretary.”’ 

I accepted without demurrer the additional duties assigned me, touching 
as they do the moral environment of the Indian agencies, and consequently 
the welfare of the schools themselves, and the whole work of Indian civiliza 
tion. Ihave appreciated the delicacy of the task, and have endeavored to 
discharge it considerately and firmly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 
gentleman from South Dakota 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Washington 
{Mr. WILSON] yield? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCOTT. I want to ask what allowance for expenses is 
given to this superintendent? 

Mr. PICKLER. It is stated in the next section. Dr. Dor- 
chester is worth all the money he costs, and if you pay him at the 
old price he will save many times that amount to the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I think we will keep him at 
this price. 
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A single word in reply to the gentleman from South Dakota 
{[Mr.PICKLER]. Your committee on Indian appropriations care- 
fully examined this matter, and they came to the conclusion that 
there might be a reduction in the salary of the superintendent of 
Indian schools. They have therefore reduced it from $4,000 to 
$3,000 per annum. Of course it is expected that his time will be 
continuously employed; but in addition to that he is allowed $3 


| per day for subsistence, and his railroad fare. Thisis more than 
| the chief inspector of the postal service receives, and it is onlya 


a thousand dollars less than the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
receives: and we thought that a subordinate should not receive 
the same salary that the Indian Commissioner himself receives. 


| We believe it is a proper, just, and wise reduction. Nobody de- 
| nies that Dr. Dorchester is a very able and a very conscientious 


man in the performance of his duty; but this salary of $3,000 a 
year we believe is ample for the work and time employed, in ad- 


| dition to his $3 a day and his traveling expenses. 


Mr. PICKLER. Is not that a pretty big reduction? 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I[s not $3,000 as large as the 
average salary paid to college presidents throughout the country? 


| If you will examine the salaries received by college presidents I 
| think you will find that, except in the larger and leading insti- 


tutions, $3,000 is as much as they generally receive. 
Mr.SCOTT. And college presidents do not receive $3 a day 
extra, nor their railroad fare. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. They do not get this extra al- 


| lowance for expenses, as suggested. 


Mr. PICKLER. This gentleman’s work is as hard as that of 
any college president in the country, and there are none of them 
who work as he does, traveling over hills, mountains, and prai- 
ries. 

Mr. PEEL. He will do it for $3,000. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to say on behalf of the committee that we have considered that 
matter carefully. It will be remembered by the older members 
of the House that this office has only been created within the 
last three or four years, I believe. Part of the time the salary 
was $3,000 a year and part of the time it was $4,000. Now, we 
came to the conclusion, as my colleague the gentleman from 


| Washington [Mr. WILSON] has just stated, that $3,000 was suf- 


ficient, conceding all that has been stated as to his efficiency; for 
I have no right to say but that he is a most elegant gentleman 
and a most efficient officer. And when the fact is taken intocon- 
sideration that he is paid $3 a day for hissubsistence, in addition 


| to his railroad and sleeping-car fare, it makes a splendid salary, 


because if, as been stated, he is upon duty all the year round, 
which I[ suppose he is and ought to be, then he gets his $3 a day 
all the time and he is absolutely able to defray his expenses for 
the entire twelve months, so his living costs him nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Having read as follows: 

For necessary traveling expenses of one superintendent of Indian schools, in- 
cluding telegraphing and incidental expenses of inspection and investigation, 
$2,000: Provided, That he shall be allowed 83 per day for traveling expenses 
when actually on duty in the field, exclusive of cost of transportation and 
sleeping-car fare: And provided, That he shall perform such other duties as 
may be imposed upon him by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior 

Mr. LONG said: Mr. Speaker, [ move to strike out the pro- 
viso in lines 3, 4, 5, and 6. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will reduce his amendment 
to writing. 

Mr. LONG. Iwilldoso. I have not had time todo so before. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman 
of the committee a question for information upon this point. I 
see in line 24, on page 6, that you pay one superintendent for In- 
dian schools $3,000, and on the next page you pay the same per- 
son 

For necessary traveling expenses of one superintendent of Indian schools, 


including telegraphing and incidental expenses of inspection and investiga 


tion, #2,000: Provided, That he shall be allowed #8 per day for traveling ex 
penses when actually on duty in the field, exclusive of cost of transportation 
and sleeping-car fare 

I want to know if, under the provision in this bill, it is nota 


fact that instead of paying him $3,000 per ann 
as salary and $3 for each day that he works i 1 addition his 
transportation and sleeping-car fare are paid by the Government. 
Are these the facts in the case? 

Mr. PEEL. That is not correct. 

Mr. EVERETT. 
in the case, then? 

Mr. PEEL. I will do so with pleasure, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by consent 
paragraph has been passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This paragraph has not been pass 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, as stated by 1 


i 


te & » (KD 


Will yo l please state to us whatare the fa 





oh 





salary is $2,000a year. That is his compensation. The other 
clause only provides for this $2,000 to be used, and. out of that 
$2,000 he is paid $3 a day for his subsistence when he is actually 
in the field. If he does not use all this $3a day for subsistence, 
he of course gains that much. It is ~presumed that it will cost 
him something near $3 to live in any place where he may travel. 
That is one of the inducements we had for cu tting his salary 
from $4,000 to 83,000 a year. We supposed that in the $3 a day 
for subsistence perhaps he might have some profit, as he might 
not use all of the $3 per day for subsistence. ‘Then the transpor- 
tation is simply fare for traveling from one place to another. 
it oe to him: and so with the es eping r-car fare. I pre 
: » he is like any other gentleman, w ho , When nigh tcomes on, 
ioniea dit ak amen place tosleep. So that the transportation paid 
is for actual transportation, or for carrying him frou n point to 
point. Thatis no benefit to him, and could be only in propor- 
tion to the amount of traveling he performs; but the $3 a day is 
given him for each day that he isin the field. He pays his own 
expenses and hotel bills, and it compensates him for that. 

Mr. EVERETI Does the $3 per day come out of the $2,000 | 
providced? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly; that is just what it is. 

Mr. EVERETT. Then it is not stated with sufficient explicit 
ness 1n tl ) 

Mr. PEEL. I thi f my friend will look at it he will s 
that it is 

Mr. BUSHNELI Who is it that controls the expenditure of 
tha $2 0007 

Mr. PEEL. The Secretary of the Interior. It is placed in 
the power of the Secretary of the Interior, and out of it he pays 
thi sup intendent of } blic schools when he is in the field. 
ne rn him $3 . day for his expenses. 


“BUSHNELI 


l Ss ip] 08CL the 


‘If the whole of that $2,000 is not 
remainder s into the Treasury? 
Mr. PEEL. If it is not expt nded it goes into the Treasury. 
Mr. HOLMAN. There is never an instance where any is left. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. LonG] of- 
fers 


expended 


RO 


ers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 3, 4, 5, and 6, on page 7 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the word “three,” in line 4,and insert the word 
“two 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Permit me to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Texas to the fact that the words | 
he proposes to strike out are a limitation. 


amendment would not be in order any way. 


Mr. PEEL. That 
= The amendment of the gentlemen from 


he CHAIRMAN. 
Texas is pending. 
Mi BUC HANAN of New 


gel man rom Ts 


Jersey. 


The amendment which the 
as has } l strikes out the words which 
limit this e xpenditure. 

Mr. LONG. That is wh 


Mr. BUCHANAN 


roposet 


at 1 want. 
of Ne w Je rse y- 


Then that will give him 








the whole 32,000. That is what you will do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is entitled to 
the tloor on amendment, and his time is passing away. 

Vir. LONG Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that we do not 
nee S ca lfo this particular item of the bill, and 
the ject my amendment is to strike the whole of it out. I 
believe that wi 2 a useless expr nditure. The superintend- 
en I the fo r clause, “aa h has just passed the House, is 
given a salary to cover it, and if any work is to be done at all in 
that line 1 e will be sufficient amount outside of this to cover 
the cont ney: and on that ground, aad that alone, I believe 
+4 ke it out 

PEI Mr. Chairman, I will have to ask the Clerk to re- | 
port the ar nt aga as | did not hear what it was. 

I { I ui as ril¢ ° 

ty 

Mr. PE! ( an, I hope that amendment will not 
be adopts O 7) considerations, and one of the | 
trongest reasons the committee reduced the salary of ths 

iperintendent ¢ he schools from $4,000 to $3,000 was because | 
he was a ed $3 a day for subsistence, on each and every day 
I asin 1 1 might be every day the whole year 
roun } mendment prevails then you have taken out 
the ire paragraph, which places him under 
the cont Secretary of the Interior to do any other duty 
connected with 1 nd service he may desire. It would 
lighten 1 of the superintendent and place him in the | 
power of thes ary of the Interior to do any other duty he 
might choose to any other duty connected with the Indian serv- 
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| with sufficient allowance 


| ordinary provision J have ever se« 
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ice or the Indian schools, and therefore I think it would be det- 
rimental to the object sought by the gentleman, if he desires to 
pense. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New 
mit me to ask him a question? 
r. PEEL. Certainly. 

BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The section as it stands 
now row ides for an appropriation in a lump sum of $2,000, and 
then goes on to provide that there shall be allowed tothe 
intendent out of that $2,000 $3 a day for actual expenses. 

Mr. PEEL. No; for subsistence. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of om w Jersey. 
$2 a day for 


Jersey. Will the 


gentleman per- 


Super- 


He is allowed 
tion, and he is 


Precisel iy. 
transport tal 


8 ibsist« ne 


», exclusive of 


to be paid his transportation, and this provision which is left in 
here provides the manner in which the 


money can be drawn, so 


that if we strike it out, we strike out the only limitation on the 





— », and expenses of every sort tan come in. 
Mr. PEEL. 1 suppose they can. 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. In other words, that is the 


limitation. 

Mr. PEEL. That is the limitation, and the other proviso is, 
that he may perform other duties if called upon by the Indian 
Office. 

Mr. BUCHANAN 
strike that out. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thequestionis on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to offer my amendment to the section 
now. I move to amend by striking out ‘* three,” in line 4, and in- 
serting ** two.” 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
graph. 

Mr. SCOTT. I just want to say, Mr. Chairman, that it seems 
to me, with the liberal allowances made here for traveling ex- 
railroad fare and sleeping-car fare, the amount al- 
lowed for subsistence is greater thants necessary. It seems tome 
that 32 a day would be ample, and therefore I offer that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. 


of New Jersey. But he does not propose to 


We have passed that para- 


PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to make the point of 


| order upon that amendment that we have passed the paragraph. 


The CHATRMAN. 


The paragraph has not been passed. 
Mr. PEEL 


Then I hope the committee will not make that 


| change 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
the amendment, it is to strike out ‘‘ three” and substitute ** two,’ 
to make the allowance $2 per diem. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope that amendment will 
not be adopted. The cost of living out in the country where this 
superintendent is called to do most of his work is much greater 
than it ison this side of the Mississippi River. If this work was 

ntirely confined to the East he might get along on $2 per day, 
[ donot believe he could in the Western country. Most of 
our hotels charge more than that, and he ought to be provided 
to give him reasonable and comfortable 
accommodation. I hope the amendment will not be adopted 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 26, noes 51. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingencies of the Indian service, inclu 
expenses of Indian agents. and of their offices, and of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and of such persons as may be detailed to accompany him, 
also traveling and incidental expenses of five special agents, at 88 per day 
when actually employed on duty in the field, exclusive of transportation and 
sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all other expenses now authorized by law; for 
pay of employés not otherwise provided for, and for pay of five special agents 
at 32,000 per annum each, $45,000 

HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out line 

and also, in line 22, tostrike out ** forty-five thousand ” 
‘th irty-five thousand.” 

The CHs \IR MAN. The Clerk will 

The amendment was read, as follows 


. line °° «trike ~~ : 
Str line 22 strike out { 5 ! 


Mr. Chairman, as I understand 


ling traveling and incidental 


15, 
and insert 
read the amendment. 


line 15; in 
thirty-five thousal 


ike out 


i’ and insert 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, will the Clerk read line 15, which I 
move ree. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And of such persons as may be detailed toa mpany hi 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


that is rather the 
ninana 
though it may been in the bill of last year. 
Mr. PEEL. It has been in the bills for th> !a>t five years. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Well, if ithas been in the five years it 
must have been overlooked by me as well as by vthev ge ntlemen; 
but that does not make it less extraordir lary thatsucn a provision 
should have been incorporated he sre. This Indian bill provides 


Mr. Chairman, most extra- 
nriation bill, al- 


have 


for an unexampled batch of travelers over that region of country. 
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committee of the House of Representatives, a large committee, 
consisting of five members, with a sergeant-at-arms and a ste- 
nographer, traveled through a large portion of the Indian coun- 
try, visiting most of these agencies, at an entire cost of $4,200, 
and yet for the persons in this bill who are to visit these various 
agencies we are appropriating thousands of dollars. Think of it. 
You are conferring a power under this bill upon an Indian school 
commissioner 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Itis not the school commis- 
sioner; it is the Commissioner of Indian Affairs himself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I say, you are providing here for an Indian 
school superintendent, whose duties ought to be performed by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as they have been in the past 
ynder less favorable circumstances, and you are not only giving 


j 





bim the opportunity of traveling throughout the whole year, but 
you are paying him as much as you allowed that whole commit- 
tee, who were out for three months and a half, and who visite 

Imostall the schools that he will have to visit. Four thousand 
wo hundred dollars, which was ample for five members of this 
committee, with their clerk and sergeant-at-arms should be fully 
sufficient in this case. You have already provided for five In- 
dian inspectors with their traveling expenses. Now you are pro- 
viding these five special agents, with their traveling ex- 
penses. Then you are authorizing the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to travel at his will, andalso any such persons as he may 
ett Who is to do this detailing? For what purpose is the 
Jetail to take place? How such provisions as this have crept 
into this bill seems to me a marvel. 

My friend from Arkansas is usually so vigilant about such mat- 
ters—knows so well the mischevious methods of procedure that 
are liable to creep in under provisions of this kind—that | am 
surprised he did not strike them out. I think the fact was that 
this system had begun its career before he became chairman of 
that committee; and finding provisions of this sort in the bill he 
was in that way probably led to permit themtoremain. But he 
must now see that this provision ought tobe struck out; that no 

wer should be conferred upon anyone to appoint unnecessary 
officers who will have no public duties to perform. I hope that 
my friend will agree to the amendment, or at least consent that 
the amount be reduced to $35,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What do all these traveling peopl 
do, anyhow? 

A MEMBER. They have a good time. 

Mr.PEEL. In reply to the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOL- 

AN], I will say that he is correct in supposing a provision of 

1is kind has been in the billfor several years. This is the exact 

orm of the item which has been carried in the Indian appropri- 
ation bill ever since I have been connected with the preparation 
ofthese bills. My friend from Indiana, having been a member 
with me of the Commission to which he has referred, will re- 
member that in the tour of inspection which we made, the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs accompanied us during a part of the 
trip, and the journey was of very valuable serviceto him. As to 
line 15, to which the gentleman has referred, I never had my at 
tention called to it before; but I remember that when the mem- 


bers of the committee were conferring on this subject it was 


thought desirable that the Commissioner of Indian A ffairs should 
be authorized to leave his office in Washington, if he thoug! 
proper, and visit these various Indian reservations througho 
the West. 


For doing this he gets no additional pay, but is allowed only 
his traveling expenses. It was also thought proper that such 


persons as he might detail ought to be allowed to go with 
the intention being that the persons thus detailed should } 
cers connected with the service. The purpose was simply that 
the traveling expenses of such persons should be paid. = 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not what the provision says. 

Mr. PEEL. Idonotknow that it makes any difference whet 
that provision stays in or goes out. 


me oMm- 


As to the proposed reduc- 


tion from $45,000 to $35,000, I do not know whether such a re- 
duction would be safe, because striking out line 15 does not nee- 


essarily reduce the expenses that may arise. I think a reductior 
to $40,000 would pe rhaps be safer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. PEEL. I understand the gentleman from Ih 


vel l nha » 
cept that modification. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I accept the ogestion, and modi 
amendment so as to strike out line 15, and to reduce the a )- 
priation in line 21 from $45,000 to $40,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no obje ction, the amendm t 
of the gentleman from Indiana, as now modified, will be agreed to. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered according! 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the committee now rise. — 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose; and Mr. RICHARDSON hay- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BYNUM reported 
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that the Committee of the Whole House on tl 


1¢ state Ol Union 
having had under consideration the bill (H.R. 5974) making ap- 
propriations for current and contingent expenses and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with Indian 1 for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1893, had come to no resolut thereon. 
LEAVE O! . 

I> lanimous conse! eave o rTranted a vs 

To Mr. ScULI nti I saa ( a tan 

Siness. 

lo Mr. BELKNAP, for ten days, on accountof rtal 33 

To Mr. DAVIs, for ei; ht days, or au int \ nes 

PRINTIN 1 TESTIMONY. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, by unanimous consent, it was orders 
that the testimony taken before the Committee on Interstate an 
Foreign Commerce upon the subject of safety appliances on rail- 
way cars be printed for the use of the Hous 

ind then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 5« ockK p. 0 the 
House adjourned 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Under clause 2o0f Rule XIII, private bills and rv tions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: 


A bill (H. R. 870) for the relief of ThomasC.Isgrig. (Report 
vo. 412 , 

\ bill (H. R. 38697) to direct the Secretary of War to appoint a 
commission to a in and rep C1 iu ts « el ! the tak- 
ing of property for the use of the Army of the United States and 
destroyed at Cynthia, Ky., on June 11, 1864. (Report No. 413.) 

By Mr. COX of New York, from the Committee on Claims: A 

i H. R. 669) for the relief of Dabney, Simmons &Co. (Report 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills; which were referred 
as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5731) for the relief of David C. Thompson—Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
nittee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5728) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Williams—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 





Under clause 3 of R XXII, bills anda resolution of the fol 
owing titles were intro ed, § i 1d twhk ul referred 
as follows 

By Mr. MARTIN: A H. Kt. 6176) concerning pensio1 
on account of the civil war—to the Committ on Invalid Pen 
sl Ths 

By M VINCENT TAYLOR: A H.R. 6177) f the 
é ctl ( ~ 3 ! nt ( ( Was vy D. ¢ t 
( lI ( ale \ mo + 

{ rs. rs a i a oO SLa T i ‘ 
var f¢ +} S ‘ t ( 
the Librar 

iy M SAKER: A b H.R i> I Pe 
I i -( Of ctay] Cli 
, I ! U Sta a é { 

‘ fo ) (‘9 tte« t< ( ft ‘ Post-Roa 

Bb | LYNCH (by 1 I in. 6] 

A Sec < Uv ( { al i 
( 11n Clal 8 agains ertau en 1O ty 
dians Wis ( | ul Ya 

iy Mr. JOSEPI H.R 4 ‘ 
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By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6184) to provide means for 
the purchase of a site for and commencement of erecting the 
United States mint building at Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BERGEN: A bill (H. R. 6186) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of Goshen Creek, in the State of New 
Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6187) providing for the adop- 
tion and use of a uniform standard automatic car coupler, and 
regulating the operation and control of freight trains used in 
interstate commerce, and providing for the greater safety of rail- 
road employés, and for other purposes—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 6188) for erection | 


of a public building in the city of Woonsocket, R. I.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 6189) to improve the postal | 


service by limiting the hours of labor of clerks and employés 
therein—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. FORMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6221) to amend 
the, military record of certain officers and enlisted men of the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6222) for the erection of a public building 


at Belleville, [1l.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and | 


Grounds. 

By Mr. COCKRAN: Joint resolution (H. Res. 9]) providing 
for the correction of a clerical error in the act entitled ‘‘An act 
to reduce the revenues and equalize the duties on imports, and 
for other purposes,” approved October 1, 1890—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 





PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BERGEN: A bill (H. R. 6190) for the relief of Joseph | 


Curriden—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 6191) granting a pension 
to James L. Carty—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6192) to pension Joel A. Walters—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAWLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6193) for the 
relief of the heir of Hamilton Slawson, jr.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6194) to commission David 


P. Cordrey as second lieutenant, to date from June 12, 1892—to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. : 
By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 6195) for the relief of Capt. John 


Schwab’s company, of Pilot Knob, Mo.—to the Committee on Mili- | 


tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6196) for the relief of William H. H. 
Thomas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 6197) to remove charge of de- 
sertion from military record of Levi C. Parrish—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H. R. 6198) granting a pension 
to Preston H. Turly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 6199) for the relief of Patrick 
Hyland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6200) for the re- 
lief of Wilhelmina Kirchner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 6201) for the relief of Dennis 
B. Munsay—to the Committee on Military A ffairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 6202) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Ebbert Sutton—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORMAN: A bill (H. R. 6203) to amend the military 
record of Sebastian Beckert, Andrew Knaus, Louis Hidrack, and 
William Rudloff—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRADY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6204) for the relief 
of Thomas S. Lutterloh—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HALL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6205) for the relief 
of Henry D. O’Brien, late postmaster at St. Anthony, Minn.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6206) for the relief of 
Edward H. Allison—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 6207) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of David Miller—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


By Mr. MEYER: A bill H. R. 6208) for the relief of the estate 


of Ulger V. Badeaux, late of Orleans Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 6209) 
granting a pension to Katharine Meier—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PAYNTER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6210) for the re- 
lief of Margaret Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 6211) for the relief of William 
| R. Steinmetz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6212) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Ellis P. Phipps, late lieutenant of 
| Company A, Twelfth New Jersey Voiunteer Infantry, invalid 

certificatenum bered 35619—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6213) for the relief 
| of Felix D. Roberts—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 6214) to increase the pension of 
| William Burrow, of Crawford County, Ark., veteran of the war 
of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 6215) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Chester L. Posson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6216) for the re- 
_ liet of John Wyninger—to the Committtee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 6217) for the relief of the Third 
| Presbyterian Church of New Orleans—to the Committee on 
| Claims. 
| ByMr.TRACEY: A bill(H.R.6218) granting a pension to Mary 
| A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6219) granting a pension to Nora Bacon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6220) granting a pension to Catherine 
Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of the citizens of Jewell County, 
Kans., against opening the World’s Fair on the Sabbath—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. BARWIG: Memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of 
| Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bills 
1757 and 1268 and House bill 2699—to the Commiftee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of Mary Von Kursceron, 
widow of Bvt. Col. Charles Von Kursceron, asking for an in- 
crease of her pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition to the Committee on the Post-Office 

and Post-Roads—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
| Roads. 
By Mr. BUNN: Petition of Jordan T. Colclough, late of Wake 
| County, N. C., praying that his war claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of H. D. Coly, praying that his war claim be 
referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act 
| of March 3, 1887, known as the Tucker act—to the Committee on 

War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Two petitions of citizens of Floyd County, 
lowa, praying for the passage of the antioption bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CABLE: Petition of citizens of Illinois, for free deliv- 
ery of mail matter in settled portions of the country, etec.—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of mayor, city councilors and officers, 
and 104 others of Hyrum City, Utah, for ceding of the public lands— 
to the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the 
United States. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition for free delivery of mails in 
country districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: Papers to accompany House bill 4983, 
for building adam at Paradise Cut, on the San Joaquin River, Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Affidavit to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Patrick Hyland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, remonstrance of the Master Cutters’ Association of Lou- 
isville, Ky., against convict labor in competition with theirs—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Four petitions of citizens of Massachu- 
setts, for free mail delivery—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of the county of Essex, Mass., for free 
delivery of mail in the country—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Frederick W. Mohl and others, 

| to have postage stamps, used and unused, placed on the free list— 
| to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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Also, petition of A. H. Tullhill and others, for free mail deliv- 
ery in country districts—to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CROSBY: Petition of William D. Curtis and others, 
in favor of putting used and unused postage stamps on the free 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Union, Me., for free 
delivery of mails in country districts—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, affidavit of Dennis B. Munsay, of Maine, late a seaman of 
the United States frigate Hartford, in his application for a re- 
movalof the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of citizens of Oak, Il., relating 
to changes in spelling the English language—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. DUNGAN: Petition of 48 voters of the Thirteenth Ohio 
district in favor of continuing the exclusion of Chinese—to the 
Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FELLOWS: Papers to accompany House bill 5506—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Seven petitions of sundry citizens of Ver- 
mont for extension of free delivery to rural districts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of E. Wilmot Cumings, pastor of the First 
Presbyterian Church, Barre, Vt.—to the Select Committee on 
the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, memorial of O. L. Finell, Kittredge Haskins, William C. 

Bradley, Joseph Draper, C. H. Damnpaud, C. A. Miles, Charles 
Orrin Day, Fran. L. Phalen, C. D. Brown, and O. L. Finch, 
against the removal of the Utes from Colorado, and in favor of 
Indian education—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
» By Mr. HALVORSEN: Resolution of the Scandinavian Labor 
rrasegs of Crookston, Minn., against immigration or importa- 
tion of Chinese—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of 


Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bills 
PD | 


1757 and 1268 and House bill 2699—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition of citizens of Alle- 
gany County, N. Y., favoring free delivery of mail matter in 
country districts, etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, that the metric system of weights and measures shall be 
used exclusively in the customs service of the United States—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of James W. Cook and 60 others of 


Wyandot and Hardin Counties, Ohio, for free delivery of mails— | 


to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of citizens of Missouri, against the 
free coinage and silver bill—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, 
Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the purchase of Sturgeon Bay and 
Lake Michigan Ship Canal and Harbor, and making them free 
from toll—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Petition to remove parking from New 
York avenue—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: Papers for the re- 


lief of W. W. Handlin, to accompany House bill 3810—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of Mrs. Kate C. Welsh, to ac- 
company House bill 3261—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Oakley Osboun and 19 others, 


of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., for the settlement of international dis- | 


putes by arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of J. F. Stout and 94 other citi- 
zens of St. Marys, Ohio, praying for aship canal from Toledo, 
Lake Erie, Ohio, along the line of the Miami and Erie Canal, 
to the Ohio River, at Cincinnati, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. LESTER of Virginia: Two petitions, one of citizens 


of Patrick and the other of Franklin County, Va., for free de- | 


livery of mails in country districts—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCDONALD: Petition of Theodore 
others, of Jersey City, N. J.—to the Select Committee on the 
Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of Elener L. Carle and others, of 
Grant County, Ind., and Marion Council, No. 3, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, for legislation to restrict foreign 
immigration and to amend the Federal Constitution to restrict 


suffrage—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natural- | 


ization. 
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| By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of the Waldo County Fish Pro- 





tective Association of Maine, remonstrating against the passage 
of the Lapham bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of 
Commerce, urging the Government to acquire the possession of 
the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship Canal and Harbor— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Resolutions of the Council of Trades 

| and Labor Union of Detroit, Mich., in favor of the proposed act 
to preventChinese immigration to this country—to the Commit- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Union Veterans’ Union, Department of 
Michigan, in favor of the passage of the per diem pension bill 
and the bill to pension prisoners of war—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: Petition of Salome Gutweiler, 
of St. Louis, Mo., asking that charge of desertion against her 
husband, John Gutweiler, be removed—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Ditterich Meier, for pension 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.O’NEILLof Pennsylvania: Protest of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, against the passage of the bill for free coinage of 
silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring 
an appropriation for guns, etc., for properly training the naval 
militia battalions—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OWENS: Petitionfrom citizens of Tuscarawas County, 
Ohio, for restriction of Chinese immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Tuscarawas County, Ohio, asking for 
election of United States Senators by the people—to the Commit- 
tee on Elections. 

| By Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island: Petition of H. A. Sherman 
| and 23 others, for free delivery of mails in country districts—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: Petition of John Harden, for pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Mil- 
waukee Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bills 1757 and 1268, and House bill 2699—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHELL: Stated account of John L. Young and demand 
for payment made in the year 1866, to Post-Office Department— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Board of 
Trade, for the improvement of the harbor of Philadelphia—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of David Sink, for pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of McKean County, Pa., in favor of 
House bill 291, providing for the equalization and increase of the 
salaries of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of W. A. Smith and G. W. 
Allen, Makanda, I1l., for keeping the World’s Columbian Expo- 
sition open on Sundays—to the Select Committee on the Colum- 
bian Exposition. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of Methuen (Mass.) Grange, No. 
155, praying for freedelivery of mails in country districts—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 18 citizens of Bolton, Mass., praying for free 
delivery of mails in country districts—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the following petition of 37 citizens of Littleton, Mass., 

to the 


to the Commit- 


| praying for the free delivery of mail in country districts 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE: Petition of West Bellevue Con- 
gregation of the United Presbyterian Church, to close the World’s 
Fair on Sunday, prevent the sale of liquors, and have the art de- 
partment managed according to the American standard of purity 
in art—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Ten petitions of sundry citizens of Con- 
| necticut, for the free delivery of mails in country districts 
| Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition bearing the signa- 
tures of 56 citizens, real-estate owners, taxpayers, and voters of 
the township of Butler, county of Columbiana, State of Ohio, 
praying that Congress enact such legislation as will comply with 
the following requests: That free delivery of mail matter be ex- 
| tended to every post-office in the settled districts of the country, 
with free collection of letters; that more frequent mails be pro 
| vided for country districts; that the classes of mail matters be 
' reduced to two; that a parcel post be established, and that a 


to the 
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fractional or postal currency be provided for use in the mails— 
te the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition, officially signed ,by the United Presbyterian Con- 
gregatiol of Bellaire. Belmont County, Ohio, representing Sl 
persons, praying that Congress take such action as will insure 
the closing of the World’s Fair of 1892-93 on the Lord’s Day, in 
accordance with the law of God, the rights of man, and all pre- 
cedent of American history—to the Select Committee on the 
Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition signed by 45 citizens of Carroll County, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of House bill 5353 of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, commonly known as the option bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition bearing the signature of 91 citizens, residents of 
the Eighteenth Congressional district of Ohio, praying for the 
speedy passage of an act that will forever exclude Chinese from 
the territory embraced within the limits of the United States 
and deny them admission into the same—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Naturalization and Immigration. 

\lso, petition bearing official signatures, representing the 
United Presbyterian Congregation of Salineville. Columbiana 
County, Ohio, of 200 persons, praying that Congress do take 


| 


such action as will insure the closing of the World’s Fair of | 


1892-93 on the Sabbath, in accordance with the law of God, the 
right of man, and all precedent of American history—to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition bearing the signatures of 87 citizens of Monroe 
Township, Harrison County, Ohio, praying that Congress enact 
a law that shall impose a tax upon all transactions whereby par- 
ties contract or agree to sell and deliver at a future time any 
of the articles, and under the circumstances mentioned in the 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 19, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY. 
_ Mr. MORRILL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Tuesday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, stating, in response to 
a resolution of the 9th instant, that he is clearly of the opinion 
that the transfer of the Revenue Marine to the Navy Department 
would be inexpedient and unwise; which was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the communication be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and I ask their 
prayerful consideration of it. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of the Milwaukee (Wis.) 


| Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of Sen- 


ate bills 1757 and 1268 and House bill 2699, commonly known as 
the option bills; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


| diciary. 


bills pow pending in Congress and sometimes designated as | 


‘The Washburn-Hatch antioption bills”—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 
Also, petition of 88 persons of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Wellsville, Ohio; and petition of 64 other persons of the Pres- 
byterian Church, praying that Congress support the appeal of the 


anty that the Fair shall be closed to visitors on the Lord’s Day— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
By Mr. TILLMAN: Memorial of the Cotton Exchange of 


Charleston, 5. C., praying a continuance of the appropriation for | 


the fast mail between Tampa, Fla., and all the Northern and East- 
ern States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Petition of citizens of Otego, in Otsego 
County, N. Y., asking for increase of pay of postmaster at Ots- 
dawa—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEVER: Petition of H. Hammond Post, No. 485, De- 
partment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic—to the Se- 
lect Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


Mr. PADDOCK presented the memorial of Benjamin McLeran, 
civil engineer, of San Diego, Cal., remonstrating against the ap- 
propriation of any more money for the purpose of making a har- 
bor in the bay of San Pedro, Cal.; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Paul Meyer and other citi- 
zens Of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the bill for the 
reclassification of clerks in first and second class post-offices, and 
for fixing the salaries of the same; which was referred to the 


1 1 | Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
directors of the World’s Fair for a loan of $5,000,000 only ona guar- | 


Mr. DIXON presented the petition of B. F. C. Boyd and other 
citizens of Portsmouth, R.I., praying for the free delivery of 
mails in country districts; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the memorial of S. T. Cruit and other 


| property-holders and taxpayers of Alexandria County, Va., and 
| Washington City, memorializing Congress against the use of the 


By Mr. WHEELER of Michigan: Petition to grant pensions | 


to all children of the soldiers of the Revolutionary war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
Also, petition to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 


Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


ulty of the University of Michigan, relating to the future admin- 
istration of the new Naval Observatory—to the Committee on 
Na \ al Affairs. 

Also, petition of Capt. Alvin Neal and 46 others, and petition 
of Henry O. Ferris, keeper, and 7 surfmen, of Point Aix Bar- 
quet Life-Saving Station, Michigan, asking for increase of sal- 
aries to surfmen and keepers of life-saving stations—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

\lso, petition of George Weston and 20 others, of North Branch, 
, asking for reduction of postage to 1 cent per ounce—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

\lso, petition of Antoine Le Duc ahd 21 others, of Michigan, ask- 
ing for free delivery of mails in country districts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WIKE: Memorial and resolution of the Alton Presby- 
tery, Lllinois, against Sunday exposition at the World’s Colum- 
bian Fair at Chicago—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 
Ix position. 


Wj 


} 
auiiil. 


\lso, memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, re- 
monstrating against the passage of Senate bills 1757 and 1268 and 
House bill 2699—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
3y Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 30 citizens of 
Whitman, Wash., praying that a bill be passed defining op- 
tions—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of 21 citizens of Spokane County, Wash., pray- 
passage of a bill defining options—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: Petition for free delivery of mails in 
country districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


free bridge at Georgetown by any railroad. The memorial rep- 
resents a larger public sentiment than would be inferred from 
the number of names attached to it. The memorialists are so 
earnest in their memorial, that I call the especial attention of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to which I ask that it be 
referred, to the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of the president and faculty 
of Williams College, of Williamstown, Mass., praying that liberal 


c | appropriations be made for Indian education: which was referred 
By Mr. WHITING: Memorial of James B. Angell and the fac- 


to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Worcester, Essex, 
Middlesex, and Plymouth Counties, Mass.. praying that the free 
delivery of all mail matter be extended to every post-office in the 


| settled portions of the country; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Business Men’s Associa- 
tion of Ashland, Wis., praying for the passage of a bill to detach 
the counties of Ashland, Bayfield, and Oneida from the western 
district of Wisconsin, and attach them to the eastern district of 
that State, and to establish a term of court at Ashland: which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a memorial of the Cotton Ex- 
change of Greenville, Miss., remonstrating against the passage 
of what is commonly known as the Washburn option bill: which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of citizens of Fort Wayne, 
Ind., praying that the World’s Columbian Fair be closed on Sun- 
day; which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Cen- 
tennial (Select). 

He also presented the petition of Thomas G. Welch, of Pendle- 
ton, Ind., praying for the correction of his military record; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Stoddard (Nebr.) . 


Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1134, praying for the passage of the Con- 
ger lard bill: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Stoddard ( Nebr.) 'armers’ 
Alliance, No. 1134, praying for the passage of what is commonly 


known as the option bill; which was referred to the Committee ' 


| on the Judiciary. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresentapetition very numerously signed 
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by the representative leading citizens of Hannibal and Mason 


Townships, in Marion County, Mo., praying for the free delivery | 
of mails in country districts and more frequent mails for those | 
districts; that the classes of mail matter be reduced to two, one 


for correspondence and the other for printed matter and mer- 
chandise; and that a parcel post be established and a fractional 
or postal currency’ be provided for use in the mails. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
Oak Hill Union of Maries County, Mo., remonstrating against 
grain gambling and gambling in other products, and requesting 
the Senators and Representatives from Missouri to support the 


Butterworth or Hatch bill now pending before Congress. It is 
] . 


signed by T. A. Wiles, secretary. I move that the memorial lx 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of Indian war veterans 
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from some unexplained cause the 
tucky ” instead of ‘‘ Kansas.” Iask leave to withdraw that bill 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom it was referred, 
and to introduce the following in its place, with the proper cor- 
rection, and have it referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2303) for the relief of Peter M. V 


name of the State was put ‘' Ken- 


. Underwood was 


| read twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ on Military 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). If 
there be no objection the vote by which the former bill men- 


I also present a memorial adopted by the | 


tioned by the Senator from Kansas was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs will be reconsidered and the bill be in- 
definitely postponed. ‘The Chair hears no objection, and it will 


| be so ordered. 


of Oregon, praying that Congress extend the bounty land law for | 


service in Indian wars subsequent to the 3d day of March, 1855; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of J. M. Monroe, post com- 
mander, and other members of Burnside Post, No. 18, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Missouri, remonstrating against the passage 
of a free-coinage bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Oak Hill Union 
of Maries County, Mo., favoring the passage of legislation pro- 
hibiting gambling in grain and other products; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Key 
West, Fla., praying for the continuation of the present special 
fast-mail service from New York, by Jacksonville, Port Tampa, 
and Key West, to Cuba; which was referred tothe Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VILAS presented the petition of Jacob Streeton and oth- 
ers, of La Crosse County, Wis., praying for the passage of the 
bill to tax dealers in options and futures; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Jacob Streeton and others, of 
La Crosse County, Wis., praying for a tax upon compound lard; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Fores- 
try. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 858) making an appropriation 
for the establishment of a military post in the interior of Alaska 
and for the exploration and survey of the valley of the Yukon 
River, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 775) authorizing the Secretary of War to cause an explo- 
ration and survey to be made of the interior of the Territory of 
Alaska, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1638) to remove the charge of desertion now standing 
against George Alcott on the rolls of the War Department, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1709) to grant to the Champlain 
and St. Lawrence Railroad Company a right of way across the 
Fort Montgomery military reservation, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 139) terminating the reduction in 
the numbers of the Engineers Corps of the Navy, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2299) for the relief of 
Francis Corberant; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2300) for the relief of 
Monroe Blackburn; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2301) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Robert A. Stuart; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2302) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Susan E. Fogg; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEFFER. Some time ago I introduced a bill (S. 1832) for 
the relief of Peter M. V. Underwood, a citizen of Kansas, but 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2304) to remove the 
litary record of John Meek, lat 
a private in Company C, Fifty-ninth Indiana Volunteers; whic 

was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


charge of desertion from the mi 


REVISED SENATE MANUAL. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution: which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That there be paee for the use of the Senate, under the diz 


tion of the Committee on Rules, a second edition of 830 copies of the Revised 
Senate Manual for 1892 


} 


REPORT ON MILITARY REORGANIZATION. 
Mr. MANDERSON. l[ask consent that there be printed for 
the use of the Committee on Military Affairs 500 copies of Report 
No. 231, which is a report on the bill to reorganize the artillery 
and infantry of the Army. It is to meet a very great demand 
for this bill that is being made upon the members of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there 
made by the Senator from Nebraska? 


and it so ordered. 


objection to the request 
The Chair hears none, 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING BILL. 
Mr. MANDERSON. ILaskconsent that Senate bill 1549, known 
as the printing bill, be printed for the use of the Senate in the 
form in which it passed the Senate. There has been no print of 
the bill in that form. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
RECIPROCAL TRADE RELATIONS WITH CANADA, 
Mr. HIGGINS submitted the following resolution; 
read: 
Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his oy 


ible with the public interests, toinformthe Senate ofthe] 
had with the repres 


objection ? The Chair 


which was 


Injon not incompa 
I of th Dominiot of Canada ar of theB ry 

Government as to arrangements for reciprocal tra tween ¢ 

United States 

Mr. HIGGINS. 
olution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think a resolution of that kind 
calling for diplomatic information, ought to be sent to the Pres- 
ident unless it first passes through the scrutiny of the Commit 
tee on Foreign Relations. I have no desire todelay the matter, 
but I will ask that the resolution be referred to ‘ommitee 

Mr. HIGGINS. I have no objection to the reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 





I ask for the present consideration of the res- 


be referred to 


MRS. CARRIE NYE. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas subi ted the following resolution 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 1 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Se1 > be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the misce eous items of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, to Mrs. Carrie Nye, mother of Warren Nye, deceased, late a pag: 
oft Senate, the sum of $56, bein 





£ an amount equal toa six months’ salary 





at the rate per diem allowed by) to such page aforesaid; said sum to be 
considered as including funeral expenses and other allowance 
FISH HATCHERY IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no f ( ( 
business that order is closed, and the Calendar, under R Vil 
will be proceeded with. 

The bill (S. 216) granting to the State of Washington certain 
lands therein situated for the purpose of a fish hatchery was an- 
nounced as first in order, and the Senate 
W hole. proceeded to its conside 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


, as in Committee of th: 


ation 


read the third time, a 
passed 
JOHN LITTLE AND HOBART WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 781) for the relief of John Little and Hoba W 
liams, of Omaha, Nebr., was considered as in Committee of t 


a 
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Whole. 
of Omaha, Nebr., $2,000, being the amount due them as reported 
by the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


It proposes to pay to John Little and Hobart Williams, 


WELLS C. M’COOL. 

The bill (S. 860) for the relief of Wells C. McCool was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $542.50, 
the amount of pay and allowances of Wells C. McCool as first 
lieutenant of Company I, Twenty-ninth Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
from December 1, 1862, to April 30, 1863, to Wells C. McCool, 
his heirs, executors, administrators, or assignees. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, in-line 12, after the word ‘‘as- 
signees,” to insert: 

Less any sum received by him during said period. 

We generally put that clause in, because he may have received 
something. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then we should strike out section 2. We 
do not want to have that second section stuck into the statutes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of course not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is moved to strike out section 2 of the bill 
in the following words: 

Src. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and afterits pas- 
sage. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


I do not object to that. It is a proper 


CHARLES B. SMITH. 
The bill (S. 776) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to readjust and close the subsistence and quartermaster’s | 


accounts, upon the books of the Treasury, of Charles B. Smith, 
deceased, late a first lieutenant in the Fifth Iowa Cavalry, and 
to pay to Julia A. Smith, his widow, the pay and allowances due 
him at the date of his death, notwithstanding the fact that such 
pay and allowances have heretofore been applied in the adjust- 
ment of his subsistence and quartermaster’s accounts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

JAMES REGAN. 


The bill (S. 859) for the relief First Lieut. James Regan, United 
States Army, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs | 


with amendments, in lines 4 and 5, to strike out the words “first 
lieutenant” and insert ‘‘ captain;” in line 9, to strike out the word 
‘lieutenant ” and insert ‘* captain,” and in line 11, to strike out 
the word “ lieutenant” and insert *‘captain;” soas to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury are 
hereby authorized and directed to credit the accounts of eo James Regan, 
regimental quartermaster, Ninth Regiment of Infantry, United States Army, 
for shortage of subsistence stores at Fort D. A. Russell, occasioned by the 
dishonesty of Commissary-Sergeant James Boling, without misconduct on 
the part of Capt. Regan, with the sum of $2,598.57, and said Capt. Regan is 
discharged from paying the same. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read, ‘‘A bill for the relief of 
Capt. James Regan, United States Army.” 

EXCLUSION OF CHINESE. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, yesterday I called up a bill by 
unanimous consent that was read, and we were just ready to vote 
upon it when the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] asked | 
to have it go over. I understand that the Senator from Connect- | 
icut has now sufficiently examined the bill to have no further | 
objection toits passage. I simply ask thata vote betaken. The 
bill has been read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none; and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. It has been read at length. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be read. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is the bill which was read yesterday, propos- 





| gress. 


ing to extend the existing laws in regard to Chinese ten years. 
We were ready to vote on it when the Senator from Connecticut 
asked to have it go over for examination. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 540) to continue in force an act entitled 
“‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,” approved May 6, 1882, an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations re- 
lating to Chinese,’ approved May 6, 1882,” approved July 5, 1884, 
and an act entitled ‘*An act a supplement to an act entitled ‘An 
act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’ ap- 
proved the 6th day of May, 1882,” approved October 1, 1888. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not rise to oppose the passage of this 
bill. Questions concerning Chinese immigration at the last Con- 
gress and at this Congress have been allowed to go without ob- 
jection to the Committee on Foreign Relations, notwithstanding 
there is a committee of the Senate on the subject of immigration. 
[ only desire to ask the Senator from Oregon, who is upon the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and who has this bill in charge, 
whether the Senate is to understand that this is the proposition 
of that committee in reference to Chinese immigration for leg- 
islation at the present session; whether they have gone over the 
whole subject and have reached the conclusion that the best dis- 
position of the subject at this session will be a simple extension 
of the existing laws? 

Mr. DOLPH. I willstate that this is, l understand, the unan- 
imous report of the Committee on Foreign Relations. Various 
propositions were before the committee in the shape of bills, which 
were reported adversely. This bill simply extends the existing 
laws for ten years and makes certain ruJes in regard to evidence, 
etc., that were found necessary by the Department of Justice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is very strong reason why this bill 
should be acted upon very soon. Itis a bill the title of which 
naturally would give rise to some controversy, but the present 
laws in regard to Chinese immigration expire by their limita- 
tion, I think, on the 6th day of May, and this bill ought to be 
passed during the present month or as soon as possible in order 
that communications between the two Governments may be ex- 
changed. 

This bill, as | understand it (it was very carfully considered 
in the Committee on Foreign Relations), simply extends the ex- 
isting laws ten years longer. There have been other bills and 
propositions pending before the committee, some of which were 
reported adversely, that propose to make the laws much more 
severe; but it was thought best that so far as the pending bill is 
concerned it should be passed so as to continue the existing leg- 


| islation, as it does, ten years longer, leaving Congress, as a mat- 


ter of course, free to act upon any other questions which may 
arise. 

In reply to the observation made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], I wish to say that this bill does not 
refer to general immigration; that is, it does not involve the 
question of immigration per se. That is a question by itself. 


| Any law regarding immigration extending to all the nations of 


the world would usually be referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration; that is, where it applies to all nations alike; but this 
proposed legislation in regard to the Chinese is held to be pecu- 
liar because they are a peculiar nation. The same laws that 
apply to the Chinese probably would not apply to Christian na- 
tions, at least, and perhaps not to other nations with whom we 
have intercourse. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make no issue at this time with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, with reference to this bill. I am willing that it should 
pass, and I am in favor of its passage. I do not agree with him, 
however, that the subject of Chinese immigration in any shape 


| in which it may come up should not go to the Committee on Im- 


migration of the Senate for the reason which he assigns, that that 
Immigration Committee necessarily relates to immigrants from 
nations generally, and that it does not cover the subject of immi- 
gration if it concerns only Chinese immigration. 

I understand that this subject was always, of course, commit- 
ted to the Committee on Foreign Relations before the Commit- 
tee on Immigration of the Senate was constituted at the last Con- 
It was committed to that committee in the last Congress, 
because it was supposed that the question of the passage of im- 
migration laws concerning the Chinese would require a careful 
examination of existing treaties, and the subject has gone to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations at this session with no objection 
from the Committee on Immigration; but I do understand that 
the subject of Chinese immigration, as well as immigration from 
all other nations, should be properly committed upon occasion to 
the Committee on Immigration of the Senate. 

I do not raise that question now, although I do not assent to 
the proposition of the Senator from Ohio. What I did wish to 


know was whether the Committee on Foreign Relations could 
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inform us whether or not this was all the legislation which they 
expected to report on this subject at this session? 

Mr. SHERMAN. So far as I know, it is; but I can not say 
what the Senate may send to us to be considered hereafter. 

The bill was reported to the Senafe as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. E 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to continue in 
force all existing laws prohibiting and regulating the coming 
into this country of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese de- 
scent for a period of ten years, and for other purposes.” 

HENRY ZELL. 

The bill (S. 209) to place Henry Zell on the retired list of the 
Army was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize the Secretary of War to place Henry 
Zell, late a private of Company D, Third Regiment United States 
Infantry, on the retired list of the Army, to date from February 
14, 1885, he to have from that date the benefits and allowances 
given under the provisions of ‘‘An act to authorize a retired list | 
for privates and noncommissioned officers of the United States 
Army who have served for a period of thirty years and upwards,” 
approved February 14, 1885, having served in the Army of the 
United States for more than thirty years prior to his last dis- 
charge therefrom on April 1, 1879. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, PENSACOLA, FLA. 

The bill (S. 78) making an appropriation for the improvement 
of the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla., was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF S. W. MARSTON. 

The bill (S. 12) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
settle the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, 
late United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for 
services and expenses, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MRS. S. B. DUVALL. 


The bill (S. 478) for the relief of Mrs. S. B. Duvall, widow of 


the late Rev. W. P. Duvall, deceased, was considered as in Com- | 


mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike 
out ‘‘a” and insert the words ‘‘ upon satisfactory evidence being 
presented to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury that 
said;” and in line 10, after the word ‘‘ sum,” to insert ‘‘is;” 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Mrs. S. V. Duvall, widow of the late Rev. W. P. Du- 
vall, late principal in charge of the Indian boarding school for the Sac and 
Fox Indians of Kansas, be allowed and paid, out of any moneys accruing 
from the sale of their lands or dl other funds belonging to them in the 
Treasury, the sum of 8757, upon satisfactory evidence being presented to the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury that said sum is due for the board- 
ing, clothing, and care of the Indian children belonging to that tribe for the 
ee 1863, 1864, and 1865, and this shall be received in full payment of the 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M’BEAN. 

The bill (S. 734) for the relief of John McBean, of Umatilla 
County, Oregon, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior toallot to John 
McBean, for a long time an interpreter at the Umatilla Indian 
Reservation, in the State of Oregon, a tract of land not exceed- 
ing in amount 160 acres, out of the lands of the Umatilla Reser- 
vation, which lands, when so selected by the Secretary of the 
Interior, shall be patented to McBean on the same terms and 
conditions as patents are issued to the Indians selecting lands on 
such reservation in pursuance of existing law; but the consent of 
the Umatilla Indians upon the reservation to such allotment is to 
be first obtained in manner and form satisfactory to the Secretary 
of the Interior. . 

Mr. CHILTON. I see nothing in the shape of a report ac- 
companying this bill, and there is nothing in the bill itself to 
give any information as to the facts connected with it. I should 
be glad if some Senator familiar with the facts would state them. 
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The facts in reference to the McBean case are 


Mr. DAWES. 


| these: McBean is an old interpreter, a white man, in that reser- 


vation, who has spent all his life there as an interpreter. He 


| has become very much attached to the Indians and the Indians 


tohim. He desires very much to make his abiding place, his 


He is too old to act as interpreter for the Govern- 


The Indians would like to have him among them,and he 
like to take an allotment just as an Indian does. He can not do 
it because he is a white man, and with the consent of the Indians 


would 


the consent of the Government is asked that he may take 160 
acres just like an Indian. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


and passed. 


third time, 


SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION, 

The bill (S. 698) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
carry out, in part, the provisions of *‘An act to divide a portion 
of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into 
separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the 
Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 2, 1889, and making appropriations for the same 
other purposes, Was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPOKANE FALLS, WASH. 

The bill (S. 617) providing for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Spokane Falls, in the State of Washington. was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. My colleague [Mr. SQUIRE], having that bill 
more especially in charge, wished it to be passed over without 
prejudice. On account of a death in his family he was of neces- 
sity called from the Chamber. I wish the bill to retain its place 
wtthout prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill 
taining its place on the Calendar. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT 

The bill (S. 1136) providing for the erection of a public build 
ing at the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington, was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate 
dered to be engrossed for a third 
and passed. 


and for 


passed ove 


will he passed over, re- 


TACOMA, WASH. 


without amendment, o) 
reading. read the third time 


EUNICE TRIPLER. 


The bill (S. 298) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 
S. Tripler, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides for the paymentto Mrs. Eunice Tripler, widow of Surg. 
Charles S. Tripler, United States Army, of $3,000, for servieos 
by Charles S. Tripler in his lifetime in preparing, superintend 
ing, and directing the publication of a manual for the medical 
officers of the United States; and this payment shall be a bar to 
any further claim against the Government for the use of the book 
referred to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amepdment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ROBERT H. MONTGOMERY. 

The bill (S. 780) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery was 
considered as in Committée of the Whole. It provides that Robert 
H. Montgomery, major of cavalry, United States Army, shall b 
entitled to credit, for all purposes of pay and allowances, for the 
period of time from November 19, 1863, to February 16, 1865, dur 
ing which time he was a prisoner of war in the handsof the enemy, 
the same as though he had actually been in the military ser ie 
of the United States as a second lieutenant of cavalry during that 
p riod. ; 

The same section proposes to remit and discharge the judag- 
ment of the Court of Claims in the case of Robert H. Montgomery 
vs. The United States, rendered April 7, 1884, against Montgom 
ery for the sum of $1,651.37, upon a counter-claim presented by 
The United States, that sum having been received by him as pay 
for the period during which he was a prisoner of war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Pr should like 
tention of the Senator from Nebraska to this bill. 
it is all right. to give this officer credit for the sum of $1,651.37: 
but the first section of the bill aut i allowed this 
amount for the purposes of pay and allowances. Then the second 
section wipes out the judgment against him. If that remits the 
judgment, which is for this identical sum, would he not ther 
around and get the $1,651.37? ‘He 
amount, as [ understand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 


the Senate before. 


sident. | to call the at 


The obj ct of 
s him to be 


horiz 


has already been paid 
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Mr. MANDERSON. Iask that it be passed over. I will look 


Lwanted tocall the attention of the Senator 


- 


ir. MANDERSON. I ask that it be passed over not to make 
any delay, and I will call it up again. 
LIEUT. COL. CHARLES G. SAWTELLE. 

The bill (S. 547) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle, | 
deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

[It is a direction to the proper accounting officers, in settling 
and adjusting the accounts of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle, 
deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army, to credit 
him with the sum of $126.40, being the amount of internal-reve- 
nue tax due from employés of the United States, employed by 
Maj. Gen. E. R.S. Canby, at New Orleans, in the secret service, 
in the year 1865; and paid by Sawtelle, the same amount appear- 
ing to have been withheld from those employés, but no receipt 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue being presented for the 
amount as required by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HENRY E. RHOADES. 

The bill (S. 247) for the relief of Henry E. Rhoades, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to empower 
the Secretary of the Navy to place Assistant Engineer Henry E. 


Rhoades upon the list of officers of the Navy who have been re- | 


tired on account of incapacity resulting from long and faithful 
service, from wounds or injuries received in the line of duty, or 
from sickness and exposure therein, as provided for in section 
1588 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HOWARD D. POTTS. 


The bill (S. 1079) for the relief of Assistant Engineer Howard 
D. Potts, United States Navy, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the President of the 
United States to place the name of Assistant Engineer Howard 
D. Potts on the retired list of the Navy ‘‘for disabilities: in- 
curred in the line of duty from sickness or exposure therein.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I should like to know 
what disposition was made of Senate bill 698, relative to the 
Sioux lands in Dakota? 


Mr. COCKRELL. It was objected to by me and passed over. | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the bill to 
have been passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. DoT understand that it was passed over 
without prejudice? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I objected toit emphatically because there 
was no report with it. If the Senator desires that it should go 
over without prejudice, I have no objection to that. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to have it passed over in 
that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was the understanding of the 
Chair that it was passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I objected to it unconditionally. That is 
what I intended to do, and I did not put any conditions in it. 

JOSEPH G. UTTER. 

The bill (S. 387) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Joseph G. Utter was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the charge of deser- 
tion standing against the name of Joseph C. Utter, late a music 
boy, general service, United States Army, and to have issued to 
him by the Secretary of War an honorable discharge; and that 
Utter shall be held to have been regularly mustered into Com- 


pany F, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, as of the date | 
f suc ischarge. : : : 
of such discharge | showed bounty due him; if he applied for bounty and not for 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


THOMAS H. CARPENTER. 


The bill (S. 614) authorizing the restoration of the name of 
Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States 
Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed | 
on the list of retired officers, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HENRY UNTERLEITER. 

The bill (S. 333) for the relief of Henry Unterleiter, alias Cook 
or Koch, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to authorize the Secretary of War toremove from the rec- 


| ord of Henry Unterleiter, alias Henry Cook or Koch, late amem- 


ber of Company B, Fifty-second New York Volunteers, any charge 


| of desertion that may exist against him, and to issue to him an 


honorable discharge as of date January 1, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SURETIES OF WILLIAM J. STOKES. 

The bill (S. 46) for the relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. 
Brien, sr., Thomas Waters, and William T. Haskins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to release 
William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, sr., Thomas Waters, and 
William T. Haskins, sureties on the bond of William J. Stokes 
as pension agent at Nashville, Tenn., their heirs, executors, and 


| administrators, from all liability to the United States upon the 


bond. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed fcr a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THOMAS A. M’LAUGHLIN. 


The bill (S. 246) for the relief of Thomas A. McLaughlin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to revoke and set aside Special 
Orders No. 298, War Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, 
Washington, September 8, 1864, dismissing First Lieut. Thomas 
A. McLaughlin, One hundred and second Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, for absence from hospital at Annapolis, Md., without proper 
authority, and conduct unbecoming an officer and gentleman, 
and to accept the resignation of McLaughlin as of date August 
15, 1864, and to issue to him a certificate of honorable discharge 
of the last-named date. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DULUTH AND MANITOBA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 1094) granting the right of way to the Duluth and 
Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pembina Reserva- 
tion, in North Dakota, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


| and passed. 


ARREARS OF PAY AND BOUNTY. 
The bill (S. 1196) to facilitate the settlement of claims for ar- 


rears of pay and bounty, was considered asin Committee of the 
Whole. 

It declares that nothing in section 277 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States shall be so construed as to prevent the Second 
Auditor of the Treasury from disallowing claims for arrears of 
pay and bounty in cases where it appears from the records and 
files of his office that payment in full has already been made to 
the soldier himself or to his widow or legal heirs. Butif any 
person whose claim may be disallowed be dissatisfied with the 
action of the Auditor, he may, within six months, appeal to the 
Second Comptroller; otherwise the Auditor’s action shall be 
deemed final and conclusive and be subject to revision only by 
Congress or the proper courts. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the necessity for that bill, I should 
like to know? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will explain the necessity of it. There 
have been thousands and hundreds of thousands of claims pre- 
sented to the Second Auditor by soldiers for arrears of pay and 
bounty. A great many of those claims have been investigated 
two, three, four, and five times. Atone time it was the proce- 
dure in the Auditor’s office only to allow the particular item ap- 
plied for by the soldier, and if a soldier applied for arrears of pay 
no allowance was made to him for bounty, although the record 


arrears of pay, no adjustment of his pay account was made, al- 
though the record showed that pay was due him. That, how- 
ever, has been changed under the present Auditor, if not before, 
and now, when a soldier applies for an adjustment of his claim 


| for arrears of pay or bounty, his claims of all kinds under the 
| jurisdiction of the Second Auditor are adjusted. They have 


been adjusted time and again under a decision of the Second 
Auditor. ‘ y 
When a soldier applies the second, or third, or fourth, or fifth 
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| 
time for arrears of pay or bounty or any claim, and the Second | 
Auditor examines and finds that the whole thing has been paid 
and adjusted, he rejects the claim, but that does not end it. He 
has to send that claim, with the vouchers in his office, over to 
the Second Comptroller a second time, and soit has to go on time 
after time. A great deal of labor and a great deal of time is con- 
sumed in disallowing these claims a second time and transferring 
them over to the Second Auditor’s office with the pay rolls and 
all the vouchers. 

This bill was prepared by me after consultation with the Sec- 
ond Auditor and has the approval of the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Treasury. It will save a great deal. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ORIN R. M’DANIEL. 

The bill (S. 111) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the | 
Secretary of War to place the name of Orin R. McDaniel, late an 
enrolled soldier of Company H, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers, upon the records of that company as enrolled Decem- 
ber 26, 1863, and discharged February 14, 1864, for disability, and 
to grant him an honorable discharge accordingly, as of date leb- 
ruary 14, 1864, for disability. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOSEPH JOHNSON. 


The bill (S. 318) for the relief of Joseph Johnson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, in line 3, after the words ‘‘ Secretary of,” to 
strike out the words “‘ the Treasury” and insert ‘‘ War;” and in 
line 6, after the word “‘infantry,” to insert *‘ enlisted under the | 
name of Joseph Johnson;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ect., That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Joseph H. Johnson, late 
a private of Company I, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, enlisted under the name of Joseph Johnson, and to issue to 
him an honorable discharge as of date August 5, 1865, and that said Johnson | 
shall be entitled to receive from the accounting officers of the Treasury all 
pay and allowances which may have been due him on said date of discharge, 
excluding therefrom the time of his absence without leave. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MINNEAPOLIS INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION. 

The bill (S. 1241) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act relative to 
the Minneapolis Industrial Exposition, to be held annually in the 
city of Minneapolis, State of Minnesota,” approved March 3, 
1887, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to amend the act approved March 3, 1887, by striking out the 
word ‘‘sole,” where it occurs in the second line, and by adding 
the following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, such articles may be withdrawn for transportation 
and warehousing in other districts in the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN F. W. DETTE. 

The bill (S. 17) for the relief of John F. W. Dette was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, tostrike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause to be 
examined and investigated the terms and conditions of the contract of John 
F. W. Dette with the United States to build a stone wall of masonry around 
the national cemetery at Jefferson Barracks, in the county of St. Louisand 
State of Missouri, and the plans and specifications therefor, and any changes 
or modifications made therein, and the character, actual cost of material, and 
work in the construction of said wall; and whether by reason of any change 
or modifications in said contract the cost of the work per perch was in- 
creased, and what loss was incurred on any additional work required by s1 
changes or modifications, and what, if any, sum is reasonably and equitably 
due to the said Dette, in addition to the amount already paid him, by reason 
of such changes or modifications in his contract, and report the result to | 
Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 16) authorizing the distribution of 


public documents to land-grant colleges, was announced as the 
next in order. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. 
that joint resolution. Ishould like an opportunity t 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall it go over under 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to its 
place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 14 int 2 uti ll be pas 


I 
over without prej 


I object to the present con 





idice,. 


DR. JOHN B. READ. 


The bill (S. 1312) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
ate $17,000 to pay Dr. John B. Read his claim as royalty on all 
rifle projectiles with iron sabots, furnished, as fo ind by the 
board of army officers, to the United States, under re solution of 
Congress. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, there is no report accompany- 
ing this bill, and nothing in the bill which gives an idea of its 
merits. As I am not familiar enough with the history of the 
matter to accept it without knowing something about it, I wish 
to ask some Senator to make an explanation in regard to it. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] made 
the report on thiscase. It was thoroughly examined and passed 
on by the Committee on Military Affairs, and went to the House 
at the last session. A motion was entered to reconsider by Mr. 
Edmunds or some other Senator, and thus it did not become a 
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| law; but there is a report made at a former session, reciting all 
| the facts. 


This matter has been before a board of army officers, 
and they have passed upon the matter. The committee have 
thoroughly examined it and have adopted the report of that 
board of army officers. They have brought down the amount to 
considerably less than was claimed. 

Mr.PALMER. Mr. President, my attention was unfortunately 


| distracted, and I did not observe that the bill for the relief of 


Dr. John B. Read had been called. 

That bill is one to which I have given very close personal at- 
tention. Before the papers in the case came into my hands, I 
was somewhat prejudiced against this allowance, but after giving 
it most attentive consideration and examining all the papers re- 
lating to it, I have become convinced of its merit. 

Dr. Read is the admitted inventor of a shell long before the 
late civil war, which was adopted by the Government. I never 
knew the origin of the shell, although I witnessed its use on very 
many occasions, until I came here. In the Army of the West it 
was known as the Parrott shell because it was used in connection 
with the Parrott gun. None of us were skilled ordnance men, 
and therefore accepted the popular names and designations as 
they came tous. This shell was undoubtedly in use before the 
war, and I recollect that it was a mosteffectiveone. Commodore 
Porter spoke of its very great value at Port Hudson, and every 
member of the Senate is no doubt familiar with the creat useful- 
ness of the particular shell and of the frequency of its employ- 
ment. a 

Dr. Read first preferred aclaim against 
royalty as the inventor of the shell. 
deal of dispute. I do not think Dr. Read carried a musket at al! 
during the late civil war. If he did, he undoubtedly carried a 
musket on the left shoulder and not on the right, and I am in- 


the Government for 


[t was the subject of a good 


clined to think that that has had very much to do with the delay 
this claim has suffered here. , 

The claim was referred to a board of 
the papers wili be found a report allowing the sum of money 
proposed to be appropriated. It is confessedly very much less 
than the claimant would be entitled to, I :, upon fair con- 
sideration. 

I therefore proceed to impress it upon the Senate with my 
judgment as a claim founded in strict justice, and the amount 
awarded Dr. Read by the board of army office should be paid. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire what bill is under consideration? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill wil 


| will be read. 
TheSECRETARY. A bill (S.1312) for the relief of Dr. John B 
Read. 


army officers, and among 3 









Mr. PLATT. What doesit propose to pay him—some $17,000? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, I donot know that itisof any 


to say a great deal about this claim. It has been here a great 
many yeers, and I have always believed, and believe now, that Dr 
Read was not the first inventor of this projectile, but tl 
William E. Woodbridge was. 

Mr. PALMER. 
supposed inventor. 


Mr. PLATT. William E 


I beg pardon. I did not catch the nam: 


. Woodbridge. The Committee « 


Patents have reported a bill sending Mr. Woodbridge to t 
Court of Claims. He claims to be the first inventor of this 

and that the Government used his shell. Itisaconflict between 
these twomen. Mr. Woodbridge has b p claim 
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before the Committee on Patents, and has had a report two or 


three times to send him to the Court of Claims that his claim may 
be determined judicially. Dr. Read has been pursuing his claim 
before the Military Committee, and seems to have got somewhat 
ahead of Mr. Woodbridge in the matter. That is all I desire to 
say about it. 

Mr. CHILTON. I happen to be a member of the Committee 
on Patents. Hence this matter came to my attention to a limited 
degree, and it attracted my observation in reading the Calendar 
this morning. 

As the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has said, this 
other gentleman claims to be the inventor of this projectile, 
whether justifiable or not I think is very problematical. I sup- 
pose if Dr. Read has no more satisfactory testimony of the origi- 
nality of his invention than Mr. Woodbridge it is very doubtful 
whether either of these billsought to become alaw. Under the 
circumstances, Mr. President, in order that the Government at 
least may not pay twice for the same claim, it seems to me that 
the bill should go over. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope [ may be allowed to say a word, if in 
order. 

Mr. CHILTON. I will withdraw my objection until the Sena- 
tor can present his views. 

Mr. PALMER. Isimply state that I should regret very much 
that the passage of this bill should be delayed, and yet [have no 
disposition to press it upon the Senate if there are doubts enter- 
tained by anybody, especially the Senator from Texas, who has 
given the matter some attention. Not being familiar with the 
rules, if the bill can lie over without losing its place on the Cal- 
endar I shall have no objection, and will undertake at a proper 
time to satisfy the Senator from Texas and the Senate that the 
foundation of this claim is absolutely unquestioned. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I think the claimant is not over- 
modest in bringing the bill before the Senate in this form. In 
fact Mr. Woodbridge, who has brought hisclaim before the Com- 
mittee on Patents, has merely asked the opportunity of going be- 
fore the Court of Claims to prove whether he is the original in- 
ventor of the projectile or not. I therefore think that this bill 
’ should take the same routine; and if it shall come before the 
Senate at all, that heshall have the privilege of going before the 
Court of Claims, as Mr. Woodbridge will have todo. I therefore 
object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 45) to regulate licenses to proprietors 
of theaters in the city ef Washington, D. C., and for other pur- 
poses, 

ROBERT H. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 103, which was passed over at my 
request, for an examination of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). The 
bill will be reported by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 780) for the relief of Robert H. 
Montgomery. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The bill has been reported to the Sen- 
ate. I move the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, before the word ‘‘ purposes,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘all” and insert ‘‘ the;” after the word 
‘‘allowances,” in line 5, to insert ‘* received;” inline 11, after the 
word *‘ period,” to insert the word ‘*‘and;” and in the next line 
to strike out *'Sec. 2. That;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, e(c., That Robert H. Montgomery, major of cavalry, United 
States Army, shall be entitled to credit, for the purposes of pay and allow- 
ances received for the period of time from the 19th day of November, 1863, to 
the 16th day of February, 1865, during which time he was a prisoner of war 
in the hands of the enemy, the same as though he had actually been in the 
military service of the United States as a second lientenant of cavalry dur- 
ing that period, and the judgment of the United States Court of Claims in 
the case of Robert H. Montgomery vs. The United States, rendered on the7th 
day of April, in the year 1884, against the said Robert H. Montgomery for the 
sum of $1,651.37, upon a counter-claim presented by the United States, said 

um having been received by the said Robert H. Montgomery as pay for the 

period during which he was, as hereinbefore stated, a prisoner of war, be, 
and the same is hereby, remitted, and the said Robert H. Montgomery is 
hereby discharged from all obligations to pay said judgment 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that meets the possibility of double 
legislation in the bill and simply confirms practically the pay- 
ment already made to him and then cancels the judgment ren- 
dered against him. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is the result. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, these 
various amendments will be considered as agreed to. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

P. B. SINNOT. 

The bill (S. 726) for the relief of P. B. Sinnot, late Indian agent 
at Grand Ronde Agency, State of Oregon. was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes torefund to P. B. Sinnott, 
late Indian agent at Grande Ronde Agency, Oregon, $2,146.39, be- 
ing the amountof two judgments recovered against him and his 
sureties on his official bond as such agent by the United States 
in the district court for the district of Oregon on the 15th of 
January, 1886, and which amount was subsequently paid to the 
United States by Sinnott pending the consideration by Congress 
ofa bill for his relief, and is now covered into the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GEORGE F. ROBERTS, ADMINISTRATOR, ETC. 

The bill (S. 352) for the relief of George F. Roberts, adminis- 
trator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving 
partner of Thayer Brothers, and others, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to George 
I’. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 
deceased, surviving partner of Thayer Brothers, of $10,790.32; to 
Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of William T. Pate & Co., 
$19,662.19; to Henry W. Smith, surviving partner of T. & J. W. 
Gatti & Co., $14,062.50, these payments being a refund of taxes 
exacted and paid on distilled spirits in excess of the quantity 
withdrawn by them from the United States bonded warehouse 
between July 1 and December 31, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read. the third time, 
and passed. 

H. W. SHIPLEY. 


The bill (S. 730) for the relief of H. W. Shipley was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment of 
$2,487.38, in full compensation for work done and material fur- 
nished by H. W. Shipley in excess of that required of him by his 
agreement with the Indian Bureau in the construction of a grist- 
mill and sawmill at the Nez Percé Indian Agency, in the Terri- 
tory of Idaho. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BEACON LIGHT AT BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 

The bill (S. 1189) for the establishment of a beacon light on the 
Government breakwater recently constructed at Bridgeport, 
Conn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word * light,” tostrike out ** and 
fog signal;” and in line 6, before the word ** thousand,” to strike 
out **one” and insert ** two;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That a beacon light be established on the Government 
breakwater recently completed at the entrance to the harbor of Bridgeport, 
Conn., at a cost not to exceed the sum of #2,000 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LIGHT AND FOG-SIGNAL STATION NEAR NEW BEDFORD, MASS. 

The bill (S. 1632) for the establishment of a light and fog-sig- 
nal station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass., was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for establishing 
on or near Butler Flats, entrance to the lower harbor of New 
Bedford, Mass., a light and fog-signal station, at a cost not to 
exceed $45,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CUSTOMS COLLECTION: DISTRICT OF PUGET SOUND. 

The pill (S. 722) to amend an act entitled **‘ An act to reorgan- 
ize and establish the customs collection district of Puget Sound,” 
approved August 28, 1890, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let that be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over without prej- 
udice. 


ADDITIONAL AIDS TO NAVIGATION IN TAMPA BAY. 

The bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to 
navigation in Tampa Bay, Fla., was considered asin Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to establish in Tampa Bay, Fla., such 
additional aids to navigation as may be found necessary by the 
Light-House Board, the entire cost of which shall not exceed 
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$6,000 and appropriates $6,000, or so much thereof as may be 


found necessary, for the purpose. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION AT GAY HEAD, MASS. 

The bill (S. 1631) to establish a life-saving station at Gay Head, 
on the coast of Massachusetts, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 


Treasury to establish a life-saving station at or near Gay Head, | 


on the coast of Massachusetts, at such point as the Genoral Su- 
perintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend; the 
cost not to exceed $10,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 


The bill (S. 744) to,amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400, of 
Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concern- 
ing the regulation of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment,which was to add to the bill the following sections: 


Sec. 2. That section 4414 of the Revised Statutes be amended to read as 
follows: 

**Sxc, 4414. There shall be, in each of the following collection districts, one 
inspector of hulls and one oe of boilers, namely: The districts of New 
York, N. Y.; Boston, Mass,; Philadelphia, Pa.; San Francisco, Cal.; Albany, 
N. Y.; New London, Conn.; Baltimore, Md.; Buffalo, N. Y.; Cleveland, Ohio; 
New Orleans, La.; Norfolk, Va.; St. Louis, Mo.; Dubuque, Iowa; Detroit, 
Mich.; Chicago, Ill.; Michigan, Mich.; Milwaukee, Wis.; Port Huron, Mich.; 
Willamette, Oregon; Portland, Me.; Puget Sound, Wash.; Savannah, Ga.; 
Pittsburg, Pa.; Oswego, N. Y.; Charleston, S. C.; Duluth, Minn.; Louisville, 
Ky.; Evansville, Ind.; Memphis, Tenn.; Nashville, Tenn.; Cincinnati, Ohio; 
Gallipolis, Ohio; Wheeling, W. Va.; Superior, Mich.; Burlington, Vt.; Apa- 
lachicola, Fla.; Galveston, Tex.; Mobile, Ala., and Providence, R. I. 


“The inspector of hulls and the inspector of boilers in the districts enumer- | 
ated in the preceding paragraph shall be entitled to the following salaries, | 


to be paid under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, namely: 


‘In districts inspecting less than one hundred steamers, one hundred and | 


fifty steamers, to a salary of $1,500 per year each. 

‘In districts inspecting over one hundred and fifty and less than two hun- 
dred steamers, to a salary of $1,800 per year each. 

“In districts inspecting two hundred and less than three hundred steamers, 
to a salary of $2,000 per year each. 

“In districts inspecting three hundred and less than five hundred steamers, 
to a salary of $2,250 per year each. 

“In districts = five hundred steamers and upwards, toa salary of 
$2,500 per year each. 

“The supervising inspector-general shall report to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, at the end of each fiscal year, the number of steamers inspected in 
each local district in that year, which number shall be the basis upon which 
shall be determined the salaries to be paid to local inspectors for the follow- 
ing fiscal year, in the ratio described in the preceding paragraphs of this sec- 
tion. And, in addition, the Secretary of the Treasury may appoint, upon the 
nomination of the supervising inspector of the district, in collection districts 
where there are two hundred and twenty-five steamers and upward to be in- 
spected annually, assistantinspectors,ata salary, for thedistrict of New York, 
of $2,000 a year each; for the districts of New Orleans, La.; Philadelphia, Pa.; 
Baltimore, Md.; Boston, Mass., and San Francisco, Cal., at $1,800 per year 
each; and for all other districts, at a salary not exceeding $1,600 a year each; 
and he may appoint a clerk to any such board at a compensation not exceed- 
ing $1,200 a year to each person so appointed. Every inspector provided for 
in this or the preceding sections of this title shall be paid for his actual and 
reasonable traveling expenses, at the rate of 8 cents per mile, incurred inthe 
performance of his duty, together with his actual and reasonable expenses 
for transportation of instruments, which shall be certified and sworn to 
under such instructions as shall be given by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Src. 3. That this act shall take effect July 1, 1892. ; 


Mr. FRYE. This bill was reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce at the last session of Congress and passed the Senate, but 
was not reached in the House of Representatives. The bill then 
was in the form that the bill and amendment, if adopted, will be 
now. 

The first section repeals the provisions of law by which some 
seven or eight inspectors were appointed for the inspection of 
certain foreign steamships. That law was enacted for the reason 
that under the law in existence at that time the salaries of in- 
spectors of domestic vessels were paid from a fund derived from 
the fees paid by the vessels themselves, and that did not apply 
to foreign vessels. They had no right to take from that fund to 
pay the inspectors of foreign vessels. ‘The consequence was that 
enactment. It is peremptory upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to make the appointments. Their salaries are $2,000 a year. 

In the shipping act, which was passed quite «number of years 
ago, all fees were repealed, so that the Treasury of the United 
State paid the fees. That rendered unnecessary the law requir- 
ing inspectors of foreign ships. Itwas found that the inspection 
only covered two hundred and fifty steamships. The consequence 
is that those places are sinecures; they are very earnestly sought 
for, and it involves an expenditure of some twenty-four or twenty- 
five thousand dollars; I am not giving the exact figures, but they 
are in the report. 

Domestic inspectors under the existing law can just as well 
perform that duty as to have separate inspectors appointed for 
foreign vessels, and the reason for the amendment is this: At 
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every session of Congress there is a bill or a dozen bills presented 
here for an increase of the salaries of the various inspectors of 
steam vessels, and in nearly ever case the increase ought to be 
made. Since the law was passed there has been an enormous in- 
crease in the business and there have been changes, and | remem- 
ber one instance where the highest salary is paid for inspectors, 
the change of business has been such that I think only seventy- 
four steam vessels were inspected—thatis in the Galena district 
while there would be another district inspecting two hundred 
steamships, and the salary would be $1,200. 

No man has ever petitioned to have his salary cut down. and 


| never will; and those petitions have been coming in year after 


year, and every once in awhile they have been granted and a 
bill has passed Congress increasing the salary. For the last two 
or three sessions the Committee on Commerce has determined 
that it would not report in favor of the increase of any salary 
whatever; but the demand was almost irresistible that there 
must be a revision of this whole thing, and the Department was 
called upon two years ago to make that revision. They made 
that which is contained in this amendment, which pays these 
inspectors according to the work done, just exactly as they should 
be paid, and the saving of the whole bill by striking out the for- 
eign inspectors and then providing for domestic inspectors to do 
that business and to be paid according to the work done, de- 
creases the annual appropriation from twelve to fourteen thou- 
sand dollars. 

The propriety of the bill is entirely manifest to anyone who 
has ever examined the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand, the result is this: there 
is only one class of inspectors now, and they perform all the du- 
ties, and the salaries have been readjusted to correspond with 
the work in the respective districts, and the net result is a re- 
duction of $14,400. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator is correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill to amend ‘An act 
to amend section 4400 of Title LIT of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, concerning the regulation of steam vessels,’ ap- 
proved August 7, 1882, and also to amend section 4414, Title LII, 
of the Revised Statutes, ‘regulation of steam vessels.’” 

LIFE-SAVING-STATION KEEPERS AND CREWS. 

The bill (S. 1775) to fix the compensation of keepers and crews 
of life-saving stations was announced as next in order upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to this bill. It is marked upon its face, ** Report No. 87.” 
Report No. 87 shows that a substitute was recommended for the 
bill, and there is no substitute here in print. The report also in 
its heading only refers to Senate bill 750 instead of Senate bill 
1775. 

Mr. FRYE. When the bill was put on the Calendar I think 
the original bill was indefinitely postponed and a substitute wa 
reported for the original bill. That is my recollection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We had better look into that, and pass o 
the bill for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be informa 
passed over for the present. 

Mr. FRYE. That is not the bill. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Icalled attention to it because the bill and 
the report do not correspond; they do not explain each other. 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; [ remember perfectly well when I re- 
ported the substitute for the original bill, and I asked that the 
original bill might be indefinitely postponed and the substitute 
regarded as the original bill. It was so ordered, and the origi- 
nal bill is in the hands of the Secretary now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
Chair that the original bill was indefinitely 
and this bill was reported in its place ' 

Mr. PLATT. This is the original bill? 

Mr. FRYE. This is the original bill, and the one which the 
Secretary says was indefinitely postponed was a substitute for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
informally, holding its place on the Calendar, and the next bil! 
will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

MARINE BOARD OF MERCHANT MARINE. 


The bill (S. 743) to establish a marine board for the advance- 
ment of the interests of the merchant marine was considered a 
in Committee of the Whole. 


informs the 


postpone d at the time 
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‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 1, line 15, after the word ‘‘ Navy,” to 
insert ‘‘chief of the division of the revenue marine;” so as to 
make the section read: 

The marine board shall consist of one of the assistant secretaries of the 
Treasury, Who shall be ex officio chairman of the board, to be designated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the following-named officers, who shall be 
ex officio members: The chairman of the Light-House Board, the Supervising 
Inspector-General of Steam Vessels, the Supervis Surgeon-General of the 
Marine-Hospital Service, the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving 
Service, the Commissioner of Navigation, the Superintendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, the Chief Hydrographer of the Navy, chief of the di- 
vision of the Revenue Marine. None of the members of the board shall re- 
ceive any additional compensation by reason of any services performed under 
this act, but shall receive mileage at the rate of 8 cents per mile when travel- 
ing under official orders. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Icall the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to the amendment proposed, ‘‘ chief of the division of the 
Revenue Marine.” The word ‘ and” ought to be inserted before 
“chief” in the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir; it should be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will beso modi- 
fied. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a division already existing in the 
Treasury Department, and the head of it is added as an officer to 
this board? 

Mr. FRYE. He is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What will be the effect, I ask the Senator? 
No new office is created by this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. No new office is created and no expenditure of 
any amount is authorized by the bill. The Maritime Conference 
recommended a marine board, in which, in addition to these offi- 
cers, there should be five experts outside, appointed from civil 
life, who should receive salaries of certain amounts, which they 
name. The matter in the last Congress was referred to the 
Treasury Department by the Committee on Commerce, and the 
Treasury Department recognized the necessity ofa board. Any 
one who has to do business at present with the Treasury Depart- 
ment touching ships and commerce will find the necessity of it, I 
am certain. The Treasury Department did not recommend in 
their return these four or five experts to be — from civil 
life, and the Committee on Commerce agreed with them, and 
concluded at the last Congress to report the bill as it stands 
now, leaving out those to be appointed from civil life. It was 
reported to the Senate and passed, but it was not reached in the 
other House. It is reported again precisely as it was reported 
at the last session, only the chief of the Revenue Marine is added 
now, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARKING OF VESSELS. 

The bill (S. 1280) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to amend 
section 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of ves- 
sels’ names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking the 
draft,” approved February 21, 1891, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. The only thing that the bill does is this: In the 
act passed at the last session of Congress, by inadvertence or ac- 
cident of some kind, I never could understand how it happened, 
this provision was inserted: 


The owner, agent, or master of every inspected sea-going steam or sail 


vessel shall indicate the draft of water at which he shall deem his vessel | 


safe to be loaded for the trade she is engaged in, which limit as indicated 
shall be stated in the vessel's certificate of inspection 


The provision is simply an absurdity, leaving each man tode- 


termine the load line of safety for his own vessel. How it ever 
got into that act I can not conceive. It is in, and this proposed 
act simply strikes out that part of the law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WAGES OF SEAMEN. 


The bill (S. 1222) to protect the wages of seamen, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments, in line 18, after the word “ business,” to strike out 
*“‘and it” and insert “it;” in line 19, after the word “any,” to 
strike out ‘*‘ local officer executing a;” in line 20, after the word 
“or,” to strike out ‘ any;” in line 22, after the word * be,” to in- 
sert ‘‘ void, and any officer executing the same shall be;”’ in line 
23, after the word ‘‘ conviction,” to insert ‘‘ thereof;” in line 24, 
after the word ‘“‘fine,” to insert ‘‘ not to exceed $300;” in line 25, 


after the word ‘“*imprisonment,” to insert ‘‘not to exceed three 
months;” and in line 26, after the word ‘‘ court,” to strike out 
‘**to the extent of $300 fine or three months’ imprisonment;” so 
as to make the bill read: 


That section 4536 of the Revised Statutes be, and it is hereby, amended to 
read as follows: 

“Sec. 4536. No wages due or accruing to any seaman or apprentice shall 
be subject to attachment or arrestment from any court; and every payment 
of wages to a seaman or apprentice shall be valid in law notwithstanding any 
previous sale or assignment of wages, or any attachment, incumbrance, or 
arrestment thereon; and no assignment or sale of wages, or salvage, made 
prior to the accruing thereof, shall bind the party making the same. except 
such advance securities as are authorized by this title; and the provisions of 
this section shall extend to and embrace seamen and apprentices in the domes- 
ticor coasting trade and the trade between the United States and ports in the 
Dominion of Canada, and Newfoundland, and the West India Islands and 
Mexico, and to seamen in the whale or other fishing business. It is hereby 
further enacted that any writ of attachment or other paper for the enforced 
collection of aseaman’s wages, in contravention of this section, shall be void, 
and any officer executing the same shall be punished upon conviction thereof 
before any State or United States court by fine not to exceed $300 or impris- 
onment not to exceed three months, at the discretion of the court, for each and 
every effense.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FOOD AND DRUG ADULTERATION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill(S.1)for preventing the adulteration 
and misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FRYE. If for any reason the Calendar should be taken 
up again to-day, as I am going to leave in a few minutes to look 
over the Bethlehem Iron and Steel Works, and if Order of Busi- 
ness 153 is reached I should like to have it passed over without 
a 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will be done. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill may require explanation. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE] if there is any reason why he desires that the 
pending bill should be laid over as the unfinished business for 
the next session of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly by unanimous consent that can be 
done. 

Mr. COKE. I understood that it had been arranged that the 
bill should go over until Tuesday, retaining its place as the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [have no objection to that arrangement. 
There was a partial understanding yesterday to that effect on the 
idea that the adjournment yesterday was to take place over until 
Monday, and Senators were advised of the fact that the bill would 

| go over for that reason. Therefore I am ready to unite with the 

| Senator in asking unanimous consent that the bill may go over 
| as the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER ( Mr. PLATT in the chair). The 
Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent that Senate 

| bill No. 1, which is the unfinished business, be allowed to stand 
over until the next session of the Senate and retain its place as 
the unfinished business. Is there objection? 

| Mr. COCKRELL and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears none, and the 

| order will be made. 

DISTRICT IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that we proceed with the Calendar 

| for the remainder of this day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 

_ moves that the Senate proceed with the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Missouri and to the Senate. Senate bill 1307, being a bill 
| to provide a permanent system of highways in that part of the 
| District of Columbia lying outside of cities, is Order of Business 
| 278 on the Calendar. Itis very important thatif the bill is to 
| pass at all itshould pass very promptly. In 1888 Congress passed 
| an act requiring all subdivisions thereafter made to conform to 
j 
| 


the plan of the city of Washington, but there are subdivisions 
made prior to that time which do not conform. 

In the opinion of a large majority of the people of the city, of 
the Board of Trade, of the District Commissioners, and the Senate 
| Committee on the District of Columbia, it is not only important 
but absolutely necessary that this bill, requiring the extension 

of the streets through those intervening subdivisions, should be 
promptly passed, the more promptly the better, because every 
| year that it is postponed it is going to increase the cost of ex- 
| tension from 33 to 50 per cent. I therefore ask the Senate to 
| consider the bill at this time. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
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of the Senator from Missouri to proceed for the rest of the day 
with the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If my motion prevails, then the Senator 
from Tennessee can ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill he has named. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; I have no objection to the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Missouri that the Senate proceed with 
the Calendar? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to proceed to Order of Business on the Calendar, No. 275. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 


asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consider- | 


ation of a bill the title of which will be read by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. . A bill (S. 1307) to provide a permanent sys- 
tem of highways in that part of the District of Columbia lying 
outside of cities. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment was, in section 2, after line 15, to insert the following pro- 
viso: 


Provided, however, That no place or street extending no farther than from 


one principal street to another, which has been opened under the direction 
of the Commissioners, or in conformity with any subdivision approved by 
them prior to August 27, 1888, and recorded, shall be altered, affected, or inter- 
fered with by any plan adopted or anything done under or by virtue of this 
act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr.STEWART. That might cut off a principal avenue. It 
might go upsome little alley and there be blocked. Has the com- 
mittee considered that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not say ‘“‘alley,” but ‘‘place or 
street.” 

Mr. STEWART. The street is 40 feet wide. Suppose it was 
in the way of one of the principal avenues, that would block it 
right off. I think it mightstop some of the principal avenues. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the proviso only applies to short 
streets or places, as they are called, laid out there, running east 
and west. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Nevada will hear the other 
provisions of the bill he will find that there is no such difficulty 
as the one he suggests. 

Mr. STEWART. If it only applies to streets running east and 
west it will be all very well, but I do not know how it is in refer- 
ence to streets running south or running north. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think it only applies to streets running 
east and west, and to only a few of them. 

Mr. STEWART. If only to those running east and west | 
should have no objection to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. After the word ‘‘recorded,” in line 21 ofthe 
amendment, on my own motion (for I have not submitted it to 
the committee) Imove to amend by inserting: 

And which is now paved with asphalt or other sheet pavement. 


This bill was drafted at the instance of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia and the Board of Trade of Washington. 
The gentlemen who drafted it suggest. to me this amendment, 
and I fully approve of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment moved by the 
Senator from Tennessee to the amendment under consideration 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘recorded,” in line 21, in- 
sert these words: 

And which is now paved with asphalt or other sheet pavement 

So as to read: 

Provided, however, That no place or street extending no farther than from 
one principal street to another, which has been opened under the direction 
of the Commissioners, or in conformity with any subdivision approved by 
them prior to August 27, 1888, and recorded, and which is now paved with 
asphaltor other sheet pavement, shall be altered, affected, or interfered with 
by any plan adopted or anything done under or by virtue of this act 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in section 2, line 
39, after the word ‘‘ Commissioners,” to insert: 

Shall be delivered to a commission composed of the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Interior, and the Chief of Engineers, for the time being, who 
shall make such alterations, if any, therein, as they shall deem advisable, 
keeping in view the intention and provisions of this act, and the necessity of 


harmonizing as far as possible the public convenience with economy of ex- 
mditure; and if such commission shall see fit, they may causc to be made a 





ew map in place of the one submitted to them. When such commission, or | . : ; . 
‘ years, and payable at the end of fifty years? I make that sug- 


& majority thereof, shall have come to a final determination in the matter, 


| ered to a commission hereby cre: 
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they shall approve in writing the map which they shall adopt, and shall a 

iver it to said Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and the same 
Mr. HARRIS. After the word ‘* commission,” in line 40, I 

move to insert the words ** hereby created;” so as to read: 


A copy of such map, duly certified by the Commissioner iall be de 





cd. cOmMmp 1, et 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 58 
of section 2. 

Mr. HARRIS. Add the word ‘‘the” after the words * ap- 
proved by” in line 57, so as to read: 

Unless the same be first approved by the Commissione1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatamendment will be made. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, to add to sec- 
tion 2 the following words: 

In order to enable the said Commissioners to proceed speedily and ef 
ficiently to carry out the purposes of this act, they are hereby authorized to 
appoint two civilians assistants to the Engineer Commissioner, who, with 
such Engineer Commissioner shall, under the direction of the Commission- 
ers, have immediate charge of the work to be done under this act: Provided, 
however, That the appointment, term of office, and compensation of such 
civilian assistants shall be subject to the approval of the commission here 
inbefore provided for, consisting of the Secretary of War, the Secretary of 
the Interior, and the Chief of the Engineers, or of a majority of them 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 1 of section 6. 

Mr. HARRIS. In linei of section 6, 1 move to insert ** within” 
instead of ‘‘ with;” so as to read: 

That within thirty days after any such map, et 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, to strike out 
section 19, in the following words: 

SEc. 19. That in order to defray the expenses incurred in carrying out the 
rovisions of this act the Treasurer of the United States, as ez officio sink 
ing-fund commissioner of the District of Columbia, be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized, and it shall be his duty, to cause bonds of the District of Columbia 
to be prepared to the amount of $4,000,000, in sums of fifty and five hundred 
dollars, bearing date July 1, 1892, payable fifty years from date, bearing in 
terest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, payable semi-annually, to be 
signed by him and countersigned by the auditor of said District and sealed 
as the Board of Commissioners may direct, which bonds shall be e) 
from taxation by Federal, State, or municipal authorities, and shall be en 
graved and printed at the expense of the District of Columbia, and in form 
not inconsistent herewith. And the faith of the United States is hereby 
pledged that the United States will by proper proportional appropriations 
as contemplated in the act of June 11, 1#78, to provide a government for the 
District of Columbia, and by causing taxes to be levied upon the property 
within said District, provide the revenue necessary to pay the interest on 
said bonds as the same may become 
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fund for the payment thereof, one-half the amount expended under the au 
thority of this section t » charged against the revenues of the District of 
Col bia 4 parto 1 expenses the Com sioners of the Distri 
Cx nbia shall pay the cost of the } eedings of condemnation and ass 
m 

\nd in lieu thereof to ins 

Src. 19. That the Treasurer of the United States, ex oficio commissioner of 
the sinking fund of the District of C: i t 1use bond 
to be prepared in sums of fifty, fi hun 4 i yusand irs, bear- 
ing interest at the rate of 3 per cent per annum, payabie haif yearly on the 
first days of July and January in each year. Such bondsshall be dated July! 
1892 ; ; : 

The principal of such bonds shall be exempted from taxation by F« 
State, or municipal authority, and the faith of the United Stat« hereby 
pledged that the United States will, by proportional appropriations and by 
causing to be levied on the property within said District such tax wi 
do so, provide the revenues necessary to pay the interest uch 
the same may become due and payable, and create a sinking fund to 

ume at maturity; 

And the bonds shall ha set forth and expressed on their f 
specified conditions; 

And the principal and intere I le p ul t I 
ury of the United Stat 

Said bonds shall be signed by t Treasurer of the United Stat é fficio 
il g fi cou ‘D 
tr of Columbi he seal of I I 

They shall be numbered c ecutively and registered in the office of the 
Res ) United S rreasu f whi ! r etal 
of the Treasury shall make such provi as may be n ry 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I ion is on avreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Befors nat amend! tis agreed to, 
should like to know how lor < th ponds ar » 

Mr. HARRIS. Fifty years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘There is not a word in th: in regard to 
the length of time they are to run that I can fi 

Mr. HARRIS. Itisa Isp! l ‘re is not 

Mr. COCKRELI I sho ery thankful for a ody to 
point out one solita ! b iat indicates when t 


bonds are payable. 
Mr. HARRIS. They are fifty-year bonds. The bill wasdrafted 
by others, and I had not detected such an omission in the print 
Mr. COCKRELL. Fifty yearsis a long time for a bond toru: 
Would it not be better to have them redeemable withi rtal 
time and payable at a longer time: redeemable, say, after thirty 
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gestion to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
me that that would be better. 

In this connection let me say, and I think the Senator from 
Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN] will agree with me, that this is practically 
a United States bond, and 3 per cent interest is more than the 
United States ought to pay on any of its obligations. The pres- 





It strikes 


ent Secretary of the Treasury has, I understand, had no trouble | 


in extending 44 per cent bonds at 2 per cent, and I have always 
understood (I do not know whether there is any official record of 
it or not) he could have extended them at 14 per cent, or some- 
thing very near to that. 

Mr. COKE. Whatis the amount of bonds provided for? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not exceeding $4,000,000. I suggest to the 


committee having the bill in charge the propriety of making | 


these bonds redeemable after the expiration of thirty years and 
yayable at the end of fifty years, and then that the interest should 
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ve stricken down to 2 per cent, and under no circumstances to | 


be over 24 per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
ouri in this matter. 
sued by the United States running for fifty years. I suggest, 
therefore, that at the end of the 19th section there be added, 
‘*and shall be payable at the pleasure of the United States after,” 
I should say, ‘‘ twenty years.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, twenty years is better than thirty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The 4 per cent bonds were issued at thirty 
years and there was great complaint made in the Senate at the 
time because they were to run for thirty years, and that opposi- 
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Mr. SHERMAN. It is not necessary—any time after twenty 
years, at the pleasure of the United States. That is the language 
of the present law. 

Mr.HARRIS. At the pleasure of the United States, but that 
the holder may demand payment at the end of twenty years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asa rule, no option is given to the holder 
of such securities. We make the option and preserve the right to 
pay the bonds after twenty years. That is the language of the 
present law. lt has been the language of the five-twenties, as 
they are called; they are payable at the pleasure of the United 
States after a period. 

Mr. HARRIS. And no time is stated at which the holder may 


demand ere 
Mr. SHERMAN. In some of the loans the time was fixed; for 


| instance, the ten-forties were payable after ten years, but certainly 


to be paid at the endl of forty years. 
Mr. HARRIS. Yes; and the time of paymentof the five-twen- 


| ties was also fixed. 


I sympathize with the Senator from Mis- | 
Ido not think any bonds ought to be is- | 


tion proved to be very wise, because if the proposition of the Sen- | 


ate had been adopted they wouldonly have run for twenty years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, we can not hear a word on 
this side. There are too many talking at the same time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators will cease audible conver- 
sation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
I say the same controversy arose between the two Houses when 
the 4 per cent bonds were issued. In the Senate it was insisted 
very strongly that the bonds ought not to run beyond twenty 
years; that they should be redeemable at the pleasure of the 
United States after twenty years. However, the other House in- 
sisted that as the rate of interest was as low as 4 per cent, and 
there was no probability that it would be lower than that, they 
should run forty years. That was the trouble; and finally it was 
compromised at thirty years. My impression is, that if we should 
put in,on page 17, after ‘‘such bonds shall be dated July 1, 1892,” 


I suppose I ought to speak a little louder. | 


| 


the words *‘and be payable at the pleasure of the United States | 


after twenty years” 
Mr. COCKRELL. 





Yes, after twenty years. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think if we did that the bonds would sell | 


at 3 per cent. 
interest. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall certainly give very great weight to the 
opinions of the Senator from Ohio in respect to this phase of the 
bill. I think the only consideration that is worthy of our weigh- 
ing is as to the effect of such anamendment. If this bill should 
pass, authorizing the issue of these bonds bearing a rate of inter- 
est at 3 per cent per annum, payable semiannually, giving the 
Government no option as to paying them before maturity, I take 
it for granted that they would command a higher price in the 
market than if they ran a shorter time or if a lower rate of in- 
terest were provided. 


I do not think they would sell for any less rate of 


(and I do not see that there is any serious objection-to it from 


my own standpoint), I am satisfied that the amount of bonds avu- | 


thorized to be issued would raise quite money enough to accom- 
plish the purposes of the bill. But if at the option of the Gov- 
ment the bonds may be paid in twenty years, and the rate of in- 


terest shall be reduced below 3 per cent, I doubt very much | 
Does the Senator from Ohio | 


whether they could be sold at par. 
think they could be? 

Mr, SHERMAN. I did not propose to reduce the rate of in- 
terest. I do not believe bonds bearing a less rate 

Mr. HARRIS. That suggestion came from the Senator from 
Missouri, then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think myself that 3 per cent interest is as 
low as could be stipulated with any certainty of the bonds selling 
atpar. The billrequiresthatthese bonds must be sold at par—— 

Mr. HARRIS. So it does. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
meat can get by a competitive sale. If the rate of interest is 
fixed at 3 per cent and the state of the money market is such that 
they will command a premium we shall get the benefitof it in the 
premium. 

Mr. HARRIS. In the amendment suggested by the Senator 


from Ohio he should provide some time at which the bonds would 
become absolutely due. 





Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think the bondholders should ever 
object to the option of the Government of the United States run- 
ning as long as possible, because they are never interested in hav- 
ing Government bonds paid. 

Mr. HARRIS. The only other thing I desire to suggest is 
this: The bill was drafted by a very competent attorney, who 
was requested so to do by the Board of Trade, composed of the 
business men of the District of Columbia and at the instance of 
the Commissioners of the District, and as drafted it contained a 
provision that these bonds should bear the rate of 3 per cent per 
annum and run for fifty years. The Board of Trade with great 
unanimity, and the Board of District Commissioners with absolute 
unanimity, approved the bill in that form. I see myself person- 
ally no serious objection to the amendment vmmatel by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio; but, in view of those facts, I can not consent to it. 
However, I shall not complain of any action the Senate may take 
in regard to the amendment if it shall be offered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I heartily agree with the suggestion of the 
Senator from Ohio, and I believe he has made the motion, to in- 
sert ‘‘ payable at the pleasure of the United States after twenty 
years. 

Mr. HARRIS. He made the suggestion; I do not know 
whether he made a motion to amend. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. SHERMAN), 
to that effect? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I made the suggestion. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Iwill move anamendment. At the end of 
line 8 of the new section proposed to be inserted, on page 17, I 
move to insert, ‘‘ payable at the pleasure of the United States at 
any time after the expiration of twenty years from date.” 

Mr.STEWART. I think the Senator had better make that 


Did you make a motion 


| thirty years. 





| tion of interest? 
If the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio shall be agreed to | 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
better. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam satisfied, in view of the opinions of the 
business men of this District and the District Commissioners, 


No; I insist on twenty years. I think it 


_ that the Senator had better make it thirty years. 


Mr. COCKRELL. This is a United States bond. It is not 
worth while to talk about its being a District bond; it is a bond 
of the United States, and to-day bonds of the United States draw- 
ing 2 per cent interest and running twenty years would bring a 
big premium. Now, what is the use of talking about this ques- 
A United States bond bearing any rate of in- 
terest is money for all practical purposes in the United States and 
the interest added to it. Mr. President, let us look at this mat- 
ter a little while. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
make a suggestion to him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is quite right; the faith of the 


| United States is pledged, the bond goes upon the market with all 


the dignity and assurance of payment that the United States can 
give; but one-halfof the accruing interest, one-half of the sinking 


| fund that must extinguish these bonds at maturity comes out of 


the taxpayers of the District of Columbia. They have asked that 
these be made 50-year bonds. In view of the fact that they have 
to respond both to the principal and interest at maturity by tax- 


ation, continuous taxation during the period that the bonds have 
And at as much premium as the Govern- | 


to run, I beg that the Senator will take that into consideration. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The people of the District of Columbia 
have not spoken in this matter. We are their representatives 
here. A few of the leading prominent citizens have agreed upon 
this bill, and they put in fifty years as the time for the bonds to 
run. Now, I do not care what they think about it. History has 
demonstrated that a United States bond bearing anything over 
2 per cent interest will never be presented for payment as long 
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as the United States will pay the interest upon it. It is imma- 


terial whether these bonds are to run fifty years or not, if we put | 


on the face of them that they are payable at the Treasury of the 
United States after the lapse of ten years, they will remain out- 
standing for all eternity, unless the United States compels the 
holders of them to bring them in. The Senator knows that, and 
it is not worth while to discuss it. 


| been able to borrow money at 2 per cent. 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him | 


thatif he says ‘‘ payable at the pleasure of the Government within | 


twenty years” 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
Mr. HARRIS. 
sinking fund which shall extinguis 





No, ‘after twenty years.” 


the bonds at maturity; and 


‘“‘After twenty years.” The bill requires a | 


if that amendment shall be put in in that form, then the taxes | 
must be levied and collected to make the sinking fund within the | 


riod of twenty years equal to the accruing interest and the en- 
ire amount. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Then wecan modify that provision. There 

is no trouble about that. We know perfectly well we have a big 


| my recollection that the rate of interest proposed was only —_ 


sinking fund for the a of United States notes, and what | 


has it ever amounted to? In 1881 we passed through the Senate 


a bill and sent it to the President authorizing 3 per cent bonds, | 


and we heard then a clamor from the capitalists of the land that 
a3 percent bond could not be carried in thiscountry. The bill 
went to the President, and he vetoed it and sent it back. The 
bill failed. 

Mr. VEST. Will my colleague permit me to inform him that 
to-day the 2 per cent bonds are selling in the market at par and 
4 per cents at 117? 

r. COCKRELL. Yes, the 4 per cents are selling at 117, and 
the 2 per cents, payable at the pleasure of the United States, are 
selling at par. 
pleasure of the United States at any minute, are at par to-day, 
and the 4 per cent bonds are at 17 per cent premium, and those 
4 per cents run fifteen years. They are payable in July or Sep- 
tember, 1907. 

Mr. President, I insist first upon the amendment that the time 
shall be twenty years. As to the question of the sinking fund, pro- 
viding an amount equal to those bonds within twenty years, there 
is no necessity for it. Wecan provide a reasonable sinking fund 
that will be ready to pay off any bond that any holder may want 
to present. 
we shall find these bonds at a premium. - 

In 1879, when the distinguished Senator from Ohio was nego- 
tiating the 4 per cent bonds, he made at one time a rather hasty 
disposition of them for fear that certain legislation might retard 
the sale of them at par. 
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the money) is no reason to suppose that we could borrow money 

at 2 per cent. The Government of the United States has never 

y Although the present 

loan is continued under the peculiar circumstances in favor of 

the national banks so that they can keep out their circulation, 

that is no evidence that we can borrow money at 3 per cent. 

Great Britain, the most powerful monetary nation in the world, 

has, I believe, finally succeeded in reducing some of the interest 
on its bonds to 2% per cent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [If it is no interruption to the Senator—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to call his attention to the fact that 
some time ago, I do not know whether it was in this Congress or 
the last Congress, he introduced a bill for the issue of a very large 
amount of United States bonds for banking purposes, and it is 


cent. Why would not these bonds answer every purpose that 
every other United States bond answers to-day? Why would not 
the banks take them as an investment for their surplus, which 
could be made available just the same as money, and when at the 
same time while the bond is in bank it is drawing interest? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt that if the Government of 


| the United States would authorize the issue of 2 per cent bonds 


United States 2 per cent bonds, payable at the | 


| feat this bill at once. 
| pose. 


When that time comes, if any of us lives to see it, | 


| twenty years. 


Where have they gonesince? To 128— | 


$28 premium on every hundred dollars—United States 4 per cent | 


bonds. When only last year between $55,000,000 and $56,000,000 


4 per cent bonds became payable or redeemable at the pleasure | 


of the United States the present Secretary of the Treasury ex- 
tended some $20,000,000 to $25,000,000 of them (I have forgotten 


the exact amount; about $25,000,000, I think) with a2 per cent | 


bond payable at the pleasure of the United States at any minute, 
and those bonds, as my colleague has said, to-day are at par in 
the United States. 


There is no use in the world to give these bonds 3 per cent in- | 
terest. If you give them 3 per cent interest they will sell at par | 


and no more until they have passed out of the hands of the Com- 


missioners of the District of Columbia into the hands of capital- | 


ists, and then the premium will come. The taxpayers of the 
District of Columbia will receive no benefit from the premium 
which may result from a3 per cent bond. Make the interest 2 
per cent, and when the bonds are offered upon the market there 
will be capital to invest in them at that rate, and the taxpayers 


will save | per cent interest every year upon the bonds. There- | 


fore I shall move to strike out ‘‘3” and insert ‘*2” as the rate of 
interest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not want to participate 
in any proposed legislation that will prevent the carrying of this 
measure into execution. I do not think there is anything in the 
condition of the money market which justifies anyone in saying 
that an ordinary 2 per cent bond issued by the District of Colum- 
bia or by the United States will sell at par. ‘i‘here are several 
reasons why the recent bonds were taken and continued at 2 per 
cent. First, because all of those bonds that were continued at 2 


94 cent were held by national banks—I think none of them were | 
e 


ld od pn individuals—and the banks, rather than purchase 
other 


price, preferred to continue them along at the pleasure of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury at 2 per cent. It can not be said, there- 


fore, that 2 per cent is the rate of interest at which we can nego- | 


tiate bonds. 
The fact that the banks rather than make purchases of other 


bonds and change their bonds would continue them temporarily | 


at their own pleasure (because they at any time could demand 


nds and go into the market to buy them at the market | 


with the banking privilege attached they would be taken. That 
proposition was always accompanied with a provision to repeal 
the tax on bank circulation, which amounts to 1 percent. So, if 
you give to these bonds or to any United States bonds the privi- 
lege of being deposited for the circulation of national banks, the 
national banks might take them at 2 per cent. I am not so sure 
but that they would; but [ take it that this is no time for us to 
undertake to pass a law of that kind, for we know that it would 
meet with hostility and opposition. A proposition here to make 
these bonds available for banking purposes would probably de- 
Senators do not wish to do that, I sup- 
The loan has got tostand simply upon its merits as a loan 
and not upon the advantages that it would confer upon national 
banks or other persons who wish to make it the basis of circu- 
lating notes. 

In regard to the objection made by the Senator from Tennes- 
see, that the sinking fund is based upon the idea that these bonds 
shall be paid off in fifty years, this proposition does not at all in- 
terfere with that, because the bonds are not payable even at the 
end of fifty years; we simply reserve our right to pay them after 
Suppose that right had been reserved when the 
3.65 bonds were issued by the District of Columbia. Nobody 
dreamed at that time that the Government of the United States 
would be able to borrow money at 3.65 per cent. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Ohio, for my own 
information, if we provide that these bonds may be payable at 
the option of the Government after twenty years, would not the 
holder at any time after the expiration of twenty years have the 
right to demand payment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notat all. The securities of the Govern- 
ment are issued in this form; they are payable at the pleasure of 
the United States. [I have drawn the ordinary form, copied from 
the other act. 

This is the amendment I would suggest, if any is to be adopted: 

And such bonds shall be payable at the pleasure of the United States after 
twenty years from their date 

We fix the date, and then they run twenty years without the 
right of the Government to pay. A reasonable assurance of that 
kind is necessary to make them sell on the market. They are 
worth a little more if you extend the time to thirty years; they 
are worth still more if you extend it to fifty years; but suppose 
this case should occur: We issued our 3.65 bonds at a time when 
no one dreamed that the rate of interest would be less. It was 
done to exchange the 3.65 bonds for the outstanding contracts of 
the District of Columbia. We remember all about the circum- 
stances. No one thought that that was equivalent to full pay- 
ment. No one dreamed orclaimed that the issue of the 3.65 bonds 
at that time, when interest was 6 and 7 per cent, was a full pay- 
ment of the obligations of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the Senator state 
what they were quoted at when first issued. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Fifty cents on the dollar, I think. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the premium on them now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willcometothatin amoment. The issue 
| of the 3.65 bonds was acompromise; it was an arrangement made 
to pay the creditors of the District of Columbia for something 
less valuable than so much money. Thecreditors took them be- 
cause they could not get anything else, for whatever may be said 
about the policy of Mr. Shepherd in beautifying the city of 
Washington there is no doubt but that he bankrupted it, and but 
for the power of the United States of America this city would 
| have been abrokencorporation: it would not have paid its debts. 
' But by this arrangement, a wise one, we issued the 3.65 bonds 
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creditors rec 
gradually, 


the debt, the 


but 


and paid ofl 
were at a 


iving the bonds when they 
with the rise of the other 


discount: 


bonds of the Govern mi ntand the increased credit of the Govern- 
meut, with the settlement of all these debts, these bonds rose in 
value and they are now worth I do not know how much; [ have | } 
sent = inquire. 

Mr. CH, A NDLI About 114, I thin! 

Mr. SHERMAN. ae are worth 114 now in market, I under- 


stand. Su 


bond 


ppose that we had to-day the right to redeem the 3.65 
»a great saving for the 
No « reserving that right 
not reserve it now when we 
redit of the Government of the 
even a2 per cent bond might be 
per cent bonds that we issue? 

I say, therefore, that the Government of the United States 
ought not in any case, according to the language of Mr. Jeffer- 
son (and he ought to be pretty good authority on the other side) 
to issue a bond running longer than the ordinary life of one grown 
yerson. That was his creed, that one generation had no right to 
Pin i another generation to the payment of stipulated contracts, 
and it was adopted nem. con. The bonds issued after the Revolu- 
tion were short bonds, and in our history we never have allowed 
long bonds to issue. The forty-year bonds were the longest that 
were ever issued, and some of those were payable at the end of 
ten years, at the pleasure of the United States. 

So the insertion of this clause would not take away from the 
intrinsic value of the bonds that are proposed to be issued by the 
bill, but it simply reserves the right to the people of this District 
for itisfor their benefit. They are Government bonds. The 
Government is just as much bound for the payment of these bonds, 
principal and interest, as it is for the payment of any bonds out- 
standing. It may be that at the end of twenty years 
3 per cent, money can be borrowed at 2 per cent by the Govern- 


s we could make 
me thought of then. Why should we 
United States is so strong that 
issued to redeem these very 3 


ment of the United States, and in that way we would save one- | 


third of the burden of this debt by this reservation of the right 
to pay it, if we choose, availing ourselves after twenty years of 
the state of the money market to pay it, and issuing, if you choose, 
a bond bearing 2 per cent interest. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let me ask the Senator from Ohio if he 
construes that c on page 17 as making the Government of 
the United States ré nau absolutely for more than half of 
these bonds? 

Mr.SHERMAN. 
is copied from the 3 


ause 


[have no doubt of it. 

it not? 

I think it would not. 

‘ . It is exactly like it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is the exact language. 
Mr.FAULKNER. Itexpressly provides that the Government 

of the United States shall be responsible for its proportional ap- 

propriations and for the levy of the other half on the property of 

the District of Columbia. 
Mr. SHERMAN. My frie 

and I ask him or any other 


I think this language 
}.65 act. is 
Mr. FAULKNER. 

CHANDLER 


nd from Missouri is a good lawyer, 
lawyer present whether that very 
language ad make the Government of the United States 
either a guarantor or asecurity. It guarantees that the District 
1 W = so levy taxes and collect those taxes as to pay 


8S not 


of Columbi: 


the interest, and that is equivalent to a guaranty. My impression 
is, without looking at the very words, that the provision con- 
tained in this bill is the language of the law authorizing the 3.65 
bonds of the District of Columbia. The Government did not 


a e those bonds. Therefore the proper officer of the Treas 
ury Department refused to receive = 1em as security for circulat- 
ing beak 3 1otes. Yet the universal idea of every capitalist in the 
country, and of every citizen, and | think of every Senator, is 
that the Government is just as much bound to see that that 
principal and interest are paid as the principal and interest on 
the 4 per cent bonds of the United States. I say, therefore, that 


the Government is responsible. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that 


it m5 propos 4 the Government shall guarantee the holders of 
these bonds; that as the legislative power over this District it 
will see that the requisite tax is levied upon the property of the 


but tl 


District, the Government only obligates itself to pay from 

th: » Treasury of the United States one-half of the amount of the 

- ds issued. 
SHI RM 


ofa guaranty, 


AN. Thatis considered as being in the nature 
and I suppose that in a private contract between 


two individuals, under the same circumstances and in the same 
language, it would be held as a guaranty. 
Mr. HARRIS. I take it for grante d that the faith of the 


United States is positively pledged for the payment of every dol- 
lar of principal and interest of the bonds, and so the public will 
understand. 

Mr.6HERMAN. Sol understand it. 


Mr. HARRIS. It is that which will 


give them their chief 
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| COCKRELL}. 
District of Columbia. 


know that there are times when the | 


s instead of | 
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value. Now, if the Senator 
form of his amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have got it here. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not authorized to accept the amendment, 
but I shall not even ask a division upon it. I simply want the 
Senate to de te rmine the question for itself. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I have here the form. It is the same lan- 
guage that 1 was suggested by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri has 
submitted an amendment to the ame nian nt reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is true; but let the amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Ohio be re vad, and if it is not satisfac tory to 
the Senator from Missouri we can vote upon his amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think probably the Senator from Missouri 
will accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 


Senator from Ohio to the amendment of the committee will be 
stated. 


The SECRETARY. 
And such bonds sha 


from Ohio wil] 


the exact 
I shall not resist it. 


indicate 


In section 19, at the end of line 8, add: 
ll be payable at the pleasure of the United States after 


| twenty years from their date. 


Mr. HARRIS. That is exactly the same amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri. So let the question be put upon 
the pending amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the same language. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is exactly the same. 
‘sted it and not having offered it, 
fers the same language. 
amendment is agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio to the amendment reported by the com- 


mittee. 
McPHERSON. 


The Senator had 
[ offered it. Now he of- 
It does not make any difference which 


sugg 


Mr. 


It seems to me that if an attempt is made 
and is suecessful 


to reduce the burden of interest upon these 
bonds to 2 pee cent, it is equivalent to saying that the improve- 
ments shall not be made by this District. 


Mr. HARRIS. Thatis anotheramendment to be offered. We 
have not yet reached that proposition. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I supposed that to be the amendment 
pending. 


Mr. HARRIS. No: the amendment 


to the amendment now 
pending is to add, after line 8, that the 


bonds are to be payable at 


| the option of the Government after twe nty years. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I have only one suggestion to offer upon 
the general features of the bill, and, as [ am upon my feet, I will 
offer itnow. Itis this: No 2 per cent bond, I care not by what 
government it is issued, can find much favor among the people 
of this or any other country unless it carries with it some special 
privileges, like, for instance, the privilege of using it as a basis 
for bank circulation. 

If a bank were to be started to-day in some part of the United 
States, the question for the banker to decide is what kind of se- 
curity he would prefer—a4 per cent bond, at the present market 
value of the bond, which is somewhere from 125 to 130, upon 
which, under existing law, he could only obtain 90 per cent of 
circulation of the par value, or a 2 per cent bond, bearing 2 per 
cent interest, purchased at par, upon which he could obtain 90 
per cent of circulation. It is infinitely preferable for him to in- 
vest in a 2 per cent bond with 90 per cent of circulation. In 
either case the bank is required to pay 1 per cent of tax to the 
Government upon its circulation. 

Therefore it is thata 2 per cent bond for the purposes of bank- 
ing is better than any purchase that can be made to-day of Gov- 
ernment bonds as a basis for banking. There is no government 
in the world, save and except ours, that with no special privi- 
leges accorded can float its debt at less than 3 per cent. The 
markets of the world have developed that fact. 

So I say if you wish to prevent these improvements from being 
made, if the improvements themselves are dependent upon the is- 
sue of these bonds, and I take it they are, the result will be that no 
improvements will be made. The Government issues the bond, 
and the Government is responsible for its payment, but the Govern- 
ment of the United States is as well the governmentof the city of 
Washington. It pledges itself to pay one-half of the interest. 
It pledges itself further to require the payment of the other half 
of the interest by the people of the District or the parties bene- 
fited by the improvements. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that there is any investor of 
money in this country who would invest for less than 3 per cent. 
Take, for instance, trustees holding large sums of money in the 
nature of trust funds, personally responsible for the safety of the 
trust. Ido not believe to-day that you could get an investment 


| by them in any bond bearing less than 3 per cent interest, and 
then only where the terms of the trust re equire that it should be 
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an absolutely certain rather than aspeculativeinvestment. AsI 
said before, vf you desire to prevent any thing being done under 
this bill, reduce the rate of interest to 2 per cent and you w ill 
effectually block it. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Tennessee if one-half of the money that is to be realized from the 
sale of these bonds is to be used by the Government as its part 
of the expenses of the District and the other half on behalf of the 
District? 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the exact effect of it. 

Mr. BERRY. Then I want to inquire, furthermore, of the 
Senator from Tennessee what is the necessity of this Govern- 
ment issuing bonds to raise additional money? Is the er in 
the Treasury not sufficient to meet the obli gations of the Gen- 
eral Government? Is it necessary for us to issue more bonds in 
order to get that part of the money which is to be expended by 
the United StatesGovernment? lask the Senator that question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Jn answer to the question I express the fear 
that the Treasury is not in a condition just now to lend or ad- 
vance in behalf or for the benefit of the people of the District of 
Columbia their half of the probable expenditure that will result 
from the passage of this bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. What has become of the surplus? 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand that it has been appropriated by 
Congress. 

Mr. BERRY. Iwanted to know definitely whether we had ar- 
rived at that time which has been predicted now for the last 
twelve months, when it would be necessary in order to carry on 
this Government that the Government should go to issuing addi- 
tional bonds and borrowing money. Three years ago, when the 
present Administration came into power, my information 7 that 
there was about $100,000,000 of surplus in the Treasury of the 
United States, and to-day we are told by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that this Government is out of money and must therefore 
go and issue additional bonds. 

Speaking alone for myself, Mr. President, I am opposed to this 
Goveremaeat borrowing any money at this time, and rather than 
vote for the issue of these bonds I say to the Senator I would 
prefer to*pass a law to pay the money in legal-tender notes and 
take the chances that they will float at par, bearing no interest. 

I wanted to make it appear definitely that those who vote for 
this bill vote to issue additional bonds and borrow additional 
money. I want the people of the country to know that there is 
no kind of mistake about it, that we have arrived at such a con- 
dition that the United States can not pay the ordinary expenses 
of the Government and meet the interest on its debt without bor- 
rowing money, and then to know where that responsibility be- 
longs. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I should like some informa- 
tion, which I suppose the Senator from Tennessee can give me, 
upon this ee subject of finance. In the summer of 1890 
there was a law passed, I think, allowing the issue of Treasury 
notes directly by the Treasury. I see from some tables issued 
by the Secretary of the Treasury that about $90,000,000 of Treas- 
ury notes have been issued under thatact. If lam correct about 

t, then, in addition to all the taxes we have collected in the last 
two or three years, and in addition to the surplus which we had 
about three years ago, we have also spent about $90,000,000 in the 
shape of these Treasury notes. Is that the fact, lask the Senator 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I have not recently examined 
carefully the list or amount of expenditures, and [ am very re- 
luctant upon the consideration of a bill like this to enter upon a 
general discussion of the financial policies and financial condi- 
tion of the Tre asury of the country. If this bill has merit, as all 
who are familiar with it I believe think it has, if the work is a very 
important one, and one very indispensable and necessary to be 
done, in view of the fact that every year that itis postponed the 
cost of carrying out this policy w ill ‘be increased at the ratio of 
33 or 50 per cent by reason of thecdntinuous rise in values of real 
estate here, I think it very important that we proceed to pass 
the bill. It will involve the expenditure of some millions of dol- 
lars to carry it out, if it is carried out now; and here is a very 
easy method of raising whatever money is necessary. One-half 
of it is to be paid by the taxpayers of this District, and the other 
half by the Treasury; but I decline to enter into any discussion 
of the general financial policy. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not want to indulge ina 
discussion of the financial policy. Finance is a matter on which 
I have very little information, either practical or theoretical; 
but I want some information. My understanding is (and I did 
not want it to go out unless it was correct) that we have got in 
such a fix now that we have no money in the Treasury. We 
had $100,000,000 a year or two ago; and then, in addition to all 
the taxes, there have been $90,000,000 of Treasury notes issued 
and used by the Government. If that is true I should like to 


know it. IL believe it is, 


the i n nots iL tine 

friend from Tennessee, who is a member of t Finanee Cr 
mittee, would be able to answer that sir e question 

Another word, and then Ishall take my seat. The great war 
in this country now, at least the great want ofa vortion of 
it, is mone y, and esp cially in that por 1 Ce ‘yin which 
it is Ty y good iort une to live. ‘The prod lave ra { 
and sold have gone down to a price w has be paralleled 
except in three or four years early in th bo lifty years 
there have been no such low prices for the products which the 
Southern people raise as now prevail. I believe that @ fac 
The result of all that is that we want mone’ Then cor 
suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. BERRY oO whi 
I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Tennessee a 
the rest of the Senate, if in fact we need more money in order to 
carry on the operations of the Government, either on its own a 
count or on account of its relationship to the District of ¢ mbia 
then inasmuch as more circulation is needed, and inasmuch as 
Treasury notes made legal tender would circulate from hand to 
hand at par and cost the Government nothing, neither 3 per cent 
nor 2 per cent, I should like to know a sensible reason why, in 


stead of borrowing money. which has the effect of taking out of 
circulation at least for a time the amount of money borrowed, we 
should not amend the bill so as to provide that the Secretary of 


Treasury shall issue legal-tender Treasury not to the 








) Ww) 
amount provided for in the bill 

n that way we shall kill two birds with one stone, and that i 
always a proper thing to do whenever we can. We first 


va 
the money we want without paying any interest on it. That is 
bird No.1. Th t is that there is an increase in the circula- 
tion of the country, which I think, and which I believe a 
thoughtful men now think, would be a very great advantage to 
the country at large. 
Before I sitdown, however, [should like toappeal to my friend 


from Tennessee to answer the question about the $90,000,000 of 
Treasury notes issued under the act of 1890, if he can give m: 
that information without any discussion of the general 

policy of the country. , 

HARRIS Really [do not remember as to the proportio 
or whether any of it has been issued. I should have to look 
the reeords to see. 

CHILTON. Mr President, it seems to me that there ar 


45 ; | 
HNnancial 


objections to this bill which may be remedied by amendment 
and that when so remedied its general purpose, which is top 
vide for the extension of the streets while land is relative 
cheap, deserves the encouragement of Congress. 

But, in the first place, that clause of the bill which provid 


> 
> 
for the exemption from taxation of the bi 








DprODOSeCU 
to be issued should be stricken out ent 1 co e! 
ient time as may hereafter present itself | iil ma 1 ) 
to that effect. 

[t can hardly be wise that any form of wealth when transferred 
into the hands of private individuals or corporations in th 
country should possess the royal privilege of exemption from 
taxation. While it may be argued that such a privilege at 
tached to these bonds would tend to secure for them a bett 
price in the market, it seems to me that an immunity of 
extraordinary and questionable character so offends t 
sibilities of the great mass of our yple, as we know fre 
history of like legislation heretofore, that it should not a} 
proved or repeated in the action of this body. Isha 
fore strongly insist that if bonds a sued ould 
to take their chances as other securities in the hands of th: 
respective holders, and subjected to taxation like other propert 

But, sir, it seems to me that there is still anot ‘ ct 
only to the bill or to that part of it which is sought to y am led 
by the Senator from Missouri, but to the amendm¢ ~ 
as W : [ sha not ni ndertake to Oo into a is to 
the propriety of that policy which has saddled one-half of the 

cal and municipal expenditures of the District of ( mbia 
upon the taxpayers of the whole Unior 

Whatever reason or excuse may exist for th 
of division when applied to the current expenses of t D 
[ submit to the judgment of the Senate t { 
not be extended to permanent b irdens, which bear no relation t 
the Federal business, but which concern a 
and expansion of the city of Wa 

Here it i propos 1 to iss @ lal a yunt of bonds, and give 
= ose bonds a _ of fifty or twenty years; an f we go furtl 

und recognize tl e present basis of di ision, and ple lc the Go 
ernment faith according]: , lt may not remain inthe pow: 
Congress hereafter to re arrange and redistribute the exper 
the District so as to affect the liability of the Ge rai Gi 
ment in respect to the $4, 100,000 of exten ibo o be incurt 
[ think, therefore, in any point of view the bill as1 
is objectionable, but beyon d all this, for one I have never believed 
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that there was any justice in imposing upon the whole people of | 
this country 50 per cent or any other considerable part of the ex- | 
penses of this city. On the contrary, I have long been convinced 
that such a division was fundamentally wrong and unfair to the 
people of the United States who live outside of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. Inanswertothesuggestion of the Senatorfrom | 
Texas, I will state that the proportion of 50 per cent of the cur- 
rent expenses of the administration of the government of the 
District of Columbia was fixed in the organic law, based upon the 
fact that the Government of the United States owned quite half 
or more than half of the property in the District of Columbia. | 

| wish to correct a statement that I made myself afew moments | 
since in respect to the proportion of the expensesof carrying out 
this plan. I have stated once or twice, I believe, that the ex- 
penses would be paid one-half by the Government and the other 
half by the taxpayers of the District. Under the special provi- 
sions of this bill one-third of the expense is levied upon the ad- 
jacent property to these improvements. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The property benefited by the improve- | 
ments, in proportion to the benefit? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, in proportion to the benefit. One-third 
of the aggregate amount is to be paid by special taxation, another | 
third is to be paid out of the general revenues of the District, 
and only one-third of the whole sum is to be paid by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let the paragraph be read as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Such bonds shall be dated July 1, 1892, and such bonds shall be payable at | 
the pleasure of the United States after twenty years from their date. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio in re- 
gard to the present value of the 3.65 bonds of the District? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood that they were quoted at 114. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The last quotation I saw was 114. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How long have they yet to run? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think those were fifty-year bonds. I 
think they have about twenty years longer to run; but I will not 
be certain about that. 

Mr.COCKRELL. They have about twenty years to run, bear- | 
ing 3.65 per cent interest, at a premium of 14 per cent. In other | 
words, a hundred dollars of these bonds now in the hands of the | 
holdersare worth $114. A holder can sell them for that, and yet 
when they were put upon the market, as the Senator from Ohio | 
said, they sold at 50 or 60 cents on the dollar. Was not that be- | 
fore the United States had unconditionally assumed them? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; in the law creating them they were | 
made 3.65 per cent bonds. There was no change in the law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But there was some doubt in the public 
mind as to whether the United States would assume them. They 
were a great deal below the United States bonds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Those were then 6 per cent bonds. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire[Mr. CHAN- 
DLER] is mistaken about the length of time the bondsare to run. | 
They are fifty-year bonds. They were issued in 1875 or 1876. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is right about that. They 
were issued about 1874. 

Mr. HARRIS. About 1874 they were issued, and they have | 
about thirty years to run. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have about thirty years torun. If 
the Senator will allow me, I understand that the original 3.65 act | 
had the same provision as to the 3.65 bonds that is inserted in 
this proposed statute as to these 3 per cent bonds. That is, they 
are exempted from taxation. 

And the faith of the United States is hereby pledged that the United States 
will, ky proportional appropriations and by causing to be levied on the prop- 
erty within said District such taxes as will do so, provide the revenues neces- | 
sary to pay the interest on such bonds as the same may become due and pay- 
able, and create a sinking fund to pay the same at maturity. 

Therefore the 3.65 bonds had this backing of the United States 
behind them when they wereissued, and the floating debt of the 
District then was worth between 50 and 60. These 3.65 bonds at 
first became worth between 50 and 60, and gradually crept up 
until now they are some 14 per cent above par. I think that is 
an accurate statement of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those who are familiar with those times, | 
and the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Ohio 
remember very well the complications existing in the finances | 
of the District of Columbia. A very large debt, an enormous | 
debt, had been created rather suddenly, and that debt had not | 
been adjusted. As a matter of course the bonds of the District— 
they were called District bonds—and the floating debt, and peo- 
ple frequently did not understand them, and I believe some of 
that debt is outstanding yet and never has been finally adjusted. | 


Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, it was nota 
legal obligation upon the District. The board of public works 
in-conducting their enterprises proceeded without having pre- 
vious authority from Congress, relying upon subsequent appro- 
priations to redeem it, but there was no law under which the 
debt was created. Consequently on the floating debt, Congress 
not having assumed it and no law existing to compel the Dis- 


| trict or anybody else to pay it, the obligations were worth but 


about 50 cents on the dollar. When it was assumed in this 
shape it became a legal obligation, and the creditors took these 
bonds in liquidation of the debt. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is in the line of what I was saying and 
sustains what I said, that there were complications around it 
which created doubt and distrust. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] speaks about 
nobody taking a 2 per cent bond unless it is authorized to be used 
for national-bank purposes. This is more than a2 per cent bond. 


| Even if my amendment were to prevail these bonds would be 


more than simply interest-bearing bonds. Why? Because the 
principal is exempted from taxation by the Federal Government, 
by the State governments, and by every municipal authority in 
the United States. They are, therefore, absolutely free from any 
kind of taxation, and that is equivalent to from 1 to 14 per cent 
in their real value. 

Another thing. They are the only class of bondsin the United 
States that every man, woman, and child feels and knows will 
have the interest paid on the exact date when it is due, and there 
is no danger of the debtor dying. They do not have to be proved 
up in any probate court. There is no necessity for the foreclosure 
of any mortgage or the employmentof any attorney. Therefore 
they are far superior to every other class of bonds floating in the 
United States. All the United States bonds are in this position. 


| It is these qualities, Mr. President, which give them their value 


over and above all other bonds. 

Why, Mr. President, the great State of Missouri has borrowed 
money in the money market at 3 per cent. It had no trouble to 
do it, and yet the United States can not negotiate a bond for less 
than 3 per cent! 

Sir, Just as certainly as we are in the Senate Chamber to-day, 
in my judgment, if we issue these bonds at 2 per cent, payable 
twenty years after date at the option of the United States, it will 
not be five years until they areata premium. There is no pos- 
sibility of loss by investing in them. Almost any other bonds 
in which you may invest money are liable to some kind of acci- 
dent, but these are not. There is absolute safety in the princi- 
pal, and capitalists to-day—and we have thousands of them in 
the United States—would gladly invest millions in a 14 per cent 
bond of the United States running one hundred years, with the 
interest payable semiannually. 

Such bonds are perfectly safe for all time to come, and the in- 
terest upon them is paid with absolute certainty at the very hour 


| it is due, and there is no possibility of loss. All other kinds of 
| investments are liable to accidents and to losses and to troubles 


and to fluctuations and to annoyances. These are not. They 
can be kept with a safe deposit company; they can be kept in 
bank, and they are just as good asso many dollars in gold. A 
man does not have to report them in his schedule of property 
liable to taxation, nor does he have to perjurc himself to escape 


| taxation uponthem. There are hundreds of advantages which 


these bonds have over all other bonds that are issued in this 


| country, and these advantages will bring them to par. 


The best illustration of this was afforded when the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio was Secretary of the Treasury. At that time 
we passed a bill bringing the bonds down to 3 per cent and com- 
pelling the national banks to take them. What did we behold? 
The magnificent spectacle of the intelligent national bankers of 
the United States coming down here like a hungry horde upon 
the Administration and compelling a vetoof that 3 per cent bill 
because they were to be required to take that rate and use the 
bonds as a basis of circulation and for deposits. And whatdid we 


| behold? What did these magnificent financiers do, who can tell 
| you all about money and would stand up here to-day and tell you 


that we could not float a 2 per cent United States bond? Within 
six months from that day they.came and humbly surrendered 
their bonds to the United States and took a 3 or a 34 per cent bond 
gladly, as I have always thought without any authority of law. 
Pass this bill and authorize these bonds, and while they will not 
probably for a few days be speedily sought for and bring a pre- 
mium, they will be taken, and there will be no delay in the busi- 
ness. 

I am in favor of many of the provisions of this bill. I was glad 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] explained the provi- 
sion that in the adjustment of the damages to property taken for 
streets and for avenues an assessment of benefits is to be taken 
into consideration upon the adjoining property and the owners 
of that property are to be made to pay a share of it. The result 
of it is that the United States practically pays one-third of the 
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assessment made under this proposed law and the people of the 
District of Columbia pay the other two-thirds. 

We know what this city will be;. we know its streets and ave- 
nues must be extended to the boundaries of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and the sooner it is done the better it will be; but let us 
not impose a burden upon the people of the District of Columbia 
or upon the people of the United States which is unnecessary to 
be borne and which will simply result in the capitalists who take 
these bonds, after they have been issued and taken at par, real- 
izing a handsome premium of from 4 to10 per cent upon them in 
less than ten or twelve years, as they will do. 

The Senator from Ohio, when he was negotiating $600,000,000 
of 4 per cent bonds in 1878, 1879, and 1880, did not dream that 
4 per cent bonds would within thirteen years command a pre- 
mium of 28 per cent, and yet if we had proposed a 3 per cent 
bond then the Senator would have said it could not be nego- 
tiated. It might not have been negotiated just then, but it 
would not have been long afterwards until it could have been 
negotiated. 

We have seen those 4 per cent bonds negotiated, I think some 
six hundred millions of them, at the time the refunding was go- 
ing on, and, with scarcely any exception, they were sold at 
barely par, and towards the last I believe the Secretary realized 
asmall premium upon them. Since then they have gone up to 
28 per cent premium, and to-day they command in the market 
$17 premium on every hundred dollars, and they are only bear- 
ing 4 per cent. What is that interest? It is not 2 per cent, ac- 
cording to my recollection, by the statistics of the actuary of 
the Treasury. 

Has the Senator noticed the per cent that is yielded upon an in- 
vestment of $117 in the United States 4 per cent bonds maturing 
in 1907? My recollection is that it is less than 2 per cent now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Something over that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may be a small fraction over 2 per cent 
that an investor in these bonds realizes. At the end of the time 
the holder gets 4 percent on a hundreddollars. He pays out $117 
to get that $100, and the amount of interest that is yielded to him, 
counting interest upon interest, according to my recollection, is 
alittle over 2 per cent. I suppose it is probably less than 2 per 
cent now, thoughIam not sure. The Senator from Ohio tells me 
it is a very small fraction over 2 per cent, and has been. 

Mr. President, it was for these reasons that I thought these 2 
per cent bonds would be taken at par. I have not offered this 
amendment for the purpose of retarding the bill, but for the pur- 
pose of making its burdens as light as possible upon the people 
of the United States and upon the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia. But while I thus believe that a 2 per cent bond will be 
taken, and that it will in a short time command a premium, not 
such as our 4 per cent bonds commanded, but will command a 
premium above par, I am perfectly willing, if the committee will 
agree upon it, to put it at 2+ percent. Ido not want to retard 
the passage of the bill, but I feel absolutely certain of it by our 
past history, by facts that we all know, by the failure of the 
judgment of these financiers in the past in regard to every trans- 
action that hascome before the United States Senate, and I think 
they never have prophesied a result that has come to pass— 
never. 

Mr. HARRIS. Willthe Senator from Missouriallow me to ask, 
if his amendment reducing the rate of interest shall be agreed 
to, would he be willing to strike out that provision which peremp- 
torily requires that the bonds shall not be sold at less than their 
face value? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
will be taken at par. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope there is not, but I do not know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If you strike out this clause there will be a 
combination of capitalists who will compel these bonds in an 
emergency to besold forlessthan par. That is just exactly what 
they would like to have; butif they can not get them at less than 
par they will take them at par and be glad to do so. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is certainly the interest of the Government 
and the interest of the taxpayers in the District of Columbia to 
negotiate these bonds at the lowest rate of interest possible. 
The only object that I have is to put this bill into such shape as 
will produce the money absolutely necessary to carry out this 
very necessary and important work, and if the rate of interest of 
2? per cent per annum wiil enable us to sell the bonds at par, 
and if the majority of the Senate is willing to risk passing the 
bill in that form, I certainly shall not object to it, and shall be 
as much gratified as the Senator from Missouri will be to see 
that these bonds can command par and allow this work to go on. 
[ fear there may be difficulty in raising the money on that form 
of bond. I shall certainly acquiesce most cheerfully in the judg- 
ment of the majority of the Senate in respect to the question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not wish to continue 
this diseussion, but I do not believe—and I donot think the Sen- 


No; there is no trouble about that. They 
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ator from Missouri has any just foundation for believing —that 
| any bond bearing a less rate of interest than 3 per cent can be 


sold at par, especially a twenty-year bond redeemable at the 
pleasure of the United States after that time. There is no exist- 
ing fact that I know of which convinces me or should convince 
him of that. True, the rate of interest has been going down, 
but it seems to me that whoever prepared the sections in this 


bill—I do not know, but I suppose the Senator from Tennessee 


has prepared them with great car desired that the people of 
t } } 


| this District should get the benefit of the favorable state of the 


money market without the reduction of the rate of interest of a 
2 per cent bond which may not be worth par. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Two and a half per cent I have proposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know; but if a 24 per cent bond is worth 
par and could be sold at par, then a 3 per cent bond in the open 
market—and this bill requires that every offer of these bonds 
shall be open after advertisement and after all the capitalists of 
the world shall be called upon to bid—will be worth more than 
par, and the people of this District will get the benefit of the 
state of the money market by a premium on their bonds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the Senator know from his experi- 
ence in the Treasury Department that where you are authorized 
to sell a bond at par you are not going to get more than par for it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, I do not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator when Secretary of the Treas 
ury sold $600,000,000 of bonds, and had not allowed them to go 
out of his hands six months until they were at a premium of 4 per 
cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason is this: When we offered bonds 
we offered %600,000,000.of them, which is very different from 
$4,000,000. Youoffer tothe markets of the wor!d to-day $4,000,000 
securities such as these are, guarded and protected, and if 2 per 
cent is the measure of the value of the loan, then these 3 per cent 
bonds will bring a premium in exact proportion to the differ- 
ence in value between a 2 and a3 percent bond. The amount is 
so small, that there are a dozen men, any one of whom could take 
the whole of these bonds, compete for them, and pay the highest 
market price for them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They never paid a premium yet when it 
was provided that they should be sold at par; never in the his- 
tory of the Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I happen to know, and the honorable gen 
tleman who presides over the Senate knows, that that statement 
is not correct, because I sold to a syndicate, of which he was a 
member, some bonds at 14 per cent premium. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was under the last law, but you had 
sold nearly all of them before. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was when we sold the 44 per cent bonds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was very different. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I desire to say that [ think the bill now is 
in good shape, and that the time may come to a hopeful man like 
the Senator from Missouri, when at the end of twenty years, or 
even perhaps before that, the people of this District may find it 
to their interest to avail themselves of the option to pay off the 
principal of these bonds and secure money at a lower rate of in 
terest; but I do not know of anything in the negotiations of any 
Kuropean Government, or of our own, that would justify the con- 
fident assertion made by my friend from Missouri that a 2 or 24 
per cent bond could be sold at par. I donot know of any banker, 
[ do not know of any Government of Europe that has done it. 

Great Britain has issued bonds and securities at 2% per cent, 
Russia and many ef the other nations ata much larger rate, 
and while our credit is probably as good as that of any nation in 
the world, yet 3 per cent is a very low rate of interest, scarcely 
ever reached by any nation, except onc2 or twice in English 
history. We have never sold our bonds bearing 2 per cent, and 
we must not be deceived by the fact that because bankers inter 
ested in maintaining their circulation are willing to continue 
their bonds at 2 per cent they are willing to take other bonds 
at par bearing 2 per cent interest. It is an evidence that th: 
privilege which they enjoy of issuing circulation upon the credit 
of those bonds is worth more than 1 per cent to them, and that 
makes it more than a 3 per cent bond. 





| hope, therefore, that this bill will be allowed to stand as it is 
and this work goon. Indeed, if this bill had been passed ten 
years ago all these improvements which are desired now would 
not have cost more than a million or a million and a half of dol- 
lars. The delay in passing this very measure, which has been b 
fore Congress off and on now for ten years, has cost every yea 
the people of this District more than the interest on the ent 


bonds. 
Mr.STEWART. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator f: 

lowa[Mr. ALLISON] with regard to some of the District bonds 

that were provided for last year as to the rate of interest 

time they had to run, and what they were sold for? | 

will give us that information. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I have before me the statute relating to re- 
fu ng t 1ds of th Dist ‘ict of Columbia. They were pay- | 
able at the pleasure of the Government after two years, and ab- 
s0 ly } able in ten. The rate of. interest was 3¢ per cent, | 
These b were sold to a firm in New York, as will be found 
in the rep of the sinking-fund commissioners of the District 
of « a and the report« Treasurer of the United States. | 
They were sold at a premium, as [ remember. I have sent for 
the document. Iam quite sure they were sold at a premium of 


on ighth of 1 per cent 


Mr. CHANDLER. In order not to mislead the Senate about 


the 3.65 bonds I have turned to the statute. Those bonds were 
issued bearing date August 1, 1874, payable fifty yearsafter date, 
so that they have run about eighteen years ar id still have thirty- 


two years to run; and having thirty-two years to run, I think the 
present premium is about 114. I may be mistaken about that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The 3 per cent bonds are not worth within 
18 per cent of the 3.65 bonds running for thirty years. I can not 
give the exact figures now, but I can do it by alittle calculation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That would make these thirty-year bonds 
of 3 per cent about par. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They would not be worth par. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They would not be worth quite par. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

The SECRETARY. On line 5, 
to strike out the word ‘‘ three” and to insert ‘* two.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will modify the amendment by 
** 2+ per cent.” 

Mr. President, the State of Missouri has had no trouble in 
borrowing money at 3 per cent. I know her credit is excellent, 
her standing above reproach, but I do not think it is so much 
better than that of the United States that the United States can 
not borrow at 2+ per cent. 

Mr. President, if I had notlived to see all the predictions of the 
former distinguished Secretary of the Treasury, now the distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio, and all the bankers of the United 


COCKRELL] will be stated. 


saying 


page 16, section 19, it is proposed | 





The pending amendment submitted | 


FEBRUARY 19, 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply want to supplement what 
my colleague says by the statement that the Missouri 3 per cent 
yonds sold within a year at a premium of 3 per cent. They are 

subject to taxation, while the bonds that we propose to issue now 
| at 2¢ per cent, running fifty years, are not subject to any sort of 
taxation. They are redeemable after twenty years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not before. 

Ir. VEST. The bonds we propose to issue now are better 
bonds in this regard decidedly than the Missouri bonds, because 
they are not subje ct to any taxation, national, State, or municipal, 
while the bonds of Missouri represent only the credit of asingle 
State and are subject to taxation. Without at all putting my 
opinion—I do not claim to be a financier—against that of the 
Senator from Ohio, it seems to me unquestionable, unless there 
is some great collapse in financial matters in the United States, a 
scaycity of money not now to be apprehended under existing leg- 
islation, a 2+ per cent bond of the character prescribed in this 
bill can be easily floated for the amount named in it. 

Mr.GEORGE. Mr. President, as the debate progresses I have 
become a little more enlightened as to the objects and policies 
and purposes of this bill. Whilst I shall vote very cheerfully for 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocK- 
RELL], I feel that I ought to state that I shall vote against the 
whole bill upon the ground that it proposes to tax the people of 
the United States in order to build streets and make Improve- 
ments upon suburban property now owned by persons who have 
boughtit up for the purpose of laying it out into town lots and sell- 
ing it at enormous advance in prices, whereby, if they can get 


| the Congress of the United States to put its hand into the pock- 


ets of the taxpayers of the country and pay for these improve- 
ments, these gentlemen who have been so fortunate or so far- 
sighted, whatever you may be pleased to call it, as to have made 
investments in this suburban property, will become very rich 


indeed. 


States, with scarcely an exception, in regard to the rates of in- | 


terest falsified from beginning to end, 1 might have more confi- 
dence in the judgment that these bonds could not be negotiated 
at less than 3 per cent; but I can not have that confidence when 
I look back and see what was said about the 4 per cent bonds in 
1878, 1879, and 1880, when I remember how anxious we were to 
negotiate them, and just the moment they passed out of the 
hands of the Government how quickly they ran to a premium; 
and when I recall what occurred in the Senate Chamber in 1881, 
when we passed a bill for a 3 per cent bond, and the national 
bankers of New York came down here like a hungry horde and 
retired in one day $18,000,000 of their circulation as a threat over 
Congress not to legislate to affect their interests and undertake 
to compel them to take a 3 per cent 
vetoed the bill, vetoed it in their interest largely, in my judg- 
ment, and because of their influence. They were going to pre- 
cipitate a panic; but anew Administration coming in and a new 
Secretary of the Treasury, they quietly and submissively, in re- 
pudiation of their entire conduct, came down here and surren- 
dered wy ir 5 and 6 per cent bonds 
they held at that time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Five per cent bonds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They were 5-20 bonds, at 5 or 6 per cent. 
They quietly came down here and delivered to the Secretary of 
the Treasury those 6 per cent bonds, and were glad to do it. 
Now, what confidence can [ put in a judgment so warped? I 
speak respectfully, Mr. President. Men have been mistaken. 
They look at the question from one standpoint and do not see it 
in its whole bearings, inits whole power andstrength. Here are 
these bonds. They are United States bonds, they are our bonds, 
payable at the option of the Government, bearing 2 per cent in- 





terest. W) better illustration does the Senator from Ohio 
want? They are at par to-day, a 2 per cent bond, payable at any 
minute—to-morroy This is 024 per cent bond. 


What is the difference between the outstanding 2 per cent 


bonds to-day and these 24+ per cent bonds, as I have | proposed? 
There is only one difference on earth, and that is those bonds can 
b »d asa basis of national-bank circulation. Thatisall. They, 


too, are exempted from taxation by Federal, State, and munici- 
T 


were they not the bonds | 


bond, and the Executive | 


Mr.President, I do not believe that is a fair tax upon the prop- 
erty -holders and the laborers of this country. I believe that 
those gentlemen who have bought this property in the suburbs 
of this city and who desire to make a speculation by laying it off 
into town lots and selling it in town lots ought themselves to pay 
the expenses necessary to bring their property into market. I 

ean see no justice either in taxing the people of the District out- 
side, or rather inside, of these suburban properties, or the people 
of the United States for any such purpose. So whether the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri is adopted or not, I shall feel 
bound by a solemn sense of duty to the laboring and unspecula- 
tive portion of the people of the United States to vote against this 
bill in its entirety. 

There is a little controversy between distinguished gentlemen 
on this floor about the rate of interest. The learned Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who probably knows as much about finance 
as is possible to be known, thinks the bonds can not be floated or 
sold for less than 3 per cent; both of my learned friends from 
Missouri think that they can be sold with an interest much less. 
Now, I have a proposition which will get the money without in- 
terest, and which I intend to offer at the proper time as soon as 


| this portion of the bill is perfected. 


This bill propos s to borrow money, not exceeding $4,000,000, 
in sums of $50, $500, and $1,000. These are small sums, sir, in 
the estimation of gentlemen who deal in millions, but they are 


| very large sums when you take into consideration the amount of 


money used, owned, even seen by the great mass of the Ameri- 
can people. Why, sir, we have about 65,000,000 people in the 
United States, as I understand. Thirty-one thousand of these 
65,000,000 people have the good fortune to own just one-half of 
the wealth of this country. Just look at it! You draw up the 
65,000,000 people in this country on a great plain as Xerxes did 
his mighty army when he invaded Greece. Look atthem. All 
of you now who possess your millions step out here on this line 
and you will find, as I have stated, about 31,000 who will claim 
to possess one-half of the aggregate wealth of thiscountry. The 
other 65,000,000—because it is hardly worth while to take out the 
31,000 from the 65,000,000—the other 65,000,000 own the other 
half, 

Now, sir, that would not be so bad if it was just this way, if 


| the other 65,000,000 p: ger ae in equal parts the balance 


| and with the no-dollar men. 


pal authority. The interest is absolutely payable on these as | 
punctually as upon them; and there is no difference between 
the 

[ say it true,and I can only d rangers it by the past. I 
ca ow that Missourican borrow mons upon a: 3 per cent bond. 
I can show | to-day that a United Ste ste s 2 per cent bond, pay- 
able any moment, is at par. With these facts before us, I ask, is 
it not common sense, is it not reasonable, is it not absolutely cer- 
tain that a United States 24 per cent bond not payable until after | 
t upse of twenty years, will not only sell at par, but in the end 
go to ap m? 


of one-half of the wealth of this country it would be pretty well; 
but w hen you go and take out your $500 000 n 1en and your 3100, 000 
men and your $50,000 men and your $25,000 men that is getting 
pretty low for this section of the country up her » though it is 
about as high as any of us get down our way—and get down to 
your $10,000 men (that is a comfortable independence down South), 
and get them all over in a line to themselves you will find, Mr. 

President, that there are about 60,000,000 people, or a very large 
majority of people of this country, who are left to share with the 
ive-thousand dollar men and with the no-thousand dollar men 
That is the way that works. 

e labor of 





Now, I am opposed to this whole scheme by which th 
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this country is taxed to make men who are fortunate enough to 
have made good investments in the suburbs of Washington City 
richer than they already are by taking the taxes of the people 
and improving that property so that they may sell it; but if we 
have got to go into that sort of thing let us go into it on that 
basis which will be least burdensome to the people of the United 
States. I suppose that when we take into consideration this fine 
capital, this great city, and ali that sort of thing, the capital of 
a nation of 65,000,000 people, and see how grand it is when we 
come up to Congress to live in a grand city and get away from 
the poor people at home who are making all the money by which 
the country is kept up—when we remember all that, I suppose 
it would be going too far to hope that any consideration for the 
laboring and toiling masses of this country will prevent us from 
making thisappropriation. If it has got to be, let us make it so 
that it will hurt the people of this country as little as possible. 

Will any man dispute here now to-day—if there is such a one 
I should like him to get up and say so—that we can borrow this 
$4,000,000 without paying one cent of interest? If you will just 
issue the obligations of the Government in the shape of legal- 
tender Treasury notes in sums of five and ten and twenty dollars, 
you will get your money, you will pay for your improvements, 
and the people who are not able to own $500,000 in nontaxable 
bonds and $1,000 in nontaxable bonds will give their property, | 
their labor, for these five and ten and twenty dollar notes of the 
Government, and charge no interest—not — not charge any 
interest, but will thank the Congress of the United States for 
giving them the poor privilege of getting these notes without 
interest. Whynotdoit? Ishould like to hear a sensible reason 
why we should not doit. Will any man say that that means in- 
flation; that that means fiat money, and all that sortofthing? | 

If it does, my answer is that the $4,000,000 increase will not af- | 
fect in quantity materially the amount now in circulation, and | 
next, that owing to the increase of our population year by year— | 
I believe it is about a million and a half—owing to the tremen- 
dous activities and enterprise of our people as exhibited every- 
where and at all times, more and more of what we call money is 
needed, not money locked up in thousand-dollar bonds or five- 
hundred-dollar bonds, but money in small sums fit for circulation 
among the class of people who earn the money of this country. 

Why not give the people in this a a chance to get this 
$4,000,000 without interest? I should like to hear a sensible 
reason why not. You pay for the improvements necessary in 
order to enable these men who are expecting to grow rich out | 
of these improvements; you pay for these improvements; they | 
are just as good made in that way as when made by gold bor- | 
rowed upon the bonds. Why notdoit? Then, Mr. President, | 
the controversy between the distinguished Senator from Missouri | 
and the distinguished Senator from Ohio as to the rate of interest 
would be allsettled. Wedonot wantany interest. The people do 
not want to pay any interest. They only want to have achance | 
by labor, by toil, by self-denial, to acquire some of the obliga- 
tions of the Government which circulate as money, which will 
enable them to transact their business in life. 

[ shall say no more. I shall vote for the amendment of 2 per 
cent offered by the Senatorfrom Missouri. Ifthatis voted down, 
then, at the proper time, I shall offer an amendment to strike out 
all of this bond business, and let the legal-tender Treasury notes 
be put out in payment of these improvements. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not at liberty, representing the commit- 
tee, to accept the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, but 
if the majority of the Senate think it safe to make the experi- 
ment of a 24 per cent bond I certainly shall not antagonize it. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I had not thought of saying any- 
thing at this time, as the question was being discussed so well by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], by the Senator from 
Arkansas {Mr. BERRY], and by the Senator from Mississippi | 
[Mr. GEORGE], but I want tosay this, that it does not take a West- | 
ern man very long to see through the plan which is on foot as 
set forth by the provisions of this bill. It isa scheme for the 
purpose of improving the streets in the suburbs of the District 
of Columbia. I have seen perhaps as many cities boomed inthe 
West as any man upon the floor of the Senate, and I know the 
plans also by which they are improved and the streets made. 

In the city of Chicago and in all the cities of our Northwest we 
have had additions platted one after the other in the suburbs. 
Real-estate firms are there in large numbers, advertising their 
various advantages and putting up their blocks of lots and acres 
of lots for sale. The plan is to lay out the lots and the streets, 
grade them, put down the sidewalks, and then offer the blocks for 
sale. It would be avery fine thing for speculators in Chicago, or 
Minneapolis, or St. Paul, or any Western city, to have their streets 
laid out, graded, and improved by the State or by the United | 
States, but they do not have the face to ask this, as do some of 
the capitalists in this vicinity. 

Now, in the District of Columbia I believe the scheme is this: 
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Real-estate sp culators have inte 1 L\ ine outside the « ity 
Washington. Here are corporations who n t 3 
land just adjoining the city. These tracts would be materia 
advanced in value by the construction of highways as propos 
in the bill now before 1 

Mr. President, the pian is that th Uni l Slat all aid 
in constructing these hiehy ays by issuin pond and throwing 
them upon the market. 

L object to this, because I believe it is bad f ; 
Out in the West we are told that our farmers have adopted a bad 
financial policy. Theyare living beyond themselves. They are 
buying more lands than they really need to buy. We were told 
only a fe w days ago by the distinguish ator from \ mont 


[Mr. MORRILL] that the cause of our farm mortgages in the West 
is that we have been borrowing money upon our farms for the 
purpose of adding other quarter sections, and that machinery 
was being bought perhaps before we were able to pay for it. 
Such a policy was thought unsound. 

Now, [ believe what is economy for the farmer, what is econo ny 
for the municipality, iseconomy for the Government. I believe 
that itis bad financial policy for us to issue bonds for the purpose of 
extending or improving the streets in the District of Columbia. 
We have staring usin the face at the present time an empty 
Treasury. Ifwe have not the money in the Treasury of the United 
States to improve these streets, and if they need to be improved, 
then by all means let us wait until the money is on hand and we 
can pay for it like men, and not saddle bonds upon us and upon 





| our children. 


If there is one subject in the United States at the present time 
upon which the people are tender it is the subject of bonds. 
Ever since the war of the rebellion, twenty-five or thirty years 
ago, we have had nothing but bonds and interest upon bonds, and 
now we have before us a provision for the issuing of more bonds, 
the people to pay the interest upon them, and torun for a period of 
twenty or perhaps thirty, forty, or fifty years. 

Mr. President, I believe that this principle is wrong. I think 
a wise economy should be practiced by the Government of the 
United States as well as by corporations and individuals. Only 


| within two days we have had bills up before the Senate of an ex- 
| travagant kind. One appropriated .a half million of dollars to 


the city of Salt Lake in Utah Territory, and to-day a bill which 
passed the Senate appropriates $400,000 to the city of Tacoma in 
the State of Washington. I have furthermore read upon my 
Calendar that one of our Western cities, Chicago, comes forward 
and has the modesty to ask for $4,000,000 for the purpose of erect- 
ing a post-office building. 

We have spent much valuable time during the past two months 
passing public building bills, apppropriating twenty-five or thirty 
millions, as though our Treasury were overflowing. It is tim: 
for us tocalla halt when we are confronted by an empty Treasury 
and are asked to issue bonds to pay the small sum of $2,000,000. 

If in one week we can appropriate $4,000,000 of cash for public 
buildings, why do we have to issue bonds running twenty to 
thirty years for the purpose of paying $2,000,000 to improve the 
streets of the District of Columbia, intended, as I think, to ad- 
vance the property of individuals and corporations? Real-estat 
men, for aught I know, are behind this bill and are urging 


| passage by the Senate. 


Mr. President, if it is necessary to have these streets extend: 
and the money must be forthcoming, then I will take the po 
tion of the Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from Missi 
sippi, and declare for the issuance of legal-tender notes that sha 
bear no interest, and which will very materially increase tl 
volume of our currency. Our people want more money and less 
bonds, and therefore I think the bill should not pass. ~ 

Mr. FAULKNER and Mr. ALLISON addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). Do 
the Senator from West Virginia yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to interfere with the Senator 
from West Virginia. I merely desired to make a motion to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not feel that I should detain the S 


ate at this late hour by any remarks, but I desire to answer 


allusions made by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE}, 
and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], who has jus 
taken his seat, in reference to the character of this bill. It has 


been entirely misunderstood, as I conceive, and I do not like the 
use of the term ‘‘scheme” and terms of that sort when applied 
to a billthat has my name attached to it, especially as I do not 
own a dollar's worth of property in this District. However, | 
will now give way to a motion to adjourn and make my rem: 
when the bill again comes u ; 
Mr. ALLISON. I move tl 


re 


Yr) 


iat the Senate do now adj 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 15 n 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Tuesday, February 23, 18 


+7 “a 
‘'ociocKk mM. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


FRIDAY, February 19, 1892, 


‘The House was called to order at 12 o’ciock m. by the Clerk, 
Hon. JAMES KERR, who read the following communication: 
SIR 
of the Chair for this day. 
CHARLES F. CRISP, 
Speaker. 


Hon. JAMES KERR, 


Clerk House of Representatives. 

Mr. MCMILLIN accordingly took the chair as Speaker pro tem- 
more, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBuRN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer certain resolutions 
of the Legislature of Massachusetts, and I ask unanimous consent 
that they be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
these requests every morning; but it has been unusual to print 
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I name Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN, of Tennessee, to perform the duties | 


; bia shall prescribe. 


Mr. Speaker, I do not like to object to | 


such resolutions in the RECORD, and I do not think it proper to | 


cumber that publication with matters of this kind that are not 
immediately before the House for consideration. I object. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will not object to my request. Iam illand am necessarily 
going away for a few days, but would like to print in the RECORD 
au few remarks which I propose to submit with regard to the pend- 
ing amendment to the interstate-commerce law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
MORSE, indefinitely,on account of sickness; to Mr. MOSEs, for 
twelve days, from Tuesday, February 23, and to Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
for the same period. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its secre- 
taries, announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1209) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon, at Ogden, in the Territory of Utah; in which 
coneurrence was requested. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Preston B. Plumb, late a Senator from the State of Kansas. 





FEBRUARY 19, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution just laid 
before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. 
ject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That all licenses issued by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, pursuant to paragraph 41, section 21, of the act of the Legislative 
Assembly approved August 23, 1871, to the proprietors of all theaters in the 
city of Washington, D. C., and now in force, be, and the same are hereby, 
terminated, and the use of such building prohibited until such time as the 
owner or lessees of the same shall comply with such provisions relative 
thereto for the public safety as the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 


The resolution will be read. sub- 


The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not want this day to be taken up with other 
business—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This, I will state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, will take but a moment, I think. 

Mr. ENLOE. With the understanding that it shall be with- 
drawn if there is discussion upon it, I will not object. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If it leads to any debate I will withdraw it. 
| ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered, 
read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, the motion to reconsider the 
vote last taken was laid on the table. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask to have reprinted the bill (H. R. 4426) 
for the free coinage of gold and silver, for the issue of coin notes, 
and for other purposes. There have been a great many calls for 
it, and it is not to be had inthe document room. I ask also that 


| 5,000 copies of the majority and minority reports be printed with 


, OOO copies. 


it. A great many members are asking for it. 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to object, but | 
think that number is scarcely sufficient. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I wish the gentleman would make it 10,- 
There is a general demand from all over the country 
for copies of this bill and the report. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to have 10.000 copies if the House 
will order it. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] an amendment—to make it 10,000 copies. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the propo- 


| Sition of the gentleman from Missouri, as amended by the gen- 


Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, the | 


business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates to pay 
proper tribute of regard to his high character and distinguished public serv 


ices 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions 

) the House of Representatives } 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR PLUMB. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce for immediate consideration a resolution fixing 
a day for eulogies on the late Senator Plumb. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution 
after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, March 12, 1892, beginning immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, be set apart for tributes to the memory of Hon. 
Preston B. Plumb, late a Senator from Kansas,and that the Senate resolutions 
remain on the Speaker's table until that day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
attention of the gentleman from Kansas to the following order 
which has been already made by the House with reference to 
the date named in his resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, March 
apart for paying tribute to 
ber of the House 


will be read, 


12, beginning at 2 o'clock p. m., be set 


of Representatives at large from the State of South Da- 


The Chair desires to call the | 


Kota 
Mr. FUNSTON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to change the 
date to the 19th, one week later than the date fixed in the reso- | 
ition. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution of the gentleman from Kan- 
Sas as amended? 

There bei 
adopted. 


THEATER 


ng no ob 


ection, the resolution was considered and 


LICENSES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the 


joint resolution (S. R. 45) to regulate licenses to proprietors of | 
ty of Washington, D. C 


the ci 


theaters in 


i 





tleman from New York, for the reprint of the bill, and to make 
the number of the majority and minority reports to be printed 
10,000? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. and it 
so ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not object, but I simply want to sa) 
that if it costs over $500 the House can not order it by a simple 
resolution. 

Mr. BLAND. If it costs more than that the C 
Printing can rectify it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
and the order is made. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest that 
those reports when reprinted should be equally distributed among 
the members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
distribution will be ordered. 

There was no objection. 

PRINTING DEFICIENCY. 

The SPEAKER protempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Public Printer, with inclosures, sub- 
mitting estimates of deficiency in appropriations for the public 
printing; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


ommittee on 


If it costs more than $500, it will take a 


The Chair hears no objection, 


If there be no objection, that 


: ’ | tions. 
the memory of Hon. John R. Gamble, late amem- | 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will now call the com- 
mittees for reports. This being private bill day, only reports of 
a private nature are in order. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, only reports of a public nature ar 
required to be presented in the open House. Reports of a pri- 
vate nature go through the petition box. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will examine therule. 
[After a pause.] The Chair finds upon examination that the new 
rule that was adopted does authorize the submission of the re- 
ports on private bills through the petition box, and does not re- 
quire them to be publicly reported. 

Mr. BYNUM (after conferring with the Speaker pro tempore) 
I move to dispense with the call of committees for reports. 
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Mr. BURROWS. DolI understand the Chair to hold that there 
is no morning hour for the call of committees? 

The SPEAKER proiempore. That was the holding heretofore, | 
until the new rules were adopted. The gentleman from Indiana | 
[Mr. BYNUM] has suggested to the Chair that there has been a 
ruling by the Speaker of the House that on Friday there can now 
be the submission of reports of a public nature under the new 
rules; and to avoid that difficulty the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. ByNUM] moves to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection if it is the 
purpose of the gentleman from Indiana to go into the Committee 
of the Whole for the purpose of considering general appropria- 
tion bills. Otherwise I shall object to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana. The Chair does not know what 
the motives of the gentleman are. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To dispense with the morning 
hour for this day. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it, two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof. 

Mr.PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House that in- 
asmuch as this is private bill day, and as a resolution passed the 
House yesterday that when the House adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Tuesday next, and as so many gentlemen will 
probably leave for Chicago on the 2:30 train and many for New 
York, among whom will becertain members of the subcommittee 
on Indian Affairs, I have concluded not to call up the Indian bill 
to-day. I think it just to the Committee on Claimsand the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, who are in control of the Private Calen- 
dar, to make this announcement. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ENLOE. I will withhold that motion for a moment at 
the request of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to offer an amendment to the motion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Texas[Mr. KILGORE] after the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] is recognized. 

FRIDAY EVENING SESSION. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the order for the night session to-night for the consideration of 
pension business be vacated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. MARTIN] asks unanimous consent that the order for the | 
night session this evening be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now recognize 
the gentleman from Texas |Mr. KILGORE]. 

Mr. KILGORE. The amendmentthat [ propose tothe motion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] is that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
— Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation 

ills. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, that is not anamendment, and my 
motion under the rules takes precedence to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the method 
of reaching the object desired by the gentleman from Texas is 
to vote down the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, then, we will vote it down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reason is, that the 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] is in the line of 
the particular business which is in order to-day. The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar. 


| 


motion 


The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

On adivision (demanded by Mr. KILGORE) there were—ayes 76 
noes none. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think we ought to 
transact business without the presence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE] makes the point that no quorum has voted. The 
Chair wil! appoint as tellers the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. . 

The tellers reported ayes 105, noes none. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, at the suggestion of gentlemen 


| 


around me I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 
The gentleman withdraws the | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
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point of no quorum. The ayes have it; and the House deter- 
mines to resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole on the Private Calendar, with Mr. RICHARDSON in the 
| chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will ort the title of the first 


bill upon the Private Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Aquilla Jon 

Mr. BYNUM. That bill has been r« ported back by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to the 
business in the House. 

FIRST METHODIST CHURCH JACKSON, TENN. 

TheCHAIRMAN. That bill is not now on the Calendar of the 
Committee of the Whole. The Clerk will report the title of the 
next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1216) for the 


es r 


House, and comes up as unfinished 


OF 


relief of the First Method Ch in the city of 
Jackson, Tenn. 
Mr.BUSHNELL. Mr.Chairman,I wish to know the number 
of that bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is H.R. 1216. The Cl will report 


the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec retary of the Treasury be 
authorized and directed to pay to the trustees 


pal Church South, in the city of 
- 


and he is hereby, 
of the First Methodist Episco- 
Jackson, Tenn., the sum of $4,050.39, for the 


use of said church as a hospital and for other purposes and for damages ac 
crued to said church during the war, which sum shall bein full for all claims 
said church may have for rents and damages 

The CHAIRMAN. Shall the bill be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ir. Chairman, thers 
the Hall that the bill was not understood. 
derstand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests gentlemen to resume 
their seats. There is so much confusion on the floor that it is 
impossible to transact business. The Clerk will again report the 
bill. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask 
panying the bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. ive attention to the reading 
of the report it will furnish all the information that may be de- 


is sO much confusion in 


Atl | did not un- 


ast 


for the reading of the 


report accom- 


If the House will 


sired. I happen to know that the facts are very fully presented 
in the report. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appeals to members to cease 


conversation in order that those 
the reading of the report. It is 
rear part of the Hall to hear unless those 


who desire to do so may hear 
ntlemen in the 


fy» + 
iront 


i? i byl foro 
IM possLdie or ge 


in abstain from 











| conversation. The Clerk will now read the report 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to w is re he } H. R. 1216 
for the relief of the First Met! } ( ft Jac I yrmit the 
following report 

The history of the claim is fully set forth in House re from the Com 
mittee on War Claims, first session, Fifty-tirst ¢ ress h appended 
as a part of this report 7 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pa 

[House Report No. 1286, Fifty-first ( i 

On or about August 1, 1862, the Fed the rs of ¢ M 
K. Lawler, commander of the post J n t c charge of tl 
Methodist Episcopal Church South at that pla id the pat lage 
church, to be used as a hospita The church and parsonage were u 
hospital purposes about eleven mo oO r of chu 
renzo Lea, under oath, presented tt i 1 tothe Quart 
ter-Gene! ember 23, 1865, wit! ‘rents. d 
etc., amounting to 82,800 h 4,18 r4a 
the claim to Brig. Gen. Th S 
referred th 1im to George W. Ma 
‘ submi i the foll g repo 

qT 4 } OFt } 
\ { 

R ) with t i 
fir Ww lin-mentioned ! 
st as a hospital abo ‘ ont 
benches, etc., were so inj ire yed 

), that the parsonage w i 

wsand biinds. The fencing a1 
destroyed. The chu i »D ”) 
large trame bullding; b we t 
States Army for hospita } i 

een expended on the y 
take at least 800 more itit is wl sker L, 

| Lea is 1e of his Yas pa vard of 
whom operty is dee l M 4 iring i 
lion 1 to the United Stats A n trust« 

ith of ince as early as po le a rt f 
t i ‘ ces under Gr L i ) A] 
sidered al 

G. W. MARS] I 
RP Vaj.and A tant ¢ f 
iv S. WwW. S 
Li and A q A ¢ 
wv v 
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The Quartermaster-General referred the cl 
with the information that the claimants should forward to his office rece 


ipted 
bills for re pairs for examination, showing amount 


, for what purpose, and 





how paid by them, in order to insure early action in the premises: The act- 
ing assista ‘corm aster-gens ‘ral reported as follows: 
ASSIST ane QU ARTE BMASTE R'S Coun E, 
l ja, Tenn., August 5, 1867 

The incl iclaim of the Methodist Epi x mage ( hurch at ieee Tenn., 
for mac $2,800) is respectfully returned to Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas 
Swi , assistant quarterma ter-gen 1 Uni ed St ates Army, together with 
bills for work done upon said chur« h since its “ul eae by our forces to 
the amount of $4,050.39, most of which bills are re pted, and were furnished 
upon application by the trustees of the chur 4!l the money paid for this 
work and the material has been ! i iptions and voluntary con- 
tributions from the members of the church and the various societies con- 
nected with the churcl 


W. A. WAINWRIGHT, 
Capt.and Assistant Quartermaster 
By L. P. HOGARTS. 












Tl sistant quarterma r-general made the following report to 
the Secretary of War: 

“Respect ully returne ae retary of War. Under the e decision of the 
War Depart nt no rent can be paid for use of churches or other pub! 
buildings, neither can cl: vims for rent for use of any kind of property in T 
nessee be favorably considere cl rue 4 durin gthewar. The Quarter- 
master-General has ) appropriatior n which claims for damages can be 
paid.’ | 

These various reports show that the examination was a very careful and 


rigid one, and that the interests of the 
point, and that receipted bills showi 
erty and restoring it to its former condition have been filed to the amount of 
$4,050.39. Your committee, after a careful and thorough examination of the 
vapers in the case, are satisfied that the sum of $4,050 is the amount justly 
ue to said church. While your committee is aware that under the rules 
established by Congress the question of loyalty is not involved, it is well 
enough to invite attention to the following statement in the first report of 


Government Were guarded at 


every 
the cost of repairing 


the church prop 








the assistant quartermaster-general hereinbefore quoted: 
“Mr. Lorenzo Lee is, by virtue of his office as pastor, chairman of the 


board of trustees, to Whom the property is 
during the late war of the rebellion, loyal to the United States. A large ma- 
jority of the trustees took the oath of allegiance as early as possible after 
the oce upation of the country by the United States forces under Gen. Logan, 
he = lived up to it, and are considered loyal.” 

appears from the records furnished this committee by the War Depart- 


} 


deeded. Mr. Lee is now, and was 














ms... nt th: ut tl he claims of « ther churches allowed by the Quartermaster-General 
and ‘paid b y the Government for repairs, damages, and rents resulting from | 
use and occup ashen by the Army are as follows: Fourteen churches in Ken- 
tucky, twelve in Maryland, five in Pennsylvania, ten in Tennessee, one in | 
New York, four in Virg a, twenty-six in West Virginia, one in Ohio, thir- | 
teen in the District of Columbia, aaa five in Missouri. These adjudicated 
claims er brace the vari ; nomination Congress has, since the allow- 
ance of these claims, pa i several acts making appropriations to pay 
churches in the various Stat the ir claims‘ which mane rejected by the Quar- | 
termaster-G« ra From the f report of the Quartermaster-G: sneral in 
this case hereinbefore quoted, it will be seen that this claim was not pai i 


because “ the Quar te rm: iste r-Generall 
for damages can be paid. 

Your committee are of the op 
The estimate submitted by the 
safe side a matter of « 
and restore the property, 


has noappropri stion from which claim 
inion that the cla 
pastor of hurch, under oath 
ience, but When it came to make the repairs 
it was found below the actual cost, and even the 

some of the bills, not presented and paid at the time the receipted bills were 
furnished, are not embraced in the cost of repairs. Your committee there- 
fore recommend that the claim be allowed for $4,050.39, as proven before the 
Sperneenes Cae, and that this amount be paid to the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, in Jackson, Tenn. (now known as the 
First Methodist Epis cone Church South, of Jackson, Tenn.), and that the 


im shoud be paid as proven. 
theec 


as onst 


bill be amended ina yrdance with this report, and that the b ill as amended 
do pass. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, if no one desires to discuss the 
bill, I will ask that it be laid aside with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairman desires to ask the gentle- 


if there is any amendment offe 


amendment. 


man from ‘Tennessee 

Mr. ENLOE. 
in copying the report. 
bill in the Fifty-first Congress, and in copying the report in this 
Congress the proposition to amend was left in the report. That 
isanerror. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentlemanfrom Ten- 
nessee a question or two by way of cross-examination. Is it not 
a fact that this church property had been abandoned by the or- 
ganization, and that it was not occupied and not used at the time 
it was taken for use as a hospital? 

Mr. ENLOE. It is not only not a fact, but I will say to the 
gentleman that the church was occupied and had its regular pas- 


red? 


‘here is no There was an error 


tor, and was in existence as a church organization. 

Mr. KILGORE. Whatdid they dofor preaching in the mean 
time? 

Mr. ENLOE.. Well, I suppose after the Government took 


charge of the church and used it as a hospital they rented some 
private house or some hall and had preaching in that. 
Ir. KILGORE. Have you got ac laim for that also? 


Mr. ENLOE. No, os is no claim for that. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask another question. How 
were the damages to this srepe rty ascertained? 

Mr. ENLOE. They were ascertained by the agent of the 
Quartermaster’s Department. He was an officer sent out spe- 


cially for that } 
the findings of 
every instance 


purpose 
those 
where 


by the Quartermaster-General. 
agents have 
they 


I believe 
generally been accepted in 


were against the claimant, and it 


aim to Gen. Sands, June 3, at 





was on the | 





There was a proposition to amend the | 





therefore is but fair, it seems to me, that we accept this report, 
which is in favor of the claim. This was a finding in favor of 
the claimant by an officer of the Quartermaster’s Department. 
Mr. KILGORE. Is not the amount asked for in this bill 
$4,000? 
Mr. ENLOE. The amount is $4,000.50. 

Mr. KILGORE. Wouldnot the gentleman be willing to strike 
out _ 50 cents to satisfy my friend from Indiana? [Laughter.] 
Mr. ENLOE. The gentle — from Indiana does not believe 
in cine away 50 cents from t he Lord and giving it to the Gov- 

ernment. [Renewed laughter 

Mr. TUCKER. I would like to ask my 
an omnibus bill covering all these claims 
destruction of church and school property? 

Mr. ENLOE. Thereisageneral bill pending 
covering all these claims; but I want to say that, with reference 
to this particular case, there is a matter of some urgency, by rea 
son of the fact that this congregation had concluded to Al 


some additions, and they have contracted adebt that has been 
upon the church for several years. 


friend if there is not 
growing out of the 


before Congress 


Mr. ALLEN. Then this isasortofurgentdeficiency. [Laugh- 
ter]. 
Mr. ENLOE. It is asort of anurgent deficiency; and Idonot 


want to have to wait for the general bill. 
Mr. KILGORE. I want to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. I had the floor until one of my friends tookit from me. I 


| want to ask if it is not true that this church was conspicuous in 


its loyalty to the South during the war, and equally conspicuous 
for its disloyalty to the Union during that period? 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to say to the gentleman from Texas that 
we have reached the conclusion in a judicious decision, and by 
the legislation of Congress several years ago that a corporation 
had no soul, and therefore could not be loyal or disloyal. 

Mr. SIMPSON. A church without a soul! 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the courts have said that; 
but it is the matter of fact I am after; lam not talking about the 
law. 


Mr. ENLOE. This is in the nature of a church corporation, 


| and comes under the same rule of law in regard to the protection 


of corporate property, which isexempt from the ravages of war. 
Mr. SIMPSON. You say that this was a church corporation 
and had no soul. And now, if as a church corporation it had no 
, it had no excuse for existence 
Mr. ENLOE. That it is only a " quibble of words to 
he difference between a corporate ent and the 
church. 
Mr. SIMPSON. 
want the mone 
other position. 


soul 
get at 
ity mission of a 
[t is a corporation without a soul when they 
y, and when they do not want it they assume the 


Mr. BROSIUS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Does this bill carry the same amount of money 


as the bill reported favorably in the Fifty-first Congress ? 
Mr. ENLOE. It carries the same amount. Therefore, Mr. 


| Chairman, if any gentleman will pay attention to the reading of 


that report and look into the facts in the case there can not pos- 
sibly be a single man in this House who will object to the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Lask the gentleman from Tennessee if this 
church organization is in his district ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, it is not only in 
town where [ live. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
reélection? i 

Mr. ENLOE. I should not wish to say that. I do not urge it 
en that ground, for I am afraid if I were to say so it might get 
me some votes against it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know any more un- 
gracious or unpleasant duty than that which devolves upon a 
member of Congress in this House to rise to object to a measure 
that is being pressed by a gentleman on the floor, and especially 
a case like this, presenting a claim in favor of achurch, achurch 
not only of character and standing like the Methodist Church, 
but where the property of a church used is situated in the town 
of the distinguished gentleman who presents the bill. This pre- 
sents an unusually unpleasant case to object to, and yet whatare 
the facts here? You propose to establish more distinctly in this 
bill than in any other proposition which I remember that you are 
to pay for the use and occupation of property at the seat of war. 
Now, the Bowman bill, that passed seven or eight years ago, ex- 
pressly excludes that class of claims—the use and occupation of 
property at the seat of war. 


iny district, but in the 


Then it will materially help you in your 





Mr. ENLOE. What does the gentleman mean by “ seat of 
war?” 
Mr.HOLMAN. Where the waris going on; where the troops 


are stationed. 
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Mr. ENLOE. Right on that point I want to ask the gentle- Mr. ENLOE. I will tell my fi 








\ lend h was not ] 
man a question. Mr. HOLMAN. The re port itself shows 1 , it wa paid 
Mr. HOLMAN. And it appears from this report that apor-| Mr.ENLOE. Yes, itdoesshow. It was not paid because th 
tion of the Army under Gen. Logan was there in 1862. It is a | were no funds out of which to pa But t matter 
historical fact that the war was in progress in all parts of Ten- | vestigated, and I will show e gentleman that tl are ninety 
nessee in the year 1862. seven cases like this in which the ¢ I n pay 
Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. ment, and [I will enumerate t t, ¢: » the 
Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. Quartermaster-General did the v } bill pro 
Mr. ENLOE. Then,I understand the gentleman is making | poses todo. Ifthe gentleman h: t him 
the point that this is setting a new precedent? send to the room of the ¢ \ re | 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iam taking that ground. know that he can get a cop Lf 
I do not know of any case that puts it so clearly, for it is not | the report of the Quartermaster-G ral ( : 
only a claim for occupation, but also for damages. [ can see | gress in response to a letter addressed t ‘ 
where there are cases where Congress has passed bills to pay for | That report shows that the Q is GC ‘ 
occupation. This bill would have passed a moment ago under ‘ Ter P) an ¢ 
ordinary circumstances when it was first read. Gentlemen do ( Py ( t 
not always understand or pay attention to the reading of these 
private bills; and we have known bills passed here that came up t me to it him 
to plague us afterwards—bills of.a most objectionable character, | ri ere, I wi | 1 t of tl 
that could never have gone through if they had been under- | Quartermaster-G¢ 
stood. So that there are precedents. Butif there are prece- , = nod 
dents now in existence in violation of the principles of the Bow- | churches or other het 
man act, they ought not to be followed. ne Of property « 
Mr. ENLOE. Does the gentleman understand that the Bow- 
man act has anything to do with this case? Mr. ENLOE. Th ! a disposed to q le abo 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ithasagreat deal todowith it. Itexpressly | the word ‘‘ rent,” and appe: 12 im a 
excludes your Court of Claims from even taking jurisdiction of | take that forn ( o adhe of t War D 
a claim for the use or occupation of land or property at the seat | partment. Iv iy to] t] l of alle is claim 
of war. Now, gentlemen, this is a larger question than itseems | as rent the Department all tas di th 
on its face. No treasury could bear the burden which would re- | occupation of this church. Now, what d c 
sult if the principle of this bill were applied universally, as it | whether this money pa ( r 
should be if itis applied at all. There is scarcely a plantation | church? This bill is to pay f 1 Th 
between the Potomac, the Ohio, and the Gulf that has not been | Quartermaster’s Department i 31 i ind reported 
occupied by your armies, and suffered damage from such occu- | that this church had expended t] a 10 y 
pation; there is scarcely a town that has not been occupied by | named in the bill in order to hut i condition it 
your troops and damaged more or less. was in at the tin hat the Army took ch fit. So that 
Mr. LEWIS. But there are not churches every where tha the is no item of rent in tl ills : i t! Tie 1 eems to 
have been occupied, are there? be stretching his imagination a | ictual state of 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, churches and schools. Now, I concede | the facts cover the position he assum 
that in a case in West Virginia where a church was taken by th Mr. BLAND rose. 
troops it was paid for, but that was under peculiar circumstances I 1e g a s 
In that case the church itself was torn down and the materia au 
used for barracks, and it was paid for as materi Further- te a pr a 
more, West Virginia was a State not affected by the question of t] tem 8 ide |} 
secession. Now [ wish to say thisto the House. have opposed ec ss ‘ t 1cip 
these claims for a great many years. a t. If tl 
This House is full of young and vigorous gentlemen who have a se a ce t nr 
future before them, and who are rather more bound, it seems to a st « ciple 
me, to investigate these cases than those who have borne the or t tof pro f 
burden and heat of the dayin the past. [repeat that no treasury ve de : ntha orv are 
could bear the drain which would result if this principle we: er il] ( by P 
universally applied; and if you apply it in one instance, why not M id 
in another? If you are going to legislate in this way, why not | str ut tl at f L 
repeal the Bowman act at once and let all these cases be adjudi- Mr. ENLOE, Is g oi to m ua isl 
cated by Congress? 4 question? 
Mr. ENLOE. The Bowman act has no bearing whatever on Mr. BLAND. Iwillmakemyspeech now, o t he 
this case. man gets through, as |] ses: but Iwo oa 
Mr. HOLMAN. It establishes the principle that your Govern- | the feature of the case that I have suggested 
ment will not even allow its Court of Claims to inquire into a Mr. ENLOE. I shall be glad to a 
claim for the use and occupation of property under such cireum- | the gentleman may address t 
stances. I simply call the attention of the House to the nature Mr. BLAND. [ would like tl tlem 
of this claim and the consequences to which such legislation will | to the principle L have sue sted. sav tha ( } 
lead if the principle is established that we are to pay for the use | principle of paying for all property destroyed o1 ‘ed ( 
and occupation of property and land by the armies of the United | jured by the Army in the South d the wa e will | 
States during the war in all the vast region of country between | no end to the amount of money r‘ 0 pay sucl tims: ft 
the Potomac, the Ohio, and the mouth of the Rio Grande. Federal Treasury will be ex! auster 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana Mr. ENLOE. Iunderstand t nar hor } 
[Mr. HoLMAN], on account of hislong experience here, is cred- Mr. BLAND. That is what is ] “di is  under- 
ited with possessing a greater degree of information with regard | stand. 
to matters of legislation generally than almost any other mem- Mr. ENLOE. No, sir: tl ent in does not t 1 t] 
ber of this House, and I think that a gentleman who possesses | bill correctly. 
that advantage in a legislative body like this ought to make a Mr. BLAND. 1 rsta t to pay f 
better use of it than he does in thisinstance. I do not wish any | for damages to property 
member of this House to be misled or deceived in regard to the Mr. ENLOE. I ¥ Say () t 
real character of this bill. The gentleman from Indiana would | master-General’s Department quite a ( 
make it appear that this bill proposes to incorporate a new prin- | I will furnish the gentlema : ai 
ciple into our legislation, to establish a precedent that has not putting church buildin sc] ile n 
heretofore existed, and which, if followed, mightresult in bank- | used for religious or educati | ‘ cor 
rupting the Government. Now,I say that that is nota fair state- | which they wer hen the At 1 
ment of this case, or a fair argument, with the knowledge which | simply one of that numerous class of cas 
the gentleman from Indiana is bound to possess because of his [ will say further to the gentleman that w 
familiarity with all matters of legislation here. I maintain, sir, | this line heretofore. We passed a bill of this cl 
that the principle involved in this bill has been laid down and | Fiftieth Congress—I think the gen in f ( 
adhered to not only by Congress but by the practice of the War | BLAND] voted for it and also the n 


Department from 1865 up to the present time. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If that is so, why was not the claim paid? 


HOLMAN|—to pay a claim of this kind to : 
seminary or some other institution of learni 
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bill was presented to the House by the late Gen. Lee; it passed 
the House and became a law. I think that both the gentlemen 
I have named voted for that bill, which was introduced and passed 
in the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. BLAND. I think the gentleman will find that I voted the 
other way on that bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman will turn to the REcorRD, I 
think he will find that in the Fiftieth Congress we paid a claim 
of this same character to aCatholic church at Chattanooga, Tenn. 

I could recite some eight or nine cases of similar character de- 
cided by, the War Department—claims arising in various parts | 
of Kenticky and West Virginia, as well as in Virginia. This 
bill does not set any new precedent. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the gentleman from Tennessee will allow 
me a moment, I wish to say that I understand the plea in this 
matter to be that the Department has heretofore paid or directed 
payment of a great many claims of this character. 

Mr. ENLOE. It has done so. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does that action of the Department bind this 
House 

Mr. ENLOE. The House has also done it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Qr Congress? 

Mr. ENLOE. Congress has done it repeatedly. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, does that action bind the present Con- 
gress? If aformer Congress did wrong ought we to persist in 
that wrong? 

Mr. ENLOE. Nothing binds this Congress—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Nothing except the Constitution. Congress 
is bound only by the Constitution and its obligations. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know that the gentleman from Texas is gen- 
erally like a Spanish bull with a red rag in front of him when- 
ever you mention the word “loyalty.” 

Mr. KILGORE. Or any other sort of a bull. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, more like a Durham, perhaps. 

The question suggested by gentlemen opposing this bill does 
not cut any figure at all, because according to the rules of war 
according to the rules that have controlled this Government in 
its legislative department and its executive department in the 
settlement of these claims, the question of loyalty has not been | 
made against religious, charitable, or educational institutions. | 

The gentleman from Missouri is entirely mistaken in the view 
he takes of this matter. The gentleman is apprehensive that 
this bill if adopted will establish a precedent which will open 
wide the doors to all sorts of claims for property destroyed or 
injured during the war. But there is nothing in that, Mr. Chair- 
man. Ifthe gentleman from Missouri will look to the laws which 
govern civilized nations in time of war this class of property is | 
distinctly excepted and does not come within the rule governing 
the destruction of other property. If the destruction happened 
at the theater of war, in the conflict of battle; if at such time and 
under such circumstances this church had been damaged or de- 
stroyed it would presenta different case. But it was nothing of 
the kind. This was a case where the Army of the United States 
took the building for hospital service, took the church for that 
purpose, turned the congregation out of doors and used thechurch. | 

There have been numbers of cases, as the House is aware, in 
which claims of a similar character have been presented and set- 
tled. This, therefore, establishes no new precedent and is no | 
new departure in legislation. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I do not remember distinctly | 
the case to which the gentleman from Tennessee alludes from 
the State of Virginia, but if my memory serves me correctly it 
was claimed that that part of Virginia in which the property 
was situated was early in the war declared to be a loyal district 
and came within the jurisdiction of the Government of the United 
States and under itsauthority. That is my present recollection. 
How I may have voted upon that question lam not sure. I can 
not say whether I voted for or against it, but my impression is 
that | voted against it. I certainly have voted against every bill 
presented here that looked to the establishment of a principle 
which, carried to its conclusion, would require the Federal Treas- 
ury to pay for property destroyed in the Southern States during 
the war, as well as for property damaged or impaired. 

Now, I ailuded to the Missouri case at Lexington, where prop- 
erty, during the time of the battle of Lexington, of loyal citizens 
was destroyed. Congress passed a bill to pay for the property, 
but it was vetoed by President Grant on the ground that under 
the laws of war the Government was not responsible for the loss. 
‘The veto was also based on the further ground that an enormous 
amount of money would be required to pay these expenditures. 
If we establish a principle by which the property destroyed in | 
the Southern States, outside of the jurisdiction of the Federal 
Government during the war, shall be paid for, everybody must 
know that the Federal Treasury could never endure such a drain 
without enormous excesses of taxation upon the people, instead | 
of reduction. Il understand the principle to be dominant in this 


nation to-day that there shall be a reduction of the expenditures 
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of the Government, that there shall be a stop to the enormous 
drain put upon the taxpayers by these unnecessary and wasteful 
expenditures. But, Mr.Chairman, you can not stop taxation un- 
less you stop appropriation. 

We will be called upon to appropriate nearly $500,000,000 in 
this Congress. Why? For the most partit is for matters grow- 
ing out of the war, pensions requiring nearly one-half of it, and 
other expenditures inherited from the war largely make up the 
sum total. 

Are you going to add to these expenditures a principle, as I 
conceive, embodied in this bill, which, if it is followed up, as 
it will be, will drain the Federal Treasury, and will almost equal, 
if not exceed, the amount paid in pensions? Itis time to reflect, 
Mr. Chairman; itis time for this House to call a halt and to 
think about these things. It is time for us to understand whether 
or not we propose in earnest to stop the unnecessary appropria- 
tions of money. That is the first thing for us. 

Talk about reducing taxes! Where are you going to reduce 
them? On whatline? The taxing power under the laws you 
have now upon the statute books is not sufficient probably to 
pay the expenditures of the Government. You willhave to reach 
out for further means of taxation. You will have to enact new 
laws, Open up new avenues to reach the money of the people. 

I may misapprehend the provisions of this bill. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee may state a principle which is correct in 
reference to it, and it may not conflict with my idea of the char- 


| acter of legislation we should adopt in regard to such matters. 
| But I believe it my duty to call the attention of the House to 


this now, so that at the very threshold it may be investigated 
and thoroughly understood before passing it, if it contains, as I 
believe it contains, the principle that property used by the Fed- 


| eral Army during the war in the Southern States, where, by 


occupation or use, the property was destroyed, damaged, or in- 


| jured, shall be paid for. And I do not know but even the rent 


itself may be brought up hereafter in the same category, and the 
Government, in view of the precedent here established, will be 
called upon to liquidate all of these damages without regard to 
the expenditure of money that it will involve. A billion of dol- 
lars, with a few billions more added to it, will be required to 
meet the expenditures. 

One little bill may open the door; one little item of expendi- 
ture may establish the precedent; a very small lever may ulti- 


| mately rend the oak. Sol call the attention of the committee te 


this bill and ask that careful examination be given to all such 
matters so that we may not set a precedent here by our action 
that will require an increase of taxation instead of a reduction, 
as we have promised. We are going on the lines of economy; we 
are looking somewhere to reduce expenditures; we are setting 
our minds steadily to the principle that we will not, by any spe- 


| cies of legislation we may enact here, saddle further obligations 


upon the people or give our consent to extraordinary appropria- 
tions. Now, then, is the time to call a halt; bills of this charac- 
ter are the bills that we should scrutinize most closely before they 
become laws. 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield tome to call his atten- 
tion to a matter in this connection? 

Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to call attention to this fact, so that the 
gentleman can address his remarkstoit. By General Order No. 
100, approved by the President April 24, 1863, instructions for 
the government of the Army were issued, which were prepared 
by that eminent jurist Francis Lieber, LL.D., embodying the 
laws of war as recognized amongst civilized and Christian na- 
tions, in which it is declared that churches, hospitals, or other 


| establishments of an exclusively charitable character, establish- 


ments of education, museums, etc., and such property is not to 
bs considered public property, but to be treated as the private 
property of those engaged in the conflict, and is specially exempt 
from the principle applied to all other property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is to say, it is private property? 

Mr. ENLOE. It is not private property: it is the property of 
a religious or charitable institution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butthe rule simply declares that it is not 
public property. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is property that can not be taken for the use 
of the Army without proper compensation for it. I will state to 
the gentleman that Alexander Hamilton laid down that princi- 
ple when he was Secretary of the Treasury, in the adjudication 
of claims growing out of the conflict between this Government 
and Great Britain. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, asI stated a moment ago, we 
want to understand this bill before we pass it. There may bea 
different principle applied to churches. My friend from Texas 
| Mr. KILGORE] asked the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
whether that church was loyal during the war. Well, Icancon- 


| ceive the idea of loyalty in a church, but that loyalty is loyalty 


to God and not toman. It is a matter of religious sentiment and 
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principle. The religion taught may be loyal and yet the mem- 
bers of the church may be disloyal. That distinction may be 
made. It may come within the category of hospitals and chari- 
table institutions. The gentleman may make that distinction; 
but we must establish some principle somewhere, and not make 
an entering wedge that will carry us into appropriations torepair 
property destroyed during the war and used during the war. — 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose it would be competent to Inquire 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] upon which side 
this church prayed? 

Mr. BLAND. On the side of the Lord, I suppose, as they al- 
ways do. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Thechurch did not pray atall. Itsmem- 
bers individually did the praying. 

Mr. ENLOE. The pastor of the church has established the 
fact that he was loyal to the Government. I want to say to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that I am satisfied his 
objection is an honest one, that he means exactly what he says, 
that he wants to be satisfied on the point, and when he is sat- 
ified in his mind I think he will withdraw any objection to it. 

[ say this principle, as I stated awhile ago, was laid down in 
the early history of the Government, and was recognized by the 
law-writer whom I quoted. There are instances which I could 
cite showing that the Government has adjudicated similar claims 


all along from the time that Hamilton was Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury up tothistime. Mr. Hamilton recommended the settlement 
of claims of a similar character coming from Rhode Island and 
Wilmington, Del., and from Princeton, on the ground that this 
affected the interests ofliterature. He putit upon alittle broader 
ground than that laid down by the eminent law-writer just quoted. 

Now, Kentucky University came to Congress and claimed dam- 
ages by reason of use and occupation of the buildings by the 
Union troops, and an act was passed June 17, 1871, to settle that 
claim. 

Mr. MARTIN. That claim arose during the rebellion? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. William Jewell College of Liberty, 


Clay County, Mo., presented a similar claim, and a bill for the | 


settlement of that claim passed both Houses in the Fifty-first 
Congress and was approved by the President. 

The Baptist Church of Smithland, Ky., presented a similar 
claim, and Congress passed it in the Fiftieth Congress. In the 
same session the church of St. Peter and St. Paul of Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., presented a bill of a similar character, and [ have 
the bill and report before me. That was passed by the Fiftieth 
Congress. 

The Baptist Female College of Lexington, Mo., presented a 
claim, which was passed in the Fiftieth Congress. The Protes- 
tant Episcopal Seminary of Alexandria, Va., presented a similar 
claim, which was passed by both Houses and approved by the 
President. The pointis made that there may possibly be some dif- 
ference on account of this, early in the war, being declared loyal 
territory. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. It was always within Union lines. 

Mr. ENLOE. This church in question was within the Union 
lines. It could not have been occupied by the Union Army as a 
hospital unless it had been. 

1en there was the Christian Brothers’ College of St. Louis, 
Mo., which presented a similar claim inthe Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, and that bill passed. In view of all these precedents, I do 
not think the House needs any further information about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. LIonly wish to occupy a moment’s time in re- 
ply. I am exceedingly sorry to antagonize the gentleman from 
Tennessee. It is the most unpleasant duty I have ever been 
called upon to perform in this House,to antagonize gentlemen 
on the floor of the House and to differ with them as to measures; 
but I hope the House will have at least a distinct understanding 
as to what this bill means. Time and time again bills have 
passed the House which never could have been even considered 
if the bill could have been understood; and as to those bills which 
have passed without consideration, it was because of some pecu- 
liar condition surrounding the claim. Of the claims mentioned 
by the gentleman from Tennessee I would select quite a number 
where peculiar cireumstances surrounded them which made it 
rather in the nature of a gift thananythingelse. Congressdoes 
those things constantly; but here is a case presented where we 
are to pay for the use and occupation of property at the seat of 
war. 

I have just two facts to present, and then Iam done. I read 
from the report the position of the Secretary of War: 

Under the decision of the War Department no rent can be paid for use of 
churches or other public buildings, neither can claims for rent for use of any 


the war. 


Tennessee was occupied by Union troops in 1862. Jackson was 
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oceupied by Union troops in 1862, at the time when this claim 
accrued. Now, then, the Bowman act was passed after most care- 
ful consideration of this whole question as to how far Congress 
could go in providing for the adjustment of claims against the 
United States accruing out of the war, and was intended to em- 
body the deliberate judgment of Congress upon the subject. Now, 
it was apprehended that if the court once obtained jurisdiction 
that no limitation would be effectual. Therefore, these matters 
were made jurisdictional facts that had to be previously deter- 
mined. 

Now, section 3 of this act provides as follows: 

Sec. 3. The jurisdiction of said court shall not extend to or include any 
claims against the United States growing out of the destruction or damage 
to property by the Army or Navy during the war for the suppression of the 
rebellion, or for the use and occupation of real estate by any part of the 
military or naval forces of the United States in the operations of said forces 
during the said war at the seat of war; nor shall the said court have juris 
diction of any claim against the United States which is now barred by virtue 
of the provisions of any law of the United States 

So that Congress established this after a most thorough exam- 
ination, covering several months of time, that the court should 
not even consider claims growing out of damages to property or 
for the use or occupation of property, or any claim barred by any 
statute of limitation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend permit me just a word. | 
am not familiar with the provisions of the bill under considera- 
tion, and therefore what I may say may not possibly have any 
reference to the issue. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It pays for the use and occupation of prop- 
erty. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But, as the gentleman referred 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, we can not hear the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was about to say, that as the gentleman 
from Tennessee referred to the bill which passed last Congress 
for the relief of William Jewell College, in my district, I will state 
its provisions. That bill, as originally introduced, carried, I 
think, $5,500 for the use, occupation, and damages to the building. 
The committee struck out the provision for damages, and as the 
bill pased the House and became a law it only gave the college, 
as | remember, about $2,200 for the use and occupation of the 
building. The damages were stricken from the bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from In 
diana will allow me, right on that point I want to say that I have 
the report of the Quartermaster-General here, in which he re- 
ports that ninety-seven claims of this character have been adju- 
dicated on that principle, and he gives the adjudication, also the 
States in which they were located, that referred to awhile ago. 
He says it has been the custom of his Department to place the 
churches in the same condition as when they were taken posses 
sion of by the United States during the war, or in lieu of doing 
that to pay such a reasonable rent and such amount as will put 
the church in as good repair as when received. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the date of that? 

Mr. ENLOE. ‘That was sent in response to an inquiry of the 
(Juartermaster-General in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it does not state the fact that these pay- 
ments were made. 

Mr. ENLOE. It declares exactly tothe contrary. Now, if the 
gentleman will allow me, I think I will settle that. Under the 
general instruction for the payment of such claims it is stated 
that each claim was decided on its merits, and then it had to meet 
the approval of the Seeretary of War. Inthe examination o 
these cases submitted to him, we find that the rule does not seem 
to have been uniform, because one Secretary of War would change 
the rule as the Secretary changed. one Secretary taking one 


view, and the next Secretary taking another. He says ‘‘up to 
1874 it was uniformly held by this office that no rents should be 
paid for churches, there being no law authorizing such payment.” 


In March 22, 1874, Trinity Protestant Episcopal Church made a 
claim for rent stated at $2,250, which was referred to the Third 
Auditor of the Treasury for settlement, and it was approved by 
the Secretary of War. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where was that prop rty located? 

Mr. ENLOE. In the city of Washington. 

A number of other claims for rent of churches were paid sub- 
sequently by the direction and approval of the Secretary of War. 
That was in Kentucky, in Virginia, in Maryland, and I will show 
the gentleman that it extended even down to Alabama. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But does not my friend observe this differ- 
ence; in all likelihood every one of those claims was paid for 
property taken under a similar state of things to that which pre- 
vailed in this District. This District of Columbia was never the 


| seat of war; there were portions of Kentucky that were not the 
kind of property in Tennessee be favorably considered which accrued during | ‘ 


seat of war; there were portions of Missouri where it could not 
be said that war existed after the year 1862, and that was tr 
of that Clay County case. 








1334 


Mr. ENLOE. And down in Tennessee, where the army of oc- 
cupation had taken possession, the authority of the Government 
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| hey reported this amount due to that church to pay for putting 


of the I d States was absolute and its jurisdiction complete 
all over that district. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Therewere portions of Alabama that could 
not be said to have beenthe seatof war. But here isacase where 
there is no controversy as to the property being within the seat 
of war, for Logan had troops there. 

Mr. ENLOE. Would there not be troops at any place where 
t vas a hospital? Does the gentleman mean to imply that 

ever there are troops that piace is the seat of war? . 
HOLMAN. Oh, I[ mean that this property was within | 
he actual seat of war, so declared by the Secretary of War him- 

Mr. ENLOE. Oh, you mean that you want to oppose this bill; 
that is what you mean. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Will the gentleman from Tennessee state 
1 dates of the allowances that were made for those churches 
that he has mentio1 l 

Ir. ENLOE. It would take some time to state all the dates. 

Vr. BUSHNELI From what date to what date were the 
ciaims allowed? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have here simply the statement of the Secre- | 
tary of War showing what was done in reference tothis particu- 
lar clas cla in the Southern States, and showing the 
amounts that were paid and the dates at which they were paid, | 
but not showing at what time the church or school building, or | 
other building of asimilar character, was occupied by the Army. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. What I want to know is the earliest date 
and the latest date when any allowances of that kind were made. 

lr. HOLMAN. They have been allowed all the way through, 


but they have been allowed only in localities which were not the 
seat of war. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwill give the gentleman the dates later, but it 
will take some time to tind them all. 
ir. BUSHNELL. What committee made the report which 


‘ 


the gentleman has in his hand? 

Mr. ENLOE. This is not the report of a committee; it is a 
communication from the Secretary of War in response to an in- 
qguiry on this subject, showing that ninety-seven of these claims 
were allowed at different points in the Southern States. 

Vir. HOLMAN. And yet this claim was not allowed. 

XT ’ l 


Mr. ENLOE. It was not allowed, for the reason which the 
But the gentleman issimply quib- 


Quartermaster-Generai states. 


bling, and it is not worth while to discuss it with him further. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Would the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 

ENLOE] be willing to withdraw this bill for the present, allow- 

ing it to retain its place on the Calendar, so that an opportunity 


can be afforded to members who desire to investigate it? I sug- 


gest this because, in consultation with a number of gentlemen 
who des to support this billif they can conscientiously, I find | 
that they are not ready to vote upon it to-day, but wish time to 
look into it. I feel that way myself, and if the gentleman in 


charge of the bill will consent to have it go over until we can 
‘tunity to examine it it may be better for the bill. 
*, Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
knows that that kind of a request in regard to a measure on the 
r is very much like a request to get out of the 
nto a hole and die decently. 


Af 


ir. ENLOE. M 





way and ( [Laughter.] This 
Calendar is not often reached. It is not often that we have an 
opportunity to take up these private bills, and of course other 
@ ive measures upon the Calendar which they want to 
ha cons er d i on as possibl ° This bill has been fairly eX- 
amined by two committees of this Hous [tis based upon prece- 
d s that have been followed by the War Department ever since 
the war clos [ can see no necessity for the gentleman's request 
a O not press 1 
BROSIUS. Iwill say to the gentleman that I have no 
t ; Calendar myself, and I make this request in 
e] th and with asincere desire to support this bill, 
Col J 3 section of country, if L can conscientiously do 
sO i { | the re¢ j ue st: | only suggest to the gentle- 
man that he is willing to let the bill go over it may be as well 
{ hi to dO 80 
Ir. ENLOE. I have no objection, Mr. Chairman, to the most 
thorough investigation of the bill. I do not think the gentle- 
man’s mi would be changed if the bill should be delayed; I 


ud support it without question after examination. 


it in the condition in which it was when the military forces took 
charge of it. That is the rule which the Department has ad- 
hered to in adjusting claims of this character and which Con- 
gress has adhered to in allowing them. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] seem to think that this bill involves some new princi- 
ple not sanctioned by any other Congress. Now, sir, I remem- 
ber very well when my distinguished friend, Gen. Lee, now de- 
ceased, who represented the Virginia district just across the 
river, embracing Alexandria, presented here a bill for the pur- 
pose of compensating a college which had been taken possession 
of and used as a hospital—a claim precisely similar to this one 
now coming from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will allow me toask whether 
we did not organize a State government over in Virginia and 
re cognize it? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Oh, yes, we did: and that ques- 
tion was discussed very freely when the bill to which I have re- 
ferred came up. Gen. Lee was met with that objection. Ire- 
member very well the masterly manner in which he met every 
objection presented. He stood here with that modesty for which 
he was preéminently distinguished; and when challenged by in- 
quiries from gentlemen on the other side, he walked over to that 
side of the chamber and stood there in the midst of gentlemen 
who were putting those inquiries tohim. I never saw a man 
meet an array of objections with such perfect courage and equa- 
nimity as Gen. Lee met the inquiries in the same line of argu- 
ment which has been suggested by my friend from Indiana. I 
remember very well that Gen. Lee secured the passage of that 
bill through this House; that it went to the Senate, was passed 
there, and became law; and the amount claimed for that insti- 
tution was paid through the exertions of that modest Repre- 
sentative from Virginia. 

I call to mind another case presented in the same Congress by 
an honorable gentleman who then represented one of the Ohio 
districts—Gen. Grosvenor. He introduced a bill for the purpose 
of paying the claim of a Catholic institution which had been 
seized by the Federal Army on Lookout Mountain and converted 
into a fortress. I would like to know whether there is any differ- 
enee in principle between that bill and this? That bill passed 
this House and the Senate, received the sanction of the Execu- 
tive, and became alaw. Is there any greater obligation on the 
part of the Government to pay for a church which has been seized 
upon and used by the Army as a fortification than there is to pay 
for a church which has been used asa hospital to shelter the sick 
and the wounded? [I say not, sir. 

And when I am met with the objection we have heard in dif- 
ferent parts of this House, that if we open the door to claims of 
this sort we shall be compelled to make very large appropria- 
tions from the Treasury, I reply, as I have always replied to such 
suggestions—that every case against the Government ought to 
stand on its own bottom. If it is just, if it is honest, if it is up- 
right, the Government ought to pay it. Hereis acase involving 
the small sum of something over $4,000 for compensation to this 
church for the use and occupation of the building by the Govern- 
ment for hospital purposes. We have precedents of numerous 
cases in which the Government has come forward and paid claims 
of this kind. I donot think this case differs in principle from 
that which was presented by Gen. Lee or that presented by Gen. 
Grosvenor, those two claims coming from churches of different 
and opposing denominations. 

A report was made in the last Congress in favor of this bill, and 
that report has been adopted by the committee in this Congress. 
[ say if there is any class of cases commending themselves to the 
fairmindedness, the reasonable consideration, the just action of 
the House of Representatives, they should be met without regard 
to the amount of money that may be taken out of the Treasury. 
We ought not to be deterred from giving just consideration to 
this class of cases by the idea that we must economize even at th« 
expense of injustice. Let us do justice as each individual case is 
presented. There can be no condition of affairs when the Govern- 
ment of the United States should not be ready and willing to pay 
the just claims against it. I have felt it my duty to say thus 
much in reference to this report. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Mississippi having kindly 
furnished me the record of the action of the House on the bill 
presented by Gen. Lee, I wish to inform the gentleman from 


Tennessee, who said I voted for the bill, that the record shows 


Bb t seems to me thatif this bill is to get through this Con- 
gress at all [ must press it forward when I have the opportunity; 
therefore [ must insist upon a vote now. 
Ir. CRAWFORD. I understand that, outside of the question 
of pay for use and occupation of the property, the damages them- 
selves would amount to the sum asked for in this bill. 
Mr. ENLOE. This amount was found to be due upon an in- | 


vestigation 


made by agent 


I was correct in saying I voted against it. 
Mr. ENLOE. Isimply stated the matter as I[ recollected it. 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. As I have furnished to my 
friend from Missouri the means of vindicating himself, I will say 
the record shows he was wrong on the occasion referred to, and 


s of the Quartermaster’s Department. | I think the record will show he is wrong now. 











1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1335 








i 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope we shall have a vote. mittee, but the call was refused. We have had otl matters 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- | since the time when the point of objection could have been inter- 
tleman from Tennessee to lay the bill aside with afavorable rec- | posed 
ommendation. ; Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairma 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 06, The CHAIRMAN. The‘ ‘ { tio 
noes 31. Mr. BLAND \ single mo t S Cha 

Mr. BLAND. I think we had better have tellers. ly understanding is that wh 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of no | in the House vote one way, a Lin « he 
quorum? other way , Which numbers combined do not make a quorum, i 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman will not make that point. | the point is not made and no further ! 3dema +} 

Mr. BLAND. I make no point that there is no quorum; but | action is taken as by the unanim nsent of od 
I presume we have a right to have a vote by tellers whet! { do not know whether the point « jUOrUM Was 1 hanill 
there is a quorum or not. the Chair annou the result or not. But if it wa 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. terwards, it simply stands on t ot as ' 

The demand for tellers was refused, 16 members only rising b: issed in that manner is passed imous 


favor thereof. \ MEMBER. Why wi ! that also: ; nt case a 
Mr. HOLMAN. Count the other side. OLL Call? ’ ; 
The CHAIRMAN. There is no other side. ; Mr. BLAN D. f no ! t point of a 


Mr. COCKRAN. There is a quorum present, [ presume, Mr. here a vote is tal t a has always b 
Chairman. onsidered as passed 
The CHAIRMAN. A quorum has not voted, but the point Mr. BOUTELLI Mr. 
was not made. inquiry. 
Mr. REED. What difference does that make if the count of The CHAIRMAN. 1 
the Chair discloses the fact that there is no quorum? Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwantto ask n fre 
The CHAIRMAN. It makes a good deal of difference unless | so | may understand a ittl ( rly his position. if } 
some gentleman makes the point. that when the Chair announced so many affirmative votes a 
Mr. REED. Does the Chair think that the bill is passed with- | many negatives, the s if se not making a quo 
out a quorum when the count shows that no quorum is present? less the point is made t posed to give it 
The CHAIRMAN. If no gentleman makes that point the | to action taken? 
i Chair decides that the bill will be laid aside with favorable rec- Mr. BLAND. Certain t ( ( 
ie ommendation. The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chi: th un 
: Mr. REED. But the Chair can count? from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLI r a parliamenta 
\ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has counted, and announced Mr. SNODGRASS. That yt a parliament juiry. It 
; that there were 56 members voting in favor of the motion and 31 | is an argument 


against it. Mr. BOT 
3 Mr. REED. But that is not a quorum. that point. 


a The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point that Mr. ENLOE. If the gent \ address the Chair, he 
; no quorum has voted? should confine himself to ai yu and not make an argu- 
Mr. REED. No; I think thereisaquorumpresent. But how | ment. 
can it be ascertained unless the Chair counts? We know from Mr. BOUTELLE. Iha %t concluded my inquiry. I a 
the statement made by the Chair that no quorum has voted. the Chair whether the gentleman’s argu t was to the effect 
% Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, insuch casesasthis, where a vote | that the members of the House whoa nt and not vot 
a has been taken not disclosing the presence of aquorum on @ mo- | are supposed to give their « id t h ide} 
9 tion to lay a bill aside and no point is made in committee that | stands that where, on the anno t of the vote, the tota 
a quorum has voted, the action is assumed to be by unanimouscon- | does not constitute a quorum, the Chair is to a that 
sent. It is unanimousconsentin this case, and that is the mean- | is a visible quorum present, and that the remainder of tha 
ing of it. | ble quorum, by their silence, give their assent? 


Mr. COCKRAN. If that be assumed, then I make the point Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, t presumption always is that 


that no quorum has voted. there is a quorum here present ut the record ows th 
Mr. ENLOE. But that is too late. | trary. If you call the rolland noquorumappears on the 1 
Mr. COCKRAN. I think not. that settles it; but at all ot times aquorum is presumed to 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I make the point that the gen- | present until the contrary is sho 
tlemdn can not now make the point that no quorum has voted. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to Che Chai 
The Chair has announced that a certain number of members have | had announced that the yeas were 56 and the nays 31 fe then 
voted in the affirmative and a certain number in the negative. | stated that if the point was not made that noquorw voted 
The gentleman from Missourithen called for tellers, which were | the ayes hadit. Then the alt tion aro 
refused; the Chair announced the result of the vote, and it is | tleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and the ¢ 
now too late to make that point. Mr. REED. I hope the Cha 
Mr. BLAND. Asa matter of fact it is never too late to c: designate it as an altercation. 
for a quorum. The CHAIRMAN. It was an altercatio ’ ut 
The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from New York sists | all the Chair m« t to sa 
that he made the point in time that no quorum has voted t Ir. REED (interposi ( 
Chair, of course, will entertain it. designate it,in that wa 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I make the point that the Chair The CHAIRMAN (in 
can not entertain itnow. ‘The announcement of the result ha Mr. REED. I think that ( 
been made. iyself, to d nate it as an: 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not announced the r t, Che CHAIRMAN. The ¢ 
but the Chair announced what the vote was. the gentleman from Main 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I submit that the Chair in an- Mr. REED [I trust t Cha 
nouncing the vote, so many in the affirmative and so many in th The CHAIRMAN. The Cha i y to \ 
negative, necessarily announced the result; and when the gen- | self and of the gentleman fr Maine, an un ft 
tleman from Missouri rose and demanded tellers, tellers bein unjust. 
refused, the Chair again announced the result, and the commit- Mr. ENLOE. | 


d afterwards 


tee had proceeded or was about proceeding to other matt: ; 
CHAIRMAN. When t 


Mr. REED. But that count does not authorize the Chair to 














determine the action of the House. REED] challenged the ruling of the ‘ ( 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I understand that does not au- | nounced that the bill had been laid a 

thorize the Chair, or you, or anybody else to determine the action | mendation, but had simply an: 1 that yer ‘e 56 and 

of the House. But no further demand was made at the time for | the nays31; and th thinks that tha 

a further count; the committee was satisfied with the count tak: not been announced wl itleman from Ne c [M 

the Chair announced the vote, and the gentleman from Missouri | COCKRAN] demanded t the point of 

distinctly announcing the fact that he did not rise to a question | which makes it obliga e Chair to appoint 1 

of a quorum, and no other gentleman having done so, it is now | Chair therefore appoint ; tl ntleman r 

too late to make that point. The gentleman from Missouri did | see [Mr. ENLOE] and New Yo Ir. ( 


call for tellers and the Chair submitted that question to thecom- ! RAN] and requests them to take their places. Ally a 
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motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation, will pass between the tellers 
and - en d. 

Mr. COCKRAN (after the count by tellers had proceeded for 
some time). Uponre oe sentations made to me by the gen ntleman 


from Tennessee [ Mr. ENLOE] I will withdraw the point “of no quo- 
rum. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of no quorum. 


SAIL 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COCKRAN | states that he desires to withdraw the point of no 
quorum. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] renews it, 
and the tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. ey [ wish to submit a poin 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. The 
semen from Texas will state his point of order. 

Mr. KU Gt — It is this: The rule provides that when the 
Committee of Whole House shall find itself without a quo- 

shall call ‘the roll to ascertain whether there is a quorum 

present or not, and on the absence of a quorum then the commit- 
ee must rise without any motion. 





t of order. 


Mr. BYNUM. The committee has not yet found itself without 
a tc. arte 

Mr. KILLA LE. Yes, it has. The announcement of the divi- 
sion shows a that. I insist upon the point of no quorum and in- 


sist that it has been ascertained that there is no quorum present. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the rule upon this 
> — je . to be read. 


he lerk read as follows: 


Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quorum, 
the Chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the committee 
shall rise and the Chairman l report the names of the absentees to the 
House, whi 1 the Journal; but if,on such call, a quorum 
shall appear, the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting without fur- 


ther order of the Hou 








h shall be entered 





. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that it is evi- 


der t that it is not intended to allow any business on the Private 
( transacted, I ask to be allowed to withdraw this 
Hill, and that it be allowed to remain in its present position on 
the Calendar—that it simply retain its place. 
TheCHAIRMAN,. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
imous consent his bill over informally, the bill to retain 
its place on the Calendar. 


The re was no obj ctior . 





‘alendar to be 


Is there objection? 


ANDREW J. DUNCAN, DECEASED. 


The ( Hi AIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the next bill 
on the Cale ndar. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
76) for the relief of the estate of Andrew J. Duncan, deceased 
The bill was read as follows: 


) 
avi 


Be it ¢ fc., That the Secretary of the Tre asury be, and he is hereby, 
I cted to pay to the administrator of the estate of Andrew 





J. Dunc lecea 1, lat f Nashville, in the State of Tennessee, out of any 

mone ‘ otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,831.60, for 

fue r materials taken and used by the Army of the 

Units ‘ » war, in accordance with the finding and award 

< Court « *» United States in this case: Provided, That the 

bi ye a ympensation of all claims against the United States 
Mr HOL) [AN Let ea be read. 


\i 
Mr. ENLA oF . Mr. Chairman, I supposed, having reported the 





bill, I would be « ntitled to recognition. I wanted to yield the 
floor to the author of the bill [Mr. eae y 
The CHAIRMAN. No gentleman rose to take the floor, and 
the gentleman from Indiana rose cal addressed the Chair in op- 
position to the bill, and asked for the reading of the report. 
Mr. ENLOE. I will cif the gentleman from Indiana has 
i t ng the floor and yielding it to the gen- 


any objection to my tak! 


tleman from Tennessee |Mr. WASHINGTON], the author of the 





vill, and en the gentleman from Indiana can take the floor 
late r or 
Mr. WA HIN ‘TON. Mr. Chairman, I was endeavoring to 
secure tion, butt centleman from Indiana, in front of 
me, asked for the reading of the report before I could address the 
)} 
rhe ¢ CH AIR ntleman addressed the Chair exeept 
‘ 1 an 1 la. 
W ASHING'T \N. I wason the floor myself at the time 
i kl I OonNILt101 
rhe ¢ 7 AIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks for the 
reading of the report, and unless he yields the floor the gentle- 
man from Indiana entitled to the floor. 
Mr. WASHINGTON | was endeavoring to get the floor. 
Mr IOLMAN Of «x L yield the floor. 
Mr. WASHINGTON | hay a no objection to the readine of 
+} re 
The CHAIRMAN lhe gentleman from Tennessee is recog- 
nized : 
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FEBRUARY 19, 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Icall for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. ENLOE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2576) 
for the relief of the estate of Andrew J. Duncan, deceased, submit the follow- 
ing report ; 


The history of the claim is set forth in House report from the Committee 


on War Claimsof the Fifty-first Congress, which is appended as a part of this 
report. 


Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage 
House Report No. 1300, F ifty -first Congress, first se ssion.] 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (i. R. 3146) 


| for the relief of the estate of Andrew J. Duncan, deceased, having carefully 


examined into the facts and considered the merits of this claim, respectfully 
reports 

That during the late civil war Andrew J. Duncan was a resident of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., and was the owner of an estate on the Franklin pike, 2 miles 
west of that city, which was his home, called *‘ Waverly Place,” consisting of 
fine — and frame buildings, barns, and other outhouses, fencing, agricul- 
tural implements, trees, etc., which, to the value, as he alleges in his petition 
to Congress, of $39,225, was all destroyed during the campaign around Nash- 
ville in 1864, and the materials devoted to the use of the troops of the United 
states. 

The claim was early presented to the proper authorities of the Govern- 
ment and would have been settled long since but for the refusal of the Quar- 
termaster-General to certify to the loyalty of the claimant, a prerequisite to 
its consideration; and he was compelled to come to Congress for relief, 
which has been followed by the delays often found in such appeals 

At the Forty-ninth Congress Judge Lyman, for this committee, in his re- 
port declared that ‘‘manifest injustice” has been done to the claimant, and 
the bill was reported favorably, but it was not reached on the Calendar for 
action by the House. . 

At the Fiftieth Congress a bill (H. R. 587), conforming in amount of allow- 
ance to the recommendations of thatcommittee, was introduced; and it was, 
under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, 
referred to the Court of Claims for findings of fact. The original claimant 
having died, his administrator prosecuted the case before that court, and 
submitted the evidence of Gen. Rosecrans and others in support thereof. The 
findings of fact reported from the Court of Claims show that Andrew J. Dun- 

can was loyal during the war. And as to the merits of this claim that: 


I. 


The United States forces, a division of Fourth Army Corps, under the au- 
thority of their officers, Brig. Gen. N. Kimball commanding, demolished the 
buildings mentioned in the petition and carried away the bricks and lumber 
composing the same, and used the same, partly in the construction of forti- 





| fications and obstructions in front thereof, and partly as fuel and lumber in 


the camp of the United States troops encamped on the property. 
The wagons and harness and other articles there enumerated were seized 
and used by the United States forces, under the anthority and in presenceof 
‘ir commanding officers, Gens. Cross and Kimball 


IT. 


On the 24th of April, 1865, Maj.Gen. Thomas, commanding the Department 
of the Cumberland, appointed a board “to assess the damages inflicted by 
military occupation upon the property of John Trimble and others and such 


| other parties as may be referred to it by these headquarters.”’ 


The board made the following report as to the property of the claimant's 
intestat 


NASHVILLE, May 3, 1885. 
The board having maturely deliberated upon the testimony adduced is of 
opinion that the damages sustained to the property of A. J. Duncan was 
done by United States troops, and do hereby assess the damages as set forth 
in the following bill, viz: 











| Items Section 1.—Damages assessed on 
No. 1. 20,000 cedar picket fencing -.- sauce nanmeant an ate $416. 66 
2. Front fence of cedar 7 Peete cecal deeb bak nash 183. 33 
3. Stone column, caps, and butts ; 150. 00 
4. Cedar fence, inclosing house and garde n. 296. 66 
5. One mowing and reaping machine spieinien tonite 98. 33 
6. One large iron roller...... Seakea ; Sachs, webicthennh shelled 54. 00 
198. 98 
Section 2.—Damages assessed o1 
7. Four plows say lllaeaitiatincees thames tli piste nlahnebeetereteiain 20. 00 
&. Four sets harness See mech seine ies eae ee 36. 66 
9. Water-hose and implements ............- 66. 66 
10. Two carts or spring wagons .........-.-... 91. 66 
11. One wagon , li ae ee Vee 66. 66 
12. One two-story brick dwelling, 72 feet front, with L, com- 
plete, pantry, etc ....... ; i cee contaabiee ORR USS 7, 360. 00 








641. 64 





9 
=~ection o. 


Damages assessed on 





i3. Furniture and stores, estimated... 166. 66 


14. Two-story barn, 130 by 60 feet .....- each dmpeniinnens witha. Sane 
15. Brick smokehouse__........_.........._.-- hee : sa 208. 33 
16. Double frame builk ling, ‘serv ants’ a —_ i iE a 331. 66 
17. Double frame building, servants’ room ....................- 331. 66 


18. Single frame building, servants’ room ..................- 221. 66 


2, 459. 97 


Section 4.—Damages assessed on 


19. Two-story log building... 256 66 





20. Frame building . eee ila an agri nat tl clan i ata 154. 33 
21. Three large cistern pumps, pipes, etc...... hee 175. 00 
22. Large bathroom and fixtures 3 71. 66 
23. Brick office complete, and furniture. = 00 
24. Destruction by cutting 600 trees, evergreens 


Guidaien om <an me 
ED icisits bikinis hadetendth tecich ntcditeteh Guida enieeianiets 18, 136.5 
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We do hereby certify that the damages awarded as set forth in our bill at 
$18,136.57 as being a correct and just statement in conformity W ith the evi- 
dence before us. ; 

CHARLES C. MCNEELY, 
Capt., Seventh Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers and President of the Board. 
J.G. MACADAMS, 
Lieut., Sixth Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers 
W.S. STACY, 


Lieut., Seventy-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 
Official: ; 
GEO. W. HOWARD, 
Assistant Adjutant (rene 
HEADQUARTERS MILITARY DIVISION OF THE TENNESSEE, 
Nashville, July 30, 1866. 
Approved: 


By command of Maj. Gen. Thomas: 
WM. D. WHIPPLE 


Assistant Adjutant-General 


The court further found that Mr. Duncan nad in his lifetime been paid for 
items Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 24 of that finding, amounting to 96,819.98, which sum 
being deducted from the valuation found by that board of officers, leave 
balance unpaid for of $11,316.59, which is the amount set out in the bill now 
reported upon introduced at this Congress. 

But your committee fails to find satisfactory evidence as to the manner in 
which the United States troops used the plows, mowers, and reapers, rollers, 
water hose, pumps, etc., covered by items Nos. 5, 6, 7,9, 21, and 22 of the ac 
count stated by that board and reported by the Court of Claims gregating 
a total of $484.99, and deducting said sum from the amount last abovemen 
tioned, it leaves a total of $10,831.99, which your committee considers a fair 
and just allowance to be made in satisfaction of said claim, being payment 
for the materials only which were in the buildings, barns, and outhouses of 
Mr. Duncan. 

Your committee therefore recommend that said bill (H. R. 3146) be amended 
by striking out in the seventh and eighth lines the words ‘eleven thousand 


three hundred and sixteen dollars and sixty-three cents” and inserting in 


lieu thereof the words “‘ ten thousand eight hundred and thirty-one dollars 
and sixty cents,” and with that amendment report the bill back to the House 
with a cordial recommendation that, as an act of justice already too long de- 
layed, it be passed. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. After the reading of the report, which 
cites all the facts in the case, it is unnecessary to do more than 
give a brief résumé of the facts. 

Andrew J. Duncan was a loyal citizen of Tennessee. His loy- 
alty was fully established before amilitary board, which inquired 
into his claim at the time when the materials in his buildings were 
used by the troopsat Nashville, and afterwards that fact was again 
affirmatively ascertained by the Court of Claims, which had juris- 
diction over this case by reference to it from the War Claims 
Committee of this House in the last Congress. 

I apprehend there can be no question, therefore, upon the point 
as to the loyalty of Duncan. Mr. Duncan had a very highly im- 

roved residence and farm about 2 miles from Nashville. He 
nad a brick residence, which he and others estimated to be 
worth $18,000. He had a new two-story barn, which was esti- 
mated by different parties to be worth $5,000; and then a number of 
other buildings, frame and log and outhouses, and a number of 
wagons, mowers, aquantity of harness, and material of that kind, 
which was taken by the troops, making a total aggregate of $26,- 
880. The claim for these different items was submitted to a 
board of army officers appointed at that time; his houses were 
taken down and the material used by the troops, and that army 
board estimated the value at $11,316. Mr. Duncan's claim was 
filed with the Quartermastgr-General, and a part of that claim 
was allowed, and the other part was not allowed. The items of 
1, 2,4, 5, and 24 were paid. 

Mr. BUSHNLLL. Will the gentleman tell us— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Wait a moment. And the claim for 
the balance was set aside by Quartermaster-General Meigs, on 
the ground that he was not sufficiently satisfied as to the loyalty 
of the claimant. There it lingered until the last Congress sent 
it to the Court of Claims to be tried as to the facts and as to the 
loyalty of the claimant. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Why was not the rest of it paid? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The items that were first paid for were 
cedar fence and picketing and trees cut down. They were paid 
for when taken. When that claim was filed, however, in the 
Quartermaster’s Department, as I understand, for the remnant of 
the claim—for the material of the buildings, bricks, and lumber, 
and the other items mentioned in this report—they were not in- 
cluded. Then itwas that Quartermaster-General Meigs decided 
that he would not pay it, because he was not convinced of the 
loyalty of the claimant, although he had been paid a portion of 
these items, and the question of loyalty had been satisfactorily 
passed on. : 

Mr. BUSHNELL. 
master-General? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will tell you how these items came to 
be embraced in this claim. 





What part of it was paid by the Quarter- 


had been taken from the papers in the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment. 
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| to a loyal claimant. iW 
| Court of Claims and the court 


; When Mr. Duncan afterwards de- | 
sired to have an attorney to represent him in the prosecution of 
this claim, he asked the attorney to ascertain whether these items | 
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no attorney < 


Under a rule in the Third Auditor's 
claimant is allowed to examine t] son file. He is not al 
lowed to ascertain from those ] hat items have been paid 

And it was only aft went to the 
the papers on file in 
tained that a 


office, 
papel 
apers W 
r this case 
called for all 
the War Department that it was ascer 


portion of 


these very items had already been paid Among these papers 

here I have a letter from Mr. Duncan to his attorney, written at 
| the time he asked him to file this claim, in which he says: ‘'] 
| am not sure but what these items, Nos. 1, 2,4, and 24, have been 

paid. I desire you, before presenting my claim, to call at the 

War Department and ascertain the facts.” The attorney did eall 

at the Department, but the Department officers refused to give 

him the information. 

When theattorney got the claim before the Court of Cla a 


the courtcalled for the papers from the War Department, it was 
found that these items 1, 2, 4,5, and 24 included i 
been paid; whereupon the attorney stated that fact to the court 
presented Mr. Duncan’s letter, and asked that 
eliminated from the findings of fact. Therefore the 
Claims reduced the total amount of the finding by $6,819.99, the 
amount which had been paid for these items at a prior time. 
The Court of Claims found affirmatively as tothe loyalty of Mr. 
Dunean, and as to the fact of the taki 
for the purpose of building huts, ete. 
soldiers, and after that report came back to the Committee on 
War Claims the committee again sifted the facts and the finding. 
They saw that the court had found affirmatively for the 
four plows and a water hose and implements 
pumps and pipes, and one large 


those articles were not very serviceable as 


those items b 


Court ot 


i” and use of this material 
, for the protection of the 


use Ol 
. three large cistern 
and and a 
munitions of war or 
for the protection of the troops, the committee struck for 
those items, $484.99. Taking the allowance for these items, and 
for items previously paid for, f1 total of $18,136.57, which 
was the value placed upon all the property by the army board, 
there is left the amount of the 
Mr. Chairman, I think that j to a loyal man, whose heirs 
have been left almost on the verge of poverty by reason of the 
losses which he suffered during the war, demands that this 
Government shall now, even at this lat make tardy rec- 
ompense for those losses. I reserve the remainder of my time. 
[ wish to ask the gentleman whether the orig- 


bathroom fixtures, 


out, 


‘om the 





present bill, $10,831.99. 


istice 


day 


Mr. HEARD. 9 
inal bill as presented embraced the items which were paid as 
well as those which were not paid. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The bill as pre 
ninth Congress did. 

Mr. HEARD. 
ready been paid. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. HEARD. 


sented in the Forty- 


As I understood, certain of these items had al- 


Yes, sir. 
Now. did the bill as 


originally present 


} iit Con 
tain items other than those that had been paid? 
Mr. WASHINGTON. The bill as presented to Congress? 
Mr. HEARD. The bill as presented to the Quartermaster- 


General. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Oh 


, you mean the claim, not the bill 


Mr. HEARD. I mean the claim. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Whentheoriginal claim was presented 
to the Department the damages for this house and these trees 


was not included. That was a separate i 


finding by a board of 
army officers. But when Mr. Duncan wanted to have his claim 
his 


all cleared up and undertook to get pay for his fencing and 
house, ete., he is attorney to take all those 
put them in one billand have it presented in Congress. 


Mr. HEARD. What is the amount of the entire bi 


instructed his a items and 





Mr. WASHINGTON Kiehteen thousand one hundred ans 
thirty-six dollars and fifty-s n cents was the aggrega 

Mr. HEARD. ‘That is the total amount? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is the total of the items which 
were presented to Congress in the Forty-ninth Congress and 
which, in the Fiftieth Congress, were sent to the Courtof Claim 
That amount has been reduced by four items previously paid 
and by five items struck out ( imittee from $18,136.57 to$10 
831.99. 

Mr. HEARD. What I wanted to ascertair is f 
amount of the items which were allowed and paid i 
stance. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The aggregate am t of the a 
$6,015.91. That was for 20,000 cedar fence pickets and otk 


things, as shown by items 1, 2, 4, 5, an 


Mr. HEARD. Ido not care for details, | just want to kn« 
about what proportion of the claim had been paid origina 
Mr. WASHINGTON. A little over one-third. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr.Chairman, I ask to have read the ec 
cation which I send to the Clerk’s desk. ' 
appropriate a certain sum of money 


[his bill 1 


t 


and nat ally brings 


' question to which this letter relates. 
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Mo., February 16, 1892 
s Y z the Repres utive in Congress from this district, we 
8} st you to make known to the hone yan 1ember from Ohio 
\ na pears on i Se that t Army of the Re] ; 
ising tl non : enemy of the Gri 
A p could make 1 request, knowing it to be cor 
and 1 tior f wnizat to call up such ques 
) De 
. W. H. TURNEI 
. - = <i! teed” 
A. C. GAVAN, 
( nander (D 
BLAND That is a response to one of these circulars that 
I ist evening after the adjournment of the House and 
9 ‘ f the colloquy that I had with the gentleman 
from Ohio tis signed by the commander of that post, a Re- 
} van as I know him to be, while the past commander is a 
Democrat [It appears, Mr. Chairman—and I am gratified to 
know it—that I represent a constituency who are not disposed to 
regard these circulars in any other light than as an unwarranted 
i ference with the business ofthe Grand Army of the Repub- 
] [t appears, too, that the members of that organization are 
co zant of the fact that when they are paid their pensions in 
S I l t dollars They al n ») well vers ir 
al affairs as the gentleman from Ohio, who claims tl 
whena b on-owner takes 70 cents’ worth of silver to the m 
and gets it coined into a dollar he makes 30 cents, becaus 
gets a dollar of 100 cents for bullion worth only 70 cents: but tl 
moment that dollar comes into the hands of the pensioner, 
presto change! it is worth only 70 cents! 


"hese men of the Grand Army do not comprehend finance as 
iend does. Hence they are not alarmed ab ut silver at all 
They understand that when silver bullion is taken to the mint 
lar that dollar pays as much indebtedness as 
any other dollar. They are not afraid thatall the bullion whic! 

may be coined in that way into dollars will not pay as much as 
any other dollars. They know, furthermore, that the free coin- 




















ace ol siiver Will e! iven the business of the country, will stimu- 
late enterprises in which the pensioners have an interest, and 
that the general prosperity in which they share will be pro- 
moted far beyond any consideration connected with the pittance 
( sio! t receive. I said yesterday that so far 
as | knew from n y acq laintancs with members of the Grand 
Army of t Republic they were, without regard to party, in 
la r of t free coinage of silver 
‘ S call attention to one of t peculiarities of this 
( t I 1 inscription upo! t 
I . P tha re is t : n the d } 
‘ 
I 4. R. Post N is 
P. O. Let 
La 
Cha an, a mber of these letters and dispatch: 
a se the gentleman, in his circular, has un- 
ae alarm the Grand Army people; he has undert aken 
{ t to eve that the passage of bill 
} ‘ neg 0oao wlth thelr } r 
tl ( i i effect « a Di oO 
‘ : pensions I « not s mut cer t 
I 1 al to ea e ( 
) ‘ ( any i! “CO 
r ! ers thes +. 
ts ething had brok oose in ym- 
e the people had changed front, that 
aken anoverw! ing turn in a new 
i I ( S « iI t iS as pa 
‘ \ question pendir 
t pro cons nts at home 
1 17 it 1s! t co ect, 
i ora mbers of this House who 
é acti that there ha 
S¢ t Ll ¢ clad t now that 
t i i v7 ana pa ) ( 1 ney who can noi t 
cks, and who have answered this circular as it 
answered, by characterizing it as an impertinent in- 
( siness ¢ the G and Army of the Republik 
ul self, I t eve, does not belong tothe Gra 
does not show that he was a soldier. t does 
s ‘ ut ~ interested in farm mortgages, in bank ac- 
ts, in the loaning money. If he has a farm, I undertake 
to say | es not live upon it; and in all probability it is one 
tha ramortgage. He is interested in 
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| dear money. The great masses of the American people are in- 
terested the other way. Representing his own interests, his 
own views on this question, he undertakes to create a false senti- 
ment and a false alarm among the constituencies of his col- 
agues in his own State and throughout the Union inorder to in- 
uence in that way the legislation of this House. 
Mr. Chairman, [ have felt it a duty which I owed to my own 
ighborhood and my own constituency to read that letter, and 
that every Grand Army post in the United States would 








he same answer to the gentleman—that if we will attend 


} , . +ha an) y tan4 ~~ 4 7 
usiness he! ‘ e compete t tend to theirs 


L reserve the remainder of my time. 
Mr. H ane R. Mr. Chairman, [I wish to thank my friend 


from Mi » which 








I odnan Nis a j anon wer ( oug im I 
wish to say further that I ascril to l oral fre lL that 

which he does not choose to lp om 1ionesty Of purpose. 
I have never —— d the uprightness of his intentions on 


} urse, it is quite ay 
ieard him speak that his mind is in an 
Lion pon mea any que stion r lating yr to tl 
We expect nothing different from hin L. 


jut then he ought certainly to rise to the manliness of ascrib- 


iis question Of co who have 


ncertain, chaotic condi- 


nances of the country. 


t] 
h 





ing to other g« milomas n the same singleness of purpose, the same 
ity sentiment upon these questions which he claims for 

and which I say I accord to hin And as to the fact 
that I have chosen at my own expense in this manner to reacha 
very large number of the people in the country, people who ar 


eply interested in this question, and as that fact seems to so 












rankle in the mind of my friend from Missouri, and as it might 
be considered by him hereafter evidence of bad faith on my part 
if I failed to state here and now that I have also taken the lib- 
erty not only : reaching the members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, sir, but I have taken great pains to reach other classes 
of citizens who will be injured, wronged, and outraged by the 
kind of legislation which my friend honestly, but ignorantly, 
would force upon the coi intry. { Laughter. | Copies of these k 
ters he will find in the RECORD. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HARTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Does not the gentleman from Ohio regard 
it as a reflection upon the gentleman from Missouri when he de- 





nominates the bill which he has presented as ascandalous meas 
ure? ; 

Mr. HARTER. You have heard the question of my friend 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. DICKERSON. It is denounced in this circular here as 
scandalous. 

HARTER. I did denounce it as scandalous. I say it is 
an infamous measure, and yet ‘ibe to him an honest purpose 
in submitting it. Iam here to say that this sam 
lation, called protective tariff legislation, legislation which is 
againstthe many in the interest of the few, is infamous and out- 


rageous; and yet, Mr. Chairman, I am the last man ® the worl 


£ 


> class of legis- 
































to say that my friend and relative, Mr. McKinley, who framed 
that bill, the great advocate of this kind of robbery, is an infa- 
nous man. I tl ¢ the difficulty is not with the heart of m) 
friend ,AND, but the trouble is with his head. [Laught 
I u 
[ say, sir, | have felt it to be my duty to address other classes 
( 0 o, ho are 1 l eq @ily nterested in tl 5» U > 
ist as much as the g ) from Missouri is. 
But the House with the kind of argument with 
vhich the gentleman has treated us da 
S n defense of this his pet measurs 
{ res § argu l 
yis wron d whether I am rig 
a 5 I and now and i ninkK s 
t ors ind of int ctual cowardi 
House in ouncing the occupation « 
an i i lL hav Said about ne ‘ tiema 
as been ¢ t I have accorded to him everythi 
hat was fair. I donot know whether he is a national bank 
or connected with a national bank or not. I would not have less 
regard for him if he were, although Iam not myself. Ido not 
w, therefore, why the charge has been made against me, nor, 
e, how it affects the morality of free coinag 
But when the gentleman undertakes on the floor of this Hous 
at all times, ignorantly but honestly, to advocate and press 


n a measure which will take away 30 per c 

of the savings of the people, thousands and millionsof whom a1 
just as deserving of protection as he and his family, I have a 
right to denounce the measure, and not the man, as infamous, 
outrageous, and unworthy of serious or respectful consideration 
in an American Congress. 


A 


' And, sir, in regard to the political view of t 


pon our atten 





stion I may 


— 


4 
; 


Siem 


a laa: — Aa 
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be permitted to say a word. <A set of men take a stand in favor The CHAIRMAN. The gent un W tate it. 
of the rankest kind of class legislation, and then talk loudly of Mr. MCKINNEY. I ask the ¢ t 
being Democrats. They denounce the evils of protection, and | silver is before the House, 
warn us against the class legislation of the McKinley bill. Elo- | cussing in this House here a |} nefit of the D 
uently, courageously, and powerfully they speak the truth on | party? 
that question, while in the same breath theydemandeven greater | The CHAIRMAN. T 
privileges for the silver ring. the gentleman from Ten1 
But, Mr. Chairman, I think it is time to give some attention to | favorable recommendat 
the people of this country generally who would suffer under just This debate is not yr ( R 
the same wrongs from this proposed legislation, which is at least ». | 
equally as unjust and indefensible as the McKinley bill. We Mr. HARTER. I 
have been told that protective tariff legislation falls heavily upon | tion asked me by t 
ninety-five citizens out of every hundred, and that it tak y | me thi 
their property and hands it over to the other five under the op- The CHAIRMAN. ' rent : oO 
eration of the McKinley bill; and itisso. But there are even Mr. HARTER. He says, ** Y« 








heavier burdens to be imposed by the Bland bill; and yet g¢ do not need to { 

men seem to think it is perfectly right, and very Den ocratic in- | n vs on 1 

deed, to take the earnings and property, not of ninety-five out of irk me asa D 

a hundred (for that is about the proportion robbed by the pro- ehend what th: ft D 

tective system) and hand it over in that way to the monopolies, Now, in answer t 

but propose to take the property of nine hundred and ninety-nine | then, that ye vl r t 

citizens out of every thousand in the Republic, to take the money | approves, the { co f that ¥ 
of the poor and the helpless, who have no voice here, and give it | W that is tl ume oO torv 


to a few lucky mine-owners. [ was then, and |] 

And, Mr. Chairman, I speak here now, not only for the peopl rislation, uv 
I represent, but for the people of the whole country; [ speak not 
only for the people of the Fifteenth district of Ohio, but for th [ see arou 
people of the whole State and of all parts of the country. [ J sai 
speak, also, for a class of people who have no vote and never vailed « 
q have in this Government, and who will never play any part in | down t a: 
# the politics of the country as far as voting is concerned. I speak | Demo c party b ariff. 1] 

for the helpless women and children of the country. I wish, as | is changed, a to-day t 

my friend from Missouri said, not only to represent the financial | question, o lowing right O 
and industrial interests of the country, but to reach down to th who claims to a Democrat yest ti that a 
people who labor over the washtub, to the poor « that, too, 
works over that tub day after day for the support of her helpless | clared he l, in a protectir ff and in the f a f 
family. That is the kind of a Democrat lam. | 


‘reature who ‘ rw 


crat; but Iam a Democrat because I believe in certain princi- am vi g¢ to have put l ati 
o- s. Therefore, when you present this kind of wholesale -|1 iptio ‘Her ( ' 
ative robbery and direct me to support it, ltellyouno. Ladvo- | tion; who ca McKir ery and t Bla 


we sR, PRAIA. 


cate the cause of those who have no means of 
in this body, and I tell you it is the cause of God and man. 

But he talks about my Democracy, and undertakes to criticis } BUTLER 
me for not being the kind of a Democrat he is. Isay this t Mr. H 
He is on the popuiar side now; he is on the strong side nu i- Mr. BI : 
cally, and I am on the weak side. I represent the minority; but Mr. SNODGRASS " 7 
I have been accustomed to being in a . 
and it does not frighten mea particle; 
of this House to-day, I say to him I am a better 
he, because he knows well that he can only be a Dem: ‘rat who itlemen may « 
advocates ‘‘equal rights for all men and special privileg Mr. SNODGRASS 
none.” I say this, moreover, that inside of five years, when the the Democrat 
Democratic party looks back upon the ruin which this action « t would « t] ; 
the majority would bring upon the part) 
Democrats, would not be given a decent burial in a Democrati 1884 « 


cemetery. [Laughter.] 











(1A sete a lp AR RR: Sle ER 
- 
ow 


Again I make this predict that if thi 3 ( l 
upon pressing this insane measure | 1 this ] : HAR 
split the Democratic party. He will rip it dow ( ir. SNODGRAS 
up the back. I say that if we go into the campaign in this « 
3 dition next fall, by November the condition of the Democratic | R 
: party will be the laughingstock of the nation. I say that y M g t 
' will drive away those pensioners whom he says I 
i toaddress; you will drive off the depositors of eve1 \ 
; you will crowd out of the party every man who owns 
insurance policy. I say you will separate every Democrat 
ployé im this House from you; you hav 
; are getting $1,200 a year, and if this meas 
would cut their earnings down to $840 a year. f the pres 
creased production of silver goes on an i the amount 
sorbed in this country, it wl give ev V ~ f 
m than 50 cer ¢ l va for ar ar’s WO! 1 i CH ? p 
ir. BUTLER. I want to ask the gentleman a stior \ SNODGRASS 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman y 1 to th further if 1 D 
‘ I ceik fro | 1 a? ; i I T uit 
Mr. HARTER. I always try to answer a fair questior a ne 1 
ay Mr. BUTLER. I want to know if that is the position the Pacific t 
Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I rise t The CHAIRM 
question of order. Itis utterly impossible to hear at thi ikes a ] . 
be t n are saying, and this is a very interesting discussi ad. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. The ¢ 
Mr. BUTLER. I want to ask the gentleman, if this is | 
: nm, why is it that the Democratic delegation from | V 
county in the Democratic State convention in Ohio voted to } 
~ tl e free coinage of silver in the platform? line Meal ' : aeaiatan tiie oo aon 
: Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise toapointoforder. ' ing ' i. . 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say that the matter 
under debate is a bill making appropriation for a payment to a 
Mr. Duncan, of Tennessee, and under the rule gentlemen must 
confine themselves to that subject. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. I am speaking right to that question, Mr. 
Chairman. If this man in Tennessee receives an appropriation I 
want him to get 100 cents on the — instead of 70 cents. 
[Laughter.] Now I will answer the question of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let me say tothe gentleman that I will 
take silver in payment of my bill right away. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. I would not occupy another moment of the 
time of this committee if it were not thatthe gentleman who has 
asked me this last question [Mr. SNODGRASS] comes from south 
of Mason and Dixon’s line. I have a great many friends down 
there and many relatives, and I know that the people of that 
section are a most courteous people. If I were to permit his 
question to go wholly unanswered it would be gross disco rte sy 
to him, soI must put my fellow-msmbers under the inconven- 
ience of listening to me awhile longer, and then if my Rane trices 
from Missouri{Mr. BLAND] thinks it necessary that this silver 
question shall be carried on all afternoon, I trust the Chair will 
be as indulgent to me asI hope it will be to him. [Laughter.] 
Now, my answer to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNOD- 
GRASS] is partly made, and the balance of it shall be in the shape 
of a prediction. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr.Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. ’ 

Mr. HARTER. As soon as I have answered the gentleman 
from Tennessee this question. ee valance of my answer to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. SNODGRASS] wil | be, I say, in the 
natur* of a prediction, and | hon e oe members on both sides of 
the House, and the members in the little room that my friend 
from Kansas |Mr. SIMPSON] occupies, will bear it in mind. | 
predict in my place in this Hous 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, if the prediction which the 
— man is about to make is in regard to the fate of the Dem- 
cratic party, I wish to ask him if . would not be wiser to make it 
in caucus rather than in Committee of the Whole. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that is a parlia- 
mentary inquiry 

Mr. HARTE iz. Well, sir, I have never in my life been re- 
markable for that kind of wisdom. I have endeavored to make 
a reputation for honesty and streighifor wardness of purpose, and 
[ will undertake to make » prediction iF ight here: If this House 
shall pass such a measure as the gentleman from Missouri pro- 
poses, which invites all the depreciated and degraded silver of 
the world to free coinage in this country, and if the national 
Democratic convention approves a law of this kind, I predict, 
first, that we shall lose practically the whole soldier vote of the 
nation; next, that we shall lose all the savings depositors and 
all the holders of life-insurance policies; we shall miss the votes 
of the men who labor for a living; we shall part with the influ- 
ence of the conservative, cautious, and capable business men of 
the country; : when we march to the polls in November, in- 

tes ! to overwhelming victory, which, if a proper 
policy be pursued, is just before the Democratic party, with the 
rreat Democratic State of Massachusetts in the advance [laugh- 

the Republican State of 
Massachusetts has seceded from the Union never to return 





er and applause], because, thank God, tl 
again 
Mr. DICKERSON. Shal we lose the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. HARTER. Perl — you could bear that loss. But you 
need not lose me so lor there is a shred of sound Democracy 
he platfo 


in th l. 
Mr. DICKERSON. Then, if the gentleman will ‘‘stick,” what 


other Democrat is going to break away ? 
ir. HARTER. W ith th » Blan nd | bal, however, for aplatform, 
the only elements that will be a ly for our candidate at the 
will be the silver I the lobby, and the 





And as all these parties usually vote the 
at any rate, they are very apt to do it again 
hould like to ask the gentleman ss question. 
If it is the pleasure of the Hou hat I should 
leman, it will give me pleasure to de so. 
question will be very brief. It is this: As the 








gentle: indertaking to define the principles of the Demo- 
cratic party, | wish to know whether he understands them at 
this time to be free trade and a single gold standard. Is that 
the gentleman’s definition of the principles of the Democratic 
party? : 

Mr. SHIVE to Mr. HARTER). Now proceed to fix the 
status of th party ! [Laughter.] 

Mr. H ARTE! I dare say there is no man in the United 


States who can cla m to be a Democrat who would not prefer to 
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have me fix the status of the Democratic party rather than to 
have the gentleman from Indiana do so. 

Mr. SHIVELY I challenge that statement right now. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. The event at the ballot box in November 
will settle the issue upon which the gentleman challenges me. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. The question Lasked the gentleman was whether, 
according to his understanding, the present position of the Dem- 
ocratic party is for free trade and a single gold standard? 

Mr. HARTER. Mr.Chairman,I desire to answer the gentle- 
man’s question fairly. I hold that the position of the Democratic 
party is in favor of a double standard, and in favor of keeping 
every dollar worth 100 cents; and I say here 

Mr. MCKINNEY. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HARTER. Wait till lanswer more fully the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. [I call for the regular order of business. 

Mr. HARTER. I wish to answer the gentleman’s question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend until order is 
restored. The Chair has had the rule read which provides that 
members, when they address the committee or the House, shall 
confine themselves to the question under debate. The Chair ap- 
peals now to the gentleman from Ohio to confine himself to the 
question under debate, which is the pending bill for the relief of 

J. Duncan. The Chair feels that, as the point of order is 
made, it is incumbent on him to sustain the point, and to hold that 
any gentleman addressing the House or the committee must do 
so in accordance with the rules. So far as it may be in the power 
of the Chair to enforce the rules, the Chair will do so. He ap- 
peals to members to observe the rules. The gentleman from 
Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. WASHINGTON rose. 

Mr. HARTER. I would like to finish my reply to the question 
of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LINp]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I wish to ask that, pending this discus- 
sion, my bill be voted on and passed; then we can take up this 
matter afterwards. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. I make the point that this discussion has 
nothing to do with the question before the House. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair has sustained the point of order, 
and appeals to the gentleman from Ohio to proceed in order. 

Mr. HARTER. AsI understand, the matter in order at this 
moment under the practical direction of the House is for me to 
make a reply to the question of the gentleman from Minnesota. 
[ believe I had proceeded somewhat inthatreply. I understand 
the attitude of the Democratic party upon the currency question 
to be this: We believe in the use of both gold and silver as money, 
and we are unalterably opposed to any legislation which will 
drive either gold or silver ake general circulation. [Applause.] 
Further, I say that from the foundation of this earth, or as fa¥ 
back as recorded history goes, there has never been a time whet 
two metals varying in market value as gold and silver now do, 
have been maintained in general circulation side by side under 
fre e and unlimited coinage. And if there is a man here on this 

loor, Mr. Chairman, who can go away back to the time when 
Noah came out of the ark and trace the whole history of mankind 
down tothisday and name an hour where two metals, differing in 
value 40 per cent circulated on a parity, he has the casa, and I 
will surrender. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, [I rise toa question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MALLORY. Isimp aly call the attention of the Chair to 
the point just made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, I want to apologize to the 
House for the length of time that I have consumed, and yet you 
see it has not been my fault 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
I want to ask him if it is a fair thing to anticipate in such a man- 

r the entire work of the Democratic party when it assembles 
in national convention? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, that has nothing whatever to 
do with the case. I insist that the Chair shall enforce the rules 


| of the House. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is endeavoring to do so. 

Mr. HARTER. I wish to say this to the House 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman has not answered my question 
yet. 
“" Mr. HARTER. The gentleman is a little like the horse 
leech’s daughter. I thinkI have answered it veryfully indeed, 

Mr. LIND. Oh, no; you have not answered all of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. How about the free-trade part? 

Mr. HARTER. Oh, do you want to know the position of tha 
Democratic party on that? [Laughter and cries of ‘‘Order.”] 

Mr. LIND. Yes. 
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Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HARTER. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided already that the 
gentleman from Ohio has the floor and can only be disturbed by 
his own consent. The Chair appeals to gentlemen to recognize 
the right of the gentleman from Ohio to proceed in order. 

Mr. HEARD. That is just what we desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair again appeals to the gen- 
tleman to observe the rules of the House and proceed in order. 

Mr. HEARD. [I insist that the debate shall be confined to the 
regular order of business before the House. 

Mr. FITHIAN. We are now in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union and this debate is clearly not in order. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I hope we will proceed with the bill 
under consideration. 

Mr. HARTER. Have I the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman has the floor and can not be disturbed except by his own 
consent. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man desires to interrupt another who is on the floor he shall ad- 
dress the Chair before doing so. 

Mr. HEARD. That is exactly what I did. 
Chair and asked recognition of the Chair. 





I addressed the 


gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HARTER. For what purpose? 

Mr. HEARD. I addressed the Chair, sir. My purpose was 
this: The Chairman has repeatedly appealed to the members on 
this floor to observe the rules. Now, I insist that the gentleman 
from Ohio shall observe the rules, and I appeal to the Chair to 
enforce the rules. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been made several 


the subject under discussion. The Chair appeals to the gentle- 


man to observe the rules of the House, and to all gentlemen pres- | 


ent to assist the Chair in keeping order. 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, I simply ask to be permitted 
to go right ahead with my remarks. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I hope the gentleman will be confined within 
the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not preventthe gentleman 
from speaking when he has the floor. 
tleman to proceed in order. 
read stating positively the duty of the gentleman occupying the 


floor, and the Chair can only appeal to him to observe that rule | 


and confine himself to the question under debate. 

Mr. LIND. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LIND. 
to ask a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ask a question of the member occupying the floor. 

Mr. LIND. Is that not the last question which any member 
was recognized to ask? 

Mr. WISE. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. LIND. But I was recognized by the gentleman to ask the 
question which he is now answering. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LIND. I did, and with his consent, 


The CHAIRMAN. Butthe Chair thinks the gentleman has not | 
[Cries of ‘*‘ Regular order! ”] | 


submitted a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, I insist that I have the floor. 
I wish to say before proceeding further that I do not occupy 
the floor because I am desirous of occupying it. I beg pardon of 


the committee for taking so much time; but [am an amiable kind | 


of a man, and so long as I am on my feet and a man asks questions 


of me I always try to answer them, and this is my sufficient ex- | 


cuse for still further participating in this discussion. And Iam 
extremely sorry that I am so called upon; because, in the course 
of the deliberations of this House, if this question of the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver should come before it, it had been my 
intention to ask at the hands of the House an hour, and I might 
possibly have occupied more than an hour of your time then. 
Now, under all the circumstances which have been forced upon 
me, if that contingency should arise I feel that I should be 


ashamed to ask for that fair hearing upon this question which I | 
could otherwise desire in behalf of my constituents and in behalf | 
of the other people of the country, who have aright to be repre- | violation of the ruling, it is the duty of the Chair of 
Now I tion to hold the gentleman to the question at issue 


sented and who wish to be represented on this question. 
will answer the other part of the gentleman’s question 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 


The Chair has already held that the gen- | 


And the rule requires that when a gentle- | 


| ter and applause on the Republican side. | 
| ever, that he really ought, in this land of newspapers and Bibles 


He can only ask the gen- | 
The Chair has caused the rule to be | 


I would like to ask whether I was not recognized 


The Chair recognized the gentleman to | 


The gentleman addressed a question to 


man to proe 


Mr. HARTER. Ido not yield the floor. I desire to answer 
the question asked by the gentleman from Minnesota[Mr. LINpD]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio must under- 
stand that when a member rises to a point of order he must take 
his seat until the pointof order isdecided. The gentleman from 
lowa[Mr. BUTLER] will state his point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. The point of order is that the question asked 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] does not relate to 
the subject under consideration. 

Mr. LIND. I beg to differ with the gentleman. 

Mr. HARTER. [I agree with the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] will proceed in order, 
and the Chair appeals to the gentleman to confine himself to the 
question under debate. 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman from Tennessee wants an ap- 
propriation. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. HARTER. And the best way I know of furnishing 100- 
cent dollars to the Treasury for such purposes is to tax the peo- 
ple; and a very popular way of taxing the people, whether you 
call it taxing or robbing them, it makes very little difference, 
for at least it has been a very popular system of getting at the 
pockets of the people, is by means of the tariff; and it occurs to 


| me that the question asked by my friend from the Northwest 
The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Ohio yield to the | 


[Mr. LIND] is highly pertinent under the circumstances. [Laugh- 


It seems to me, how- 


because the Bible deals almost wholly with such questions as the 
tariff—he really ought to know without asking me; but he says 
he would like to know exactly what is the position of the Demo- 
cratic party on the tariff question. 

Mr. DALZELL and other members. No; on free trade. 

Mr. HARTER? On free trade. The Democratic party is in 


| favor of the freest possible trade for the humblest soul under the 
times that the gentleman from Ohio is not confining himself to | 


protection of the American flag. [Applause.] 

Mr. LIND. We have that now, have we not? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HARTER. I say the Democratic party believes 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The point of order is that the gentle- 
man is out of order, according to the ruling of the Chair, in dis 
cussing matters not before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair again appeals to the 
from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] to proceed in order. 

Mr. HARTER. Is not the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
COBB] a little premature? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must undertand that the 
committee are now proceeding under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HARTER. Does the gentleman from Alabama mean to 
have this House understand that the majority of this Democratic 
House are unwilling todiscuss the tariffquestion? [Laughter on 
the Republican side. } 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
will please suspend. 


Mr. HARTER. 


gentleman 


S 


I rise to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] 


Is the Democratic party in your part of the 


country vag 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will please sus- 
pend. Thegentleman from Alabama will state his pointof order. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The only matter before 
mittee is whether we shall pass ae 
priation—— 

Mr. HARTER (interposing). 
nessee; and I want him to get it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There is nothing involved 
cept the question as to whether that particular bill should pass. 
There is no question as to the kind of money we shall pay th 
appropriation in, whether gold, silver, or paper, and any argu 
ment of that question is entirely beyond the purview of the mat 
ter now before the committee. 


this com- 
rtain bill making an appro- 


For the ore from Ten 


} 
‘ntleman 


1 
nere ex 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of ord: 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] has the floor, } 
and can proceed to debate the question. [Laught 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. But, Mr. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can 
the gentleman from Ohio shall say, but 
and appeal to the gentleman to observe it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabana. . that when the 
gentleman has been called to order and immediately proceeds i 


y } 


Chairmat 
not undertake to sa what 


can only repeat ft 


[ respectfully submit 


L ity o 1 mo 


The CHAIRMAN. 


ed 


The Chair can only appeal to the 


in order. The Chair can not underta 
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ticipate and would not anticipate that the gentleman from onio | with so much confusion, and 


would speak out of order. 

Mr. BLAND. It seems to me that the gentleman is entirely 
in order, and I hope he will be allowed to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not assume that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio will speak out of order. 
to the gentleman to proceed in order. 

A MEMBER. I would like to ask 
from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

The CHATRMAN. 
He has occupied forty minutes of his time. 

Mr. HARTER. Havel made a satisfactory and complete an- 
swer to the gentleman from Minnesota |[Mr. LIND]? 

Mr. LIND. 
the Democratic: party w: 
under the United States flag. 
their policy with reference 

Mr. FITHIAN. 
propounded by th« 

Mr. HARTER. 
Mr. FITHIAN. 
der. A point of order has been made, and the Chair has sus- 
tained the point of order, and at the same time allowed the gen- 
tleman to go on when he is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no power to enforce the 
rule except by appealing tomembers to comply with the rule. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Is there no power vested in any officer of the 
House to enforce order? 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope 
tyranny in this House. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will suspend 
until order is procured on the floor. The Chair appeals to mem- 
bers to resume their seats. 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, there seems 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend, and the Chair 
will cause the rule of the House to be read in order that mem- 
bers may know what the rule is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





as to hav« 


We have that now. But what is 
to foreign trade. 

[ make the point of order 
» gentleman is not in order. 
lf this gentleman—— 


that the question 


there will be no such exhibition of 





RULE XIV. 

1. When any member desire r delive 
he shall rise and re tfully address himself to “Mr. Speaker,” and on be- 
ing recognized, may address the House from any place on the floor or from 
the Clerk's desk, and shall confine himself to the question under debate, 
avoiding personality 


3 to speak « 


we & s & * * 

4. Ifany member, in 
shall immediately sitdown, unless permitted, on motion of another member, 
to explain. and the House shall,if appealed to, decide on the case, without 


Gebate; ifthe decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be 
at liberty to proceed, 


be liable to censure or such punishment as the House may deem proper. 
y P 


Mr. BUSHNELL. 
mentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tary inquiry. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. My inquiry is whether the rule just read 
applies toa gentleman who has the floor when there is noSpeaker 
in the chair to address; in other words, whether that rule ap- 
plies in Committee of the Whole ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The same rule that applies in the House 
applies to the Committee of the Whole, as far as practicable. 
The gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
order. 

Mr. HARTER. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a parlia- 


- 
The g 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 
[ say that if the gentleman desires to instruct 
the Chair he should start a night school. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There never has been a time—— 
[Great confusion in the Hall.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I rise 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order. 

Mr.COBB of Alabama. Now, if the Chair pleases, if I under- 
stand the reading of that rule, it is that when the Chair decides 
that a member is out of order he proceeds no further in his argu- 


will be in order. 
to a point of order. 


ment but he takes his seat, and if it is ruled that he is in order he 
may proceed. If it is ruled that he is not in order, he does not 
proceed; and yet for nearly an hour we have been going along 


with the gentleman from Ohio willfully and deliberately violating 
the rule his House against the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. HARTER. The gentleman undoubtedly confounds the 
House with tl Committee of the Whole. 


BLAND. rise to a point of order. I understand there 
is one rul ere that does not apply in the House. 
Mr. HARTER | have the floor, sir 
The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible to transact public business 
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He simply appeals | 


The gentleman simply stated that the policy of | 
t >free and untrammeled trade | 





[ insist that the Chair enforce the rule of or- | 


‘Yr any matter to the House, | 


peaking or otherwise, trangress the rules of the House, | 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order: in which case he | 


but not otherwise; and, if the case require it, he shall | 





entleman will state his parliamen- | 
| to make in addition to having the rule read is this: In Com- 


The gentleman will state the point of | 


. 
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the Chair again appealsto members 
to preserve order. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I demand that the —— 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a point of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr.BLAND. Therule which applies to the House doesnot ap- 
ply when the House is in Committee of the Whole. Wheninthe 


how long the gentleman | House the Speaker can call a member to order and he may make 


| him take his seat, but Ido not think that such a rule applies 
The gentleman is entitled to one hour. | 


here. I think that when a member addresses the Chair he has 


| aright to proceed, and I do insist that the gentleman from Ohio 


has a right to the floor and to address this House. [Applause.] 
[ was permitted to go on without interruption. No man raised 
any objection or point of order while I was addressing this com- 
mittee. [Cries of ‘‘That is right.”] And I do think, Mr. Chair- 
man, that as I had addressed this committee upon the same line 
that the gentleman from Ohio is addressing it and raised the 
same questions without interruption he should be permitted to 
reply without interruption. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. A point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. But before the Chair 
causes the rule to be read I desire to speak to the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Missouri in his suggestion that 
the rule does not apply.to the Committee of the Whole. In the 
Committee of the Whole an ordinary and recognized amendment 
is to move to strike out the last word; and it is of course impossi- 


The Chair will cause another rule to be 


| ble for a gentleman to address himself to that amendment, which 


is practical legislation. It is understood to be a mere parlia- 
mentary motion, under which matters can be discussed that are 
not germane to the pending question. It has always been held 
that in the Committee of the Whole there is alatitude of debate 
that is entirely foreign to the rules of debate in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. I would like to submit if that does not 
apply only when appropriation bills are under consideration. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Thisis an appropriation; 
that is exactly what itis. It is to pay the repbesentatives of a 
loyal gentleman for some things that were taken away from him 
without his consent and to his damage. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Butitappliesto general appropriation 
bills only, does it not? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. 
propriation bills, but to other bills. 

Mr. HARTER. I ask the Chairman to permit me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





It applies not only to ap- 


8. The rules of proceeding in the House shall be observed in Committees of 
the Whole House so far as they may be applicable. 


The CHAIRMAN. The only statement that the Chair desires 
mittee of the Whole it has usually been the custom to allow very 
considerable latitude of debate, and, as stated by the gentleman 
from Kentucky |[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE}, amendments purely formal 
in their character are there offered and debate had upon them, 
which debate sometimes takesa very wide scope. Butatthe same 
time, the rules which govern debate in the House are applicable 
to debate in the Committee of the Whole. The Chair therefore 
sustains the point of order made by the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. CoBB}, so far as what has been said by the gentleman from 
Ohio[Mr. HARTER] isconcerned; but the Chair can not anticipate 
that the gentleman from Ohio will goon to make any statement 
that is not in order, and therefore the gentleman from Ohio, be- 


| ing entitled to the floor, will be allowed to proceed; but the 


Chair again appeals to him to proceed in order. 

Mr. HARTER. If there is any objection to the discussion of 
the tariff question in this House, I trust that it will not come from 
the State of Alabama or from the Democratic side; for if the 
Democrats want to run away from this tariff question they can 
not take me.along with them in their retreat. [Laughter.] I 
have not retreated from this question in thirty years, and if I 
live another thirty years I will never run up the white flag upon 
it. Now,a gentleman has asked me aquestion, and I want to ex- 
plain why I consider this discussion pertinent. I understand, in 
a very roundabout way, indeed, that this claimant in Tennessee 
has concluded that if we give him this appropriation he will move 
to Minnesota, and he has a faint idea that when he is living up 
there in Minnesota he may want to buy some binding twine 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But the man is dead. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. Well, his heirs, administrators, or assigns. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of 


order. 
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Mr. HARTER. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will start 
a night school if he thinks any is needed for the presiding of- 
ficer. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, if ] do, I certainly will not em- 
ploy the gentleman as an instructor’ [Laughter.] : 

Mr. HARTER. You certainly will not if you pay me in free 
silver. [Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss} 
will state his point of order. ‘ ' 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. [If it is the pleasure of the Committee 
of the Whole that this discussion shall go on I have no disposi- 
tion to stop it; it is only because I have observed the repeated 
refusal of the gentleman from Ohio, when called toorder, to obey 
the order of the Chair, that I have interfered. I make the point 


of order that the gentleman is not discussing the question before |~ I do not doubt he believes every word he 


the committee. I will, however, if that is desired, ask general 
consent that we discuss free silver for the balance of this day. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. HARTER. We are now on the tariff. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Or the tariff either. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] 
has the floor, but the Chair appeals to him to proceed in order. 

Mr. HARTER. I trust that the gentleman from Alabama will 
not insist upon retreating from the tariff question, even for the 
sake of discussing free silver. Now, if the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. LIND] recognizes where he stands in this mélée, and 
if he can recall his question, I will endeavor to answer it. 

Mr. LIND. I have suggested the question twice already. 

Mr. HARTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIND. The gentleman has already attempted to state 
what the views of the Democratic party are with reference to 
home trade, but I asked him to state what its views were with 
reference to foreign trade—free trade. 

Mr. HARTER. IthoughtIhad done that pretty fully already, 
but I always rather crowd the Democratic position on that ques- 
tion. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, the position of the Democratic 
party on the question of the tariff is this 

Mr. LIND. Free trade is the word. 

Mr. HARTER. Well, free trade. Our position is this, that 
every American citizen is entitled to the most absolute free trade 
with every inhabitant of the globe, only limited by the amount 
of tariff that is necessary to conduct the Government, and that a 
cent, a dollar, a hundred dollars, or any other sum taken out of 





the pocket of a citizen under the guise of a law which is worded | 


in such a way as to give the impression that the tax is levied for 
the benefit of the public Treasury—thatevery penny so taken out 
of the citizen’s pocket and which does not go direct to the public 
Treasury, but which is diverted into the pockets of the manufac- 
turers of the country, is taken from him by robbery. And now, be- 
fore I take my seat, I have to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
a question. I am not a Yankee, and only claim the right of a 
Dutchman when I ask the gentleman a question now, having an- 
swered his fully. I ask him to state here, so that his constitu- 
ents may read it to-morrow morning in the newspapers, whether 
he indorses the McKinley bill? 

Mr. LIND. I voted for it. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. HARTER. Thatisnotwhat lasked. Iask you to answer 
a manly question ina manly way. 4 

Mr. LIND. Is there any higher or better way of indorsing a 
measure than to vote for it on this floor? 

Mr. HARTER. [ask you to answer my question like a man. 
I tried to so answer yours. Do you now indorse the McKinley 
bill? 

Mr. LIND. Ido asa whole, most unqualifiedly; and I will de- 
fend my position against you or any other man. 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, much to my own satisfaction 
I now give up my place on the floor. 

Mr. WASHINGTON addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I reserved a portion of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
recognizes the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] 
in charge of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to offer an amendment to this bill, and 
I propose to discuss it either now or some other time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has reserved his time, 
and will be recognized hereafter. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, after all this discussion 
of matters having no relation to this case, I think it would be 
unfair to the legal representatives of a poor claimant who has 
been dead many years to keep this claim in a state of suspense 
any longer. I hope, therefore, we shall proceed to vote on this 
bill, and we can afterwards discuss these general questions. | 
move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to amend by providing that the amount 
appropriated in the bill be paid in silver dollars. 
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| silver shall be a dollar. 


The gentleman did so; but the Chair now | 
| have it coined into a dollar, and if it b 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has a right 
to offer an amendment to the bill 





Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, | propose to occupy only a few 
moments. The gentleman from Ohio |Mr. HARTER] seems to 
have the idea that my allusion to him in connection with his busi- 


ness occupation was intended as a personal reflection or a re- 
flection upon his honesty as a gentleman. It was not. In what 
I stated I assumed that the gentleman probably occupied one re- 
lation to this question, while the pensioners, many of them, might 
occupy another, especially the taxpayers. I assumed that he 
might occupy a position on this question as a man having an in 
come fixed in bonds and mortgages; that therefore he might 
take a particular view of this question and feel acertain i est 
in it that he believed was right. 
says. But I be 


that the pensioners whom he is undertaking to warn about t! 
free-coinage bill may have a different view, and that as this cir- 
cular*has been sent to pe i. different ' the United 
States and as they are sending letters and telegrams here every 
day in response to this circular, [ thoughtit proper the 
be a fair understanding as to wher 





nsioners parts « 
‘e should 
this circular came from 
to the interest which the gentleman has in the appeal which he 
has sent out, the position which he occupies with reference to 
the money question. That was my object, and my sole t 
not toreflect upon the gentleman. 

He talks of class legislation. I want to know where in tl 
history of this Government there was ever class legislation mor 
infamous than the demonetization of silver which took place in 
1873, in order to make incomes and bonds and mortgages payabl 
in gold, and gold only? Yet my friend from Ohioand those who 
stand with him insist strenuously that that wrong should not be 
righted; that silver, which was at a par then with gold, because 
it had access full and free to the mints, may not again have such 
access making it at a par with gold. When the gentleman ques- 
tioned, not my honesty, but my intelhigence in connection with 
this subject, I propounded to him an inquiry which he never 
answered, which he never touched upon; that was how it was 
possible for him toexplain his inconsistency in maintaining that 
when the silver-miner or the bullion-owner takes 70 cents worth 
of silver bullion to the mint and has it coined he receives in re- 
turn a dollar of 100 cents; yet the moment that the dollar thus 
coined passes to the pensioner it goes right back to its value as 
bullion—70 cents! 

The gentleman maintained in substance that the silver dollar 
in the hands of the miner orthe bullion-owner is worth 100 cents, 
but the moment it goes into the pocket of some one i 
worth only 70 cents! I confess I have not the a 
derstand how this can be, and the gentleman with all his abilit, 


, as 


obier 


else it is 


stuteness to un- 


has failed entirely to give any answer to my question on th 
point, or even to notice it. 
And not only that, Mr. Chairman, the fact is that by the de- 


monetization of silver the fixed incomes, the bonds and mort 
gages of the country, were made 30 per cent more valuable than 
before, so the taxpayers have been saddled with that debt all of 
these years; and when we undertake now to restore silver to its 
proper condition by free coinage, and recite the history of France, 
which for eighty-odd years has maintained free coinage and a 
parity of the metals, when this country, bigger than four Frances 
undertakes to do the same thing, we are told that it is foolish 


et) 


| silly, and that it will work great harm. 


The title ‘‘standard metal” means the gold and silver bullion. 
These constitute the standard. It is the bullion that constitut 
the money. You declare that so much bullion shall be a dollar. 
You make the dollar the unit of value. The stamp of the Gov 
ernment is simply the evidence of its weight, of its 
its purity. The law declares that a certain number of grains of 

[t is the bullion that constitutes the dol- 
lar. That is the money, and the stamp of the mint on it simply 
is a certificate of its weight and fineness. Why? Because the 
man who has the bullion, the gold bullion, can go to the mint and 


fineness, of 


» silver, coined in the sam: 


way,itisalsoadollar. It has the stamp of the Government upon 
it, and he will not take less than a dollar for it. 


All the bullion is at once placed on a parity with gold, and th 


30 per cent difference is destroyed the moment you re1 etiz 
silver. The gold-miner will lose probably 15 or 20 per cent on 
his gold. for he now has the monopoly, and gold will so dow 

somewhat, while probably the miners of silver will be benefited 





for silver will be advanced and the two metals will touch par 1 
way. f tl ver bullion is remonetized, then the dollar of 
and silver, the dollar of so much in weight of either metal. 
constitute the unite of value, and you can take r silv ) 
iint and have the stamp of the Government p 

dence its weight and fineness, and the legal-tend \ 

same value toeach. The silver do iar then } q t 
dollar. We are able to use all we can coin of the silver and 
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But we are told about the “‘dump of silver” from Europe. Mr. 
Chairman, this isan absurdity. Talk of our fiat giving a certain 
value to the silver of the world! Can anything be more ridicu- 
lous? It is the silver circulating to-day at a par with gold by the 
fiat of the nations using it that gives it its value. We simply 
give a fiat to the small amount that may possibly come to our 
mints. And vet the gold men hold out the idea that the silver- 
miner takes his 70 cents’ worth of silver to the mint and gets 
100 cents in silver for it. This is the kind of argument that we 
have been treated with, and we are told that it is a robbery of 
the people to the extent of 30 cents onevery dollar. It is justin 
keeping with all the misleading arguments that we have been 
treated to upon this subject. 

The gentleman from Ohio himself never mentioned it. 
too shrewd to allude to it. I give him credit for it. 
he could not answer it. 
only argument they do use. 
fallacy 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the fraud committed in 1873 has been 
proven to be a conspiracy of the foreign governments and the 
creditors here to get rid of silver, shown to be a regular con- 
spiracy and fraud practiced on the taxpayers of this country. 


A moment’s re flection will show its 


And yet if a gentleman on this floor undertakes to denounce that | 


fraud and advocates a remedy for it, if he is a Democrat, his party 
is going to destruction because of it! 

Mr. Chairman, as a Democrat from Missouri I can vote for free 
silver and go to my constituents and tell them I voted for it will- 
ingly and gladly. They will not vote against the Democratic 
ticket because some gentleman from New York, or Kentucky, or 
Ohio, or Indiana, or anywhere else votes against it. And I ask 
you on what principle can you say you are going back on the 
Democratic party because you vote for free silver? Is that De- 
mocracy? Is that the principle of the Democratic party? Are 
you compelling me to give up my views; am I to surrender the 
platform of my State and*distriét and my opinions and beliefs? 
Am I to give up all of these simply because a man here will not 


vote my ticket unless I do give up all these things? What non- | 


sense; what cowardice and skulking! Mr.C hairman, that is not 
my view of the principles of the Democratic party. I know the 
party better than that. If the Democratic party has come to 
that pass let us know it. If that is to be the standard of Democ- 
racy let us understand it, and the sooner the better. But, sir, 
it has come to no such pass as that. 

But gentlemen who are here opposing free coinage make these 
threats to intimidate us. They want to defeat the bill, and it 
would defeat the Democratic party, they say, unless we postpone 
it. I donot believe it. I believe this is simply a@ scarecrow by 
which they seek to intimidate somebody. I hope the Democrats 
in this House will have the manhood to stand to their pledges to 
their peonle; that they will stand to them like men, or their con- 
stituents will know the reason why. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] If I went to my home and told my people I had 
voted to postpone this bill, that I had done it in the interest of 
the Democratic party, after pledging them that I would come 
here and vote for it, why they would ask me ‘‘ What is the mat- 
ter with you? Your reason may be good to you, but we do not 
understand that that is a good reason. Now, my friend, if we 
send you back again will you vote for it?” ‘‘Oh, yes.” 

Well, then, if I were in their place I would say, ‘‘ I want some 
bond, some security. I want to put you under oath. do not 
know whether you W ill or not.” And I would think they ought 
to have some security. If we are to come here as representa- 
tives and carry out the wishes of our people, then our business 
as Congressmen is to legislate. Weare not making platforms; 


it is not our business to nominate Presidents, butour business is | 


to come here and legislate in an orderly way, and to give every 
question a fair consideration, and let every man, Republican or 
Democrat, vote upon it as he pleases. 

When we transcend that and resolve ourselves into a body of 
politicians, and undertake to dictate platforms and issues, to say 
who shall run for the Presidency, we simply are outside of our 
duty, and our constituents will say so when we go home. Leave 


those questions to the Democratic conventions, to the great | 


masses of the Democratic people. They will settle the issues for 


us in their platforms. Our business here is to legislate, to carry | 


out the will of the people who sent us here; and the man who 
fails to doit, if his constituents are men, will want a record of it, 
and will want to know the reason why. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Inow renew my motion that this bill 
be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offered an 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move that the bill be reported back 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 


He was | 
He knew 
And yet that is the argument-and the | 


WASHINGTON] moves that the bill be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. As many as are in favor will say ‘‘ aye”—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The House wastaking a vote before the 
gentleman was recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was rising. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. What is the ruling of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair recognizes the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that there is a question of fact here that ought 
to be determined. I will state it, and I think my friend will see 
the propriety of the committee rising and leaving this — r 
| until next Friday afternoon. The question of fact is this: I see 
that the gentleman and myself differ squarely in regard to it. 
There are certain portions of this claim that have been paid, 
amounting to $6,819.98. The full amount of the bill is $18,136.57. 
Now, if that whole bill went before the Quartermaster-General, 
and he allowed $6,819.98, it is very obvious that there was suf- 
ficient reason for rejecting the balance of the claim. In other 
words, my friend will see that this party had his day in court. 

The State of Tennessee was excluded in the first place from 
the operation of what is known as the 4th of July law. The gen- 
tleman of course will understand what I mean. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If the gentleman will allow me to in- 
terrupt him just for a minute, as he makes this point I would 
like to answer him right there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what I want to do, to make my point 
clear. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
ters. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Soon after the war the State of Tennessee be- 
came entitled to the benefit of the 4th of July law, a law, as gentle- 
men know, which was enacted on the 4th of July, 1864. That law 
| authorized any claimant who had been loyal during the war to 
present his claim before the Quartermaster-General for adjust- 
ment for all supplies taken and property used, ete., during the 
| war. This was a very valuable opportunity, for the reason that 

the law gave the Quartermaster-General ample facilities for the 
adjustment of these claims. He sent out agents at the expense 
of the Government and obtained testimony both for the claimant 
and against the claimant. 

Now it is very obvious that this claim was adjusted finally 
under that 4th of July law by the Quartermaster-General; and 
instead of allowing the full amount of $18,136.57, he allowed cer- 
tain items of it. He allowed items No.1, No. 2, and No. ‘24. 
In other words, he allowed the first item of the claim and the 
last item of the claim, which was the largest item, amounting 
to over $5,000, and rejected the balance of the claim. Now I 
want to know why he rejected the balance of that claim. Gen- 
tlemen must remember that at one time the question was con- 
stantly raised, ‘‘ Do you propose to debar your citizens from the 
right of having some tribunal to adjust their demands against 
the Government?” But that question can no longer b2 raised. 

The 4th of July law upon one side and the Southern Claims 
Commission upon the other side opened up facilities for consid- 

,eration of all claims of this kind which were fairly entitled for 
consideration upon the part of all claimants against the United 
States. So that this party, according to my theory of the case, 
has had his day in court. He has been paid something over 
$6,000 of that claim. The balance has been rejected. Nowe] ask 
my friend from Tennessee to let this matter go over until the 

| next session, so that we can ascertain upon what grounds the 
balance of that claim was rejected. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, the statement of fact as 
made by my honored and distinguished friend from Indiana[Mr. 
HOLMAN] is by no means borne out by the papers in this case, 
which he has not examined. His theory is beautiful, but it will 
not hold water when applied to practice. I say, with a knowl- 
edge of these papers upon my desk which have come from the 
War Department and from the Court of Claims, that the Quar- 
termaster-General, when he allowed items 1, 2, and 24, amount- 
| ing to $6,819, did not have the other items of this bill under 

consideration at all; that the Quartermaster-General never re- 
jected these other items on their merits or under any interpre- 
tation of the law of July 4, 1864. 

[ will tell the gentleman and tell the committee how it hap- 
pens that the Quartermaster-General did allow the four items 
aggregating $6,819. The attorney who was employed by Mr. 
Duncan in 1865 or 1866 presented to the Quartermaster -General 
a claim for these items 1, 2, 4,5, and 24, along with some other 

| matters not embraced in this bill, and the claim was allowed and 

paid. Here they are inthese papers. The attorney at thattime 

did not press the claim for the bricks, lumber, and other material¢ 

which the army board found had been taken and used, and for 


Do not obscure it then with other mat- 
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which the army board recommended the payment. Thatclaim was 
not brought for two or three years, and when it was brought Quar- 
termaster-General Meigs rejected it, not on its merits, but because 


he was not satisfied that the loyalty of the claimant had been es- | 


tablished, although the claimant had collected, as this paper 
shows, not only these five items, but two or three other items. 
He had collected aclaim for horses and other property taken 
and used by the United States troops. He was paid for hay and 
for other property taken at the time this other property was 
taken; and the gentleman from Indiana might just as well claim 
that those things ought not to be paid for as any other part of 
this claim. 

It all hangs together, and I say again that the other items 
passed by the Court of Claims were not rejected by the Quarter- 
master on their merits, or because he had no right to consider 
them under the act of July 4, 1864. He rejected the claim for 
their payment entirely on the ground that he was not satisfied of 
the loyalty of the claimant. Why, upon this point I have here in 
these papers half a dozen aftidavits by Gen. Negley, Gen. Rose- 
crans, and other able and honorable officers of the Federal Army 
testifying tothe fact that Mr. Duncan entertained them at his 
house during the whole time they were in Nashville, and that 
his family assisted the Union troops in every way in their power 
after they got possession of Nashville in February, 1862. The 
gentleman from Indiana I say does not fully comprehend the 
facts in this claim. 

I now renew my motion, Mr. Speaker, that this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was afraid my friend would not compre- 
hend this. This account was made up in the regular way. The 
regular way was for the Quartermaster’s Department to order an 


investigation. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The commander there ordered this in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the Quartermaster-General’s Depart- 


ment would do it; it would be done through that department: it 
was ordered by the Quartermaster. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
made by an army board. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But at last it is made up,by the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department. They make up the account. “That account 
embraces, for instance, 20,000 cedar pickets, $416.60. Now, that 
has been paid for. 
$183.33.” That has been paid. Next for ‘‘ cedar fence inclosing 
house and garden, $296.66.” Thathas been paid for. Then there 
is the general item No. 24, destruction by cutting 600 trees, ever- 
green, etc., $5,923.33, making altogether $6,819.98 of that running 
account that was paid by the Quartermaster-General. Now, my 
friend must ste that these are only parts of the findings of this 
commission to which the subject was referred. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me to take 
that kink out of his mind? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish you would. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. You find here numbered a lot of items 
in the bill presented to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Wai 
1, 2,3, and 4. Now, these numbers were placed there by the at- 
torney when he took the case to the Court of Claims. They were 
not put down in this order in any claim filed in the Quartermas- 
ter-General’s office whatever. They were never numbered at all 
until the attorney took this case to the Court of Claims. They 
were not numbered when this claim was filed by Mr. Walsh, the 
attorney, in 1866, asking for payment for these cedar posts, for 
425 bushels corn, 84 tons of hay, and 4,000 bundles of oats. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. This man was absolutely ruined. His 
house on his farm, 2 miles from Nashville, was worth at least 
$40,000 when he entertained Gen. Rosecrans, Gen. Thomas, and 
Gen. Negley, and other Federal officers, and his property was 
wiped out absolutely, His widow and children are here now, 
simply asking to be paid for the bricks and lumber of the build- 
ings that were used to protect the Union soldiers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend misapprehends this account. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No, I do not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Letussee. The board authorized by Gen. 
Thomas made the following report as to the property of the claim- 
ant: 

The board, having maturely deliberated upon the testimony adduced, is of 
opinion that the damages sustained to the property of A. J. Duncan was done 
by United States troops, and do hereby assess the damages asset forth in the 
following bill: 

Then come theitems. The first is, ** No. 1, 20,000 cedar picket 
fencing, $416.66." That was paid, my friend says. 
item is, ‘‘ Front fence, of cedar, $183.33." 
the same account. Then comes" 
$150.” That was notpaid. Then comes *‘ Cedar fence, inclosing 
house and garden, $296.66." That was paid. And the account 
goes along in a series of items down to No. 24. When we come 
to No. 24 we find that to be ‘* Destruction by cutting 600 trees, 
evergreens, etc., $5,923.33." That was paid. Therefore, it ap- 


The second 
That also was paid in 
Stone column, caps, and butts, 


| pears the first item was paid, the second item was paid, the fourth 


| item was paid, and the twenty-fourth item was paid. 


Now, my 
friend must see that these other items which were ‘rejected 
were a portion of the same bill, or, if he will listen to me, I will 
convinces him. This board, appointed by order of Gen. Thomas 
to examine this matter, reported as follows: 


We do hereby certify that the damages awarded as set forth in our bill at 


| $18,136.57 as being a correct and just statement in conformity with the evi 


It was ordered by Gen. Thomas and | 


The next item is item 2, ‘* front fence of cedar, | 


dence before us 
CHARLES C. MCNEELY 
itucky Cavalry Volunteers and President of the Board 
J.G. MACADAMS. 
Sixth Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers 
W.S. STACY, 
ity-eiqghth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry 


Capt Serenth Ke 


Lieut 
Lieut Seve 


Now, my friend sees that according to the report made by his 
own committee portions of this very bill were paid and portions 
of it were rejected, because it is clear that it must have been all 
one bill. 

Mr. EVERETT. Were the items that were paid and those 
that were not paid all in one account? 

Mr. HOLMAN. All in one account. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. They were in one finding by the army 
board, but they were not presented together to the Quartermas- 
ter-General. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend is mistaken about this claim. He 
does not want to see injustice done any more than I do. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No: and I donot want to let you do in- 


| justice. 


a moment; they are numbered | 


Now, | 


these items are not in this bill; and if the gentleman will have | 


patience with me a moment I will state that these items 1, 2, 4, 
and 24 would not have been in this bill at all if the present at- 
torney in this case, Mr. Sands, of the District of Columbia, could 
have had access to the papers on file in the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral’s office and been able to satisfy himself as to their having 
been paid. Mr. Duncan had written him a letter, a little prior 
to his death, ordering him not to put those items in his claim. 

These items would not have been presented if he had been able 
to ascertain that they had been paid as part of the claim which 
was filed by Mr. Walsh. But the Department, under its rule, 
would not give him access to those papers; therefore he could 
not ascertain that those items had been paid; hence they were 
included again and went before the court, and were passed upon 
by the court, and the court found forthe whole thing. Then Mr. 
Sands got up with these papers and presented the letter from 
Mr. Duncan, stating that these items had been paid for, and on 
Mr. Sands’s motion the court struck out items 1, 2, 4, 5, and 24, 
and found for everything except these items, and they have been 
eliminated from this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then there is another account here— 
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Mr. HOLMAN. A part of this claim was paid and another 
part was rejected. ‘The items that were rejected and those that 
were paid were in the same account. Now, there are $63,000,000 
ofclaims of this class. They have been overhauled and over- 
hauled again and again, gone over as men thrash chaff to get out 
the last grain of wheat, and, unpleasant as the duty is of objecting 
to these bills, for one I believe it to be my duty as a Representa- 
tive in Congress to know exactly what moneys are being taken 
from the public Treasury, and I do not see how any Representa- 
tive here can shrink from that duty. 

There is no duty, sir, so unpleasant to me as criticism of these 
bills. I have been performing it for a great many years, and | 
would be very glad to shrink from it if I could conscientiously 
do so; but I believe that my friend from Tennessee misapprehends 
thiscase. I believe that the whole of this claim must have gone 
before the Quartermaster-General in one bill, and that he rejected 
all but these items, amounting to six thousand and odd dollars, 
which were paid, and I want to know, and this committee ought 
to know, why those other items were rejected. 

Mr. MALLORY. Can the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WASHINGTON | tell us why those items were rejected? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Of course, Mr. Chairman, in the con- 
fusion that has prevailed here to-day it has been difficult for 
many gentlemen to hear the reply that I made to my friend from 
Indiana, but I will attempt to repeat it now, so that it may be 
heard at least by those around me. The items that were paid 
were presented, in this claim which [ hold in my hand, by the 
original attorney of Mr. Duncan, a man named Walsh, 
diately after the war. 

Mr. MALLORY. As separate items. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. As separate items from those that ar 
now gathered together with them in the finding of the Court o 
Claims. Along with them were claims for w 
hay, for provender. 


imme- 


ood. for horse ct 
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Now, if the position taken by my friend is correct, all these 
items ought to have been broughtintothis finding. But having 
sifted th« papers I say again that the Quartermaster-General 
did not reject any of the items in this bil] upon their merits or 
demerit [ state further that the articles which, as the report 


] 


‘e paid for, would not have been included in this claim 


r 





which was filed before the Court of Claims if the present attor- 
ney could have got at the infor mation on file in the War Depart- 
ment showing that those five items aoe been ane d. 


Mr. COX of Tennessee. When this claim was presented to the 
Quartermaster-General were the items, which it now appears 


w I 








have been paid, before him at all? 

WASHINGTON. Not at all. Any gentleman who has 
had any experience in connection with claims of this kind knows 
that in our part of the country it was frequently the case that a 
claim for « horse was presented and pressed and paid, while a 
cla o or three other horses, a claim originating at about 
the e, was necessarily laid over twoor three or five years 


longer. Thus it happens here that items which have been paid 


are included in the same measure with those which have not been 
paid 

Mr. KILGORE. When this claim was presented to the Quar- 
ermaster’s Department or to the officers who were sent down to 
that country the entire claim had then‘accrued, had it not? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. At thetime the army board made their 
examination the claim of course had accrued, otherwise they 
could not have made their examination. 

KILGORE. And at that time only a part of thisclaim was 
presented and allowed? 


Mr. WASHINGTON. A part was not pressed then; why, I 
cén not say. 
Mr. KILGORE. If these parties refused or declined to pre- 


sent these items when the other items were presented and paid, 


\ they not thereby estopped from presenting later the items 
they at that time failed tourge? Didthey not show by their con- 
duct their belief that they were not entitled to these other items: 


that the money which they received was ample payment? Was 
that the reason why these other items were not paid? 
Ir. WASHINGTON. The gentleman ought not to ask such 


a tion as that 

M KILGORE. I think I ought. 

j WASHINGTON. These parties were seeking a hearing 
A { tin 

Ir. KILGORI Why did they not present the various items 
of their claim all together? 

ir. WASHING TON. That I can nottell. Mr. Duncan has 
been dead for twelve or fourteen year: [ can not answer such 


questions : he gentle man has put : If Mr. Duncan had received 


@ just hearing in the Court of Claims a. he died he could 

have answered all questions of that kind. But his children, be- 

rs, and his widow being unac Sanaa with the business 

affairs « ‘husband, there was no one to answer these ques- 

tions as 1 hy the attorney pressed part of the claim at one time 
and delayed pressing the balance. 

aire mstar ces ought to satisfy this committee and the 

H f is aj laim. Ithas passed the scrutiny of the 

( rt of ( s. On the finding of factthe court states there is 


ntatives of my constituent $10,831.99. 


i preser 
(1 ms to me this is as far as we need go, provided we are satis- 
fied b vestigation, as the court was and as the Committee on 
War Claims was, that this claimant was loyal and that these 
supplies we taken and used by the United States Army. 
KILGORE, I understar id the gentleman to say that the 
( of Claims has passed on these several matters submitted 
te under the Bowman act and hen: found that there is due the 
Duncan estate something over $10,000? 


WASHINGTON. Yes, sir. 


KILGORE. Is itnotafact that the Court of Claims under 
1 vas forbidden to determine the liability of the Govern- 
-.WASHINGTON. They could notrender judgment against 

ew nt 
KILGORE. They were not permitted to determine any 
‘ ( ( aw such as is involved in the liability of the Govern- 

vent. That is a matter for Congress. 

Mr. WA SHING’ [TON. The Court of Claims could not say 
ther we should pay the claim, but could only pass on the 
\ KILGORE. Pass on the question as to the articles taken 

a I value. 
WASHINGTON. Certainly, and the loyalty of the claim- 
a they have done. Their report —_ back 
he » be a lor rejected by us. Thousands of such cases 
have been acted on here during the last few years; and in spite 
of what my fri 1 Indiana says about $60,000,000 piling up, 
thousends of t claims must be acted on in thefuture. I know 
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it pains his kindly heart to oppose any man’s private measure; 
but during nearly five years’ experience > in this Hall [have never 
seen a little bill come up appropriating a few dollars to a con- 
stituent of any gentleman on this floor when my friend from In- 
diana, if present, did not suppress all the kindliness of his nature 
and fight such claim to the bitter end, provided it did not carry 
an appropriation to his own district. 

Now, I know it fills him with regret and that he feels very 
much hurt at having to vote against this or any such measure of 
private relief. But if it gave me so much pain as it gives him I 
think, Mr. Chairman, that I would retire tobe cloak room, or per- 
haps to some other place of convenient access, and soothe my 
wounded feelings in the best way possible. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Let me call the attention of my 
friend from Tennessee to a fact that he neglected to mention in 
this cOnnection. He says that he never has known a claim the 
gentleman from Indiana did not oppose. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Except from his own State. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. He did not oppose the Aguilla 
Jones claim the other day. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, I suppose he was not here, or because 
it was from his State. But that bears out exactly what I have 
said heretofore. It strengthens the case. [Laughte r.] He did 
not fight thatclaim. Here comes additional testimony to sup- 
port my statement. I want to do full and exact justice to my 
friend from Indiana, and I must say that he did not oppose that 
case, although it did not come from his own district, but it did 
come from the district of a friend and colleague of his, an adjoin- 
ing district in his own State. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I hope 
this committee will bear these facts in mind when on their ears 
fall the scathing criticism or the insinuating logic of my distin- 
guished and good friend from Indiana in opposition to claims of 
this character. 

But, sir, it does seem to me that this case has been sufficiently 
heard and is sufficiently understood to get a vote on the original 
proposition that I submitted, to lay the bill aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It would afford me a great deal of pleasure, 
Mr. Chairman, to agree with my friend from Tennessee. But I 
will say this to him, that if he thinks proper to let this matter 
go over until next Friday as unfinished business before the com- 
mittee, and it appears on an examination on facts obtained by a 
letter addressed by either of us—— 

Mr. KILGORE. There is no quorum present, anyhow. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know that. ButIsay if it appears in re- 
sponse to a letter addressed to the Quartermaster-General that 
only four items were adjudicated upon and the balance of the mat- 
ter was not before him I[ will ches fully vote for his measure. If, 
on the other hand, it shall appear that all of the bill, except the 
six or seven thousand dollars, was before the Quartermaster and 
the balance of the claim rejecte d for satisfactory reasons 
Mr. WASHINGTON, Other than loyalty. 
Mr. HOLMAN (continuing). For f 
course presents a very different case. 


Mr. COX of Tennessee. Let me ask the gentlemana question. 





, reasons, that of 





Your point of objection is that a part of the claim was rejected 
Dy the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. That the whole claim was presented 
and a part allowed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is what I wanted to ascertain. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Now, what will you do with the point 
that it went before the Court of Claims and they recognized that 
which the Quartermaster had not paid? 

Mr. HOLMAN. But we have not the record of the court be- 
fore us, and besides the Court of Claims had no jurisdiction. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. But if they found that the Quarter- 
master did not reject lt, it is a finding of fact, is it not? 

Ir. HOLMAN. But we have no such record before us, I re- 
peat, and I ask my friend from Tennessee to move that the com- 
mittee now rise, and if it does not appear that the whole claim 
was acted upon by the Quartermaster-General, I will cheerfully 
support the bill. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee whether there is not a mistake in the printing on page 
2 of the report. The date of that report of the officers is ‘* Nash- 
ville, May 3, 1885.” But the order directing these officers to 
make the report and appointing them, or directing them to do 
30, is dated the 24th of April, 1865; and General Thomas's ap- 
proval seems to be dated July 30, 1866. Should not that report 
of the board be dated in 1865, May 3, 1865, instead of 1885? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is evidently a typographical 
error. It ought to be 1865, because you will see right above it— 

On the 24th of April, 1865, Maj. Gen. Thomas, commanding the eee 


ment of the Cumberland, appointed a board “to assess the damages inflicted 
' by military occupation upon the property of John Trimble— 


j 





nccpnntd 


* 
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+s : Si al . 
That was another Union man, a case precisely similar to that 

of Duncan— 

and others, and such other parties as may be referred to it by these head- | 

quarters.” ; ; 
The board made the following report as to the property of the claimant's 

intestate. 


And then follows the date ‘“‘ Nashville, May 3, 1885,” which 
should manifestly be ‘‘ 1865.” 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I thoughtso from the rest of the report. 

Now, if that is true, then was not the whole of this bill pre- 
sented to and reported upon by the Quartermaster-General? It 
seems to me if that is the case, then all of these items which 
are here styled ‘‘damages” are not and do not appear to be ar- 
ticles appropriated, or materials appropriated, for the purpose 
of building forts or barracks or anything of that sort. It does 
not appear to be for material, as reported by that board of offi- 
cers. But according to the report itself is for ‘‘ damages sus- 
tained to the property of A. J. Duncan, and as the report goes on 
to specify— 


was done by United States troops, and the board do hereby assess the | 


damages as set forth in the following bill 


And then follows the various items which make up the aggre- 
gate of $18,136.57. 

[It seems to me that that shows that this whole bill went to the 
Quartermaster-General, and that it was refused payment by him, 
except as to the amount of some $6,000 that was paid. The rest of 
the bill seems to stand upon about the same footing now as it 
did then. 

. am not quite sure from this report either upon another point, 
as to how much of this report is a finding of fact by the court and 
how much isareportof the committee. This report of the board 
of officers seems to be embodied in the findings of the Court of 
Claims. I see that the committee rejected some four items. 
Items 1, 2, 4, and 24 were rejected—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Those were paid. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Yes; those were the ones that were paid, 
but items 5, 6, 7. 9, 21, and 22 of the account stated are stricken 
out. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
right. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. By the Committee on War Claims, because 
the Court of Claims had not sufficiently scrutinized the bill that 
was presented. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No; you are mistaken in that assump- 
tion. The Court of Claims did investigate and did find that these 
things had been taken; but the Committee on War Claims, if 
you will read in the latter part of the report, say that they did not 
see of what value a mowing and reaping machine could be to the 
United States on a breastwork, or what use the soldiers could put 
that to. So, take the other items, the four plows and the water 
hose. Of course we can not assume to say what use the Govern- 
ment put those things to, but the Government took them and 
converted them to itsown use. It deprived Mr. Duncan of those 
items, and we have made no complaint because of i 
stricken out. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. But the point that strikes me as peculiar 
is that the Court of Claims in examining this matter and adjudi- 
cating upon it made a finding by which they allowed these five 
items which the committee on further scrutiny have stricken 
out. Now, I donot exactly understand the basis upon which that 
Court of Claims acted in passing upon the justice of these claims. 
It looks to me as though they had been a little careless in the 
matter of those items. The committee certainly seemed to think 
so, and struck them out. If they were so careless as to thos 
items, it destroys my confidence in part in the rest of what the 
Court of Claims recommends to be allowed. 

[ confess that I am not entirely satisfied with the appearance 
of the claim and the evidence that is offered in its favor, taking 
the whole thing together. Ishould be glad to have further light 
on the matter. Iam inclined to think that it would be better to 
have it go over, that the committee had better rise; and I sug- 
gest to the gentleman that the proposition of the gentieman from 
Indiana |Mr. HOLMAN] may perhaps be the best solution of the 
matter. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, if this bill were to go 
over by consent until next Friday or until Friday three weeks, 
not one member out of twenty-five, or out of a hundred I believe, 
would ever look at the report again or trouble himself about the 
matter until it was brought up here for consideration. . I do not 
mean to apply that to my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BUSHNELL] 
who has just taken his seat. Doubtless he would investigate the 
matter further. But to remove his objection in regard to the 
items 5, 6, 7,9, and 21, I will state again what I stated when 


Stricken out by the committee; that is 


their be now 
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we first took up this bill, that the Court of Claims found from | 


the proof on file that all of these items had been taken from Mr. 





Duncan by the Federal forces, and ha n converted to tl] 
of the Army. Uponthat question th ;no doubt whatever. 
| The other question that the Court of Claims has jurisdiction 
over is as to the loyalty of Mr. Duncan. Unless they could be 
satisfied as to hisloyalty, the Court of Claims could not entertain 
any of the items of this bill and « ic 
over any claim that is carried there fre this House. N . the 
| Court of Claims did find that one mov 1ac ipel 
were taken and used, that an it ro is take that 
four plows were taken and used, the ws Only amounting to 
$20—that awater hose and implements were taken a hat 
three pumps and pipes and athroom fixtures were taken and 
used, destroy a. and convert to ne use: we can not sa or 
what. 

[ do not think it falls por lr. Dunean tosa Vnat use 

put to. in tl cons ( ( | 5 Ol Ol fl to pro 
le [ the soldiers, yet wh 1 tl » War A i (Lon I tee sa W 
ao not see exactly what partic ilar b 1 $484 orth o 
items amounted to,” we did not object. All of these items which 
were stricken out by the committee only amount oO $484, and 
the committee said ‘‘ Wedonots vVhat part ular benefit these 
$484 worth of material were to the Government,and therefor 
we recommend that they be stricken out ofthe bill.” They were 
stricken out. 

As to the other items for which we are asking payment, ther 
is absolutely nothing here to show they were not taken and 
used. There has been nothing br ] ip here to show that 
they were not of the val i claimed in Line bill, and there is not] 
ing in opposition to the measure except the assertion of n 
friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], that in his judgment th 
claim had been acted upon by the Quartermaster-Gi al and 
rejected for some cause not shown in the papers. 

Now, here are all the papers, and again I insist t ter having 
carefully and closely scrutinized them, there is nothing anywhere 
to show that Mr. Duncan ever asked the Quart rmaster-General 

| to pay for the value of the material used in the buildings and all 
the other items embraced in this bill except the ones which the 
Court of Claims say had been paid, items1, 2,4, and 24, amounting, 
as repeatedly stated, to $6,819. They are taken out of the bill, 
and that leaves $10,831.99 for the material, brick, and lumber 
used in the house of Mr. Dunean before it was demolished. a 
shown by numerous witnesses to be worth at least that to him. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. How were the buildings demol- 

ed ? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. They were torn down, not as a 
tary necessity. not beeca of their being in the way. but tor? 

) ’ ?. ye ‘ | | ‘ “> ] = Al 

I SS ; +0 T ma 
ria [ presume, was used fo yr 

‘O this material y« ‘ ( ! 
cia rv damage. I 1 ( 

. 1 t, JUST as 
in tl kiln or i LD i ol 
ut torvether Dy m i OL me i i ) 

umber used, just so mu é | 

here fresh from a a tne 

isks Ii the a l S 
Chairman, again [ ask that t i issed ove 
able recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
the gentl ian | m T 

Mr. HOLMAN. O 

Mr. WASHINGTO? 
on that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

T committee do n¢ > 

The CHAIRMAN. TI! 
tleman from Tennesse« 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hop 
self, that the committee do now rise. not int to 1 
[After a pause.| I move that the 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlema 
MAN] moves that the committer 

The question being tak« { ( 
noes seemed to have it 

A division was demands 

The committee divided: and th: ( sf ) 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is very evident that 1 is no 
present. 
~ TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point 
der that there is no quorum present? It do 
quorum for the committee to rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it will be developed on t I t 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I renew my motion, Mr. ( 








1348 


The AIRMAN. The question is on the motion made by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, that this bill be laid aside witha 
favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 


ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there 

HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint as tel- 
lers the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is very evident that there is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. REED. The only 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Re 

Tellers took their places, 

Pending a further count, 

Mr. REED a Mr. Chairman, is it in order to ask unanimous 
consent to locate this claim in Indiana? [Laughter.] 

The C MATRMAN. The Chair did not hear the 
from Maine. 

Mr.REED. Mr.C 
consent to unite thi 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will 
as an amendment. [Laughter.| 

Mr. REED. That is a simple 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Imove 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose: and Mr. MCMILLIN having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON, 
from the Committee of the Whole, reported that that committee 
had had under consideration bills on the Private Calendar and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF 


were—ayes 51. noes 14. 


Indiana makes the 


way to ascertain that is by tellers. 
gular order. 


and reported—ayes 67, noes 6, 


gentleman 


hairman, the gentle man from Indiana might 
sclaim with the claim of Mr. Jones, of Indiana. 
accept the Agquilla Jones claim 


adjustment. 
that the committee do now rise. 


BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a bill on the Calendar 
coming over from the last session, the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

Mr. BYNUM. | do not desire to press that bill. 
nays were ordered on it, and itisevident that there is not a quo- 
rum present, and c propose to move to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection that bill 
will be passed over informally. 

Mr. REED. What is the bill? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The yeas and 


The bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, sr 

Ir. REED. Where was that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with the yeas and nays ordered. 

Mr. REED. When was that? 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. The bill was reporte <i from the 
Committee of the Whole at the last Friday session, and the yeas 
and nays — re ordered, but pending the vote the House adjourned. 

Mr. REED. That was the postmaster at Indianapolis? 

The SP AKER pro tempore. The Chair believes it was. If 
the re be no obje ction the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
will be consi idered as adopted, and io bill will be passed over 
infor mally. [After apause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 





GRADUATED INCOME TAX. 

Mr. WIKE. Mr. Speaker, In order that this House, from 
which so much is expected, might have an opportunity of giving 
expression to its judgment upon the propriety and expediency of 
adopting at this time a graduated income tax to re plenish an ex- 
hausted and depleted if not a bankrupt Treasury, and to aid and 
encourage the cause of tariff reform by supple _ nting any de- 
of necessary revenue that may follow such re ‘form, I have 
introduced and shall ask for the consideration of the following 


Crease 


resolutions 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this House these truths are self-evident 
und beyond - e realm of rational doubt or honest disputation 

First. That the “ tariff is atax,’’ and that such tax must be ultimately paid 
by the consumer 

Second. That, in the language of Senator SHERMAN of Ohio, as declared in 


Senate of the United States, *‘every duty on imported merchandise gives 
nanufacturer an advantage eq ial to the duty. 

Chird. That, in the language of John Quincy Adams's report, made to Con 

ress 1832, ** The « e that duties on imports cheapen the price of the 





art le pon which they are 
mon sense 

Fourth. That, in the lan 
Smith, written 


levied conflicts with the first dictates of com 


ze of that master of economic writers, Adam 
more than a hundred years ago, but which to this day is in- 
controvertible, **The subjects of every state ought to contribute towards the 
support of the government as nearly as possible in proportion to their re- 
spective abilities; that is,in proportion to the revenues which they respect 
ively enjoy under the protection ofthe state; * * * and 


Fifth. That ‘every tax ought to be so contrived as both to take out and 
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| tariff exaction is absolutely 


FEBRUARY 19, 


to keep out of the pockets of the people as little as possible over and above 
| what it brings into the public treasury of the state; ’ 
| maxims of taxation are grossly violated by ie taxation, which 


and, further, that these 


by imposing tariff duties on imported articles necessary and indispensable 


for the consumption of the masses, of the same kind produced or manufac- 


tured in this country, compels the payment by the consumer to the protected 
manufacturer the amount many times over that it carries into the public 
treasury, while the enforcement of these maxims should be invoked to make 
the burden of national taxation rest more easily upon such consumption by 
the masses by transferring a portion of it to capital and by making it rest 
upon the rapidly increasing wealth of the country and upon the unnatural 
and excessive accumulations of trusts, combinations, and gigantic monopo- 
lies 

And believing further that the wicked scheme of the last Congress, aided 
by the Republican Administration, to loot and bankrupt the Treasury by un- 
precedented and unjustifiable appropriations, aggregating over a billion of 
dollars, was designed and carried into execution, for the most part, to make 
a reduction of the burdens of tariff taxation more difficult, if not, indeed, ab- 
solutely impossible. by giving rise to an apparent necessity for greater reve 
nues, and believing firmly that no such nefarious scheme should be counte- 
nanced by this House nor permitted to interfere with the overwhelming 
demand of the people for lower duties and lower prices: Therefore, in the 
language of the resolution unanimously adopted by the Democratic caucus 
of the last House of Representatives, 


Be it resolved, Thatwe.the * * 


members of the House of Representa- 
tives, * * * 


at the beginning of its first session, hereby send greeting to 
the people of the country. the assurance of our continued confidence and de- 
votion to the principles of tariff reform as embraced in President Cleveland's 
message on that subject to Congress, and embodied in the mg: atform of prin 
ciples adopted by the Democratic national convention at Louis in 1888; 
and that we hail with delight the emphatic approval of those principles by 
the people in the recent elections, and pledge them to renew and continue 
in Congress the contest for a reduction of War taxes so ably begun and prose 
cuted by our Democratic Representatives and Senators in former Con 
gresses. 

And tothe end that the public may rest in the confident belief that the per- 
nicious doctrine of protection is being put into the course of ultimate ex- 
tinction, and that the demand and expectation of the people for the continu 
ance of the struggle for tariff reform may be realized, as well as that the 
promises and pledges made to the people in that behalf by the Democratic 
party and its party leaders, in power and out, shall in the utmost of good 
faith be kept and performed: Therefore. 

Be it further resolved, That the Committeeon Ways and Means be, and they 
are hereby, instructed to report as soon as possible such bill or bills as shall 
at once, When enacted, so enlarge the free list, especially as to raw material, 
and so reduce compensatory, specific, and ad valorem tariff duties, as to give 
the public assurance that the policy of the party in power in the House is 
now, and will be in the next campaign, favorable toa sweeping reduction of 
tariff duties on the necessaries of life, and the consequent reduction of war 
prices, and of making that question the paramount issue in the coming and 
all subsequent elections untilthat consummation shall be realized by appro 
priate legislation 

And in order to anticipate or supplement whatever reduction of the public 
revenue that may be reasonably anticipated by the committee in conse- 
quence of any such reduction of tariff duties, and to provide as well for any 
deficit in the Treasury that can not be avoided by a repeal and reduction of 
the profligate and outrageous appropriations of the last Congress, and by the 
application of the rigid principles of retrenchment and economy in public 
expenditures in all the departments of the Government, as outlined in the 
HOLMAN resolutions adopted by this House on the 15th day of last month, the 
said committee is further instructed to report. with such tariff-reduction bill 
or bills, or whenever it shall appear to said committee that additional reve- 
nues shall become necessary from any cause or for any purpose whatever, a 
bill levying an annual graduated income tax on all net incomes in excess of 
%.000, sufficient tosupply any and all deficits that may occur in the Treasury 
from a reduction of the tariff duties hereinbefore mentioned. or from any 
cause Whatsoever that makes additional revenue necessary; such income 
tax to be assessed and collected through the agency of the Internal Revenue 
Bureau in such manner and under such rules and regulations as shall be 
prescribed by the committee in said bill; but no rate of income tax shall be 
less than 3centsin the dollar for the lowest class of incomes above %,000, and 
such rate shall be so graduated as to increase the amount in the dollar rata- 
bly at each increase of #10,000 income above the said $5,000 limitation 
to produce only the amount aforesaid that may become necessary to supply 
the demands of the Treasury 


so as 


The people in the section of the country I represent, and it is 
probably true alsoof the entire South and the Northwest, if not of 
the majority throughout the entire country, believe that the 
adoption of a system of income taxation in lieu of excessive 
essential to the relief of the farm- 
ing, industrial, middle, and poorer classes from the payment of 
an unequal and unjust proportion of the burdens of national 
taxation. 

In the event the present system of taxing the consumption of 
the whole country, inste ad of its property or income, is to be re- 
formed in compliance with the demand of the people so emphat- 
ically expressed at the ballot box in the elections that sent us 
here with such unanimity, then one or the other of two schemes 
of taxation, or the modified ap plication of both, most naturally 
presents itself for a scoptanc e, in connection with the internal- 


| revenue system, to raise the required revenues for the support of 


the Government. 

One of these is such a revision of tariff duties as shall trans- 
form the present system of tariff protection, that absolutely robs 
the consumers of the country of more than a billion dollars an- 
nually and puts that stupendous sum every year into the favored 
pockets and vaults of the protected manufacturers and producers, 
over and above the $220,000,000 taken annually from the pockets 
of the same consumers and turned into the Treasury, into a 
purely revenue tariff that shall give to the Treasury the entire 
benefit of all the money it takes from the pockets of the people 
over and above the cost of collection. The other scheme is the 


| graduated income tax so universally favored by the oppressed 


and tax-ridden masses without regard to party predilections. 
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FARMERS’ ALLIANCE AND LABOR ORGANIZATIONS. 

The Farmers’ Alliance and all the various other agricultural, 
labor, and industrial associations of the United States advocate 
the adoption of the graduated income-tax system, and I have sup- 

sed that a vast majority of the Democratic party, East, West, 


Yorth, and South, are united in believing that that plank in the | 


platforms of these associations is a good one, and one upon which 
we can all stand and act harmoniously; and accordingly we have 
invited and do now invite the members and supporters of all 
these various organizations to join us in making common cause 
in the endeavor to establish a genuine and healthy system of 
tariff reform, as against the promoters of protection and of ex- 
cessive and unjust taxation, from whatever quarter they may 
come. 

IT am one of those, Mr. Speaker, who believe that the griev- 
ances of the farming and industrial classes of this country are 
not overdrawn in their various organizations, if we except from 
consideration the extravaganzas of their cranks and mere camp- 
followers, such as unfortunately gather about and prove hurtful 
to all organizations and parties, as well as to all great reforms 
and enterprises. The principles and platforms of those organi- 
zations and the demands they make for legislative relief and 
recognition are for the most part of a very wholesome character 
and commend themselves strongly to the favorable considera- 
tion of the Democratic party. 

It must be understood, however, there are some differences of 
opinion between these associations existing among themselves, 
as well as between them all and the Democratic faith, that could 
only be adjusted by compromise; but as this is a Government of 
compromises, sustained and upheld by ‘‘ the compromises of the 
Constitution,” which alone make its perpetual existence possible, 
it would seem to be entirely within the range of reasonable prob- 
ability that by no greater concessions on the part of the several 
organizations indicated and the Democratic party than is notice- 
able in the fundamental law of the land, a union of efforts for the 
overthrow of the party of high taxes and bayonet rule may be 
successfully organized for the approaching campaign. 

It is very gratifying to see that such a union 1s contemplated, 
and is in fact being organized throughout the Southern and 
Western States, and it should be encouraged upon this floor: and 
even though nothing further should result from such unit:d 
efforts than the substitution of the income tax for supplying a 
reasonable proportion of the revenues that are now furnished 
by the unjust protective tariff system, at once more than one- 
half of all the grievances of which the agricultural and industrial 
communities complain, would disappear. 

RECIPROCITY AND FREER TRADE 

Republican leaders assure us that under the reciprocity system 
recently adopted the exports of the country to those with which 
reciprocity has been arranged have increased in the last four or 
five months more than 100 per cent, and if this be true what 
might we not expect if the miserable tariff system were entirely 
abolished and free trade were established with all the markets 
of the world; that is, with reciprocity not only extended to its ut- 
most limit with all countries, but with freer trade carried even 
farther on the part of this country, so that all the products of the 
farmer and mechanic could go out and seek anexchange in every 
market in the world and bring back the results of such exchange 
without being shackled and burdened by unnatural restrictions. 

In such case gold would flow into these agricultural and indus- 
trial communities in such quantities as to make money abundant 
and times easy and prosperous without either a resort to the 
borrowing process, which only enslaves its patrons however low 
the rate of interest, or to the greater absurdity of attempting to 
make the country and its people rich by the issue of unlimited 
fiat money and governmental credits, whether redeemable or ir- 
redeemable. 

IMPORTANCE OF TAKING A FEW STEPS FORWARD 

My purpose in introducing and pressing these resolutions for 
attention at this time is to induce this House, if possible, and af- 
ford it the opportunity to give a formal and definite expression 
of encouragement to the country at the beginning of a great 
national contest, that may be serviceable in uniting the various 
elements of opposition to protection and Government extrava- 
gance into an enthusiastic and irresistible army of revenue and 
retrenchment reformers. 

It will prove disastrous to the party that has returned such an 
unprecedented majority to this House if we do not seek at an 
early day to disarm a suspicion that may only now exist to alim- 
ited extent, but which is likely, through further inaction and 
silence, tobe fanned into a flame of discontent, that while the 
House may not be disposed to take any ‘* backward step” in the 
matter of tariff reform, yet that it is very slow about taking any 
step forward. There have been, perhaps, scores of bills and 
propositions to enact an income-tax law introduced into this 
Congress by as many members of the House and Senate, and 


quietly referred to appropriate committees, but about three 
months of this session have gone by without a word being said 
or a vote taken, so far as I am advised, either in this House or in 
its committees, to give an indication to the country as to how 
the band of tariff reformers stand on this floor in relation to that 
indispensable requisite to tariff reform. 

The subject received the same treatment from the last Con- 
gress. It was embodied in innumerable bills and propositions 
introduced into the House, which were referred without consid- 
eration to the Committee on Ways and Means, and there these 
bills and propositions slept unconsidered and entirely undis- 
turbed to the close of the session. 

It is with the hope that a better fate may attend these meas- 
ures in this Congress that I call attention to the subject now, 
and beg the House to second my efforts to procure the adoption 
of these resolutions. It is desirable also to get an authoritative 
expression from members of this House on the expediency and 
utility of the plan, in order that the people may know who it is 


desirable to return to the next Congress and who to leave at 
home, if they really desire the enactment of an income-tax law. 
Itis now time toact on this question. Action has already been 


too long deferred, if in fact it has not been purposely avoided; 
and I predict if this House as it is now constituted can not be de- 
pended upon to move in this matter it will sofar fail in meeting 
the expectations of the country that another landslide will occur 
at the next election that will produce even a greater revolution 
inthe composition of this body than the last one did. 

rHE SURPLUS” AND A DEFICIT 

[t is not my purpose at this time to discuss either the tariff or 
income-tax questions in detail so much as it is to call attention 
to the situation and to place on record an object lesson or two. 
I shall on some future occasion submit an argument in favor of 
the adoption of the income-tax system, and support it by facts, 
figures, estimates, and comparisons. 

From a surplus of $100,000,000 left in the Treasury at the close 
of Mr. Cleveland’s magnificent administration, after the applica- 
tion of $176,000,000 to the extinguishment of the national debt, in 
addition to the full sinking-fund requirements, the Treasury has 
gone into practical bankruptcy during the three years of Repub- 
lican legislation and control. 

tis a condition that confronts us. The Government has not 
gone to protest on its obligations for the simple reason only that 
its credit is such that it can run and is run partially at least on 
a credit system sustained in part by the rifling of trusts and the 
wrongful appropriation of their funds in the Treasury by the 
public officials for the payment of current expenses. That if 
is run largely on credit is evidenced by the extension of the 
$25,000,000 of the 44 per cent bonds last summer, which should 
have been paid at maturity, and by the further fact of the non- 
payment of probably $50,000,000 of the first half of the current 
year's appropriations. If these payments had been made during 
the first half of the current year there would be a deficit in the 
Treasury of more than $75,000,000 already, in addition to the 
obliteration of the surplus and spoliation of the public trust 
funds. This condition of the Treasury is fully disclosed in the 
very able speeches on the floor of the House by Messrs. Dock- 
"ERY and SAYERS, members of the Appropriation Committee. 

Not only the sinking fund, which should b> held as a sacred 
trust for the payment of the national debt, but also the money 
deposited with the Treasurer of the United States to redeem cer- 
tain outstanding national-bank bills, have been ruthlessly taken 
and appropriated by a Republican Administration to prevent a 
default in payment of Government obligations and expenses 
which otherwise would have occurred, and not content with this 
shameful violation of law and national honor, it is now proposed 
to continue this raid on the trust fund in the Treasury, if neces- 
sary to tide over ‘“‘a pinch,” by taking the $100,000,000 set apart 
by law for the payment of certain other Government obligations. 

Nothing is too sacred in the Treasury to resist the greed of the 
plutocratic party in power. When this $100,000,000 shall be con- 
sumed to meet the profligate appropriations of the ‘* billion-dol- 
lar Congress,” as the greater portion of the national-bank fund 
and a large portion of the sinking fund have been, then a raid 
will be next made, if this party is continued in power and possibly 
before it can be reached by another election, upon the gold and 
silver coin and bullion in the Treasury, held for the redemption 
and payment of the gold and silver certificates outstanding. And 
this would be no more in palpable violation of law and national 
honor than the other proposed and consummated ranpines upon 
the public trusts I have mentioned. Such violation of trusts and 
misappropriation of moneys as are here alluded to would, if prac 
ticed by national or other banks or by corporations, companies 


| or individuals, amount clearly to acts of bankruptcy or inso 


| 


vency in the estimation ofall commercial communities as wel! as 
in the courts of justice. 
This lamentable condition of the public Treasury and the ques- 
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tionable methods resorted to bring it about are referred to here 
in order to demonstrate what, in my judgment, was contemplated 
by the leadir its controlling the management of the Repub- 
lican party and policy from the time the last national cam- 
paign opened. hese leading spirits that dictate the policy of 
the Republican party are rank protectionists and scruple at 
nothing in the matter of legislation or political management that 
may tend to fasten the policy of protection upon the country by 
n 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


making the repeal of protective duties more difficult, if not ut- | 


eriy impossible. 


One of the strongest arguments used against the odious system | 
of protection during Mr. Cleveland’s administration was the one | 


that ‘‘unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation.” A surplus in the 
Treasury of $100,000,000 to $150,000,000 emphasizes that argument 
and makes it irresistible. The object lesson that that surplus pre- 
sented to the intelligence of the American people, therefore, so 
seriously threatened the overthrow of protection and with it the 


Republican party that, in the desperation of a final struggle for | 


existence, that party sought the absorption or removal of that 
The next move, now in process of execution, is the con- 
fiscation of the trust funds in the Treasury. 


surplus. 


These results were compassed during the last Congress by a | 


deliberate conspiracy in the organization of the House and the 
pressing forward intolaws of schemes to loot the Treasury, result- 
ing in appropriations, good, bad, and vicious, amounting to over 
a billion of dollars, or $300,000,000 more than were necessary to 
an economical administration of the Government. .And now that 
party plants itself defiantly on the shameful results of that un- 
hallowed couspiracy and declares to the country that as all the 
revenues raised by the McKinley abomination, and more even 
than that, in addition to internal-revenue receipts, are required 
to meet the Government exigencies, no tariff reform that prom- 
ises a reduction of tariff duties is possible, and that all efforts in 
that directio 
tions of the last Congress, are simply wicked and unpatriotic at- 
tempts to starve the Government! 

This presents the question squarely to the country, and these 
proposed resolutions present it to the House, whether the vicious 
legislation and extravagance ofthe last Congress, aided by the 
Administration, are to stand as an answer to the demand of the 

cople for tariff reform. 

Will the people accept this forced condition of the Treasury 
as furnishing in any degree an excuse on the part of Congress 
for abating in the slightest manner theeffort for areform in our 
tariff and revenue system? Will the Democratic party consent 
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of revenue in the Treasury to economically administer the Gov- 
ernment,without at the same time providing a means for readily 
supplying such deficiency. 

On the other hand, it will not be considered sincere to advocate 
the adoption of an income tax when the revenues are sufficient, 
unless at the same time provision is made for a reduction of 
other taxes. There is no room for an income tax while tariff 
taxation produces a sufficiency of revenue, and it is only by re- 
ducing other taxes that we can find a place for it. So that all 
advocates of that system must join in the demand for tariff re- 
duction. 

[t seems as though this important consideration is too often 
overlooked, and we find sometimes people advocating the adop- 
tion of an income tax as a matter of justice to the poor, when, at 
the same time, they oppose the reduction of tariff duties because 
they believe in protection, and we find, on the other hand, occa- 
sionally people advocating such a reduction of tariff duties as 
would bankrupt the Treasury, who oppose the levying of an in- 
come tax, or for that matter any other tax, to compensate or 
supply any deticit that would necessarily follow such reductions 
of tariff duties. 

These two unreasonable extremes must come together, and 


| tariff taxes should be and must be antagonized, to some extent 


1, including the effort to reduce the vile appropria- | 


to be driven away from this issue and from its repeated pledges | 


now or in the next campaign? 

lf the answer is in the negative, then the Committee on Ways 
and Means should be urged to proceed vigorously with the good 
work of reform, and the people of the whole country should be 
encouraged to renewed confidence in the cause by the passage 


of these resolutions at once. 
[n order to justify the removal or reduction of tariff duties 
that will materially reduce revenue.as before stated, provision 


must be made at the same time for raising any revenue that may 
uch reduction of duties, and these res- 


pe rendered necessary Dy 


olutions declare that this should be done when necessary by the | 


enactment of a graduated income-tax law. 
ment is the proper and more equitable and righteous method of 
supplying as much as one-half or three-fourths of the amount of 
revenue which is now raised to that extent, or say to the extent 
of $125,000,000, for the most part on the necessaries of life; and it 
would save annually to the masses of the people that amount now 
taken for revenue, and in addition to that, while it would not re- 

the protective bounties, yet it would be an annual say- 
less than $750,000,000 of the enormous sum they are 


move all 


; e 
ing OL not 


That in my judg- | 


at least, with a better systemof taxation. It is arevenue reform 
the country wants that will relieve the masses from the payment 
of an unjust and unequal share of the burdens of national taxa- 
tion without depleting the Treasury or endangering the public 
credit. 

For one [ am not willing to go back to even a revenue tariff 
duty on tea, coffee, sugar, and the like to compensate for taking 
protective duties off of raw material and from the manufactures 
of woolen and cotton goods, and of iron and steel and the like, 
though I favor the reduction of tariff duties from all these manu- 
factures until the point is reached that produces the greatest 
amount of revenue, without any regard to protection, and then, 
if the Government shall need any more revenue than such a sys- 
tem of tariff taxes will supply, in addition to the other sources of 
revenue now in force, let it be levied and raised by graduated 
income taxation. Let us not reénslave a single article from 
which the shackles of protection have been stricken unless it be 
on articles of luxury. 

A vast majority of the people are of this opinion, and it is only 
a question of time, and a short time at that, when these views 
will be enforced by appropriate legislation. Such are the ‘‘ steps 
forward” that need to be taken now in the matter of tariff re- 
form, and they will speedily enough lead up to that haven 
which is the hope and dream of the genuine tariff reformer—free 
trade with all mankind. 

As an indication of the trend of public sentiment on the sub- 
ject of the adoption of the graduated income tax, [ desire to re- 
cord here the editorial opinions of several representative Demo- 
cratic newspapers, one from the East, one from the North and 
West, and two from the South. 

The New York World of the 11th instan 
lowing leading editorial: 


contained the fol- 


DEMOCRATIC DUTY. 

Mr. WikKn’s resolution, introduced on Tuesday, ought 
of the whole Democratic majority in the House. 

It declares that the tariffis a tax. Every Democrat knows that and should 
proclaim it. 

It calls upon the Ways and Means Committee to report as speedily as pos- 
sible bills to enlarge the free list and repeal compensatory duties. Every 
Democrat is pledged to work for that result by the very conditions of his 
election. 

It suggests that if a deficiency of revenue results it should be made good 


to meet the approval 


| by a graduated income tax, That is right again. To tax large incomes is 
| to place burdens where they are most easily borne. It is to tax results, not 


now also compelled to pay as bounties purely for the benefit of | 


the protected manuf 


acturers. 
THE INCOME 
[t would seem, from the 
t any deficit in the revenue occasioned by tariff re- 
ductions, that no stress or ‘“‘ pinch” in the Treasury should be 
allowed to stand in the way of aspeedy reductionof taxes. It be- 
comes apparent, therefore, that the graduated income tax, while 
it will prevent the unnatural, rapid, and extremely dangerous 
accumulation of excessive fortunes and the concentration of the 


TAX AGAIN 


to supplemen 
VI 


same tim 


become the active, beneficent handmaid of tariff re- 
form in benevolently transferring from the already overburdened 
1oulders of the poor and the agricultural and industrial masses 
sive weight of national taxation and consequent exac- 
bounties to protected interests, by requiring the wealth 


he country to contribute a portion of the necessary revenue to 


‘t of the Government. 
sincere to advocate the reduction of 
threatens to leave an insufficiency 





not be considers d 


tariff duties to an extent that 


ace] ‘ ‘ | increase the Government’s 
ready adaptability of the income tax | 


processes. It exacts tribute of accumulation, not of endeavor. It takes toll 
of riches instead of laying a heavy hand upon industry. It levies taxes upon 
the rich man’s superfiuity, not upon the poor man’s necessaries of life 

But it is by no means certain that the reduction of tariff rates will dimin 
ish revenue. In many and oan most cases its tendency will be rather to 

ncome by turning back into the Treasury taxes 
which the people are now compelled to pay into the coffers of the trusts and 
monopolies. 

Mr. WIKE’S resolution should receive the unanimous vote of the Democrats 
in Congress, as an emphatic pledge of the party’s determination to keep faith 
with the people. 

The Chicago Times of the 12th contained the following: 

TAXING INCOMES. 

Two objections are raised against the proposition to reimpose the income 
tax which will have weight only where they are welcomed because of precon- 
ceived or selfish reasons. They are, first, that a graduated income tax is *‘in 
the nature of a fine imposed on business capacity and thrift,” and, second. 
‘that any kind of an income tax excepting on corporations is necessarily and 
most offensively inquisitorial.’”’ The Times does not propose to defend here 
the levy of an income tax, but simply to expose the insincerity of those who 
present such arguments against it. It is true that a tax on incomes is in the 
nature of a fine on businesscapacity and thrift. But what shall be said of an 
organ devoting itself to the task of levying a tax on many forms of industry 
in which the poorer classes are engaged and then bringing this challenge 
against a tax which will admittedly rest only on the well todo? Tolay a 
tax on hackmen, truckmen, peddlers, butchers, and the thousand and one in- 
dustries in which the weaker portion of the community are engaged, and 
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then protest against a tax which can never be aburden, is to demand the con 
tinuance of the worst forms of the system against which democracy rebels 
It is true that an income tax isinquisitorial. But so isthe tariff, which 
touches every article used in the household, and that for the benefit of classes 
and not for the masses. Everyitem in a tariff billisinquisitorial. Itallows 
no escape to the poor washerwoman on her soap and starch, nor to the needle- 
woman on her needles and thread. There will be answer to this that it is not 
made public. This is not true. Every grocer understands just what bur 
dens are laid on his customers, and comprehends that these burdens are 
aded not according to ability to bear but by the necessity of consumption. 
"he silliest argument is reserved for the last: ‘‘ The taxing of the larger in- 
comes does not commend itself to the sense of justice, at least of those who 
have the higher taxes to pay, and it thus greatly increases the difficulty, 
which is serious at best, of collecting the taxes:”” Here reasons a Daniel. 
The sense of justice of those having the higher incomes is not satisfied, there- 
fore the law is notto be passed. Nomatter what may be the opinion of those 
upon whom the business-license taxes are levied. They do not control or- 
gans. Let them grumble, but pay. 


The following is the leading editorial in the Atlanta Constitu- 


tion of the 16th: 
A FEDERAL INCOME TAX, 


The Federal tax on incomes, which the Constitution has 

Sh is looming up as a popular issue. 

tis very generally demanded by the people, and some of the ablest Dem- 
oeratic newspapers, East, West, and South, claim that it is the only just and 
equitable system of taxation. 

Our present system is an unjust and oppressive burden upon the poor, and 
it is felt disastrously by industrious people whose visible property is not yet 
productive, and who are working to secure an income in the future. As the 
tariff and other taxes are now conducted, the workingman pays a tax on his 
tin bucket, and he pays another tax every time he buys medicine, provisions, 
and clothing forhis family. He pays these taxes to build up the fortunes of 
afew privileged classes, who are well satisfied to be taxed on their visible 
property so long as their enormous incomes, derived from speculation as 
well as business and industrial sources, go untaxed. 

Now, this is simply an outrage. We must follow the example of England 
and other old countries having more experience in such matters, and tax 
every income large enough to bearit. A graduated tax is the most popular 
system yet proposed, and there are many strong reasons in favor of it. 

The men with the large incomes—such men as our 31,000 millionaires and 
others who are rapidly becoming millionaires—get more protection than 
anybody else from the Government, and they should be made to foot the ex- 
penses incurred by the Government in extending that protection. Most of 
the work of our officials,Congress, the Legislatures, the courts, the Army, 
and other branches of the public service, deals with the protection of this 
class of citizens, and they should pay their pro rata part forit. * * * 

Sucha tax willmakeit unnecessary to grind therevenuescftheGovernment 
out of the poor man’s tin bucket. and his wife’s few pieces of crockery. It 
will strike the men who owe the greatest obligations to the Government, 
the men who ought to pay and who are the best. able to pay the bulk of our 
taxes. 

This is the people’s view of the tax problem, and itis a very sensible and 
—_ view. The Democratic party could not do a better thing than te make 

ta practical reality. 


advocated for 


And this is taken from the New Orleans Picayune of last De- 

cember: 
PROPOSED INCOME TAX. 

The depleted condition of the national Treasury and the enormous de- 
mands made upon it to pay pensions, demands that will require from $150,- 
000,000 to $200,000,000 a year for a long time to come, will necessarily force 
upon Congress the adoption of measures to raise acorresponding additional 
revenue. It has long been intimated that a revival of the tax upon incomes 
would be one of the means resorted to for the raising of additional revenue. 
* * * Ifthe assessment can be made equitably, probably there is no fairer 
basis of taxation than upon incomes which are money received. Taxes laid 
upon prospective profits and upon the future of a business which is subject 
to all the contingencies of failing crops, financial disturbances, and other un- 
foreseen and uncontrollable events which may wreck or revolutionize the 
commerce and industries of a country, are often farfrom equitable, and may 
operate With great injustice and oppressiveness. 

The unqualified indorsement of the resolutions under consid- 
eration, and the declaration that they ‘‘should receive the unan- 
imous vote of every Democrat in Congress, as an emphatic pledge 
of the party’s determination to keep faith with the people,” as 
well as the strong declarations of the approval of the system of 
income taxation as stated in the other articles quoted is worth 
thousands of votes to the cause of tariff reform in the next elee- 
tion. 

[ could fill several numbers of the RECORD with favorable ex- 
tracts on this subject from other papers in all parts of the cou 
try, but these are thought sufficient for the purpose of fixing 
attention to the universality of ¢éhe demand for this branch of 
revenue reform. 





FOR AND AGAINST THE SINGLE-ITEM-BILL SYSTEM OF TARIFF REFORM. 

These resolutions, out of deference to an unfortunate division 
among Democrats as to the plan of attack on the McKinley bill 
and protection, recognize both the single-bill method and a bill 
for the general revision of tariff duties, and simply urge the 
Ways and Means Committee, whichever course it shall conclude 
to pursue, to pursue it with all their might, and at once. For 
myself, I am not able to accept the single-item method or homeo- 
pathic policy as being at all commensurate with the times or 
the occasion. 

This, however, does not prevent me from joining heartily in 
whatever vigorous policy may be deemed best by the majority 


of my associates whichever of the two plans may be adopted, and | 
I do not propose to countenance any eifort to embarrass the pas- | 


sage of any bill, whether it contains one item or many, which pro- 
poses the proper reduction on the article or articles embraced 
in it so as to challenge the doctrine of protection. 
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A general bill for anentire readjustment and reduction 
duties, inasmuch as it the charge of class 
legislation that will be made by those who may be injuriously 
affected by the single-item legislation, and as it would afford in- 
numerable compensatory advai hose special in- 
terests would be adyersely affected by a reductior 
on their particular line of production only, would, in my 
prove more acc »ptable to the people, and its proposed effect would 
be more salutary to the cause OF tariil reform. 


would not be open to 








tiacves to those y 


of tariff duties 


The hope S indule ed by th pa tial process are 
entirely illusory, since the passage of any single-item bill b: 
Congress and its acceptance by the Administration, pledged as 
it is to uphold the McKinley abomination, and constituted as it 
is with the instincts of nature to cherish and uphold its own off- 
spring, the robber tariff, is as much out of the question as the 
enactment and approval of the Mills bill or any other general re- 
ductive life time of this Congress. 
It is hoped, however, that prove erroneous, and 
that the feel to the thunderous 
deluge that swept the country in 1890 may not place its promoters 
on this floor in the eyes of the 1 ; 
tude as that poor wretch was in when he is said to have responded 
to Noah from the billows of another notable deluge, that he 
thought it was ‘‘ Not much of a shower anyhow.” 

There is as little force or merit in the contention that the im- 
probability of the enactment of a general tariff revision statute 
reducing protective duties, affords sufficient excuse for not pro- 
posing and pressing upon the consideration of Congress and the 
attention of the country a thorough and well-digested measure on 
it subject, as there would have been in making the same ob- 
jection to the introduction and advocacy of either the Morrison 
or the Mills bill, or to the message of President Cleveland on the 
same subject at the time they were respectively promulgated. 

In fact. it would have been much more tenable then than now, 
for the reason that in the beginning of the contest in earnest to 
reduce the war tariff that policy would not have been open to the 
charge of either taking a step backward or in any way abating a 
has now proved successful all along the line in 
several hotly-contested elections. Such an effort then would have 
been in accordance with the history of the effort for the removal 
of tariff restrictions in Great Britaim. There is no parallel be- 
tween the proposed method of the Ways and Means Committee to 
attack the MeKinley bill and that so frequently alluded to by its 


advocates oI 








measure would be wi 
this idea may 
yleness of the effort to respond 


people, in as ridiculous an atti- 





struggle that 








ret 


advocates as having been adopted by the friends of revenue re- 
form in England fifty years ago. 
As I understand the history of that struggle, single articl 


mace as to others 


the dem: 


were put upon the free list and concessions were 


by the Government or parliamentary party to meet 





of the country and not DY the leaders or pat Ly of revenue refor 
as a distinctive policy or demand. 

As the subje esents itself now, however, in this country, 
efforts have been made for general revision and reduction of 
tariff dutiesinseveral preceding Congressesand the issue squarely 
made on that line before the people in several general elections. 
This system of attack, though the proposed legislation was not 


then immediately expected to follow, has been so thoroughly suc- 
t from a minority in this House 


cessful in educating the people that 


when the subject was first agitated under the leadership of Col. 


Morrison, the party of tariff reform has grown until now it has a 
majority of nearly 150, and promises in the next election to giv 
us the Presidency and Senate of the United States. 

The first two efforts to pass a general law failed in the Ho 


The third proved successfu 


, anda now we Could passa much! y} 
vigorous bill by 150 majority. } ; 
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What a glorious victory that 


would be for the cause, and it would inspire the people to still 
creater efforts, and doubtlessly would result in still reater V1c- 
tories in the coming election. It looks therefore to me that now 


toabandon the cont hich it has been waged for 
a number of years with such gratifying suc¢ 
ourselves with isolated demands for legislation on a few 
taken from a tax-ridden list of more than 4,000 articles, issome- 
thing akin to inviting suicide. 


ston the lines on w 





288. and to content 


id, is nota? 


The single-bill theory, as it is call discover: 
by any means, for I do not suppose there has been a Congress 
since the war into which separate bills have not been introduced 
to put upon the free list wool, salt, coal, ore, binders’ twine, ma- 
chinery, lumber, or some other article of prime necessity, but 
such efforts to build up a reform enthusiasm throughout the 
country sufficient to promise good results have been unsuccess- 


ful; it was not till the Democratic party took high grounds and 
demanded the entire overthrow of the protective policy that our 
efforts have proved successful in arousing the people to united 
action. 

It is not to be denied, however, that legislation which suc 3 
| in reducing tariff duties on single articles, and not simp! 
| posed legislation, proves conspicuously beneficial to the people, 
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and serves to produce object lessons that are extremely instruc- 
tive in the campaign of education going on on the subject, but 
such a wholesome effect as may be contemplated from simply pro- 
posed specific legislation at this time, without the possibility of 
enacting it, can hardly compensate for what loss the cause is liable 
to incur by the alienation of the support of those who favor general 
reduction of tariff duties and of removing them entirely from raw 
material, but at the same time desire to retain the benefits of a 
larger duty than the specific bill proposes on their own produc- 
tions. 

If, however, it were possible to put wool upon the free list and 
remove not only the compensatory, but enough of the ad valorem 


duties from articles of woolen manufacture, so as to destroy the | 


protective character of such tax beyond what is purely in the in- 
terest of revenue, it would not only relieve the country of a 
grievous burden, but prove another valuable object lesson in lead- 


} 


ing the people to a proper understanding of what tariff reform | 


will do in the matter of cheapening prices. 
FREE TRADE AS APPLIED ‘TO SEPARATE ARTI LES—QUININE 
Instances are not wanting to illustrate the practical and benefi- 
centeffect of free-trade legislation as applied to separate articles. 
A notable instance is to be found in putting quinineon the free 
list in 1879. During that year, and for two years before and after, 
the average wholesale price of quinine, as quoted by the Oil, 
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part of it went into the Treasury; but the tariff on woolen goods, 
on the other hand, is so inordinately protective that for every 
dollar it puts intothe Treasury it compels the payment of proba- 
bly as much as $8 in bounties by the consumer for the benefit of 
the protected manufacturers of woolen goods. 

The increase of the ad valorem rate of duty on woolen goods 
under the McKinley bill was estimated by the officials to be from 
an average rate of 67.15 per cent to 91.65 per cent, and no doubt 
for the last year it has reached thatamount. There is no way of 
determining this question exactly except through the Treasury 
Department, and the Treasury officials have thus far studiously 


| withheld from observation outside of official circles, the average 


rate of duties for the first half of this fiscal year, or the last half 
of the last fiscal year. 

Estimating, however, the full increase in duties on woolen 
goods under the McKinley law at 244 per cent, as above estimated, 
we would have on the probable $35,000,000 imported the presen} 
year an increase in the revenue on that amount of $8,575,000 


| over what the rates would have produced without that increase; 
| but as the highly protective duties on these articles put, on a 


low estimate, say $6 into the pockets of the woolen manufacturers 


| to every dollar they put into the Treasury, it is plain that while 


Paint and Drug Reporter, was $3.12 per ounce, having reached | 


the highest price for many years, $4.50, in 1877. The quinine 
manufacturers were enabled, up to the time that drug was put 
upon the free list, to maintain a combination to keep the price 
much higher than the duty would have kept it, and in fact for 


that increased $8,575,000 go into the Treasury, it costs the con- 
sumers $51,450,000 besides, in bounties, for the use of the pro- 
tected woolen manufacturers. 

So, on the whole the people, through the operation of the Mc- 


| Kinley bill, pay the $12,000,000 bounty to the sugar-planters, $8,- 


two years afterwards they were enabled to keep up the trust and | 


prices by taking all the imports that came into the country; but | 


in 1881 the effects of free quinine began to tell on the trade, and 
from that time it rapidly declined in price till in 1886 it ruled in 
the wholesale markets at from 60 to 80 cents per ounce; and finally 


last fall it reached the extremely low price of 194 cents for im- | 


ported quinine in bulk. Norwas the effectof putting quinine on 
the free list to destroy its manufacture in this country, but, on 
the contrary, its manufacturers successfully ——e in its pro- 
duction and sale with all the markets of the world. 
THE FREE-SUGAR FRAUD s 
Sugar has been made to pose as another example of what legis- 


lation that only pretends to be in the direction of free trade 


will do to cheapen the price of the article covered by it. The 
price of that article, in spite of the efforts of one of the largest 
combinations ever formed in any country, the Sugar Trust, and 
against the efforts of the millionaire sugar king, Claus Spreckles, 
who acted in concert with the trust, has very rapidly, and materi- 
ally declined. 

These two monster sugar refiners that substantially rule and 
govern the sugar market in this country were conciliated by the 
protective legislation that removed the tax from raw sugar, by 
giving them as refiners a bounty of $10 per ton on refined sugar, 
by placing duties to that amount on the imported article. This, 
whileit conciliated them, also armed and enabled them to con- 
trol the sugar markets and the prices to their own enrichment 
and entire satisfaction, since they substantially take all the raw 
sugar that is imported into the country and empty it into their 
hoppers for refining. 


the consumer at such prices as the great monopolies choose to 
put upon it. These conspirators, however, found it necessary to 
reduce the former price of refined sugar just low enough to shut 
out foreign competition, and at the same time keep it high enough 
so asto pocketthe full bounty of $10 per ton, which aione secures 
an immense profit of many millions of dollars per year. 

There was, however, a base fraud and precious piece of jug- 
glery and imposition perpetrated upon thé country by the Mc- 


575,000 into the Treasury on account of increased rates of duty on 
woolen goods, $51,450,000 on bounties to woolen manufacturers, 
because of that increase, and $15,000,000 on account of the refiners 
bounty alluded to, making a sum total of $87,025,000. That enor- 
mous sum the people are compelled to pay on account of “free 
sugar,” and on the increase in the tariff rates on woolen goods 
alone, while the total amount of the tariff duties on sugar for ten 
years prior to placing raw sugar on the free list did not average 
$50,000,000 a year. 
FREE TRADE IN HIDES. 


In 1872 hides were placed upon the free list, and at that time 


| our exportation of leather and manufacturesof leather amounted 


| annually to only $3,684,000. 


That act so stimulated the manu- 
facture of leather and its product that the export increased in 
value to $12,439,000 in 1890. Atthe same time the home demand 
was so well supplied that our importations of these articles dur- 
ing the period from 1872 to 1890 actually decreased from over 
$13,000,000 the year that hides were pes upon the free list to an 
average of $12,000,000 for the years 1890 and 1891, while our pop- 
ulation had increased at the rate of 60 per cent. 

An instructive lesson in thisconnection is to be drawn from the 
vivid contrast presented between the trade in the highly protected 
articles of wool and woolen goods, and that of leather and leather 
goods. With free trade in hides we imported last year $28,000,000 
worth of that article, carrying it to the fourth place in value 
among our imports, and averaging nearly double that of wool, 
and now we are enabled to export more leather and its product 
than we import. If we except the single item of gloves from the 


| amount of our imports of leather and its manufactures then our 


Kinley bill under the guise of giving it free sugar, and after all | 
the consumer is made to pay much more in taxes and bounties | 
by the act of pretending to put sugar on the free list than he did | 


before. 
the $10 per ton tariff bounty to the trust and Spreckles for re- 
fined sugar, as we have seen, and he uses substantially none 
other. This easily amounts to $15,000,000 per annum. 
while it was pretended that the first year’s bounty to be paid the 
sugar producers in this country out of the Treasury in lieu of the 
tariff duty that was removed would amount to less than $7,000,- 
000, it turns out that it will cost the Treasury, and hence the 
consumers, from $12,000,000 to $15,000,000. 

‘These two items alone amount to about one-half of the tariff 
duties paid by the consumers of sugar into the Treasury in 1889. 
The worst of the fraud, however, was perpetrated by increasing 
the tariff duties on wool and woolen goods at the same time 
and for the purpose of making such reduction on sugar. The 
tariff on sugar was largely arevenue tariff, since much the greater 


In the first place, the consumer is still compelled to pay | 


Then, | 


exports are in excess nearly double the imports of those articles. 
On the other hand, with high duty on wool and its manufactures, 


| 
+ . . . . ° i 2 AY ts 7 7 roods . s ay > vear 
When it comes out of these refineries it goes into the handsof | the exports of wool and woolen goods for the last twenty years 


| have not averaged a half million dollars a year, and if we ex- 


clude wearing apparel from the account it would not average 
one-tenth of that sum. 


EFFECTS OF FREE TRADE AND PROTECTION COMPARED 
WOOL AND ITS MANUFACTURES. 


AS APPLIED TO 


For the years 1889 and 1890 our exports of wool and woolen 
goods amounted to only the inconsiderable average of $390,000 
annually, showing a falling off from even the miserable record of 
the preceding years. 

The importation of wool and woolen goods, however, on, the 
contrary makes quite a different showing. The amountof woolen 
goods alone averaged $50,000,000 for the last three years, without 
adding to its value the average rate of 60 per cent to 80 per cent 
of tariff duties. Adding the value of imported raw wool to that 
of woolen goods would swell the average importation of the last 
three years to $67,000,000 annually. 

It should be remembered by every industrial organization in 
the country, as well as by every laboring man and voter, that that 
$150,000,000 worth of woolen goods imported into this country 
during the last three fiscal years represented 450,000,000 pounds 
of wool that, had it not been for the tariff on wool, dyestuff, ma- 
chinery, etc., would have been manufactured in this country dur- 


| ing that time, giving additional employment to many thousands 


of working men and women. 
While we thus practically for comparison, export of wool and 
woolen goods absolutely nothing, ** free-trade England,” as Great 
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Britain is contemptuously called by protectionists, exported of 
those articles, at free-trade prices, more than $125,000,000 an- 
nually; besides exporting in the last ten years from 75,000,000 to 
100,000,000 pounds more raw wool annually than has been raised 
in the entire United States for the same period. Whatan amount 
of labor and wages these startling figures suggest! 

What is said of the poverty of our exports of wool and woolen 
goods is scarcely less true of those highly protected articles, iron 
and steel and their manufactures. 

For the three years 1888, 1889, and 1890 we exported iron and 
steel and their manufactures, excluding machinery, amounting 
in value to $11,720,000 annually, which is a decrease from the 
average yearly value of the exports of the like articles for the 


i 


three years 1881, 1882, and 1883 of more than $400,000, while our | 


imports annually of those articles averaged for the last three 
years about $45,000,000 a year. The decrease in these exporta- 
tions, small as they have been, ever since the adoption of the pro- 
tective system, shows conclusively the blighting effect of that 
system. This is made more apparent by reference to the statis- 


| 
| 


tics of these exports during the period of low tariff duties from | 
1850 to 1860, when the increase was very rapid, as shown by the 


following table, compiled from official sources: 


Table showing the amount and rate of increase at different periods in 
exports from the United States of manufactures of cotton, iron and 
steel, and wood, for the periods indicated. 





























Manufactures | 
a Manufactures : Manufactures 
Years. of cotton. of a of wood. 

ic hia denaticne betta hic chinindotadent $4, 700, 000 $1, 900, 000 $4, 800, 000 

i ee 11,000, 000 5, 700, 000 | 10,,000, 000 

Increase in ten years | 6, 300, 000 | 3, 800, 000 | 5, 200, 000 

| Or 134 per cent. | Or 200 per cent. Or 109 per cent. 

Saas sae ie “11, 000, 000 | 5, 700, 000 ~ 10, 000, 000 

is cian tieltt cot tidaat a ein 10, 000, 000 | 12, 600, 000 | 16, 200, 000 
Increase in twenty 

i ctidiacdibinwinan 000 | | 6, 200, 000 


, 000, 6, 900, 
Or 9 per cent | Or 121 per cent. | Or 62 per cent. 
(decrease). | 


Again, it is humiliating to institute a comparison between pro- 
tection-ridden Americaand ‘‘ free-trade England” onthe exports 
of these countries, respectively, of iron and steel and their man- 
ufactures. While, as stated, the United States exported of these 
articles $11,720,000 annually for the last three years, Great Brit- 
ain exported in 1890 the enormous amount of $175,000,000, be- 
sides $80,000,000 worth of machinery, counting the pound ster- 
ling at $5. 

The total exports of Great Britain for the year 1890 of textile 
fabrics, including yarn and clothing, and of iron and steel and 
their manufactures, including machinery, amount to the majes- 
tic sum of $840,000,000, while the United States exported of the 
like articles only $36,075,901, or as 1 is to 23¢ in favor of the 
former country. 

Of textiles clon the comparison of the exports of the two coun- 
tries stand for that year as follows: United States, $10,533,693; 
Great Britain, $588,242,020, or about as 1 is to 56. 

These humiliating comparisons are the recorded results and 
effects of the operation of the miserable curse of protective tariff 
taxation in this country, as compared with the free-trade legisla- 
tion of Great Britain. Does not the contemplation of these im- 
posing figures of the exports of British manufactures fill the 
heart of every laboring man and mechanic in America with a de- 
sire for a little of that kind of protection? 
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ter of ships engaged in foreign commerce we have since 1861 
fallen from a tonnage of nearly two and one-half millions to less 
than one million, although in the mean time our population has 
increased from 23,000,000 to 62,000,000. In the matter of carry- 
ing our own exports and imports we have fallen behind still fur- 
ther in the race we so easily led before our revenue and commer- 
cial thraldom, and gone down from carrying 714 per cent during 
the decade between 1850 and 1860 to 12 per cent of it in 1891. 

At the commencement of the war and the period of protective 
taxation we carried about five-sevenths of our entire exports and 
imports, and now we scarcely carry one-ninth part of them. 

I shall submit a chapter of that statistical history here, show- 
ing some of the effects of the blighting curse of tariff robbery on 
the country. To see, however, the worst phase of this curse, its 
effects must be traced and contemplated through the concentra- 
tion of the wealth of the country into the hands of the arrogant 
few, to the robbery of the masses and the consequent degrada- 
tion and poverty of millions. 

[ hope our protection friends will paste the accompanying ta- 
bles in their hats for ready reference. These tables will also 
serve to arouse the flagging spirits of those of our friends wha 
hang back and are disposed to halt along the way and decry the 
evil effects of preaching the doctrine of free trade in our party, 
lest it should disgruntle some half-way protectionist. Above 
all, I wish to commend these tables as profitable educational lit- 
erature to be posted at the workshops, on the doors and gate- 
posts of farmers and laboring men, and to be read at large and 
spread upon the records of all the agricultural and labor organi- 
zations in the country. These figures, suggestive as they are, 
are only preludes to the refrain that will greet the inquirer who 
is desirous to pursue this statistical history of protective degra- 
dation further. Let them be read and pondered with the allow- 
ances due to the relative extent and population of the two coun- 
tries. 


Table showing the comparative exports of certain manufactures of thu 
United States and Great Britain and total exports for the year 1890; 
also exports for the year 1889 of certain other articles, and the 
amount and percentage of agricultural exports. 





Exports (home products). United States. Great Britain 
| 


#9, 999, 277 | 8372, 156, 575 














Cotton manufactures... . aoe 
| Wool and worsted manufactures | 437, 479 122, 552, 506 
Flax, jute, etc., manufactures cake aan 96, 937 48, 176, 545 
Silk, manufactures of............- labia sae 54, 449 15, 178, OOK 
Articles of clothing... .-_-. sadmeawe ea (*) 25, 178, 395 
Total textile manufactures ............-- 10, 588, 142 | 583, 242, 020 
Iron, steel, and manufactures (including ma- 25, 542, 208 | 253, 804, 680 

ee eae cmcemameiceninnin | | 

ee Pye | 2, 629, 507 22,777, 570 
eins ; on 5 6, 224, 504 42, 741, 945 
Co, Ge, GUO 5 8 oc cncocuwecceees ee ea 6, 856, 088 95, 499, 945 
Earthen, stone, and china ware (1889) ____-_- 175, 477 11, 433, 440 
Glass and glassware (1889) _......_.__. oe 882, 677 5, 776, 675 
Fancy and millinery ...............-. 1, 045, 364 | 11, 260, 705 
Total value articles indicated ; 53, 943, 967 1, 026, 536, 980 

Aggregate of all exports of domestic merchan- | 
gt : aes _..| §845,293,828 | $1,317, 652.925 

| Aggregate value of domestic exports and im- | 
DOECS IGP GRINGO FOOT... wn cecncecccccse- $1, 634, 604,237 | $3, 421,112,810 


Although the agitation of the subject began at a much earlier | 
period, the United States and Great Britain began to revolutionize 


their protective-tariff policy and remove restrictions upon their 
shippiag and commercial freedom by legislation about the same 
time, and somewhere near the middle of the decade between 1840 


| 
| 


and 1850. They made much the same progress up to the time | 


our late war turned us down in the race for free trade, and re- 
duced us again to the abject bondage of protection and commer- 
cialrestraint. From the enactment, however, of our war tariff in 
1861 Great Britain, under a more enlightened policy, kept stead- 
ily on increasing in commercial prosperity, while we with light- 
ning rapidity retired from our supremacy on the ocean and 
succumbed to British domination, even in the carrying trade of 
our Own commerce. 

The story of our degradation in this respect, and the triumph 
of England’s policy in the premises, is told with humiliating ef- 
fect in the statistical history of the two countries relative to their 
shipping commerce and manufactures, respectively. In the mat- 


foreign merchandise, exports and imports #1, 647, 139, 093 3, 744, 720, 575 


Aggregate wool exported .--pounds 35, 195 350. 000, 000 
Aggregate wool imported. do.. 105, 431, 285 629, 200, 000 
Wool production ___...___- do 276, 000, 000 130, 000, 000 
Total value of exports of agricultural products 

of the United States for 1891 $642, 751, 344 


Total value of textile manufactures, metals, | 
and manufactures of metals, including ma- 


chinery (partially estimated) . #56, 131, 507 1, 100, 000, 000 
Proportion of exports of agricultural products 
to total domestic exports ___- per cent..| 73. 69 


*Included in above for United States 


Table showing comparative total tonnage of vessels entered and clearcad 
in the various ports of the United States and Great Britain, respect 
ive ly, Sor the years 1890 and 1889, and showing other comparisons 
of tonnage, etc., between the two nations, as well as of population at 
the different dates indicated. 


VESSELS ENTERED AND CLEARED IN BRITISH PORTS 


Years British Foreign 1 
ships. ships 
Tons. Tone. To 
BIC icici scaseesscsun — iewdnwics 9, 442, 524 5, 062, 520 14. 505, 064 
1889... ....... smerecbenenewsenss ; 52, 469, 654 | 19,420,241 | 71, 889, 896 


43,027,130 | 14, 357, 721 57, 384, 831 
.. per cent 46 


Increase in forty years 
Ce ancdecuncns 
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Table showing how tariff dutic s **cheapen”™ the price of imported ar- 
ficles, etc.—Continued. 
Value at | *Verage Value of 
es imported eusteun, ad valo- Amount article 
: hause. rem rate ofduty. | with duty 
of duty. added. 
Pei 
Cotton cloth M4. 319, 609 16. 65 $2, 014, 807 #6, 334, 416 
Total earthen, stone, and 
china ware . : 7, 768, 560 5S. 45 4, 540, 684 12, 309, 244 
Total glass and glassware 8. 156, 936 5D. 66 4. 532, 220 12, 689, 156 
otal iron, steel, and manu- 
factures of 55, 895, 391 32. 67 18, 260, 171 74, 155, 562 
Pocketknives, penknives, and 
razors...... ce 1, 079.305 | 64 to 96 683, 134 1, 762, 439 
Tin plates , 36, 355, 580 29. 10 10,577,115 | 46, 932, 605 
Manufactures of silk .| 37,300,387 51. 93 19, 368, 764 56, 669, 151 
Riee (cleaned) __. eee ; 1,612,269 | 85to106)| 1,438, 887 3, 046, 156 
Total woolen cloth 12, 563, 738 83. 87 | 537 23, 101, 707 
Total dress goods 16, 559, 983 S84. 89 | 33, 176, 285 
Total knit goods 7 1, 196, 158 65. 13 1, 975, 257 
Flannels ..__- ‘ z 401, GOT 73. 53 696, 900 
Shawls... 697, 588 73. 00 f 1, 206, 750 
Pearl and shell buttons 100, 000 113. 66 113, 659 213, 659 
Cotton threa yarn, ete 866, 732 49.10 | 425, 575 1, 292, 307 
rotalcotton wearing apparel 7, 895, 507 56. 27 4, 438, 741 12, 334, 248 





5 : | 
lotal ornamented china, ! 
crockery ware, etc é 1. 670. S41 60. 00 1, 002, 504 2, 673, 345 
Total marble and manufac: | 
f 


tures of | 762, 640 | Si, 2 390,599 | 1,153,239 








Total starch : ion £6, 965 86, 25 75, 100 | 162, 065 
Total tin 48, 471 15. 00 21,812 70,283 
Total woolen wearingapparel 4, 018, STI 70.3 2, 825, 719 6, 844, 530 

Total of all dutiable - 
goods imported 166, 455, 173 46.28 | 215,790,686 | 68%, 245, 859 


The text as quoted says in substance that the idea that the 
process demonstrated in this table cheapens the articles men- 
tioned in the first column, that is, makes the price less than is 
shown by the first column of figures, ‘* conflicts with the first die- 
tates of common sense,” and the author of the text might well 
have added that nobody but a demagogue,a knave,or afool, 
and such unthinking people as they might impose upon, insists 
that it does. 

‘he author does, however, go on to say in his report in addi- 
tion to what is quoted in the text, that “the duty constitutes a 
part of the price of the whole mass of articles of domestic manu- 
facture as well as upon that of foreign production.” 

There is no eseape, therefore, from the conclusion that. the 
‘‘duty on imported merchandise gives to the manufacturer an 
advantage equal to the duty,” where the duty does not absolutely 
prevent importation altogether. And, of course, if the duty that 
has to be paid atthe custom-house gives to the manufacturer 
that advantage by increasing the price of the imported article, 
it ean only be by increasing the price of all articles of like char- 
acter and quality manufactured in this country. Or,in other 
words, itenables the manufacturer to increase his prices and the 
importer can not undersell him. That is what protection means, 
and that is what it is invoked for by its votaries: and when it is 
denied on the stump or elsewhere, it is simply to delude and be- 

ile into willing submission the victims of proteeted rapacity. 

[In aspeech on the McKinley bill, when it was before the House 
in the last Congress, | sought to demonstrate that tariff duties 
increase the price of the domestic article, as well as the imported 
one on which they are levied, and stated the conelusion in this 
Wise: 

But, I repeat, the tariff dutiesare made protective for the express purpose 

f making domestic manufactures dearer, in order to give the home manu- 

I ‘eater profits, or to give them a profit where otherwise they would 





It is utterly impossible to establish and maintain two different prices for 
the same article at the same place and at the same time; and consequently 
when the cost of an article is enhanced in price Wpercentof its value by the 
addition of that much tariff duty levied on its importation, then it could not 
be sold at all by the side of an exactly similar article manufactured in this 
country which is being sold at the same place at a lower price 

The mere statement of the proposition proves to every fair-minded man 
without any amplification that there can not be two prices maintained in the 
same community for identically the same kind and quality of artigle, as 
one price for the imported article and another for the same kind and quality 
of home manufacture, and that consequently, as it is conceded that the duty 
increases the price of the imported article, it must also follow that the price 








| upon the home-manufactured article must be in a like manner increased. 


This isan axiom, and as such the gates of falsehood and misrepresentation 
can not prevail against it. 


Remember that the rate per cent given here is.only the aver- 


age rate on all the different gradesof articles mentioned, but that 


on many of the separate items that go tomake up the total amount 


| of duties on the article as set down in the table the rate goes up to 


wo, three, and four times the average rate as given, and in some 


t 
268 | 823, 622, 451 | cases even higher than that. The custom-house reeords fur- 
| nish instances of rates of duty going to 500 per cent, and some 


even above 1,000 per cent. 
In the proper understanding of this table, and the effect of the 
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increased prices it shows upon the price of like or similar articles | 


manufactured or produced in this country, hangs all the law and 
the testimony on the subject of tariff reform—the comprehension 


of the effeets of revenue reform on agriculture, commerce, ship- | 


ping, manufactures, capital, labor—prosperity, ete., springs from 
that understanding spontaneously in the nature of easily compre- 
hended corollaries, as it were. 

Study all these tables industriously and carefully. They are 
the fountains, or rather the reservoirs, of the light and wisdom 
that experience has gathered and crystallized to lead the country 
outof the labyrinth and shambles of the protective-tariff robbery. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH MENOMONEE RESERVATION, WIS- 

CONSIN. 

Mr. LYNCH. Iask unanimous consent at this time tocall up 
and have passed a bill (H. R. 5133) granting a right of way across 
the Indian reservation in the State of Wisconsin. The bill was 
referred to the committee, and reported back with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
the title of which will be read, after which the Chair will ask if 
there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5133) to authorize the Marinetta and Western Railroad Con 
yany to construct a railroad through the Menomonee Reservation, in the 
State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is getting late, and I hope 
that my friend will yield to the request that he shall have his 
bill considered at the meeting of the House on Tuesday next, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. LYNCH. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But an examination of the bill requires some 
time. I hope there will be no objection to the request that the 
measure shall be considered immediately after the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to examine the bill a moment be- 
fore giving consent. o 

Mr. LYNCH. The bill isin the usual form for granting rights 
of way across Indian reservations. It wascarefully examined by) 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and its passage unanimously 
recommended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
modifies the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin, and ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be taken up for consideration 
immediately after the reading of the Journal on Tuesday. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. TRACEY. I object for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. [s there ob: ctior . then. to thy 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TRACEY. 1 object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the 
consideration on Tuesday. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FORMAN, for ten day s, on account of business. 

To Mr. ATKINSON, for two days, on account of important 
ness. 

To Mr. SHONK, until Tuesday next, on account of important 
business. , 

To Mr. KEM, for fifteen days, because of urgent business. 

To Mr. AMERMAN, for one week from Tuesday, February 23, 
on account of important business. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 40’clock and 27 
minutes) the House adjourned until Tuesday, February 23, at 12 
o’clock m. 


request that | made for its 


busi- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 20f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 5602) granting a pension to Lucy Haskell. (Report 
No. 415.) 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
2902) for the relief of David L. Truex. (Report No. 416.) 

_By Mr. WINN, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 6227) for the relief of Mildred P. Poullain, widow of Dr. 
Thomas N. Poullain, deceased, in lieu of bill H. R. 4145. (Re- 
port No. 417.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the same committee: 

_A bill (H. R. 3677) for the relief of James Sims,of Marshall 
¢ ounty, Miss. (Report No. 418;) and 

A bill (H. R. 6065) for the reliefof C. J. McConnell, with an 
&mendment. (Report No. 419.) 


By Mr. McKINNEY, from the C nittee or lid Pensio 
A bill (H. RB. 1167) granting a pension to M Eliza Fays. (Re- 
port No. 420. 

By Mr. VAN HORN, from the Committ n In d Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 4288) authorizing the payment of the ion of Ed- 
ward S. Smith, aecrued at date of | O ) 
Catherine. Report No. 421 

CHANGE OF REFER 

Under clause 2 of Rule X XIT, committees were di urged from 
the consideration of tl LOLI i . ferred 
aS TOLLOWS: 

\ bill (H. R. 5646) for the relief of Edgar H. Bates, for the 
loss of his minor son, Millard FI. Bates, o was killed on or 


about September 3, 1872—Committee on War Claims discharged 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

\ bill (H. R. 3715) for increase of pension to Evilina P. Low 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 


Committee on Pensions 
> 
‘ 


\ bill (A. R. 4068) cranting a pension to Elizabeth Wilkin- 
son Committee on War Clai 3 adischarget and relerred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

BILLS, MEMORIAL, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule 


XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were int i 


traduced verally read twice, and referred 


as follows: 


By Mr. CHIPMAN (by juest): A bill (H. R. 6223) making 
an appropriation for the purchase of the scale known as [air 
banks’s infallible America rold and iver Coin scale and coun- 
terfeit. coin detector, for use in tl po lt hroughout th 
United States to the Committee on ¢ ’ost-Olfice a Post- 


Roi 
vOatuls. 


By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 6224 provide an all-night 
street-car service for t District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bi H. R. 6225) providing for a sur- 
vey for aroute fora ip canal to connect the waters of Lake 
brie and the Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors 

\ i H. R. 6226 mm i + of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States ) ‘ Comn on ¢ 
S eR rm. 

Vir. FITCH: A 1. KR. 6228 on ba 
] \ m 5U to LO « ? 3p ) | ) ( l ) Wa ) 
ind Means 

By Mr. FITH] \ | I Zz ‘ 231 
Z wt, aad } i 
) nd i S 4 

) 4 n eo \ \ ill 

> | SPRINGER: \ i NN ‘ oO i 
pu ec buildi at Pekin, | O ( on P eb 

ad Grounds. 

B TERRY: A bi I. R. 6231 ) d a 22 i 
act en sc Ln act to rulate comn a LI lal 
4, 1887, a mended ( ISS9, an ) ( Ol 

l + LO ALLOW Iré Lect Li \ ng on ! sie 3 ¢ 
I or charity, a O L 

ms ha lly tra o ) ‘ \ ‘ 
1) j ] ~ O Wl Co l A 

ree. 

iy Mr. CLOVE! \ bi I R i ) 

ing ft ( Tt ( , 5 : 
p Dusl 88 DOLh a ‘ ra ‘ i 

al ( I ( 4 i ( 

me of mone by estab L ttiona 
vased on the taxable wealth of the « o the Committ 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A concurrent rs tion "ea an inv 

vation of the introduction of typhus into 0 
y 4 or other ) ( 

PRIN 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXI 
titles were presented and 1 L 1dicated, 

By Mr. ALDERSON: A bi H. KR. 6232 “a f l 
Ephraim Cales, of West Virginia—to the Committee on Inva 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (HB. R.6233 ‘anting a 
to Thomas T. Prather—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

By Mr. CATE: A bill (H. R. 6234) fo 1e relief of 
of August Heberlein—to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. ENOCHS: A bill (H. R. 6235) increasing the } 3101 
‘ Tsaac H. Duval—to the Committee on Inva Pen 
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By Mr. 
James W. 


FORMAN: 


A bill (H. R. 6236) for relief of Sergt. 
Kingon 


to the ee e on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. R. 
Mary G. Ledwith, a nurse 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT (by request): A bill 
of Horace Brown, alias Magruder 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 623 
discharge to Henry P. Cassel—to the 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. 
sertion from the military record of Henry Cable—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 6241) for the relief of George 
W. Case, of Mount Sterling, Ky.— 
A ffairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 6242) for the paymentof certain 
property of the Independent Order of Odd Fellows of Okalona, 
Miss., de ee d by the United States Army—to the Committee 

on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6243) for the 
Chickasaw County, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 


dou sye 
during the late war—to the Commit- 
H. R. 6238) for the relief 
to the Committecon Military 


Committee on Military 


relief of J. C. Fitzgerald, of 
Miss.—to.the Committee on War Claims. 
6244) for the relief of John McFarland, ad- 
ministrator of T. J. McFarland, deceased, of Yallabusha County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6245) to place on 
the pension roll the name of Julia Hawkins—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6246) for 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 62 
W. Shaw—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 6248) for the relief of Francis 


J. Kelly, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military | 


Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 
Samuel R. Sanders, of Murfreesboro, 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill(H. R. 6250) for the 
relief of the heirs of Joseph Nicholson Chambers—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. I 
beth F. Huntington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: 
of Eben E. Caldwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6253) for 
relief of T. W. Townsend and wife—to the Committee on Claims. 


Tenn.—to the Committee 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: Petition of the Typothetz of Milwaukee, 
Wis., 
velopes without charge to consumers 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition, of Haddon Grange 
Husbandry, Camden County; N. J., 
compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of citizens of Sangerville, Me., 
favoring the extension of the free-delivery system—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance of citizens of Bangor, 
moval of the 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: 
to pension Joel A 


, Patrons of 
that a tax be imposed on 


Me., against the re- 


Papers to accompany House bill 6192, 
. Walters—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill 6191, granting a pension | 


to James L. Carty—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNTING: Petition of the East Avenue Congrega- 
tional Church at Lockport, N. Y., in opposition to opening the 
World’s Fair on Sundays—to the Select Committee on the Co- 
lumbian Exposition. 

By Mr. CABLE: Petition of sundry citizens of Llinois, for free 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Mr. CAUSEY (by request): Petition of sundry citizens, 
residents of Delaware, asking the passage of the bill commonly 
known as the option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also (by request), petition of citizens of Kent County, asking 
the passage of a biil imposing a revenue tax upon. compound 
lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. COBURN: Petition by C. H. Van W. Ormer, for the 
passage of what is known as the Butterworth bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


By 


CONGRE BSION AL, BECORD—HOU BE. 


| mont, Franklin County; 
granting a pension to | 


9) granting an honorable | 


R. 6240) to remove the charge of de- | 


| Fairfield County, Conn., 


| Mo., 
| mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 


the relief of Jacob Kern—to the | 


»\ . ~ | 
7) for the relief of George 


| ing by the 
6249) for the relief of | 


t. 6251) for the relief of Fliza- | 


| Commerce, 
the | 


relative to the printing by the Government of stamped en- | 
-to the Committee on the | \ 
| of W. 





of C. 
| others, indorsing bills prohibiting option selling—to the Com- 
| mittee on Agriculture. 

Utes from Colorado—to the Committee on Indian | 


| Indiana Volunteers, and Company EF, 
| and other papers and evidence, in support of his bill (H. R. 
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By Mr. COOLIDGE: Petition of Franklin County, of Charle- 
of Northfield, Franklin County; of Mid- 
dlefield, Franklin County; of Whately, Franklin County; of Shel- 
burne, Franklin County; of Sunderland, Franklin County; of 
Morison, Franklin County, Mass., and two petitions of Worcester 
County, Mass., for the free delivery of mails in country dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of Richard Gallaway, for pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Galveston, Tex., favoring the free 
listing of used and unused postage stamps—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Memorial of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation to the Congress of the United States for courts and law for 


| the Indians—to the Cagnmittee on the Judiciary. 
to the Committee on Military | 


| County; 


By Mr. DEFOREST: Petition of citizens of Redding, Fairfield 
of Harwinton and of Winchester, Litchfield County; of 
of Newton, of Monroe, of Fairfield, and of Norwalk, 
for free mail delivery—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of Caldwell County, 
asking for the passage of the Bland silver bill—to the Com- 


Wilton, 


By Mr. DOLLIVER: Affidavit of Ebbert Sutton—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GANTZ: Petition of citizens of Union Township, Mi- 
ami County, for free delivery of mails in country districts—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Protest of Reese F. Olsof, 
Church, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
dian education 

By Mr. HAUGEN: 


rector of St. Ann's 
, against reduced appropriations for In- 
C ‘ommittee on Indian Affairs. 

Memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of 


| Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bills 1757 


and 1268, and House bill 2699—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, protest of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., against the print- 
Government of ‘‘ return cards” upon envelopes sold 
by it—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of 43 citizens of Peosta, 


| Dubuque County, Iowa, urging the passage of the Butterworth op- 


tion bill, defining options, futures, ete.—to the Committee on 


Agriculture. 


Also, petition of 36 citizens of Dubuque County, Iowa, urging 
the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agri- 


| culture. 
A bill (H. R. 6252) for the relief | 


By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of 
remonstrating against the passage of Senate bills 


1757 and 1268, and House bill 2699—to the Committee on Agri- 


| culture. 


By Mr. LODGE: Resolution of the board of directors of the 
Boston Merchants’ Association, for the sale of embossed stamped 
envelopes by the Government at the price of the stamp—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Josiah L. Smith and 26 others, for free de- 
livery of mails in country districts—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of 57 citizens of Anderson County, and 
M. Morton, master, and W. N. Chandler, secretary, of Cot- 
tonwood Grange, 951, and 34 others, in support of pure food bill— 


| to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of W. M. Morton, master, and W. N. Chandler, 
secretary, of Cottonwood Grange, 951, and 35 caren petition 
D. Kelly, L. D. Hunderburk, E. M. Fitzgerald, and 55 


By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of Charles Reese, late captain 
of Company D, Twentieth Regiment, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 


| and accompanying affidavits, in support of House bill 6101 to 


increase his pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of James Wilkinson, Company C, Forty-fourth 
Twelfth Missouri Cavalry, 
3557) 
asking for the amendment of his militegy record—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition to remove the charge of deser- 


| tion from Bartley Mullen, whoserved on board the United States 
delivery of mails in country districts—to the Committee on the | 


ships Vermont and Colorado—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
Also, petition of Typothetz of Milwaukee, for the dise ontinu- 

ance of the pr actice of printing return cards on stamped envel- 

opes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, re- 
monstrating against the passage of Senate bills 1757 and 1268 and 
House bill 2699—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition praying for the free delivery of 
mails in country districts, by William H. Taylor and 19 other 
citizens of Massachusetts—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 
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Also, petition praying for the free delivery of mails in country | 
districts, by George Howland and 32 other citizens of Massa- 
chusetts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: Memorial in the case of Cyrus Martin, 
in support of House bill 5382—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Resolution of Pomona Grange, No. 22, 
Branch County, Mich., asking the passage of the bill providing 
for free delivery of mails in rural communities—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OWENS: Petition of citizens of Ohio, asking for the 
election of United States Senators by the people—to the Select 
Committee on Election of President and Vice-President and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. PEARSON: Petition of J. Wilson and 50 others, of the 
Seventeenth Congressional district of Ohio, asking for the pas- 
sage of a law to restrict immigration and to prohibit the impor- 
tation or immigration of Chinese into the United States—to the 
Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: Petition for free delivery of mail in 
country districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition for the relief of Samuel KR. 
Sanders, of Murfreesboro, Tenn.—to the Committce on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Response of John H. Milligen, commander of 
Post 554, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Weldon, Ill., to the circular of the Hon. M. D. HARTER—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SEERLEY: Petition of the United Presbyterian Con- 
gregation, for closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. STACKHOUSE: Petition for increased compensation 
for fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition for the adoption of the metric system of weights 
and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: Petition of citizens of McKean 
County, Pa., in favor of House bill 291, praying for the equali- 
zation and increase of the salaries of letter-carriers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Synod of Pennsylvania, against opening 
the Columbian Exposition on Sunday—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of Eben E. Caldwell, 
praying that his claim for property taken by the Army during 
the late war be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, asking that no exposition or exhibition for 
which appropriations are made by Congress shall be opened on 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
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INDUSTRIAL CHRISTIAN UTAH. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the the of 
the Utah Commission, acting as a board of manacwement and con- 
trol of the Industrial Christian Home Association of Utah: which 
was referred to the Committee the i 


HOME OF 


senate 


report 


on Judiciary. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the governor 
and Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, praying that 


appropriations be made for public buildings at Salt Lake, Ogden, 
Provo, and Logan; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the governor and Legislative 
Assembly of Utah, praying that no change be made in the res- 
ervation of the Southern Ute Indians of Colorado, such as shall 


involve their transfer to the Territory of Utah: which was 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of District Assembly No. 41, 
Knights of Labor, of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the 
passage of House bill 3041, extending the 
laws.now in force on the Navassa Islands: 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memoriel of merchants, bankers, 
and farmers of Auburn, Ill., and a memorial of citizens of 


re- 


time of operation of 
which was referred to 


lli- 
nois, remonstrating against the enactment of the Hatch and 
Washburn bills: which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

| He also presented a memorial of Irwin McDowell Post, Grand 


Army of the Republie. of East St. Louis, [ll., remonstrating 
against the passage of a free-coinage bill: which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Aurora and Salem, 
[ll., praying for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 


ist 


| States prohibiting any State from using its property or credit 


j 


for the purpose of founding, maintaining, or aiding any church 
or religious society; which were referred to the Committee 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Christian and 
Methodist Episcopal Churches of Capron, Ill., praying for the 
closing of the World’s Columbian Fair on Sunday; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of owners, agents, and mas 
ters of vessels, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage ef the 
bill transferring the Revenue Cutter Service to the naval estab- 


on 


| lishment: which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. VAN HORN: Petition of residents of the town of Es- | 


perance; of residents of Schoharie; of residents in the town 
of Wright, in the county of Schoharie: of residents of the town 
of Esperance, Schoharie County, N. Y., for free delivery of 
mailin country districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


By Mr. WHEELER of Michigan: Petition in relation to the | 


improvement of the harbor of refuge at Portage, Lake Michi-’ 


gan—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 23, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, February 19, 1892, 
was read and approved. 
COURT 


OF CLAIMS REPORTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact 
and of law in the French spoliation claims relating to the vessel 
Georgia Packet; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


He also presented a petition of the Fruit-Growers, Cider and 
Cider-Vinegar Makers’ Association of Massachusetts, praying 
for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of John Glenn and other citi- 
zens of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the proposed re- 
duction of appropriations for Indian education: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the memorial of Rev. John H. Denison and 
other citizens of Williamstown, Mass., remonstrating against 
the proposed reduction by Congress of the appropriation for In- 
dian education: which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the United States 
praying for a loan of $5,000.000 to the World’s Columbian Expo 
sition, provided it be closed to visitors on Sunday: which was 
referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 24 citizens of Cinein 
nati, Ohio, and a petition of Our Young People’s Society of Co 
lumbus, Ohio, praying for the passage of legislation looking to the 


closing of the World’s Columbian [Exposition on Sunday: which 


were referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Se- 
leet). 
He also presented a petition, signed by 83 citizens of Eric 


} County, Ohio, and a petition of 12 citizens of Hancock County, 


Ohio, praying for the passage of the antioption bill 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Hugh J. Dobbs. 
C. Smith, D. W. Cook, and 40 other citizens, of Beatrice. Nebr. 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 


: which were 


~ 


prohibiting the States from passing laws respecting religion, ete.: 
| which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor 


He also laid before the Senate acommunication from the Court | 


of Claims,transmitting conclusions of factand of lawin the French | 


spoliation claims of George S. Sonntag, administrator of W. L. 
Sonntag vs. The United States, No. 1843, and of George S. Sonntag, 
administrator,and Jane J. De la Roche, administratrix of Fred- 
erick Frank De la Roche, vs. the United States, No. 1846, vessel 
brig Yorick; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


memorial of 


. ol 


He also presented the 
192, Grand Army of the Republic 
ing against the passage of the free-coinage 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Omaha (Nebr.) Board o 
Trade, praying Congress to aid in the improvement of the M 


General Augur Post, No 
Ewing, Nebr., remonstrat 


bill: which w 


a re 


souri and eee Rivers and their tributaries until they ar 
made safely navigable: which was referred to the Committee on 


Commerce. 
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fe a ( n t petition of W.H. Langford and 48 othe: 
< N 1 ( L Miss praying for the passage of the 
Paddoc -food l: which was ordered to lie on the tabl 
Ky} O t a petition unanimously adopted bya 
( t an i ;in convention assembled at San 
i 1, 1892 hat an appropriation 
} ¢ ( ( l OT tp ning deo 
State of ¢ rnia; a also for the improvment 
( . S 4 Feather Rivers and Peta- 
| ( 
SO ] tap t ‘ ously adopted by a convention 
0 ners ¢ fa tion assembled at San Francisco, 
( Jal 1, 18 1 such laws as 
5 X and pro} y 
re a l sa in to the 
na oa i 
col [ desir say that these memorials involve 
q ! \ st »1 State of California, such as the 
p vation <« at navigable streamsand much of the agri- 
Cc bur an pon their borders and the preservat ion of its 
g 2 ndustry, all to a certain extent inseparable. 
it | “ that t od can be evolved by which this gr at 
industry can b secuted with success without injury to the 
ag ltural interest and without impediment to the rivers, and 
hus add to the wealth of the nation from ten to fifteen millions 
pt an! n in old. \aj earl consideration of this question is 
des us it ry ¢ portance, and when that time shall 
have « pe to be able to show to the Senate that it is not 
aa only feasibl t very desirable that such action should be taken 
upou this subject as shall tend to the desired end. I move that 
the memorials be referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 


that they be printed as a document. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of 


the board of supervi- 
that a port of entry and 


} 
sors of Gogebic Co praying 


( vel 2 eStad 1ed at Ashland, Wis.; which was referred to 
T CO tee ( } 

\LLEN presented a petition of the city council of Fair- 
haven, Wash., praying for the prevention of immigration or im- 
portation of Chines rsons into the United States; which was 
oO! red to lie on thx bD1t 


h tition of Thomas Cooper, Marian D. 
E¢hert, R. D. Dyer, and 30 other citizens of South Bend, Wash 
’ 


petition of the Chamber of Commerce of South Bend, Wash.. 





and the petition of L. T. Pentecost,C. P. Masterson, W. D. Doo- 

little, and 56 other merchants, bankers, manufacturers, and pro- 

fi ynnal men of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the enactm nt of 

. legislation as is necessary to secure the early and econom- 

- ical col ion a O ition of the Nicaragua Canal: which 
f to t Committee on Foreign Relations. 

e} la petition of the Chamber of Comme ree of 

2 i¢ Va wing that action be taken by C ongT ss 


yperation in the Northern Atlantic fisheries 





! to B Sea, N h Pacific, and Arctic Oceans; 
{ 3 of the open sea » declared free and open to all, 
7 al that Am ‘ iis men have the same rights in the waters 
( . P as t now enjoy in the Northern At- 
la ce QO i Wi rel to the Committee on Foreign 
Rela 
Mr. ALLEN. I nt tl petition of Eugene Canfield, C. 
‘ W. A. Perry, C. R. Norman, James El- 
‘ ) SK a 9 ( r citizers of New Whatcom. 


Wa h that a few years since, by reason of a log 








jam i ith of the Nov -hk River, its waters have 
( ted fro uummi Bay eastward into Bellingham Bay | 

yuug ’ nber of small channels, practically ruining the navi- 
ability of the river at its mouth and rendering useless thousands 
( aluable lands occupied by settlers and impairing Bel- 
in B by t de t, and pray ing an appropriation by 
Conere of $50.00 the removal of that obstruction. I move 

tha l to the Committee on Conimmerce. 

° 
\ N ] ted a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Wa raying fo massage of certain legislation 
Val ot 1 » restrictions of the title to Indian 
iich wa ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PLATT nted the petition of William N. Northrop | 


Conn.: the petition of Samuel! 
ns of Rocky Hills, Conn.; the peti- 

and 21 other citizens Bolton, Conn.: 
B aw and 23 other citizens of Hamden, 


( W. Richardson and 23 other citizens of 

( ( ie petition of George Hopson and 36 other 

W ) Conn., and the petition of A. E. 

; of Waterbury, Conn., praying for 

th ( country districts: which were re- 
( mitt on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 





He also presented the memorial of E. A. Huntington and 13 
other citizens of Norwich, Conn., remonstrating against the pro- 
posed diminution of appropriations for Indi: in education and urg- 
ing an increase instead, and also remonstrating against the re- 
moval of the Ute Indians from Colorado: which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of J. H. Riggs 
tary, and 26 members of Greenwood Gran; Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Marshall County, W. Va., praying for the passage of 

ie Conger lard bill: which was referred to the Committee on 
\griculture and Forestry. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of William H. Stone and 
other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the adoption of an 

nendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 

iat ‘* No State shall pass any law respecting an establishment of 
religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or use its 
property or credit or any money raised by taxation, or authorize 
ither to be used, for the purpose of founding, maintaining, or 
aiding, by appropr ation, payment for services, expense, or other- 
wise, any church, rel igion is denomination, or religious society, 
or any institution, society, or undertaking which is wholly or in 
part under sectarian or ecclesiastical control:* which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the St. Louis (Mo. 
Board of Trade, praying for the passage of legislation for the 
improvement of the Missot iri River; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commer 

He also presented th petition of W. C. Edward and other 
citizens of Audrain County, Mo., praying for the passage of the 
Washburn antioption bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petitionof Patona Grange, No. 
1, Patrons of Husbandry,of Mississippi, praying for the passage 
of a law to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Patona Grange, No. 41, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Mississippi. praying for the passage of legisla- 
tion to prevent gambling in farm products; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Patona Grange, No. 41, Pat- 
rons of Husbandry, of Mississippi, praying for the passage of 
House bill 395, defining lard and ne a tax thereon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 

He also presented a petiton of Patona Sinan, No. 41, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Mississippi, praying for the passage of legisla- 
tion prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency; 
which was referred to the Committee on 

He also presented a petition of Patona Grange, No. 41, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Mississippi, praying for the passag re of legisla- 
tion for f which was referred 


, Secre- 


I> 
J 


1 
| 

Dinan 
rinance, 


the encouragement of silk cultur 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Patona Grange, No. 41, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Mississippi, praying for the free delivery of 
mails in rural districts; which was referred to the Committee o1 
Post-Offices = : ae s. 

Mr. TURPI resented a ] nition of citis ns of El Reno, in the 
Territory of Ola oma, praying for the passage of legislation in 
relation to town sites in that hk rritory; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KYL Ky resented ap tition of f citizens of Deadwood, S. Dak.. 
and a petit tion of citizens of Central City, S. Dak., praying for 
the passage of the bill introduced in the Senate making all iss 
of gold, liver, and paper money legal tender in payment of all 

pi iblic and private; which were referred to the Commit- 
ions 1 Finance. 
l f 


He a uso pres nted a petition of citizens of Deadwood, S. Dak., 


praying for the passag e of a lawre str icting foreign immigration, 








and more especially a law prohibiting the landing of Chin 

] 

which was ordered to lie on the t ahi le 

| He also presented a petition of citizens of Central City, S. Dak., 
| praying for the passage of a law restricting immigration; which 
|} S 

| was ordered to lie on the table 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Deadwood and Cen- 
tral City, S. Dak., praying for the passage of a joint resolution 
amending the Constitution so as to permit the election of United 

States Senators by popular vote; which was referred to the Com- 
mitte e on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petiti ion of John | s0ye r and 
85 other residents of Hot Springs, S. Dak., praying for the pas- 
| sage of a law prohibiting the importation or immigration of 

Chinese into the United States. I move that this petition and 


+ 
t 
7 
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all others of like character lie on the table for thte present. I see 
that many such petitions are being presented, and [ suggest that 
disposition of them, if there by no objection. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of W. 
other citizens of Cheshire County, N. H., 


It will be so ordered. 


A. Hale and 
praying for the free 


ae, 
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delivery of the mails in country districts; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of John Boyer and 85 other citi- 
zens of South Dakota, praying for the passage of the bill to en- 
le arge theshiproom and increase the comfort ofimmigrants; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. WASHBURN Eee sented the petition of S. J. McKenzie 
and 61 — citizens of oa. County, Minn., and a petition of 
citizens of Jamestown, N. Dak., praying for the passage of tl 
antioption bill; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of L. Lamberson and 54 other 
citizensof Marshall County, Minn., praying that an appropriation 
of $15,000 be made for the improvement of the navigat iop on th 
Red River of the North; which was referred to the Com 
on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Frederick Schaub, 
Charles City, Iowa, praying for the adoption of an am 
the Constitution prohibiting any State from passing any law re- 


mittee 


namen 


specting an establishment of religion or prohibiting the free ex- 
ercise thereof; which was referred to the Committee on t 
> 


Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Marion County, lowa, 
praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Marion County, lowa, 
praying for the passage of the antioption bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Manchester, lowa, praying that the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position be closed on Sunday; that the sale of liquors be prohib- 
ited within the exhibition grounds, and that the art department 
be managed according to the American standard of purity in art: 
which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial 
(Select. ) 

He also presented a petition of the Railway Postal Clerks’ As- 
sociation of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the bill pro- 
viding for a reclassification and an increase of salaries of rail- 
way postal clerks; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of ann County, 
S. Dak., praying for indemnity to John Wesley Brown for 
occasioned by contested suits against his former tree claim: which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of Harrington, 
Me., praying for the pao of tHe bill to transfer the Revenue 
Marine Service to the N Navy Department; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Maine, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Lapham bill to regulate the fish- 
which was referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Eliot, Me., praying 
for the building of a dry dock at the Kittery navy-yard; which 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PASCO. I present a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Tampa, Fla., praying for the continuance of the special fast mail 
service from New York through Tampa to Cuba and the estab- 
lishment of a line from Tampa to Colon. This is an important 
matter, and the petition contains valuable statistics. I ask that 
this and a similar memorial, which I presented afew days agy 
from the Key West Board of Trade, be printed asa docums 
that the petition I now present be referred’to the Commit 
Post-Offices = Post-Roads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered in the absence 
of objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WARREN presented the petition of G Ly 
Amanda Tucker, and 65 other citizens of Fairview, Utah, pray 
ing for the ceding of certain public lands for purposes of irriga- 


t to the Committee on 


losses 





eries, etc.; 


) 
} 
Y ans 

nt, and 
+4 
LI 


ee on 








tion and reclamation; which was referred 
[rrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented 13 petitions, signed, respectively, by Leroy 
Grant, John Chaplin, A. Gilchrist, M. F. Burke, W. R. Stoll, W. 
A. Robbins, I. C. Whipple, Samuel Atkinson, John Harrington, 
John F. Carroll, William R. Schmitger, L. Kabis, and Joseph 
G. Pratt, all of Cheyenne, Wyo., praying for the passage of an 
act to reclassify the Railway Mail Service; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the P etition of A. Lincoln Post, No. 4, Gri 
Army of the Re ‘public, of Wyoming, praying for « 





rtain changes 
in the existing pension laws; which was referr d t he Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. M. ANDERSON. I present a petition of citizens of Furnas 
County, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill. 
As a bill similar to the measure named in the petition has been 
reported, I ask that the — lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Similar petitions have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry her 


¢ 
etoiore. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. A bill on that li of legislation is pe1 
and is the regular order. I[ suppo tition may lie on 
table. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask that it may on the table, as I 
understand a bill on.the subject has ! ) 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the tabl 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the pet t soard of Trade 
of St. Jos ] h, Me praying for leg a improvement 
of the Missour | Mis pik i ‘ ria- 

ons so that the work m proce ) a m- 
letion: which was referred to the ¢ mittee on ¢ 

ir. HAWLEY pres the 1 sLof R l. H. Twichell 

129 ot r citi s of H { ) ( “ J + 
moval Oo l 3 LA ! om { is re- 
i to the ¢ Litt ( li n Aftla 
SAW YI] present ap { yuSiness mK f Ash- 
t Wis., praying for the sav ( ris - l No. 48 provid- 
! or the det I ) co l 1A nd, and 
Oneic in the W ns ( rn j lal dis- 
t i da atta 1 n to cas 1 Judie district of that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of 13 farmers of Paris, Me., 
praying for the passage of the antioption bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Commit >on the Judiciary. 

He also presented ap ‘tition of citizens of Eliot, Me.. praying 
that an appropriation be made for the building of a dock at the 
Kittery navy-yard; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition numerously signed by prominent 
business firms and citizens of Portland, Me., and vicinity, pray- 


ing for the adoption of aconstituti 





ndment prohibiting the 


ing an establish 





States from passing any law respec ment of re- 





ligi mor prohibitin om 1 » jree exereis hereof: which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


Mr. TURPIE, 








referred the bill (S. 2018) granting a pension to Mary E. Law, 
widow of Capt. Richard L. Law, United States Navy, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom as referred the 
bill (S. 2187) granting a pension to Margaret M. Rice, reported 
it without amendment, and ymmitted a port th on. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee « Military Af 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1722) to provide for the « 
tion and promotion of enlisted men of the Army to tl y 
second lieutenant, reported it with an amendment. and submit 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tl 
bill (S. 1187) for the re f of Da H. Thompson, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, 1ich is agreed to: and t } 

J 
postponed indefinitely 

Mr. DAWES. from the CO! ittee on na I Af rs. to Whom 
was referred the bill(S. 1797) to ratify and confirm an agreement 
vith the Kickapoo Indians in Oklahoma Territory and to makes 
appropriations for carrying the sar into effect. reported it wit 
amend lent 

He also, from the same con © ov ) \ er! L tl 
b S. 1633) s ippiementary and a a oa x ! 

‘An act to refer to the Court of Claims certair 3 ¢ 
Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmeno ('} oker 
Nation, and for other purposes,” ap ved Oct 1, 1890 
ported it with an amendment 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the Dis of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1702) toa ! 1 act titled 
‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Western Ma and 
Railroad ¢ ompan{ ,’ reported it with amendments, and b- 

iitted a report thereon 

ILLS INTRODUCED 

M MORRILI itrod dat .. 2 ) » pro | the 
permanent preservation and « ) ( s 
teer armies, and for other purposes: which was read ( 
= and refe rr 1d to the Committee on Militar 

ALLEN introduced a b 5S. 230 oO ( 
Congress to t he removal, by the Legislat of t State WW as 
ington, of the restrictions upon 1 ‘of alienati 

inds by the Puyallup India i ) 
and referrs to the Comn i ( lt 

He oaur LD We « ) l a rd 
lic it 1 T i » LH . the State « 
W as w hic isT tit ind ref to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2308) relative to reco, 
nizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to allo 
certain corporations to be accepted assurety thereon; lich wa 
read twice by its tit and referred to t ( 


Judiciary. 








1360 


. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bili (S. 2309) 


Ping the relief of the estate of J. H. Moseby, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2310) to remove the charge 


W. Hammond: 
i to the Committee on 


of desertion from the military record of ¢ 
was read twice by its title,and referre« 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill 2311) to remove the 
sertion from the military record of James W. Neely: 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2312) granting a pension to William 
Patterson: which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


S. charge of de- 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2313) to amend an act entitled **An 
act approving with amendments the funding act of Arizona,” ap- 
proved June 25, 1890; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HAWLEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2314) to further 
protect post-offices against counterfe itcoin; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer a proposed amendment to the Post- 
Office appropriation bill, to insert after line —, on page the 
following: 


To enable the Postmaster-General to make tests in country districts of the 
free delivery of mails, $200,000 

[ move that the proposed amendment be referred for the pres- 
ent to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and that it 
be printed. : 


The motion was agreed to. 
REPORT ON PRODUCTION OF RAINFALL. 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution: which was 


considered by unanimous consent, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture is directed to communicate to 
the Senate a copy of the report of the special agent of the Department of 
Agriculture for making experiments in the production of rainfall 

ANDREWS’S PAINTING OF MRS. MADISON. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution: 
was referred to the Committee on the Library: 

Be it reaolved, etc.. That the joint Select Committee on the Library be, 
it is hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency and propriety of pur 
chasing from the artist, E. F. Andrews, his painting of Mrs. Madison, wife 
of the fourth President of the United States, at a sum not to exceed 85.000 
said painting to be placed in the White House. 


HISTORY OF PORTSMOUTH (N. H.) NAVY-YARD. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution. and I ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 
— resolution was read, as follows: 


solved, That the Secret: ary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
tre want to the Senate the ‘History of the United States navy-yard at 
Portsmouth, N. H., prepared by order of the Secretary of the Navy and 
under the direction of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, by George He nry 
Preble, rear-admiral United States Navy.” 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, 
resolution. 


and agreed to: 


which 


and 


proceeded to consider the 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the obje ct of havi ing that re port 
made? Is it to be printed as a document? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Notunless it shall be deemed advisable by 


the Committee on Naval Affairs 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
it would not be called for unless § some body believed it to be valu- 
able enough to have printed. The question I should like to ask 
the Senator is whether we have printed any reports of the history 
of different navy-yards. If we have the histor y of one nay y-yard, 
we must have the histor y of themall. Ido not know but that it 
is quite right and prope r that we should have; I am not objecting 
to it; but I simply make the inquiry. If we authorize this docu- 


to print it as a document. 


ment to be printed we must have the history of every navy-yard | 


- — by somebody submitted to Congress and printed. 

. CHANDLER. The question of printing the Senator shall 
seine an opportunity to be heard upon if he desires it. The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs desire the history for their inspection. 


If the committee conclude to ask to have the document printed I | 


shall notify the Senator so that he may make objection, if he 
then desires. [hope he will not object to the passage of this reso- 
lution, but let us have the benefit of this history. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
ition. 
The 


resoh 
resolution was agreed to. 

RECIPROCAL TRADE AGREEMENTS. 

| desire to state that on Thursday morning I shall 
resolution offéred by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


Mr. VEST. 
call up the 


HALE] in regard to reciprocity, for the purpose of submitting 
some 


remarks in reply to that Senator. 
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Ll was going to say that asa matter of course | 
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FLORIDA SENATORIAL ELECTION. 

Ir. CALL. I wish to give notice that on Monday next, after 
the conclusion of the morning business, I shall ask the indulgence 
of the Senate to submit some observations upon the two resolu- 
tions which I have introduced in the Senate, and which are now 
lying on the table, relative to the Florida Senatorial election and 
lands in Florida. 


DISTRICT IMPROVEMENTS—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, in the debate last Friday | 
made a statement rather interrogatively, addressed to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], in reference to the $90,000,000 
that had been issued under the act of July, 1890, The impression 
was derivable from what I said that I thought that $90,000,000 
were additional assets in the Treasury. I find on examination 
that the $90,000,000 issued under that act were issued in payment 
of silver bullion deposited in the Treasury. and therefore that 
the implication arising from my statement was erroneous. 

There is another statement which I desire tocorrect. I notice 
in reading the printed RECORD of the proceedings of the Senate 
for Friday last that one sentence is capable of an implication 
which I desire to disclaim. 

The sentence referred to is that in which I express a want of 
hope in defeating the bill then under discussion owing to con- 
siderations arising from our local surroundings in this city. 

This implication would do injustice to others as well as to my- 
self. 

During my service in this Senate | have never had occasion to 
believe that any Senator gave support to any measure from other 
motives than his conscientious convictions of what is the public 
good. If a contrary implication can arise from what I said on 
the occasion alluded to I desire to disown it, and to express my 
regret that any language used by me in debate might be con- 
strued as reflecting upon any member of this body. 

AFFAIRS IN ALASKA. 

Mr. PLATT. Some time ago, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, | reported a resolution authorizing that committee to 
prosecute some inquiries with regard to the condition of affairs 
in Alaska, which I think ought to be looked into. The resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses, and 
was reported only a day or two since. It was objected to by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and consequently went on the 
Calendar. The Senator from Maine has looked at the resolution 
this morning, and Iam authorized to say that he has no objec- 
tion to it. I ask that the resolution may be taken from the Cal- 
endar for the purpose of being passed at the present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported by Mr. PADDOCK 
| from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate on the 18th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories, or any subcommittee thereof, 
is hereby authorized and instructed to institute and conduct an investigation 
and inquiry into the resources of the Districtof Alaska; the character, occu- 
pations, and social condition of its inhabitants, white, Indian, and of mixed 
blood; its form and system of government; whether the same is adapted to 
| the present and prospective development of the district; its laws, and whether 

they are enforced or allowed to be violated: what other or further legislation 
| is necessary for the better government and needs of che said District and for 

the protection and well-being of its people; and any ind all matters relating 
| to the civil administration and future welfare of the people of Alaska. 

Such committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, and to 

employ a stenographer; and shall make report with recommendations as to 
future legislation. 

The necessary expenses" consequent upon such inquiry and investigation 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate when certified by the 
chairman of the committee and audited and allowed by the Committee to 
| Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose, under the law, the resolution 
must go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. It has been reported from that committee, was 
objected to, and is now called up. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I reported the resolution favorably several 
| days ago. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MINING DEBRIS IN CALIFORNIA. ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIIT is 
in order. 

| Mr. FELTON. I desire the consent of the Senate for the im- 
mediate consideration of House joint resolution 81. I ask that it 
be read, subject to objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution (H. Res. 81) investi- 
gating mining débris in California, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to 


’ 


The joint resolution will be read 
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submit for the consideration of Congress what amounts can be —Z 
expended during the coming year to carry out the recommendations made 
by the Commission of Engineers, United States Army, appointed under the 

rovisions of an act of Congress approved October 1, 1888, entitled ‘‘ An act to 
investigate mining débris in California,” for “restriction works, dams and 
wing dams, to restrain the mining débris where now situated, and prevent 
its lodgment in the rivers of California, to the injury of navigation and com- 
merce.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution ? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the joint resolution 
read again, and I ask for information respecting the matter. 
it reported from a committee? 

Mr. FRYE. It is a House joint resolution. 
House of Representatives 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was reported favorably by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. FRYE. It was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and reported favorably from that committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the joint resolution be again read. 

Mr. FELTON. I wish to say to the Senator from lowa that 
the measure carries no appropriation with it. Itissimplya joint 
resolution for obtaining some information from the Secretary of 
War. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be again 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. , 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 


Is 
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It passed the | 


TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that Hon. BENTON MCMIL- | 


LIN, a Representative from the State of Tennessee, had been 
elected Speaker pro tempore, to serve during the temporary ab- 
sence of the Speaker. 
JOHN W. BLAKE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will now proceed to the 
consideration of bills on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 356) for the relief of John W. Blake was announced 
as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr.VOORHEES. In the absence of my colleague [Mr.TURPIE}, 
I want that case to go over without prejudice. I am under the 
impression that that claim has been allowed at a former Con- 
gress. In fact, Judge TURPIE told me so the otherday. He 
not in his seat. Let it pass over for the present, and when he 
comes in, if we are mistaken about it, the bill can be taken up 


is 


again. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without preju- 
dice. 


Mr. TURPIE subsequently said: I wish to call attention to 
Order of Business 133, being the bill (S. 356) for the relief of John 
W. Blake. I move that that bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 

The bill (S. 602) for the erection of a public building for the use 
of the custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in the dis- 
trict of Newport News, Va., was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with an amendment, in lines 13 and 14, to strike out 
the words ‘‘and fifty” where they occur, so as to make the amount 
in each case $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BUILDING FOR DISTRICT GIRLS’ REFORM SCHOOL. 

The bill (S. 1351) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of buildings for the Girls’ Reform School of the District 
of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ appro- 
priated,” to insert ‘‘one-half of which sum shall be charged 
against the revenues of the District of Columbia,” so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the sum of $75,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
one-half of which sum shall be charged against the revenues of the District 
of Columbia, for the purchase of a site and theerection or alteration and fur- 


nishing of buildings for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of Columbia, 


said sum to be expended by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
and to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
the third time, and passed. 

CONDITION AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, some ten days ago, by the di- 
rection of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, I reported 
a resolution with an amendment authorizing certain investiga- 
tions as to the condition of agriculture in the United States. I 
suppose there will be no objection to the passage of the resolu- 
tion, and I should like to have it called up and passed. I ask 
that that be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
question. 


, read 


OF 


What is the resolution? 
It is a resolution for investigating the cotton 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have not been able to understand what 
the resolution refers to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is a resolution which has been reported 


from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 301, resolution by Mr. 
GEORGE, for the appointment of a select committee to inquire 
into the cause of the low price of cotton and the depressed con- 
dition of agriculture, ete. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That should go to the Committee 
tingent Expenses. 

Mr. GEORGE. It was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, and they reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law requires that such a resolution 
should go to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. That will 
not occasion much delay. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator suggest 
be referred to the Committe: 
Expenses of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. Inorder to get any money the reso- 
lution must be referred to that committee. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Under the rule that is necessary. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so referred. 

C. M. SHAFFER. 

The bill (S. 268) for the relief of C. M. Shaffer was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for paying to C. M. 
Shaffer, of Berkeley County, W. Va.; $1,500 for rent and occupa- 
tion of his warehouse, in the town of Martinsburg, as a commis- 
sary storehouse during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
and passed. 5 

ESTATE OF A. H. 

The bill (S. 657) for the relief A. H. Herr, de- 
ceased, late of the District of Columbia, was considered as in 
Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to pay to the estate of A. H. 
Herr, deceased, late of the District of Columbia, $17,288.53, al- 
lowed by the Secretary of War for the use of his premises, know: 
as Herr’s Island, near Harpers Ferry, by the Army during th: 
late war. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report in that case? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is. 

Mr. PLATT. If the report is not long, I should like to ha 
‘ead. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The Secretary read the 
January 25, 1892, as follows: 


resolution will be 


on ( on- 


that the resolution 
to Audit and Control the Contingent 


time, 


HERR, DECEASED. 


of the estate of 


The 


report sul 


report will be read. 


ymitted by Mr. F 


AC LAKNER 


The Committee on Clain »>wh 





is, té ym was referred the bill (S. ¢ for the 
relief of the estate of A. H. Herr, have considered the same and resp full 
report, 
Your committee adopt the report submitted by them during the fir 
sion of the Fifty-first Congress, and recommend that the bill do pa 
bill passed the Senate last Congress P 
The adopted report is as follows: 
This claim has been before Congress since : I 
second Congress, and has received favorable consideratior e He 
and Senate 
The report of Mr. Rowell, made to the Hous Rey 
first session of the Forty-eighth Congress. is so fu nai ¢ l 
committee have adopted it as a fair statement of tl roun for 1 f He 
ites 
‘This claim is for the use and occupation of I Island, near H ” 
Ferry, W. Va., by Federal troops fr 462, to Februar Sit 
The property in question ‘was a very , ; 
bracing Il2acres of land, thirty-two dwelling houses, a large four-s 
ton factory building, a large iron foundry, sawmill, and many outb 
and was all occupied at various times during the period named, and 
control of acting quartermasters in the United States Army 
‘*Mr. Herr, the owner of the property, was a loyal citizen, wt 
alty suffered imprisonment at the hands of the reb« and mar 


besides greatdestruction of property 
‘February 28, 1866, Maj. Gen. W. S. Hancock made an order 
board of officers to examine and report 


, 
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s, first session.] 


a foreman in the a1 ry at Harpers Ferry, W.Va 





iment in the office of the Quarter- 


In 1868 he fil 











master-General, and Special Agent Thomas P. Chiffelle was appointed to ex- 
amine into the merits of the claim and the loyalty of the claimant. His 
report is as follows: 


Claim of William F. Wilson, ITarpers Ferry, Jefferson County, W. Va. 
1864. Dec. For use and occupation of house and lot from March, 1862, 





to December, 1864, 33 months, at $10 per month......................... 8880 
Destruction of dwelling, outbuildings, fences, etc : cncedcacso Cae 


Total = inpacdilleieitiapeibensitaninte 





The above claim is instituted for the purpose of recovering the sum of 
$1,530, alleged to be the amount due the claimant for the use and Cooupation 
of his premises and for the destruction of his dwelling, etc., by United State: 
troops. 

Che claimant in the above case, Mr. William F. Wilson, was at the time 
this claim originated a residen of . Marpe rs Ferry, in Jefferson County, W 
bbe and the owner of a very fine one-and-a-half story brick dwelling and of 

1as Camp Hill, over- 






» lot on which it was built, situated upon a hill know: 
looking the village of Harpers Ferry. 

Mr. Wilson bears a very h igh reputation amongst his neighbors for being 

a person of a t integrity character and honesty of purpose. He has al- 
ways be oth during and ein e the rebellion, loyal to the United States. 

Mr. Wils« = previous to the war , Was employed in the United States service 

in the armory at Harpers Ferry as one of the foremen in the rifle works. On 

the breaking out of the rebellion he was very active in his exertions in en- 

deavoring to secure to the United States the armsand ammunition deposited 

| there. By his course, as well as by the warm and hearty support which he 

gave to the Ge ner: il Government, he made himself very obnoxious to several 

of the citiz ns of Harpers Ferry, and on the occupation of this place by the 

re bel forces he was forced to flee for his life. He succeeded in reaching 

W ashington and obtained employ ment in the navy-yard, w here he remained 

















or some time; afterwards he was employed, up to the close of the war, at 
Bridesburg, Pa., by Alfred Jenks & Son, in superint nding their musket 
work 

His witnesses are all menof standing and characte —— irpers Ferry, were 
loyal dur he war, and are registered as voters hat district. 

It ap} pon examining this claim that in the year 1862 Col. Benjamin 





Huger, U. S. Army, then in charge of the armory at Harpers Ferry, sold at 
public auction, by authority of the Department, to Mr. Wilson, a brick house 
and a lotin that village, situated on Camp Hill, atthe corner of Fillmoreand 
McDowell streets, for the sum of $650. The building was a one-and-a-half 
story brick dwelling, 22 by 28 feet, containing some six rooms, with a small 
story brick kitchen attached thereto. The premises not being in very 
good repair at the time of purchase Mr. Wilson expended in repairing and 
improving the property by painting, by the erection of a front porch, a sta- 
ble, a large brick cistern. and a garden house, and also by inclosing the entire 





one 


lot with a good ant isubstantial pale fence, some $700 or 7800. making the build- 
ings and lot when completed cost him nearly $1,400. I feel satisfied from all 
the information that I can gather, that the same cha ter of dwelling, to 

ether with the outbuildings, can not be erected a iis time for less than 
$1,800, and therefore think that Mr. Wilson's charge of #1,200 is not only rea- 





» but just. 

It further appears that on or about the month of March, 1862, this house 
and lot Was taken possession of by the United States troops and used by them 
until December, 1464, as a hospital and quarters for officers and soldiers; 
that the interior of the dwelling, the outbuildings, and fencing having been 
entirely destroyed during the occupancy by the soldiers, Gen. Stevenson 
United States Army, commanding, 4 pe rmission to Col. Graham, Fifth 
New York Heavy Artillery, to pull the building down and to use the mate 
rial of which it was composed in the construction of winter quarters for his 

mmand. The permission or order was so well and effectually complied 
with that there is nothing now remaining to designate the former site buta 
portion of the foundation of the main dwelling 

Mr. A. Cox, nowaresidentof Harpers F erry, but during the war a lieutenant 
in the Fifth New York He savy Artillery, stated to me that while stationed at 
Harpers Ferry, he, by order of Col. Graham, assisted in superintending the 
te ar: ing down of Mr. Wilson’s dwelling and in the subsequent use of its mate- 
ilin the construction of winter quart rs for his ——. 

still further appears that on February 27, 1866, ee. V.G. Young, mili 

ary storekeeper Tnite “i States ordnance, by direction of the “Ordn: ance De 
partment, sold the bricks from Mr. Wilson's dw elling. together with others 
belonging to different individuals, at public auction in Harpers Ferry, for 
and on account of the United States, and accounted for the proceeds of the 
sale on his property return for that month 
The amount of rent charged by Mr. Wilson for the time his premises were 
occupied by the United States troops is also exceedingly reasonable: it is 
somewhat less than that for which similar buildings rented for at that time 
in Harpers Ferry. 
I see no reason for recommending any alteration in the account. The 
| claim seems to be in every respect just and proper. 
Respectfully submitted. 








tf 


















THOMAS P. CHIFFELLE, Agent. 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. STEWART VAN VLIET 
Deputy Quartermaster-General, United States Army. 





| Thi ,onA 23, 1868, was indorsed as follows: 
| t forwarded to the Quartermaster-General, with the recom 
I ition that Mr. Wilson’s claim be allowed in full. 


STEWART VAN VLIET, 
Deputy Quariermaster-General, Baltimore, Md. 
The Quartermaster-General, in a letter to the Secretary of War dated June 
approved the claim for $330 for rent, but the item for the destruc tion 
of the building was disapproved, as there was no appropriation out of whic 
the sum could be paid. The recommendation of the Quartermaster-General 
Was approved by the Secretary of War. The Third Auditor, on the 13th of 
January, 1870, disapproved the claim, hoiding that the act of February 19 
| 1867, which construed the act of July 4, 1864, extended to the counties of Jef- 
| ferson and Berkeley, in West Virginia, and that all claims “‘on account of 
occupation or injury to real estate could not be entertained by the account 
ing officers of the Treasury when such claims originated in either of said 
counties and during the war of the rebellion This,view was concurred in 
by the Second Comptroller of the Tre: " 
The report of the special examiner ws this to be a most meritorious 
claim, and the bill is therefore reported favorably, with the recommendation 
that it do pass 
Mr.COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from West 
| Virginia, reporting this case, if I understand the case properly. 
| If I do, it is that this claimant in 1862 purchased from the Gov- 
| ernment a lot and house in Harpers Ferry at and for the sum of 
| $600; that thereupon he moved into the house, made improve- 
' ments costing, as alleged, between seven and eight hundred dol- 


© 18065 
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lars, making the total cost of the house and lot and arerrnenee 
between thirteen and fourteen hundred dollars; that the house 
was occupied by United States troops fro1 n —_ the time it was 
purchased up to 1864; and that _ is a claim for rent during 
that time and also for the value of the San 

The committee has recommended that he should be paid the 
rent and more than the entire property, house, lot, and all, co 
The house and lot are there yet, I suppose, but what their v: 
is I do not know. There does not seem to be any deduction made 
for it. I suppose, the refore, it was of no value, and that t! 
house was torn down and the material in the house used for sol- 
diers’ quarters. Now,do I understand the Committee on Claims 
in a case where an army goes and tears down a b uilding al 
it for army purposes in making for tification 5 or in making wint 
quarters, or anything else, report in favor of paying for that 
property according to its value as a residence or accordit x to 
value of the material used? AsTIu derstand, the universal r 
hus been that you pay for the value of the material used { 
purposes for which used; and, thereft re, when the Arn a 
marching through the country and came to a field and took a 
fence, whether it was a plank fence or anything else, and used 
it for fuel, it has been the universal rule to pay for the rails, 
the fencing, as fuel, as wood by the cord. There are, I suppose 
thousands of such cases, if not tens of thousands, out of the sixty) 
thousand that were presented to the Quartermaster-General un- 
der the law of July 4, 1864. 

It seems to me that the allowance of this $1,530 for the use of 
this house, when the house itself and the lot both only cost $600, 
and there were only six or seven or eight hundred dollars im- 
provements, is absolutely paying this man for the house and 
as a residence, fitted for a residence, when after it had been used 
there and with the waste and devastation of war around Harpers 
Ferry it was torn down and the material us d mel for winter 
quarters. There is no finding of the value of the material for 
the winter quarters. I want this point elucidated. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I am not feeling very well 
and I will try to be as brief in this matter as possible 

[ think the Senator from Missouri has properly stated the gen- 
eral principle which governs and controls the Committee on 
Claims in their allowance in such cases as come before them for 
their consideration, and which are analogous to the one now be- 
fore the Senute for its consideration, but I think the Senator has 
left out some of the important facts bearing upon the present 
case. 

The evidence in the record here shows that this prop rty when 
taken possession of by the United States Army was of the ‘val 1e 
at the lowest, by actualexpenditures at that time, of $1,400. The 
evidence will show further that this property in the estimati on 
of the Federal soldiers was of the value of $1,800 at the close of 
the war. 

The Senator seems to imply from his remark that it was the 
intention ond purpose of the allow: ance of $1,530 to allow an 
amount equal to the entire cost of this buildiug. He is entirely) 
mistaken. and if he will examine the report he will see twoitems 
there—the allowance for the vw uction of the house and the al- 
lowance for fences taken for fuel—the smokehouse and all th 
other outbuildings, which are embraced within the allowance of 
the committee, is only $1,200. The fact that the other $330 is al- 
lowed for rent isan entirely separate and distinct item from the 
allowance by the committee for the destruction of this building 
and the use to which it was appropriated by the United States 
Army. That allowance was only $1,200, and I consider, in view 
of the evidence, that it was extremely reasonable. 

| wish to say further that the facts in this case show that this 
property was torn down by order of a Federal officer command- 
ing, that it was torn down brick by brick and used afterwards 
for the erection of winter quarters for the troops. That was 
done by authority of the Federal officer in command. In addi- 
tion to that, the Government did not even lose this proper 
but after the necessity for the uses for which it had been torn 
down had passed, the Quartermaster-General, re presenting r th 
United States Government, then proceeded to make sale of this 
sroperty that had been taken by him, by the destruction of this 
cease for the building of winter quarters, sold it as material, 
and turned the money into the Treasury. 

Under those circumstance s the committee regarded that the 
had a right, under. the rulings they always heretofore had taken 
in reference to these cas to allow a reasonable payment for the 
value of the materis ul in those buildings and for the use as fuel 


of the fences and of the smokehouse and the outhouses con- 
nected with that building. 

The report has not gone into details in these matters. The 
evidence was before the committee, and the committee fixed th 
allowance at $1,200. It does not strike me that that is an exces- 


Sive allowance under these circumstances. The pape rsdid show, 
but I do not remember how much was turned into the Treasury. 
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METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH AT MARTINSBURG, W. VA. 

The bill (S. 276) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Martinsburg, W. Va., was considered asin | 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the trustees of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Martinsburg, W. Va., $1,850, 
in full satisfaction for the use and occupation of the church by 
the Federal troops from March, 1862, to April, 1865. 

Mr. PLATT. In line 8, before the word ‘‘ troops,” I move to 
strike out ‘‘ Federal” and insert ‘‘ United States;” so as to read: 


In full satisfaction for the use and occupation of said church by the United | 
States troops, etc. 





Mr. FAULKNER. I think that is a very appropriate amend- | 
ment. I did not notice the language. 

[ merely desire to remark while on my feet that the reason | 
why these bills are numerous for this section of the country is | 
that in these two counties (Berkeley and Jefferson) the Quarter- | 
master’s Department, under that law of Congress, was prohibited | 
from paying rent for these buildings. In my town there were 
five churches occupied by United States troops. Three of them 
were paid before this point was raised, and the other two were 
not. That is the reason these bills are before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF LEWIS W. WASHINGTON, DE- 
CEASED. 

The bill (S. 1061) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Lewis W. Washington, deceased, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It.provides for paying to the legal repre- 
sentatives of Lewis W. Washington, deceased, late of Jefferson 
County, W. Va., $1,454.20, in full satisfaction for hay and other 
quartermaster’s stores furnished the United States Army. 

The bill was-reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ONE HUNDRED AND THIRTY-THIRD WEST VIRGINIA MILITIA. 


The bill (S. 1062) to refund to the State of West Virginia the 
money paid to officers of the One hundred and thirty-third Regi- 
ment West Virginia Militia for services rendered during the 
rebellion was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itpro- 
vides for the payment to the State of West Virginia of $2,019.57, 
being the amount paid by that State to certain officers of the One 
hundred and thirty-third Regiment West Virginia Militia for 
services rendered by them in the war of the rebellion, being the 
difference between $13 per month received by them and the 
amount they should have received as such officers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator to explain how it 
came that the State did not pay these officers, or, if it did, why 
the State was not reimbursed before? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The reason was that these men were paid 
as privates, but they were entitled to pay as officers. When the 
United States actually made the payment they were only paid 
at the rate of privates. When the matter was investigated by 
the Legislature of West Virginia that State then paid them the 
difference between what the United States had paid them as 
privates and what they were entitled to according to their rank. 
Having paid the money, the State has asked Congress to refund 
the difference that it paid. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ST. JOSEPHS CATHOLIC CHURCH, MARTINSBURG, W. VA. 


Che bill (S. 273) for the relief of the trustee of St. Joseph's 
Catholic Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It providesfor the payment to Bishop 
J. J. Kain, trustee of St. Joseph’s Catholic Church, at Martins- 
burg, W. Va., $2,880, in full of rent and damages for the use and 
occupation of the church by the Army ot the United States dur- 
ng the war of the rebellion. 


mi 120) 
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Che b was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BISMARCK, N. DAK. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Teall up Order of Business 55, for the 

ection of a public building at Bismarck. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I must insist upon going on regularly 
with the Calendar. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. This is an order of business which was 
passed on the Calendar without prejudice, and is in order. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
this bill was passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make no objection, of course, except 
where it is proposed to take a bill up out of its order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This does not come out of order. 

The bill (S. 592) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Bismarck, N. Dak., was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with an amendment, in line 12, to strike out the 


| words ‘‘and fifty,” so as to make the amount appropriated $100,- 


000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PRACTICE OF DENTISTRY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 661) for the regulation of the practice of dentistry 
in the District of Columbia and for the protection of the people 
from empiricism in relation thereto was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As the Senator who is in charge of that bill 
is not here, I think, perhaps, it had better be laid aside without 
prejudice until he returns. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

KEEPERS AND CREWS OF LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

Mr. FRYE. Order of Business 129 was passed over on Friday, 
retaining its place. It is important that that should be sent to 
the other House as soon as possible, and I should like to have it 
taken up now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read and, as 
the Chair is informed, is now in Committee of the Whole and 
open to amendment. It will be reported by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1775) to fix the compensation of 
keepers and crews of life-saving stations. 

Mr. FRYE. It was reached on Friday and passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
bill was read at a previous sitting of the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.PADDOCK. Ishould like to get unanimous consent of the 
Senate now to proceed with the consideration of Senate bill No.1. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At 2 o’clock we shall consider it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If there be a consensus of opinion, I should 
like to get through with the bill to-day. I am led to make that 
suggestion because there isa privileged question behind it which 
is very urgent and pressing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. [I desire to give notice that the Clagett- 
Dubois contest will not be called up to-day; but to-morrow, at the 
conclusion of morning business, I shall move to proceed with the 
consideration of that case, and I give notice that I shall insist 
that it have the right of way until we reach a final vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK... I hope the Senator will not be quite so ag- 
gressive and peremptory as that. He will have the assistance 
and concurrence of friends here on that line in a prudent and 
liberal and generous way, and I hope he will not be oppressive 
in his notice at the present time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In view of the fact that the case to which 
| have referred isa privileged question of the highest order, and 
the further fact that we have agreed to give way to the Senator 
from Nebraska to-day, I think it is not very generous on his part 
to undertake to dictate terms. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Nebraska is not under- 
taking to dictate terms. He is ready to acknowledge the kindly 
spirit which the Senator from Oregon has shown in giving way 
to-day, but the Senator must remember that the bill I have in 
charge has been here a long time, and the Senator has taken the 
time which it was expected would be given to the consideration 
of this bill now for a number of days. It is very much more im- 
portant that we should get pure food than that it should be deter- 
mined which of the two gentlemen shall represent Idaho in the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next order of business will 
be stated. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF GEORGE K., OTIS. 


The bill (S. 460) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George K. Otis, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It is a direction to the Postmaster-General to allow to the legal 
representatives of George K. Otis, deceased, late contractor for 
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the New York mail messenger and transfer service, for the con- Mr. VEST. That bill appropriates, as I recollect it, $10,000, 


tract term ended June 30, 1885 (route 6781), pro rata increase of | and creates a board at $10 a day each. 


compensation upon the original contract pay for all increase of 
service which may have been performed thereon during the period 
from October 1, 1883, to June 30, 1885, in excess of 50 per cent of 
that which was required to be performed by his immediate pred- 
ecessor during the corresponding period, from October 1, 1879, to 
June 30, 1881, of the next preceding contract term, the route being 
then numbered 6635. But in case the increase of service can not 
be ascertained or estimated with reasonable certainty, the Post- 
master-General is authorized to allow therefor to the legal rep- 
resentatives of Otis such sum, not exceeding an amount which 
would be equal to six months of the original contract pay for the 
service, as may seem to him justand equitable; but no allowance 
is to be made for any increase of service unless the same was 
ordered by the Post-Office Department or the postmaster at New 
York City. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DEPOSITIONS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

The bill (H. R. 435) to provide an additional mode of taking 
depositions of witnesses in causes pending in the courts of the 
United States was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that in causes pending at law or equity in the dis- 
trict and circuit courts of the United States it shall be lawful to 
take the depositions or testimony of witnesses in the mode pre- 
scribed by the laws of the State in which the courts are held. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

The bill (S. 749) to provide for a commission on the subject of 
alcoholic liquor traffic was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. , 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Education and 
Labor with amendments, in section 2, line 3, after the word 
‘‘the,” to strike out ‘‘ necessary ” and insert ‘‘ whole; ” and in the 


| 


It ought not to pass the 
Senate here with only half a dozen Senators present. I should 
like to have the matter discussed and-considered before we vote 
upon it. 

Mr. FRYE. It has passed the Senate seven times. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Eight times. 

Mr. FRYE. Eight times, I am told. 

Mr. VEST. Isuppose the Senator wants to make it nine now. 

Mr. FRYE. I think it might 


just as well be nine. I hope the 
Senator will not object to it. 
It is a bad precedent to pass such a bill as that, 


Mr. VEST. | 
a general law, with only half a dozen Senators present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 
be engrossed and read a third time? 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 


| read the third time. 


| 
| 


| pass? [Putting the question. | 





| full Senate. 


| tion again. 


same line, after the word ‘‘expenses,” to strike out ‘incidental | 


to” and insert ‘‘ of;” so as to make the section read: 
Src. 2. That said commissioners shall receive compensation not exceeding 


$10 rod day and necessary expenses; that the whole expenses of said investi- 
gation, not exceeding $10,000, shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury 


not otherwise appropriated, upon vouchers approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and for this purpose the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated; 
and the said commission is authorized to employ a stenographer and a clerk 
if the same shall be found necessary. It shall be the duty of said commis 


sioners to report the result of their investigation and the expenses attending | stand this bill. 


the same to the President, to be transmitted by him to Congress. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). The 
report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
CAREY January 25, 1892: 


The Committee on Education and Labor, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 749) to provide for a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor 
traffic, having examined the same, respectfuily reports: 

This measure is nota new one, as a bill substantially the same has been 
before Congress many years. It has been repeatedly reported favorably to 
each House of Congress, and has passed the Senate sevenoreight times. Its 
enactment has been strongly urged, and there appears to be no good reason 
why the bill should not become a law. 

The questions growing out of the alcoholic liquor traffic have perhaps 
caused more agitation and discussion than any other subject, save one, in 
this country. Every civilized people have given it consideration, and every 
State in the Union has made laws to control or regulate the traffic. Men 
honestly differ as to what should the line of legislation, which has re 
sulted in widely diverse lawsin the several States: and in some of the States 
different laws are applicable to different sections of the same State. There 
are those who believe in the passage of laws with a view of absolutely pro 
hibiting the manufacture, transportation, sale, and use of alcoholic liquors 
there are others whothink the manufacture, sale, and use should be restricted 
or controlled by taxation and license; while others, believe its manufacture 
transportation, sale, and use should be as free from restrictions and taxation 
as that of other manufactured products. There are those who believe that 
the laws of the United States should prohibit the sale and use of any alco 
holic liquors that are not of a certain standard purity. 

It does not appear necessary to make any extended report at this time as 
elaborate reports were made, after the taking of testimony, to the Senate and 
House of Representatives, in the Forty-eighth Congress. These reports are 
accessible. The bill itselfsets forth its real objects. It provides for the cre 
ation of a commission, consisting of five persons, possessing fitness and ca 
pacity for an honest and impartialinvestigation of all the questions affecting 
the alcoholic liquor traffic, not witha view of taking from the States the 
power now exercised of regulating or prohibiting the alcoholic traffic within 
their respective borders, but for the purpose of securing authentic and full 
information as to the alcoholic traffic, ‘‘ its relationsto revenue and taxation, 
and its general economic, criminal, moral, and scientific aspects in connection 
with pauperism, crime, social vice, the public health, and general welfare of 
the people; and also toinquire and take testimony as to the practical results of 
license and prohibitory legislation for the prevention of intemperance in the 
several States of the Union.” 

The committee recommends that the bill pass with amendments. 





The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 
By the sound the ‘* noes” have it. 
I voted ‘‘ay,” and I certainly spoke louder than 


Mr. FRYE. 


| the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 


Mr. VEST. This isa fair illustration of this sort of legisla- 


| tion. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Three of us on this side voted ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. VEST. I suppose about three Senators have voted on 
this bill, which takes money out of the Treasury and makes a 
permanent institution here upon a very great subject. 

[am not putting myself up here as having more wisdom than the 
entire Senate. If other Senators can stand this sort of thing, |] 
suppose I can and my peoplecan. Ido notobjectand never have 
objected to the consideration of any bill in the Senate, because 
I am always willing to stand debate and the result of debate ina 
[ have stated my opinion about it. Now, if thefew 
Senators here want to pass the bill, all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By the sound the ‘‘ noes” ap- 
pear to have it, but the Chair, being in doubt, will put the ques- 
The question is on the passage of the bill. [Putting 
the question.] The ‘‘noes” seem to have it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, we might as well have the yeas 
and nays on it and settle it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to say asingle word, Mr. President. 
[ have never obstructed legislation; [never object to the consid- 
eration of any Senator’s bill; but this is legislation upon a sub 
ject which justifies some vigilance and care. I do not know 
whether there are five Senators in the whole body who under- 


[ am sure I do not, and I presume Senators sit- 
j 


| tinge around me do not: but upon the intimation which the Sen- 


ator from Missouri has made, that this creates a board of five per- 
sons in an official way on this subject at $10aday, and that it ap- 
propriates a largesum of money, I donot think we ought to goon 
with it until it isdiscussed. 1 say it with the greatest possible 
respect and kindness towards the Senator from Maine, as he well 
knows, and it is with reluctance that | makeobjection. | would 
rather ask the Senator to let the bill go over and let him explain 
it to us, so that we can understand it. I do not want to vote 
against the billinthe dark, but I still more should regret to vote 
for a bill of thiskind in the dark. Ido not think we should do 
so. However, ifthe Senator from Maine will let this bill go over, 
or take the floor now and explain its provisions and let us know 
what it is, I shall be content; but it will be startling to th: 


country, Mr. President, at this time, if it should go out that 1 


are creating anew board here with five official members at $10 
aday each on a subjectofthis kind. It will n 


ot sound pleasant 
nor do I think it is wise legislation. 





l have as much respect for the temperance sentiment of th 
country as anybody, and I subject my own conduct to it as well 
as anybody, but I have never believed particularly in this kind 
of legislation, or that the conduct of men was governed by laws 
on thi icular subject. Now, unless the Senator from Maine 
is willing at this matter shall have a hearing, I shall have to 
object to proceeding further than we are now. 

Mr. FRYE. Dol understand that the Senator enter ( 
jection? 

Mr. VOORHEES. lLappeal first to the Senator to | if he 
will not allow the bill to be explained, and I ask him to explainit 

Mr. FRYE. The chairman of the committee havi the bill 
in charge can explain it without any difficult 

Mr. VOORHEES. Who is the chairman? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Wyoming |[Mr. CAREY 

Mr. VOORHEES. [ shall be very glad to hear him: but « 





course it is the alternative of votins 
Mr. FRYE. This has been explained. if the Senator will allow 
me, to the Senate a great many times. 
Mr. VOORHEES. 
Mr. FRYE. 


with no quorum present 


Certainly not to-day. 
Not to-day. 
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Mr. PLATT. How many times has the measure passed the 
penate? 
Mr. FRYE. Eight times. 
. VOORHEES. Eight times! Well, we had better hear it 
ex ned again. Perhaps it had better not pass at all. 
CAREY. Mr. President, the bill explains its purposes. 
I did not think it even required a written report, and have made 
mn [It does not establish a permanent commission, but only a | 
commission to examine into the question set forth in the bill 


itself. The entire expenditure is limited to $10,000. I will state 


+ +he 
to t! pena Qo 


it is a unanimous report of the Committee on 
Education and Labor, there being many different views among 
the members of that committee on the subject to be inquired 


into. The ndment 


+} +Y ; ne rf 4 
at ine instanc of the 


s which appear in the bill were inserted 
or from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], 
ight that the entire expenditure fo 


ame 
penat 


thought it was r 


this purpose sho ild be limited to the sum of $10,000. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

Mr. CAREY. I will further state, if the Senator will permit 
m¢ 

Mr. VEST. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator except at 
the proper t ime. I should like to ask him a question for infor- 
mation. He states that this is not a permanent board. Is there 
any provision in the bill which relates to the existence of the 
board; its life? 

Ir. CAREY. I should like to say that a life of this com- 
mission is limited in this way, that they can only continue in 
existence until they have spent the $10,000. 


Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to say that they can spend 
a dollar a year for ten thousand years? 

Mr. CAREY. Ido not know about that. 

Mr. VEST. That is the only limitation. It is a matter with 
them as to how much they will expend, and they can drag this 
out and have it exist in perpetuity. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there not a limitation of two or three years? 

Mr. CO‘ ye L. If the Senator reporting this bill will read 
the bill he will see that it says ‘not to exceed two years.” 

Mr. VEST. Thatis an answer to the question I asked. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill itself answers that. 

Mr. CAREY. I will state with the leave of the Senator from 
Missouri that I have not read the bill since I reported it. 

ir. COCKRELL. The bill says expressly— 

And who shall hold office until their duties shall be completed, but not to 
exceed two years. 

Mr. CAREY. I found on an examination of the question that 
it had been before this body a great many times, it had been be- 
fore the Hou se of Representativesand had been very thoroughly 
discussed, testimony had been taken, and in the former report = 
ferred to, s submitte d by the gommittee, you will find a great deal 
of testimony taken by that committee and 
representing both sides of this question. Those engaged in the 
manufacture of liquor in this country and those engaged in the 
sale of liquor in this country testified that they believed this 
meagire was a good one, asit would probably prevent the manu- 
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the relative value of gold and silver at a common coinage ratio to be mutu- 
ally agreed upon, through international agreements providing for the en- 
larged monetary use of silver and for giving to that metal equal mintage 
rights with gold. 

zc. 2. That the President shall, by and with the advice ofthe Senate, ap- 
point three commissioners, who shall atte nd such conference on behalf of 
the United States, and shall report the doings thereof to the President, who 
shall transmit the same to Congress. Said commissioners shall receive the 
sum of $5,000each and their reasonable expenses, including the compensation 
of a secretary and such other assistance as may be necessary, to be approved 
by the Secretary of State; and the amount necessary to pay such compensa- 
tion and expenses is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

Mr. STEWART. Is the joint fesolution open to amendment: 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. In the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance to the joint resolution has been agreed to asin 
Committee of the Whole. The bill is still in Committee of the 
Whole, and subject to amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to amend the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. If it was not understood by the Senator I think 
it should be considered that the amendment is open to further 
amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing outafter the word “‘ and” insection1, line 4, the words ‘ to 
maintain at all times aparity in the value of its coins of both 
metals” and insert ‘‘the established policy of the United States 
to maintain the two metals on aparity with each other upon the 
present legal ratio, or such ratio as may be provided by law.” 

lhat is putting in the exact language of the actof 1890. The 
amendment of the committee purports to reaffirm the policy of 
the United States as declared by the act of 1890. So far from 
doing so, it is a direct re pudiation of that policy. The policy of 
the act of 1890 was to maintain the two metals at a parity on the 

ratio established by law, and this is to maintain the parity of the 
coins—a very wide difference. The parity of the coins can be 
maintained by treating silver asa commodity the same as paper, 
and printing on it promises to pay these coins, and maintaining 
the parity by a promise of redemption in gold. That does not 
enlarge the basis upon which paper circulation and credit rest. 

The declaration that really maintains the parity of the two 
metals is a very important declaration, and can only be redeemed 
in one way, that is, by treating the two metals exactly alike as 
money metals. During all the ages the relative value of the 
two metals has been absolutely determined by legislation, and 


| not otherwise. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will penne sus- 


pend. The hourof2o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 1) for 


| preventing the adulteration and misbranding of food and drugs, 


the views of men | 


facture of adulterated liquors if a full and complete report was 
made by such a commission. 
If there is any objection to the passage of this bill, all I feel | 








;or 


| the other can be exchanged at 


| doctrine declared in the act of 1890 was the true doctrine, 


| way you can maintain the parity of the metals. 


authorized in asking at this time, in the absence of ne arly all of | 
the members of the committee, is to have the bill go over an: id re- 
tain its place on the Calendar until the Senate is full. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over in that way. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CAREY. That is satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without p eC. dice f the be no objection. 

MII \RY POST I TWEEN BURLINGTON AND HIGHGATE, VT. 

The b S. 1233) to establish a military post on the line of 
railway between Bur rton and Highgate, Vt., was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. LIask that that bill may go over without 
losing its place on the ¢ sateen 

The PRI SIDING OFFIC [t will be so ordered. 

INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLIC CONFERENCE. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 24) to provide for an international 
bimetallic agreement was considered as in Committee of the 
W hole 

solution was reported from the Committee on Fi- 
nance with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

That the policy of the United States to use both gold and silver as full 
legal-tender money and to maintain at all times a parity in the value ofits | 
coins of bott t reby reaffirmed, and the President is authorized to 
invite the ver! f such countries as he may deem advisable to join | 
the United States ina confe rence to be held at atime and place to be agreed 
upon, such « nference to be called with a view of securing a permanence in 


and for other purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. Idesire only to finish the sentence, and I 
will not ‘upy the time more than five minutes. I want to 
make ~ explanation. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator may p roce ed. 

Mr. STEWART. The two metals can be maintained at parity 
by law, and always have been. The relative value of the two 
metals is a matter of legisla ution. Free coinage is that legisla- 
tion, because if you can ‘take a given amount of silver or another 
riven amount of gold to the mint and exchange it for a dollar 
other unit of money, the value of those two quantities in 
given amounts will always be equal. During all the time 412} 
grains of standard silver could be taken to the mint and ex- 
changed for a dollar, 4124 grains of silver were worth exactly as 
much as 25.8 grains of standard gold, because each could be 
taken to the mint and exchanged for a dollar, and that is the 

can be kept at a parity. Nothing 


only method by which they 
else will do it. Where one is a commodity in“the market, and 
the mints, the values will sepa- 


OC 


In the absence of objection the 


rate: one will fluctuate with the market, and the other will re- 
main stationary according to its mint value. 
Now, to say in this joint resolution that we reaffirm a doctrine 


which never was declared seems to me a very unfair thing, and 
I protest against it whether it is accidental or otherwise. The 
to main- 
tain the parity of the two metals by endowing each with the same 
attributes, giving each the same privileges. That is the only 
You can main- 
tain the parity of the coins so long as your promise to redeem in 
gold can be maintained, and no longer. We maintained the par- 
ity between the greenbacks and gold coin by a promise to redeem 
the greenbacks in gold. That is the wey we maintain all credit 
money. 

But this mode of maintaining the parity between the two met- 
als reduces silver to a credit money, and silver bullion is too ex- 
pensive to purchass for the purpose of printing promises to pay 
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on it. That is all this declaration means. ‘‘Use silver bullion 
as a substitute for paper as credit money.” There is a wide dif- 
ference between this and real parity. The Finance Committee 
did either not understand the question, or they have brought in 
a proposition which they must have known, if they understood 
the question, was not a reaffirmance of the doctrine set forth in 
the act of 1890, but a repudiation of that doctrine, and the substi- 
tution for it of the utter repudiation of silver and the adoption 
of the single gold standard. 

I hope this question will not come up in this way without a full 
Senate, because, if the question is to be discussed, I have further 
remarks to make. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
other time. 

FOOD AND DRUG ADULTERATION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


sideration of the bill (S. 1) to prevent the adulteration and mis- | 


branding of food and drugs. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
to discuss this bill in the presentation of it. 
to me necessary to do so. 

It was reported to the Senate in the last Congress, and a some- 
what elaborate report accompanied the bill. It was taken up 
twice in the latter days of the last session, and two or three days 
before the Fifty-first Congress expired I spoke somewhat at 
length in reference to it. This was the first bill presented here 
at this session. It is numbered S.1. It was reported early in 
January. Itcame upin the morning hour about two or three 
weeks ago and I made a brief statement in reference to it. 

The bill was partially read, and was printed at length in the 
RECORD. It came up as the regular order, which it now is, aft- 
erwards and was read at length. The report of the majority, 


It has not seemed 
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OSst-mortem 
or that 


establish- 


ate nem. con., providing for the ante-mo 
inspection and examination of a: 
had been slaughtered at chterh 
ments, packing houses, rendering « 
cleared the way entirely for this kind of legislation, so that the 
line is not merely a blazed line through the der forests of un- 
certainty as to the jurisdiction of Congress in re ‘+t to this kind 


d out by the 


of legislation, but is a broad and beaten path, mark 


tem and I 
Siaugi 


canning 


ite re mi 


lmais to De I j 


Sia ouses, 


} ‘ te ond 


stablishments, ¢ , and so on, 


ise 


Constitution, fixed by the decisions of the Supreme Court, meas- 
ured and defined by recognized constitutional metes and bounds 
by the Congress of which nearly all the Senators ] who now 
take a special interest in this matter were members, and who 
participated in the legislation to which I have called att mn, 
either voting for, or assenting by their silence to such enact- 
|} ments. 
The archives are full, the records of Congress are full of de- 


Mr. President, it has not been my intention | 





mands in the form of petitions from the people for this le 


tion. I have on my desk here a large number, 


perhaps forty, 


memorials and petitions from State Legislatures, State alliances, 
State granges, State agricultural associations, boards of trade, 
chambers of commerce, national grocer and national drug as- 


sociations, and these are only among the more conspicuous of the 
petitions that have come here by the thousands demanding this 
legislation. A petition from the great Alliance convention at 
Ocala last year, of which the farmers of the South were mainly 
the members, the largest representative convocation of farmers, 
I think, that was ever known in the South, or perhaps in the 
North, was among the petitioners. 

The farmers of the South through that convention, the farmers 


| of the West through their conventions, in which Southern farm- 


which accompanied the bill at the last session when it was first | 


presented, was adopted, and also read at length and printed in 
the Record as the report for this bill. It has therefore been 


two or three times printed in the RECORD, the report has been | 


rinted two or three times, and two or three statements have 
can made about it. The presumption is, therefore, that Sena- 
tors are somewhat, and probably entirely, familiar with its pro- 
visions. My desire now, sir, is to pass the bill and not to make 
a@ speech. 

There are only three considerations worthy of attention any- 
how, in connection with the proposition, One isthis: Is the bill 
drawn on proper lines? The others are: Is there need, and is 
there a demand for it? 

As to the provisions of the bill I will only say a word, and will, 
therefore, only occupy amomentatthistime. It is sufficient now 
to say that all the bill aims to do, in the first place, is to deal 
with articles which are subjects of interstate commerce. In the 
second place, its essential principle and aim is to make it im- 

ssible, so far as legislation can do so, for any article of food or 
a or drink to be misbranded and to be sold, under the mis- 
representation to the consuming public that it is what it is not; 


| The cotton-seed oil product is under the 


ers participated, have all united upon this line of legislation in 
respect to this most-important subject. It is a compromise 
standing for the farmers of the South and West, as well as for 
honest producers and traders everywhere. It is aimed with its 
punitive sections at no honest product, no hoavest article of food 
or drug or drink. It discriminates against nothing that is with- 
out fraud; it treats everything alike which is honestly offered 
and honestly sold; it simply asks that everything shall sold 
for what it is; shall be branded for what it is; and this is all there 
is of it. 

Some of our friends are anxious about cotton-seed oil. I want 
to say to those friends, who are exercised and apprehensive of 
some injury to the cotton-seed oil interest, that there is no prod- 
uct which is sought to be dealt with in bill which has 
large an interest in its passage as the cotton-seed oil interest. 
ban of public opinior 


Willi, 


é 
] 
i 
A 


he 


this 50 


for 


| the reason that its friends have sought, through devious path- 


and, further, to prevent as far as possible the sale of poisonous, | 


impure, and hurtful articles. That is about all there is of the 
bill. 

I do not consider it necessary to say a word upon the imaginary 
constitutional questions involved. If there have been any they 
have been substantially cleared up. Whatever may have been 
left were swept away in the last session by the passage of the 
several meat-inspection acts, which were correlative measures to 
this. It is well enough known by all that those measures were 
drawn upon lines more liberal, if anything, than this is in re- 
spect to the constitutional authority of Congress to legislate on 
interstate-commerce lines; and so | deem it wholly unnecessary 
to say anything on that subject. And I now say that whatever 
may be said upon constitutional questions hereafter in this dis- 
cussion, I shall make no answer except to point to precedent legis- 
lation, and I hope nobody else will, if such question is raised. 

The bill which was passed first at the last session, called th: 
meat-inspection bill, reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and for which an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute was presented by myself from the committee of which ] 
have the honor to be chairman—the Committee on Agriculture— 
requiring the inspection to be under the Department of Agricul- 
ture instead of the Treasury Department, was accepted and the 
bill so passed. The passage of that bill by a unanimous vote 
here, a bill more liberal in respect of its provisions than this 
bill; afterwards the passage of the bill reported by my distin- 

ruished friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] for the inspection of 

ive animals for export, which went through the Senate with 
almost no discussion and by an almost unanimous vote; then, 
still later, the passage of another bill amore important measure, 

rhaps, than either 6f them, which I had the honor'to report 
rom the Committee on Agriculture, and which passed the Sen- 














| ways, to sneak it into a compound and cover it up and cause it 
| to be sold for something else, and if there is anything that w 

ruin a good product itis that. It is under suspicion. Yo in 
| to bring it out from under suspicion. 

It is a meritorious product; it is a great and valuable product, 
and you want to bring it out and show to the world that you are 
not afraid to expose it to the sunlight of heaven and let every- 
body see what it is, let it make it way on its merits, and i 
advance to the very front as one of the great American oils 

Mr. President, I have said more than I[ intended at the « 

I now leave the matter to others who wish to dis s the bi 
the intention of entering more fully into the debat s 
oecur making it necessary for me to dos 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President,the caption o 
‘for preventing the adulteration and O 
arugs. 

I do not suppose iny » 4 ( I ) 
opposes proper iaws it pl n ir y a ra ) 
branding of food and drugs. idono 

But there are those here who wish, if t a ¢ 
to see it brought about through the | 
believe to be the States and 1 Congress 

We believe matters puri y domesti la t 
citizen and affects them in « a 2 better mana 
and controlled by hose immediately interested thar any « 
trolling power at a distance or its agent Ch 1OW 
what local legislation they need and want, a hen t 
popular demand for it their local g 

‘* Home rule” is the bestand safest ina ich ma ‘ 108 
to which this bill relates. I favor this home 1 aiid or 


oppose legislating the strong arm of the Gi al ¢ n 
into the households of our home people. 
Mr. President, this bil! i 
ing back to its inception, its lineal descent is equally 
progenitor had its origin ince ant 
lieve, grew out of rivalry between commercial firms that ' 
handling the commodity of hog’s lard. When bu wy 
since cotton-seed oil became acommercial product it was ap 
to various domestic uses, among others that of cooking. 
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& purely vegetable matter, and having been subjected to severe 
chemical tests and pronounced harmless and nutritious, it soon 
became popular in the culinary department of the household, 
especially for frying — 


Seizing upon the idea, an enterprising commercial firm estab- 
lished a factory for combining hog’s lard, used as one of the chief 
ingredients in cooking, with the new kitchen ingredient of cot- 
ton-seed oil. Combining them in certain proportions they made 
the ‘‘ compound ” not only palatable, but superior for certain culi- 
nary purposes to the genuine hog’s lard, and supplied the de- 
mand for such food at a greatly reduced price. The cost being 
so much less, while it equally served the purpose of hog’s lard, it 
soon came in common use, especially with the poorer classes, 
both at home and abroad. This compound having made its way 
into the market interfered materially with the monopolies that 
handled the unmixed product. 

To suppress this innovation upon the huge monopolies that had 
grown rich by having this trade all their own way the hog’s lard 
manufacturers appealed to Congress for restrictive legislation, 
the practical aaah of which would be to put under ban the lard 
and cotton-seed oil compound. Involving a large trade, foreign 
and domestic, the contest between these commercial rivals be- 
came animated and acrimonious. For days and weeks testimony 
was heard before the Committee on Agriculture, where the rival 
interests of lard and cotton-seed oil were in sharp contest. This 
investigation was upon bills introduced in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress. The chairman of the committee, the same as now, the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK], framed a bill as a sub- 
stitute for those before the committee and introduced it in the 
Senate. On this bill the committee were divided, which brought 
forth a majority and a minority report. Soon thereafter there 
came from the same source an amendment as a substitute to the 
bill, but no final action was taken on it by the Senate. 


The same bill in substance, with some material modifications, | 


however, was again introduced near the first of this session, on 
which those of us who believe that this kind of legislation belongs 
properly to the States and not to Congress expected to make our 
fight. But now we are confronted in the last few days with this 
‘‘amendment,” which strikes out all after the enacting clause of 
the bill, and on it is tendered the gage of battle. Thus in tracing 
this bill from its origin, we have, Mr. President, an example of 
evolution from hog’s lard to this so-called pure-food bill. Its 
protoplasm, as will be seen by reference to the testimony taken, 
being ‘‘ the whole hog.” 


Now, without the fear of causing impatience, or incurring the | 


criticism of ‘‘ too much detail,” may I not invite the attention of 
Senators to the two first sections of this bill, especially as it is a 
new field of legislation? 

The first section directs the Secretary of the Agricultural De- 
partment to organize a food section, and authorizes the Secre- 
tary ‘‘ toemploy ” an unlimited number of ‘‘ chemists, inspectors, 
clerks, laborers, and other employés,” and inferentially empow- 
ers the Secretary to fix the salary or compensation of these num- 
berlessemployés. ® 





Section 2 forbids the ‘‘ introduction” of adulterated or mis- | 


branded food or drugs into any State or Territory, and punishes 
as a misdemeanor all who introduce or receive or deal in the for- 
bidden commerce. The scope of the two sections when taken to- 
gether embraces a multitude of inspectors and employés which 
no man can number or conjecture. Yet each and all are to be 
paid such salaries as the Secretary may deem necessary to carry 
the law into effect. In these two sections there is room enough 
for extravagant expenditure which the Congress should not au- 
thorize or even ate possible. 

While the bureaus or sections in other Departments of the 
Government are fixed by law, both in the number of their em- 
ployés and their compensation, this bill opens wide the door of 
extravagance, by making the discretion of the Secretary the law- 
ful authority for any number of offices and any amount of com- 
pensation. The hundred thousand dollars named in the bill as 


entering upon the great quadrennial campaign for the Presi- 
dency, and this bill proposes to put it within the power of one 
Department to appoint as many ‘chemists, inspectors, clerks, 
laborers, and other employés” as the head may deem necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this act, and any political work for 
which their hands and heads may be ready and opportune. 

Some idea of the number of “‘ inspectors” possible under this 
bill may be formed by a rough estimate of the railroad depots 
along the 152,689 miles of railroads operated last year by suppos- 
ing the depots to be not nearer together than 10 miles (and that 
is a liberal estimate), and we have 15,268 depots where * inspect- 
ors” must watch and prevent the introduction into State or Ter- 
ritory of the forbidden articles. If only one ‘‘ inspector” and one 
other employé guard each depot—without intimating that the 
present Secretary would thus use his power—there is a possibility 
within the discretion of any partisan Secretary of 30,536 active 
officers, at varied salaries, being appointed to watch food and 
drugs, and, if need be, take an active hand in doing any political 
work in a political campaign. 

Probable salaries under food bill: 30,536 employés, at $75 each 
per month, $2,290,200 per month, $27,428,400 per annum; at $50 
each per month, $1,526,800 per month, $18,321,600 per annum. 

Suppose there is a depot only every 20 miles, about one to a 
county, it would be half that amount, or $9,160,800 per annum, at 
$50 each per month; and at $75 each per month it would be $13,- 
741,200 per annum. 

Is it not startling to lovers of economy? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Would it disturb the Senator if I makea 
single observation? 

Mr. BATE. I will hear you, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The State of Massachusetts has a law ex- 
actly on the lines of this bill, which is the best administered 
law in the State, and is administered with seven inspectors. 
That is the extent of it. 

Now, there is another thing which my friend may not know. 


| One of the amendments which the majority of the committee 
| proposes to submit to the bill is to strike out the appropriation 


and to leave the matter to be appropriated for in the regular way 
by the regular Appropriation Committee. 

Mr. BATE. The view I take is when you have the local or 
State government to supervise it directly at home it will be 
effective, but whenever the General Government of the United 
States takes hold of it where isthe costtoend? I havenever yet 
found out where the cost stops when the General Government 
has to pay. 

There may be a demand for pure-food legislation, but that de- 
mand does not contemplate giving opportunity for the impure 
politics, the adulterated voting, and the misbrayded election de- 
vices which lurk concealed within the limitless discretion con- 
ferred on any Secretary of Agriculture by this bill. ‘For the 
purpose of protecting commerce” this bill renders it possible for 
one of the Executive Departments to thus corrupt the politics of 
the country by commissioning a multitude of partisan employés, 
disguised as pure-food ‘* inspectors and other employés,” and sta- 
tion them as videttes along the lines of every railroad, and of 


| course within handy distance to voting precincts, in every State. 


| criticism by me. 


[ can not vote to introduce a Trojan horse with a bellyful of 
inspectors and other employés to open our gates for a Kepub- 
can or a Democratic triumph, and for these, if no other reasons, 
I do not think it should receive at the hands of representatives 
of the people such favor as will justify the Congress in passing 
a bill which carries such possibilities, yea, probabilities, of politi- 
ral evil. 

But further, as to the sections of this bill. There is too muck 
chemical knowledge involved in the subjects under section 6 for 
It would require an expert. One thing, how: 


ever, [do know. It relieves patent medicines from its opera- 


| tions, not only those already patented, but those hereafter pat- 
| ented. 


an appropriation to carry it into effect is,in turf vernacular, a | 


mere ‘‘starter,” a bagatelle, compared to the amount that will 
ultimately be required to operate and enforce it. While the 
country is demanding economy in expenditures, the Congress 
will, by this bill, make possible a limitless extravagance. If 
there was no other objection to this bill, this possibility of ex- 
travagant expenditure should cause every Senator who has re- 
spect for the demand of the country for economy to hesitate and 
well consider this novel bill before he gives his consent to launch 
it upon the country without even a schedule of the number of 
employés, the qualification required, the grade of service, and 
their respective salaries. 

The day has passed, if it ever existed, when any head of an 
Executive Departmentshould be made a law unto itself for ap- 
pointing not only whom he may please, but as many as he may 
like, and pay them what he thinks fit. The country is about 


But the power that protects patent medicines from the opera- 
tion of alaw so stringent over proprietary foods seems singularly 
inconsistent. 

Mr. President, are not proprietary medicines as liable to adul- 
teration with substances which, in the language of this bill, ‘‘re- 
duce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or strength” as ar- 
ticles of proprietary food? Do they not,in the language of this 
bill, ‘tend to deceive the purchaser,” and being secret in for- 
mula, may they not be deleterious in effect? If the preservation 
of public health demands this bill, why should it not apply with 


| equal force and effect to the nostrums of the quack as to the pro- 


ductions of food manufacturers? 
Why are the compounds of coffee to be analyzed, and Mrs. 


| Winslow’s Soothing Syrup allowed to escape the prying eye of 


the chief chemist? We are told that proprietary medicines have 


acquired fixed rights under patents already granted under the 
Grant this to be true, can not a law be passed to forbid the 


law. 
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issuance of such patents in the future, and thus stop the use of 
such as may hereafter be adulterated and deleterious? Why 
hunt down certain kinds of medicines, and give a premium to 
others equally if not more injurious? This bill makes that dis- 
tinction and gives preference to the patent of the quack. 

Section 10 is designed to guard each State from the opera- 
tion of the national law for the prevention of adulteration of 
food and medicines, and which, disclaiming all authority over 
commerce wholly internal in each State, draws a cordon of in- 
spectors around every State. The law of Congress has no power 
to prevent the manufacture of adulterated articles in the States, 
but is confined exclusively to hindering the movement of such 
articles across the borders of States. The “introduction,” not 
the manufacture, is forbidden. 
adulteration and misbranding of food and drugs,” does not truth- 
fully indicate its purpose. It is misleading. There is no pre- 
vention, no stoppage of adulteration attempted—only the move- 
ment or ‘‘introduction” of adulterated articles. 

The Constitution of the United States was framed and adopted 
to encourage the freest interchange of products between the 
States—Congress was given power to promote the freest inter- 
change by ‘‘regulation”—but this law protects such ‘‘inter- 
change” by suppression and stoppage. It distorts the power to 
promote, encourage, and facilitate, into one of suppression and 
destruction. It is an example of the abuse of power to purposes 
not contemplated in an honest exercise of the power to ‘‘ regulate 
commerce.” 

The possible effect of the law may be to make trade which is 
lawful within two States a misdemeanor when carried on be- 
tween those States. Maryland and Virginia may each permit 
the manufactureand trade inan adulterated article of food, while 
this law places its inspectors on the boundary between Maryland 


and Virginia to prevent the introduction of an article the manu- | 


facture of which each State encourages and promotes. The 
anomaly is presented of a law of Congress, enacted under the 


authority to ‘‘ regulate commerce,” actually preventing the com- | 
merce without, and possibly against,the consent of the States | 


most interested. It is an example of Federal matérnalism of a 
stepmother character, never contemplated in a system of gov- 
ernment where the functions of the government were not in- 


the States. 


The duty of the Federal Government is to aid, assist, and pro- 


mote, and not hinder and obstruct. The health of the people is 
the rightful care of the States; they are competent to protect the 
health of their citizens, they have not failed in that duty; the 
State constitutions amply empower their Legislatures to deal 
with adulteration—their municipal authorities also guard the 
health of the people. You see in the daily papers of this, as in 
all our cities, chronicled the prompt arrest and punishment of 
violators of pure-food laws. Why, sir, the local people who are 
personally interested in such matters will arrest, fine, and im- 

rison adealer for violating these laws while one of these ‘‘regu- 
ars,” or General Government officials, is unwinding his red-tape. 

The pretended demand for this legislation comes not from the 
want of power on the part of the States nor from any failure on 
the part of the State or cities and towns therein to act in the 


Its title, “For preventing the | 
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bill. The language is ‘‘manufacturer or,” using the disjunctive 
conjunction, and ‘‘dealer or,” etc., making it disjunctive all the 
way through. That of course enables the agent of the General 
Government, under direction from the authorities here at the 
Department of Agriculture, to go and lay violent hands in a way 
to make him a criminal even if he be a manufacturer in the very 
heart of old Virginia. 

Now, I may illustrate by a Maryland man telling me the other 
day that a vast amount, hundreds and thousands of barrels, of 
vinegar were made in the western part of Virginia and it was all 
adulterated more or less. It was known that it was not the pure 
article, but it found ready sale, and perhaps was harmless. Ac- 
cording to the seventh and the ninth sections of this bill when the 
manufacturer of that vinegar sells it to somebody, else puts it up 
at auction, if you please, sells it to Tom, Dick, and Harry around 
his establishment, or sells it to another merchant in due course 
of trade, not knowing what he is going todo with it; or suppos- 
ing they are going to consume it in the vicinity where made, 
within, or elsewhere within, the borders of that State, you can go 
there and arrest that man, he being the manufacturer, and when 
he had no idea at all of shipping the vinegar beyond the borders 
of the State. Another man, speculating in it, may go and buy 
from that second party in the neighborhood, and he knows noth- 
ing of its being adulterated, and yet it is adulterated, but harm- 
less. 

That vinegar goes into Maryland, and here comes one of these 
inspectors with the Government authority to analyze and report. 
He says, ‘‘ This is not pure vinegar, I will indict you and carry 
you to the courts.” 

The purchaser in Maryland is innocent, and perhaps did not 
know anything about the language of this bill. He is asked, 
‘* Where did you get it?” ‘‘ From acertain man back upon the 
road running into Western Virginia.” Then it is made his duty 
to go and get that dealer in Virginia who in turn had purchased 
it from the manufacturer who had made it from the fruit of his 
own orchard. Thisagent goes back to that man, and according to 
the terms of this bill in the seventh and ninth sections can lay 
hands violently on the man who has manufactured this vinegar, al- 
though he had nothing to do with the shipment, and the mer- 





| chant who bought from him knew nothing of the adulteration 
tended to hinder and circumvent the freest intercourse between | 


when he sent it outside of the lines of the State. 

Is not this invading the rights of the State? This manufac- 
turer operates under license from the State—lives a hundred miles 
from a railroad, and did not sell the vinegar with the view of its 
being shipped out of the State. What is the penalty? Two or 
three hundred dollars fine and imprisonment in the*jail for per- 
haps not exceeding one year. 

The States have certain local rights guaranteed unto them, 
and they have the inalienable right to make lawsand govern the 
health of the people in the States. The States have those inal- 
ienable rights, and this bill invades that police power. Letthe 
State regulate this manufacturing establishment if they desire 
to, but it must be under the State law. And when you look 


| at the language of the bill and all its tendencies, the General 


| bowels and tearing them from the body of the State. 


premises, but is the simulated outcry of interested manufacturers | 


seeking from Congress advantages which the juster laws of the 
States will not permit. 

Under section 2 the misdemeanor is confined to the ‘ per- 
son who shall ship” or ‘“‘who shall receive” from across the 
boundary of any State any adulterated article—these are the 
parties who commit the misdemeanor and who only ought to be 
punishable. 

But section 7 is not confined to interstate commerce. It re- 

uires every manufacturer, notwithstanding his business is 
"wholly internal in the State ” and no interstate commerce, to 
furnish samples for analysis; and section 8 makes it a misde- 
meanor for such manufacturers to refuse a sample; and section 9 
still further extends the criminal features from one ‘‘ dealer, in- 
nocent of any intentional fraud,” ‘‘to the dealers who furnished 
the accused the article in question, and these dealers shall be 
parties to the suit.” Yetsection 10 says the act shall not be con- 
strued to interfere with commerce wholly internal in any State. 
Starting out with forbidding the ‘* introduction” of adulterated 
articles into any State, and concluding with the declaration that 
it will not interfere with commerce “ wholly internal in a State,” 
yet the body of the bill invades the State and seizes her manu- 
facturers and dealers who had no part in “ introducing” or ship- 

ing the articles into another State—one man in lawful trade pun- 
ished for another man’s act performed possibly hundreds of miles 
away and utterly without his knowledge and over whom the 
State has jurisdiction. 

I was surprised when I came across that clause in the seventh 
section, backed up by the language of the ninth section of the 


Government under its terms is taking charge of these domestic 
matters and reaching its long, bony hand down into the very 
That is 
the tendency of the bill, and I condemn all such tendencies, not 
only in this bill, but its antecedents all along the political line. 
[am sorry to say that this kind of legislation seems progressive, 
and I fear is bringing us as a body politic nearer to some vast 
vortex that may absorb us all. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
Does he undertake to maintain thatin the State of Virginia, taking 
the picture which he has drawn, the Federal authorities would 
be able to touch an article which is not proven to be a subject of 
interstate commerce in accordance with the provision of this pro- 
posed act? 

Mr. BATE. There comes the question. Everything manu- 
factured is liable to be a subject of interstate commerce. But 
then the question is, Whatis the intention of the party? Does he 
intend at the time he manufactures or sells the article to send it 
out of the State? I say that according to this bill the Govern- 
ment officer can go and take that manufacturer, whether he in 
tended shipping his goods or not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is nota thing in the bill which war- 
rants the assumption or statement that any product whatever, 
that is not clearly and distinctly and definitely shown to be the 
subject of interstate commerce, can be touched. 

Mr.BATE. The bill uses the words ‘‘ manufacturer or dealer,” 
ete., and the word “ or” is disjunctive. It uses the words‘ deal- 
ers or,” and that is disjunctive; and it then uses the word “ pur- 
chaser,” and then the word “shipper.” What does it mean but 
that you must go back tothe very source and fountain where the 
adulteration occurred? That is my interpretation of this bill; 
and I think it can be legitimately interpreted in no other way. 
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ir. President, panens from criticism on special sections of 
this bill, I beg to speak briefly on the vital principle it involves, 
the policy y it rec ognizes, and ite general tenor and effect. 

Mr. President, it is a fundamental principle of constitutional 
government that every law of Congress must find its warrant in | 
some provision of the Constitution, where the power to enact the 


law is either expressly granted or necessarily implied. That 
principle has up to this time been recognized by all parties. 

It matters not how latitudinarian may be the theory of con- 
struction with some, we have not yet reached the point of legis- 
lating avowedly outside of the Constitution. 

This bill is made to rest on the commerce clause of the Con- | 
stitution, and the object of it ‘‘is to provide for the inspection | 


of and prohibit the introduction of adulterated or misbrand ad 
foods or drugs into any State or Territory or foreign counti 
and to provide, through the Agricultural Department, proper 
administrative machinery for its enforcement. 

This bill for the establishment of a pure-food bureau finds its 
constitutional warrant under the commerce clause and regulates 


the movements of commerce from a bureau in the Agricultural 
Department. The Treasury Department, where the commerce | 
of the cor wintry, whether foreign or interstate, finds its proper 


and legitimate home, is passed over, and the chemical labora- 


tory of the Agricultural Department is made the bureau for | 
regulating commerce between the States and with foreign na- 
tions. 


The subterfuges of constitutional disregard can hardly go fur- 
ther than resorting to revenue as authority for the ‘‘ restraint and 
regulation ” of competition between tradesmen, as appears in the 
bitl of the last session of Congress known as the ‘lard bill,” on 
a line with this one, or placing the regulation of commerce in 
the discretion and judgment of chemistsin the Agricultural | 
Department. The disguises in some of the sections of this bill | 
are too thin and palpable not to be seen, even without reading | 
between the lines, and whether so expressed in direct terms | 
or not, will have the effect to encourage a certain kind of trade | 
and depress another, favor one rival in trade who may not 
compound” his lard by mixing with it a certain quantity of 
cotton-seed oil, and demand of another, who does so blend or 
compound his goods, certain restrictions which may detract from 
its price and sale. 

While ‘ bulwarking” commercial integrity on the chemical | 
analyses of a laboratory, we are asked not to see a want of mor- 
als in distorting the commerce clause to answer and suit the self- 
ish ends of one part of the manufacturers of the country at the 
expense of others. The original promoters of one view of this 
are supposed to be the growers of hogs and the consumers of pure 
lard. The others, we 
‘*imitation compounds,” and to some extent the producers of cot- 
ton-seed oil. Whether that is a correct division of the forces 
that are promoting and opposing this bill I shall not stop to in- 
quire. 

There is a vastly larger portion of the people who will be the 
victims of this bill, if it becomes a law, in which the Senate 
ought to take some interest. The millions of the poorer class of 
our , Whose hard necessities compel them to seek incheap 
food some relief from the extortionate charges, have no hearing 
before any committee, and will find no relief in any such bill 
The fact that 320,000,000 pounds of hog’s lard have been displaced 


pe ople 


by the cheaper article is readily accounted for by the fact that 
the } rice of the frying material of the poor has been reduced by 
nad lard from ‘10 to 6 cents.” That is shown in the re- 
port made by my honorable friend from Nebraska [Mr. Pap- 
DOCK }. 


The promoters of that bill called upon Congress to restore their 
price to 10 cents by putting restraint and regulation upon the 
manufacturers of compound lard. If by legislation the price of 
hog’s lard is raised from 6 cents to 10 cents our legislation will 

added to the cost of living 4 cents per pound; if by ‘‘re- 
straint and regulation” authorized by law to be put upon the 
cheaper frying material we tax the people and thus increase the 
cost of living to benefit the profits of the manufacturers, we shall 
have prostituted the powers of Congress to oppress the many for 
the benefit of the few. 

Mr. Pre ent, these powerful organizations, furnishing vast 
supplies of food, are influential in their respective States, and a 
Yort on their part to bring to the attention of their 


a 


have 


vigorous e! 
States’ Legislatures, the crimesand evils which they petition Con- 
gress to remedy and correct, will result in State laws which will 
give better protection to society than any which Congress can 
enact. 

The power of the State to punish such acts as are made crimes 
by this bill, should it become a law, is undenied by any one. 
The power of Congress to enact sumptuary laws to be operative 
in the States is doubted by many, and denied by not a few. 


There can be no objection to the State requiring “ branding” | 


| sidesin the State 


| have has its abiding place in the State. 
| adulteration and popeenenian exist in the States and are the acts 
and 


| by 


stew in their own juice 


| izes Federal pilots, State pilotage ends. 


are then told, are the manufacturers of | 


of products in any way the State may direct. That power re- 
, the duty to protect society rests with the State. 
Why then do not those powerful organizations bring their in- 
fluence to bear at home and demand the enactment of State laws 
which shall effectually require every or any manufactured ar- 


| ticle to carry on its envelope an exact and truthful statement of 
| its component parts? 


I’raudulent compounding or sophistication, adulteration of food 
and drugs, have their home and workshops in the States; they 
derive their be ‘ing and sustain their existence from and under 
State laws; every act or product by which adulteration affects the 
well-being of society takes place under the protection of the State; 
all the proof and evidence of adulteration and sophistication we 
The admitted evils of 


doings of the people of the States. 
The Legislature » of the State may enact any law not prohibited 
the State constitution, while the Congress can enact only such 
laws as are authorized by the Federal Constitution. Ifthe States 
do not enact pure-food laws; if they will not punish and prevent 
adulteration; if they will not inspect the food products manufac- 
tured by their own citizens, then the people of the States suffer 
the evils, and tolerate them. 

As Mr. Brice, in the American Commonwealth (volume 1, page 
332), Says: 

If the people of a State make bad laws or won't make good laws, they wil 
suffer forit. Letthem suffer. Suffering and nothing else will implant that 
sense of responsibility which is the first step toreform. Therefore let them 


t , let them make their own bed and lie uponit. * * * 
No doctrine more completely permeates the American people, the instructed 


| as Well as the uninstructed. 


This bill virtually asks Congress to supplement the imperfect 
and consequently ineffective legislation of the States. 
The Constitution does not authorize Congress to supplement 
the laws of the States; there is no such authority in the Constitu- 
: 
tion. All power under that instrument is either exclusively 


| vested in Congress or vested concurrently with Congress and 


the States, but never supplemental. The Federal and State gov- 
ernments can not act at one and the same time on one and the 
same subject. When the law of Congress is in force that of the 
State is in abeyance. Where Congress enacts a bankrupt law, 
the State insolvent laws are inoperative; where Congress author- 
There can not be two 
jurisdictions operating at thesame time on the same subject. If 
the pure-food law of Congress is a regulation of commerce, then 
the pure-food laws of nine States which have them must cease 
their operations when this bill becomes a law. Why force the 
pure-food laws of nine States into disuse? 

There is wisdom in the adage, ‘‘ Let well enough alone,” and 
do not destroy the good the States are doing. If the Congress 
makes pure food an article of commerce and regulates it by this 
bill, then all legislation over that subject by the States must 
cease. Would it not be wiser to induce all the States to enact 
pure-food laws, and to rigidly enforce them than to bar their 
way to protect society with the cumbrous machinery of this law, 
which increases unnecessary taxes, multiplies the espionage of 
offensive officials, and adds to the public expenditures? 

If, as is claimed and undenied, Massachusetts has been success- 
ful, through rigid inspection and the publication of results, in 
greatly checking adulteration, why not let her alone in her good 
work, and instead of stopping her with this regulation of com- 
merce, encourage her and other States to continue the work they 
have so well beg un? 


It is well said by Mr. Brice (American Commonwealth, vol. 
2, p. 418) that it is a “‘ ground idea” in this country that— 
Where any function can be equally well discharged by a c« entré ul or local 


body 


it ought by preference to be intrusted to the local body, for a central- 
ized administration is more likely to be tyrannical, ineffic ient, and impure 
than one which, being on a small scale, is more fully within the knowledge 
of the citizens and more sensitive to their opinion. 


And surely when that function is directly and intimately con- 
nected with the public 3g bound up with the welfare-of so- 
ciety, and connected with the food we eat, the beverages we 
drink, and the medicines siendalatn ered in sickness, the State has 
more interest in the proper administration of preventive leg- 
islation, than is likely from a distant and general administration 
of Federal affairs. 

The same author wisely remarks that— 

The less government the better; that is to say, the fewer occasions for in 
terfering with individual citizens are allowed to officials, and the less time 
citizens have to spend in looking after their officials, 80 much more will the 


citizen and community prosper. The functions of government must be 
kept at their minimum. 
This is indeed a “ 


ground idea” in this country, and applied to 


this bill shows that a Federal pure-food law would be un-Ameri- 
can as well as unconstitutional, 
While ‘‘in nine States pure-food laws are already operative, 
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the report of the majority of the Senate Committee on Agriculture | the consumer that there is safety in its use 


of last session, prepared by the author of this bill, adds that— 


barely one-fourth of the States have awakened to the need of stamping out 
fraud in the manufacture and sale of these products, or have exercised their 
right of inspection to the extent of their capacity. 


This admission shows that there is no popular sentiment be- 
hind the demand for this legislation. If the people of three- 
fourths of the States are so indifferent to these evils that they 
will not require their Legislatures to enact pure-food laws; if only 
one-fourth of the States have all the laws their Legislatures think 
necessary, and three-fourths will not enact any, where do the 
people reside who are urging this legislation upon Congress? 

It is not the people, but an interested part, who are seeking to 
secure individual benefits through Congressional legislation. | 
deny the power of Congress to foster and promote any class or 
part of the people at the cost and expense of the whole. I deny 
the power of Congress to make the excuses for the legislation 
asked the reason for imposing taxes not needed by the Govern- 
ment, inflicting upon the country the horde of officers which this 
Senate bill provides, andincréasing the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment merely and only toincrease the profits of one class upon 
their products. 

The cry for ‘‘ pure food,” when addressed to Congress and not 
to the State Legislatures, is not the demand of the people, but 
the slogan of trade, seeking profits rather than purification of 
food. 

While the people of other countries are seeking local self-gov- 
ernment as the counterpoise to the evils of centralization, there 
are those in this country who, turning their faces away from the 
States, are looking to the Federal Government for the exercise 
of much of that power which the framers and founders of our 
dual system of government reposed exclusively with the States. 

Mr. President, Federal election laws, pure-food laws, hog’s-lard 
laws, subsidies, and bounties are all of the same brood, looking 
to the paternal hand and purse of the Federal Government for 
power and for pap. Their ‘‘ promoters” pass by the State, each 
seeking ‘‘ the Old Flag and an appropriation.” The decentraliza- 
tion of power is the source of real liberty and of true prosperity. 
Instead of looking to the Federal Government for a remedy for 
every evil our people should seek to encompass relief from the 
power of the State and to bring its ample authority to the cor- 
rection of wrong and the promotion of prosperity. 

The State can and will secure to the people pure elections, pure 
food, and, if desired, even pure hog’s lard, if the people will only 
exert their power and the General Government let them alone. 
This lesson Congress should teach by setting its face firmly 
against every act of legislation which falls within the scope of 
the power of relief by the States. No one can doubt that this 
bill falls within that scope. 

Weare informed, and no doubt correctly, that in Massachusetts 
alone, ‘‘as a result of stringent food and drug inspection laws, 
there has been a saving of 5 per cent to the people in the in- 
creased prosperity of the food product.” 

Why then disturb Massachusetts’ law? You can not have the 
double inspection and twofold analyses of the State and the labo- 
ratory of the Agricultural Department. When the law directs 
the Department of Agriculture to regulate commerce in pure 
food, it says to Massachusetts: Stay your hand, “ Touch not mine 
anointed,” for no State can meddle with commercial matters. If 
Massachusetts gained 5 per cent in purity, all the States by enact- 
ing pure-food laws, if equally successful, would raise the aggre- 
gate standard toa per cent that the chemists of the national 
laboratory will never exceed. When each State shall require 
every manufactured food article that is of doubtful import, the 
product of its own citizens, to be inspected by proper State ofli- 
cers, and branded with a statement of its true components, no 
regulation of commerce will be violated, and yet all will be ac- 
complished which can possibly be done by any Federal law. 

Such State laws are incidental to State boards of health—and 
have a fitness and appropriateness which no Federal legislation 
can accomplish. Such State laws would truly be that * deter- 
rent legislation” which Senators advocating this bill so much 
desire. 

Mr. President, however broad may be the power of Congress 
to regulate commerce, the pure-food inspection and branding 
laws of the State can not touch those regulations; they are purely 
police matters, health precautions, taken by the State for the 
preservation of the welfare of society as well as for the guarding 
of legitimate commerce. 

It is in the power of the State to legitimatize commerce—to say 
that commerce will be hurtful to its people, prejudicial to their 
health and morals, and that illegitimate commerce is no com- 
merce at all. Surely a State may bar the entrance of poisons at 
her boundaries as well as prohibit or regulate their compound- 
ing in her limits. She may therefore inspect, to see that the 
food is healthy and not poisonous; require branding, to show to 


| 
| 


’ +, and these are about 
all that any pure-food lawsrequire. The State can execute such 
laws better, with more regularity and certainty, and can punish 
the offenders without inventing the new crimes of this bill, or 


making the Secretary of Agriculture a : informer, and giv- 
ing to the district attorney the power to bind the laws as his dis- 
cretion may suggest. 

I. can find no clear and unguestioned } ‘in the Constitution 
warranting Congress to enact laws so in itely affecting the 
social and domestic affairs of the people in the Stat hen I 
can not support this bill 

I do not seek toexcuse the adulteration nor the counterfeiting 
ol any product food or drug—nor the sailing under false colors 
of any craft, whether on th ad ocean « reign commerce or 
the narrower seas of trade and commerce among the States. But 


I want to see the correcting influence ¢« ted by the legitimate 
and more effectual power—the State. 

The great difficulty which beset the efforts in England to cor- 
rect the evils of adulteration are set forth in the minority report 
of the committee on this question. There it is show 


} 


the power of England’s Parliament, great 


n that all 


Ah ar e . ¢ 
han any man of 





any party has claimed for the Congress, has repeatedly proven 
inadequate to correct these evils: that the same host of officials 
which this bill provides for was tried in England and utterly 


failed to eradicate the evil, and that it was wisely concluded by 


| the English board of inland revenue that all legislative enact- 


| away with them. 


ments on the subject will prove ineffectual until the public exer- 


cise their own discrimination, and dealers who are discovered to 
made to 


have imposed spurious commodities on the public ar 

feel that ‘* honesty is the best policy.” Ifthey violate this ** pol- 
icy” let the local law punish them to the fullest extent. Public 
opinion emphasized by individual *‘ boyeot” of dishonest traders 
and a rigid and proper enforcement of State laws will be more 
effectual to close the manufacture and stop the sale of dishonest 
compounds than all the laboratories and the thousands of police 
detectives which this bill can set at work. 

Mr. President, as I have said, this so-called pure-food bill pro- 
poses to organize a bureau, with a ‘chief thereof,” with a large 
salary, and such ‘‘ chemists, inspectors, clerks, laborers, detect- 
ives, and other employés,” ror limitation of com- 
pensation, ‘‘as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of 
this act.” 

I think there are too many spies and informers now, too many 
Pinkertons, if you please, for the good of the country, and I say, 
Ihe bill nowhere intimates the number of of- 
ficials, or suggests their qualification, or limits their pay; all is 
left severely to the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Again, sir, the civil-service law is flanked, and any number of 
appointees, from one to thousands, are authorized by the bill, and 
many of them called scientitic. 

New crimes are invented and criminal proceedingsof the short- 
est and sharpest character are authorized, without the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate being consulted or given an opportunity 
to pass upon their constitutionality. And yet,again, opportuni- 


ties of peculation and favoritism and fraud are not wanting in 
A power *‘ to procure” the sai 


without numbe 


the execution of its provisions. | 
ples and to make examination and analyses which shal] 
the character of the goods with the 


li- 





opinion and verdict of the 


United States is guarded by no conditions and hedged by no 
restraints that will prevent partiality, favoritism, and brib 

If this subject is important enough for two systems of pre. 
ive legislation, if such can be legal, one by Congress and anothe 
by the States, it is certainly important enough to have alaw 
loose in its provisions and better guarded in its restraints tha 
the one now under consideration. 

Mr.COKE. Mr. President, the pending bill is entitled ‘‘An act 
for preventing the adulteration and misbranding of food a 
drugs;” and in its first section declares its purpose to be to protect 
the commerce in food products and drugs between the several 


States and Territories of the United States, 


in the Department of Agriculture to be known as the “‘food sec- 
tion of the chemical division,” to be organized by the Secretary 
of Agriculture, who is directed to make al! n ary l 01 
the government of the same and to execute the provisions of the 
act through the chief chemist, which official is r ed to ‘‘a 
alyze or cause to be analyzed or examined gai iples of food and 
drugs sold or offered for sale in any State or Territory other than 
where manufactured.” 

The Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to employ such 
chemists, inspectors, clerks, laborers, and other employés as may 
be necessary to carry out the provisions of a x 


the act. ‘ 
and scope of the operation of the act may be inferred from s« 
tion 5, which provides that ‘‘ the term ‘drug,’ as used in this act 
shall include all medicines for internal or external use. Th: 
term ‘food,’ as used herein, shall include all articles used fo 
food or drink by man, whether simple, compound, or mixed.” 
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The report of the committee accompanying the bill alleges that 
a proportion so large as to be startling of the articles of diet in 
daily use is adulterated; and it goes extensively into statistical 
figures, gathered in this country and Europe, to establish the 
fact. 

If the enforcement of the provisions of this bill, should it be- 
come law, is not to be a perfunctory affair, if it is to be some- 
thing more than to provide a few favorites with soft places and 


good salaries, if it is-to be vigorously and efficiently executed so | 


as to subserve the purpose for which itis to be enacted, operative 
as it will be over all the States and Territories of the Union, and 
dealing as it will with at least two-thirds of the articles of diet, 
nine-tenths of the drugs and medicines, and one-half at least of 
the wines and liquors consumed by 65,000,000 of people, it will 


readily be seen that the undertaking will be a vast one and its | 
annual cost a heavy addition to the expenses of the Government. | 


This is plainly shown by the committee’s report and by the 
speech of the Senator from Nebraska who is still pressing the 
bill, when the subject was heretofore before the Senate. We 
have no estimate of the number of ‘‘ chemists, inspectors, clerks, 


laborers, etc.”, all of whom it is provided in the bill shall beap- | 


pointed by the Secretary of Agriculture. The salaries of these 
officials are not fixed or adverted to in the bill and are there- 
fore left to the discretion of the Secretary who appoints or em- 
ploys them. Itis perfectly obvious that a reasonably effective 
execution of the law in our forty-four States and six Territories, 
inclusive of the District of Columbia, would require a number of 
employés (the chemists and inspectors among them to be experts) 
running high up into the thousands. 


There are no half dozen bureaus in the Departments of this | 


Government that would in cost, in amount of salaries and em- 


sloyed force and general expense, equal the one brought into ex- | 
The source and | 


istence by this law, if the bill becomes a law. 
inspiration of the bill will be readily perceived, by the following 
extract from the report of the majority of the committee which 
reported it, to be the officials of the Agricultural Department 
who are to handle the enormous patronage and the vast amounts 
of money necessary to execute the law. I read from the report 
of the majority: 

The Department of Agriculture was chosen as the Department to which 
the execution of the law should be properly assigned, because it has for sev- 
eral years been carrying on investigations and examinations of a character 
similar to that which it would be required to —— under the provisions 
of the proposed legislation. The division of chemistry has made exhaustive 
researches into food adulteration. Five bulletins already issued not only 


give evidence of the excellent equipment of the Department for scientific | 


work of this nature, but furnish a mass of conclusive arguments for the en- 
actment of the law itself. 
the prevalence of food adulteration throughout the country and the wide- 
spread extent of the sophistication of articles of daily consumption by the 
people. 


There is not a producer, a compounder, or manufacturer of 


medicines, of food, or of liquors who will not be subject to ob- | 


struction, oppression, and harassment in his business under 
this proposed law. The agents to be employed in its enforce- 
ment are too numerous to be carefully and properly selected and 
superintended. 


erations extending over the entire continent. 


The opportunities and the inducements for illicit money-mak- 
ing by those who should honestly execute the law will be too 
many and toogreatto leave a reasonable ground to expect honest 
The swarm of officers, agents, and employés re- 


administration. 
quired under this bill, if there is to be a bona fide enforcement 


of it, will of necessity extend over and permeate the whole coun- 
try, so that no amount of executive honesty and ability in the 


Department chiefs here in Washington will avert the results I 
have indicated. 


The truth is, Mr. President, the bill attempts an utterly im- 


practicable thing, that of regulating and taking care of the food, 
drink, and medicine of 65,000,000 of people. It has never been 
done, never can and never willbedone. Inorder to doitspies and 


informers, chemists and inspectors must be everywhere; and even 
then the attempt would be a failure, for the people of the United 
States will never accept the dictum of a bureau at Washington as 
to what they should or should not eat or drink, or the character of 
There are some things our free, edu- 
cated, self-governing people ought to be presumed to know how 
to do for themselves, and one of them is to select their own food, 


medicine they should use. 


drink, and medicine. 


The concentration in one or a half dozen chemists here 


fit for the people to use, and to forbid that which they say is 


unfit being transported through the channels of interstate com- 
merce, will strike the average judgment of the people of this | 
country as too great a power over them, over their business, 
their commerce, their manufacturing and producing interests, 


These investigations afford a startling exhibit of | 


There will be too many temptations arising from | 
rival and competing interests, to favoritism, to fraud, and dis- 
honesty; and the chance for detection will be too remote in op- 


in | 
Washington of the power to say what food, drink, or medicine is 


corruption to be intrusted to any man or set of men. The bill, 
if passed, will never be enforced, because Congress will not ap- 
propriate the necessary amount of money, and because the pub- 
lic sentiment of the country will not sustain but will override it; 
and the only result of its passage will be the establishment of a 
| useless and unnecessary bureau at a heavy expense to the Gov- 
| ernment, to be filled with partisan employés. 
I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a part of the report of the 
| minority of the Committee.on Agriculture respecting the pro- 
visionsof this bill. The Secretary will read on the firstand third 
pages where it is marked. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
| cated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


There are few, ifany, articles of food which are free from adulteration, and 
though this evil has been punishable for many years in almost every coun- 
try, the risk of punishment has been invariably outweighed by the tempta- 
tion of gain. In England legislation for the punishment of adulteration of 
food articles dates from the time of Henry LI, about 1256 A. D., when the 
“pillory and tumbrel”’ act was framed forthe express purpose of protecting 
the public from the dishonest dealings of butchers, bakers, vintners, brewers, 
and others. From that day to the present legislation has ineffectually en- 
| deavored to prevent adulteration. 

As late as 1860 the adulteration-of-food act empowered the local authorities 
of England, Scotland, and Ireland to appoint analysts having competent 
medical, chemical, and microscopical knowledge, but after ten years of trial 
and frequent amendment the act was abandoned in 1871. In 1872 the act to 
amend laws for the prevention of adulteration of food, drinks, and drugs au- 
thorized the appointment of nearly the same host of officers as the bill under 
consideration by this committee; there were analysts with competent medi- 
cal, chemical, and microscopical knowledge; there were inspectors of food, 
drinks, and drugs; there were analyses published and legal proceedings and 
severe penalties and punishments, and yet after long years of legislation the 
English board of inland revenue concludes its report with the remark 
‘that all legislative enactments on the subject will prove ineffectual until 
the public exercise their own discrimination and dealers who are discovered 
to have imposed spurious commodities on the public are made to feel that 
honesty is the best policy.” 

* * * * > * . 


Every manufacturer of food products or drugs must ascertain before he 
ships his products whether or not he will “‘ be guilty of amisdemeanor ” if he 
sends for introduction into any State or Territory the products of his skill or 
| discovery. And that information he can only obtain by the analyzer of this 
| division. Analytical chemistry has not yetreached that degree of perfection 
where eath and every analyzer will arrive at the same exact results. Not 
| even the mineral waters of the same medicinal springs of this country have 
j 
| 
} 


| and as one too liable to abuse from ignorance, dishonesty, and 
| 


The Secretary will read as indi- 


received the same analytical results from different chemists. But this bill 
constitutes this division the court of last resort for every article of food and 
for every drug which the people may use or their fellow citizens may manu- 
facture. It confers upon this division the duty ‘‘to publish bulletins of the 
results of such analyses,’’ and these bulletins are made the final fate of every 


| article; for if it shall appear fromsuch examination that the article strikes 


not the fancy of this division analyzer, then it is made theduty of the Secre- 
| tary of Agriculture to hand over the “report to the district attorney for 
| prosecution without delay for the fines and penalties in such cases provided.”’ 


| Mr. COKE. This report, made by the Senator from Tennessee 

| [Mr. BATE], and concurred in by the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JONES], the Senator from Lousiana [Mr. GIBSON], and the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], is an able exposition of the 
evils of the proposed legislation and should arrest the attention 
of the Senate and thecountry. While the bill before the Senate 
in some of its minor details differs from that discussed in the re- 
ports from which I have read, it is in all essential particulars 
the same bill upon which these reports were made. The juris- 
diction sought to be exercised by this bill is over these products 
transported from the State or Territory where raised or manufac- 
tured, intoother States or Territories, being subjects of interstate- 
commerce. 

Under the law, as expounded by the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the latest cases, goods produced in one State or 
Territory and carried into another State or Territory and there 
offered for sale, remain under federal jurisdiction until sold, or 
until the original packages in which they were transported are 
broken, on the happening of either of which contingencies they 
fall immediately under the jurisdiction of the laws of the State. 
As soon as a sale is affected or a package is broken, they mingle 
instantly with the mass of property inthe State and become sub- 
ject to the laws of the State. The federal jurisdiction attaches 

| only when the goods are shipped and start on the journey from 
the State where produced to the State or Territory of their des- 
tination, and remains over them until original packages are 
broken or they are sold, when it is superseded by State jurisdic- 
tion. 

The samples which the bill provides shall be analyzed can only 
be demanded when the goods are under federal jurisdiction, that 
is to say, when the goods are in transit from one State to another 
or after reaching another State are unsold or in the original and 
unbroken packages. Assuming that the law if passed is not to 
be a mere brutum fulmen, a pretense, nominal in everything ex- 
cept great appropriations and a horde of salaried officers, but is 
| to be executed with vigor and good faith, as is well said in the 
minority report from which I have read, there must be an agent 
at every depot, and an analyst as well. Investigations and anal- 
yses made at Washington will not do. 
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The very articles in question must be analyzed if the law is to 
amount to anything. Analyses of samples will be good only for 
the specific articles from which the samples were taken; other- 
wise the door would be left wide open for frauds and evasions 
which would completely nullify the law. The manufactories as 
well as the shipping points will have to be under Government 
surveillance, and laboratories for analysis established throughout 
the country to analyze goods as rapidly as they may be produced. 
When we contemplate the enormous volume of the internal com- 
merce of this country in the products proposed to be affected by | 
this bill, estimated in the committee’s report to be at least four 
and a half biilions of dollars, and the extent of country to be cov- 
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ered, we begin to have a faint conception of the undertaking pro- | 


posed. 

A brief reference to the report of the Secretary of Agriculture 
for 1890 will show how ridiculous is the pretension that his De- 
partment is able to deal with and handle this great subject. On 
page 33 of the report, he says: 

A review of the work of the chemical division during the past year shows 
that it has been carried on with diligence and success. 

Again, on the same page, he says: 

Work in connection with the adulteration of food has been heartily sus 
tained by Congress, and an increase in the appropriation has been made 
therefor. 

And following, he says: 

Investigations during the past year have related particularly to the adul- 
teration of tea, coffee, chocolate, and other table beverages. These results 
are now nearly reaay for delivery to the printer. 

They are not ready, but nearly ready for the printer, and this 
after these investigations have been the principal work of the 
‘‘nast year,” when ‘heartily sustained by Congress,” and wen 
carried on ‘‘with diligence and success.” When with the expert 
force and the equipment in the Department of Agriculture upon 
the perfection of which the honorable Secretary felicitates the 
country only the meager results of the labors of the *‘ past year” 
ean be shown, what are we to expect when the entire commerce 
in food, drink, drugs, and medicines on this whole continent are 
turned over for inspection and analysis to the Agricultural De- 
partment. 

When a shipment of goods is started from one State or Terri- 
tory to another State or Territory shall they be seized while in 
transit and held until the inspection and analysis is made, or shall 
they undergo this process after arriving at their point of desti- 


nation before packages are broken or they are sold to consumers?. 


Of course, no such obstruction to the commerce of the country 
could be tolerated; and yet, in order to execute the provisions of 
the bill, this is exactly what must be done. 

Sections 7 and 8 of the bill, which provide that every person 
manufacturing or exposing for sale or delivery to a purchaser 
any drug or article of food included in the provisions of this act, 
shall on his demand furnish samples to the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture upon a tender of their value, and which provides a penalty 
of fine and imprisonment for refusal to comply, is clearly and ut- 
terly unconstitutional. The laws of the State are supreme over 
the goods where produced, and remain so until they enter the 
channels of interstate commerce for transportation into another 
State. The Federal jurisdiction, under which alone the Secretary 
of Agriculture and his agents can act, does not attach to the goods 
until their journey to another State is commenced. 

There can be no dispute or controversy over this proposition. 
The decisions of our courts on this subject, State and national, 
are uniform and unbroken. Attempts by the Secretary and his 
agents toexecute these sections would be flagrant trespasses upon 
the rights of the producersof the goods, and would doubtless, and 
ought to be, resented as such. As if conscious of encroachment 
on the domain of the States in the sections named, the draftsman 
of the bill seeks to make amends by providing in section 10— 

That this act shall not be construed to interfere with commerce wholly in 
ternal in any State, nor with the exercise of their police powers by the several 
States. 

This provision, Mr. President, puts the ‘bill out of court.” 
The police powers of the States cover the entire field, with the 
single exception I have named; and the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture will have to procure his samples for analysis either at the 
depot where the goods are en route for another State, or at the 
point of destination before they are sold or packages are broken, 
and at either place would have to hold the goods until analyses 
could be made. Iwill read from a speech made by myself in this 
body on a former occasion, in which I grouped some of the lead- 
ing authorities on the police powers of the States. This speech 
was made on the oleomargarine bill: 


The general proposition that the regulation of the trades, business, and o¢ 
cupations of the people, so far as the public are affected by them, is under the 
exclusive control and jurisdiction of the several States is so fully sustained 
in the texts of elementary law writers, the decisions of the courts, and in the 
political history and jurisprudence of the country that it would seem almost 
unnecessary to quote authorities in support of it. I will read from Cooley's 
Constitutional Limitations a full, clear, and accurate statement of the gen 
eral principles of law on this subject. 
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On page 572 the learned author says 

‘The police of a State, in acomprehensive sense, embraces its system of in- 
ternal regulation, by which it is sought not only to preserve the public order 
and to prevent offenses against the State, but also to establish for the inter- 
course of citizen with citizen those rules of good manners and good neigh- 
borhood which are calculated to prevent a conflict of rights, and to insure to 
each the uninterrupted enjoyment of his own, so far as is reasonably con- 
sistent with like enjoyment of rights by others : 

- © *« % Pa * 
‘We think it is a settled principle 
Says Chief-Justice Shaw 

“growing out of the nature of well-ordered civil society that every holder 
of property, however absolute and unqualified may be his title, holds it under 
the implied liability that his use of it shall not be injurious to the equal en- 
joyment of others having an equal right to the enjoyment of their property, 
nor injurious tothe rights of the community. All property in thisCommon- 
wealthis * * * heldsubject to those general regulations which are neces- 
sary tothe common good and general welfare. 

‘Rights of property, like all other social and conventional rights, are sub- 
ject to such reasonable limitations in their enjoyment as shall prevent them 
from being injurious, and tosuch reasonable restraints and regulations estab 
lished by law as the Legislature, under the governing andcontrolling power 
vested in them by the Constitution, may think necessary and expedient. This 
isvery different from the rightof eminent domain, the rightof a government 
totake and appropriate private property whenever the public exigency re- 
quires it, Which can be done only on condition of providing a reasonable 
compensation therefor. 

“The power We allude tois rather the police power 
the Legislature by the Constitution 

This is the opinion of a State judge 
‘to make, ordain, and establish all manner of wholesome and reasonable 
laws, statutes, and ordinances, either with penalties or without, not repug- 
nant to the Constitution, as they shall judge to be for the good and welfare 
of the Commonwealth and of the subjects of the same. Itis much easier 
to perceive and realize the existence and sources of this power than to mark 
its boundaries or prescribe limits to its exercise 

“This police power of the State 

Says another eminent judge 
“extends tothe protection of the lives, limbs, health, comfort, and quiet of 
all persons, and the protection of all property within the State. According 
to the maxim, Sic utere tuo ut alieuum non ledas, which being of universal ap 
plication, it must, of course, be within the range of legislative action to de- 
tine the mode and manner in which everyone may so use his own as not to 
injure others.” 

And again: 

‘By this general police power of the State persons and property are sub- 
jected to all kinds of restraints and burdens in order to secure the general 
comfort, health, and prosperity of the State; of the perfect right in the Leg- 
islature to do which no question ever was, or, upon acknowledged general 
principles, ever can be made, so far as natural persons are concerned. 

‘In the American constitutional system the power to establish the ordi- 
nary regulations of police has been left with the individual States, and can 
not be assumed by the National Government. Neither can the National Goy 
ernment through any of its Departments or officers assume any supervision 
of the police regulations of the States,solong as they do not invade the 
sphere of national sovereignty and obstruct or impede the exercise of any 
authority which the Constitution has confided to the nation.” 

This statement of the meaning and scope of the police powers of the States 
is abundantly fortified by a large number of authorities, both English and 
American, and especially by numerous and leading decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. Among the latter is the United States vs. De 
Witt, 9 Wall., 41, in which a section of the internal-revenue act of 1867, which 
undertook to make it a misdemeanor to mix for sale naphtha and illuminat 
ing oils, or to sell oil of petroleum inflammable at a less temperature than 
110° Fahrenheit, was held a mere police regulation, and as such void within 
the States. 

The License cases (5 How., 504) and the Passenger case 
the same general principles. Congress can not legalize a business within a 
State, which is forbidden by the State. (License-tax cases, 5 Wall., 471.) In 
Patterson vs. Kentucky, 07 United States Rep., 501, it was held that the State 
could prohibit in her borders the sale of an article patented as an invention 
under the laws of the United States, and this in virtue of the police powers 
of the State. Chief Justice Marshall, in the great case of Gibbon vs. Ogde1 
reported in 9 Wheaton, in the extract I now read, covered the whole ground 
as follows: 

But the inspection laws are said to be regulations of commerce, and are 
certainly recognized in the Constitution as being passed in the exercise of a 
power remaining with the States 

That inspection laws may havea remote and considerable influence on com- 


the powe1 vested in 


7 How., 283) affirm 





merce Will not bedenied; butthat a powertoregulatecommerce is the source 
| from which the right to pass them is derived can not be admitted. The ob 
ject of inspection laws is to improve the quality of articles produced by the 
labor of a country, to fit them for exportation, or, it may be, for domest 
use. 
They act upon the subject before it becomes an article n com 
merce or of commerce among the States, and prepare it purpose. 
They form a portion of- that immense mass of legislati h embraces 


everything within the territory of a State 1 » the General 
Government, and which can be most advantageously exer: by the States 
themselves. Inspection laws, quarantine ] s, health lay escrip 
tion, as well as laws for regulating the internal commerce of a State, and 


t surren 









those which respect turnpike roads, ferries, etc., are component parts of th 
mass. Nodirect general power over these objects is granted to Congré 
and consequently they remain subject to State legislation. (Pages 202, 203 


I will also read here, Mr. President, from the opinion of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Coe vs. Errol, re- 


ported in volume 116, United States Reports. The point in 
the case and the only point was, as to when Federal jurisdiction 
attaches to goods going from one State to another in the chan- 


nels of interstate commerce. This decision was made in 1&8) 
| Justice Bradley, delivering the 


unanimous, said: 


de 


opinion of the court, which was 


We recur, then, toa consideration of the question freed from t} 
tion: Are the products of a State, though intended for expor i 
State, and partially prepared for that purpose by being deposi 2 
or port of shipment within the State, liable to be taxed like other pr 
within the State? 

Do the owner’s state of mind in relation to the good j lis inte 
to export them, and his partial preparation to do so, exempt them from taxa 
tion This is the precise question fo olution ’ 
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This is the very question that arises under this bill. 

This question does not present. the predicament of goods in course of 
transportation through a State, though detained for a time within the State 
by low water or other causes of delay, as was the case of the logs cut in the 
State of Maine, the tax on which was abated by the supreme court of New 
Hampshire. Such goods are already in the course of commercial transpor- 
tation, and are clearly under the protection of the ¢ jonstitution. And so, we 








think, would the goods in question be _whe n a ially started in the course of 
transporta n to another State or del red toa‘ er for such transporta- 
ti 

There must be a point of time when they cease to be governed exclusively 
by the domestic law and begin to be governed and protected by the national 


law of commercial regulation, and that moment seems to us to be a legiti- 
mate one for this purpose, in which they commence their final movement for 
transportation from the State of their origin to that of their destination. 





When the products of the farm or the forest are collected and brought in 
from the surrounding country to a town station servi as anenterpot for 
that particular reason, whether ona river ora line of railroad, such products 





are not yet exports, nor are they in processof exp 
begun until a are committed to the common carrier for , 
out of the State to the State of their destination or have started on their 


tation, nor is exportation 


ultimate passage to that State. Until then it is reasonable to regard them | 
as not only within the State of their origin, but as a part of the general mass | 
+b ty of that State, subject to its jurisdiction and liable to taxation 
the 


nani he says: 

But no definite rule has been adopted with regard to the point of time at 
which the taxing power of the State ceages as to goods exported to a foreign 
country or to another Stat« What we have already said, however, in rela- 
tion to the products of a State intended for exportation to another State will 
indicate the view whic ms to us the sound one on that subject, namely 
that such goods do not cease to be part of the general mass of property in 
the State, subject, as such, to its jurisdiction, and to taxation in the usual 
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transportation | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
Fe 





Way, until they have been shipped, or entered with a common carrier for | 
transportation to another State, or have been started upon such transporta 
tion in a continuous route or journey. 


gain he 
Some of the Western States produce very little except wheat and corn, 
most of which is intended for emapeene and so of cotton in the Southern States. 
Certainly, as long as these products are on the lands which produce them, 
they are part of the general property of the State. 
continue to be until they have entered upon their final journey 
the State and going into another State. It is true it was said in the case of 
Daniel Ball (10 Wall. 565), ** Whenever a commodity has begun to move as an 
article of trade from one State to another, commerce in that commodity be- 
tween the States has commenced."’ But thismovement does not begin until 
the articles have been shipped or started for transportation from the one 


says: 


wate to the other. 
The carrying of them in caris or other vehicles, or even floating them, to 
the depot where the journey isto commence is no part of that journey. That 


is all preliminary work, performed for the purpose of putting the property 
in a state of preparation and readiness for transportation. Until actually 
launched on its way to another State, or committed to a common carrier for 
transportation to such State, its destination is not fixed and certain. It may 
be sold or otherwise disposed of within the State and never put in course of 
transportation outof theState. Carryingit from the farm or the forest to the 
depot is only an interior movement of the property entirely within the State 
for the purpose, it is true, but only for the purpose of puttingit into a course 
of exportation; it is no part of the exportation itself. Until shipped or 
started on its final journey out of the State its exportation is a matter alto 
gether in Aeri, and not at all a fixed and certain thing. 


I now ask that the Secretary read sections 7 and 
stitute bill reported from the committee. 
The Chief Cler] as follows: 


8 of the sub- 


rk read 


Seo. 7. That every person manufacturing or exposing for sale or deliver- 
ing to apurchaser any drug or article of food included in the provisions 
of this act shall furnisha sample of such drugs or articles of food to any per 
son d a, authorized by the Secregary of Agriculture toreceive the same, and 
who shall apply to such manufacturer or vender, or person delivering to a 
pur chase r such drug or article of food for such sample for such use, in suf- 


ficient quantity for the analysis of any such article or articles in his posses- 
sion, and shall tender him the full value thereof. And in the presence of 
such dealer and an agent of the food section, if so desired by either party, 
said sample shall be divided into three parts and each part shall be sealed by 
the seal of the food section. One part shall be left with the dealer, one deliv- 
ered to the f tion, and one deposited with the United States district 
attorney for the district in which the ~~ is taken. Said manufacturer 
or dealer may have the sample left with him analyzed at his own expense, 
and if the results of said analysis differ from those of the food section, the 
sample in the hands of the district attorney shall be analyzed by a third 
chemist, who = be appointed by the president of the Association of Offi- 
cial Agricultural Chemists of the United States, in the presence of 1 che m- 
ist of the food section and the chemist representing the dealer, and the whole 
evidence shall be laid before the court 
SEc. 8. That whoever refuses to comply, upon demand, with the require 
ments of section 7 of this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon 
conviction ned not exc eeding one hundred nor less than ten dollars 
or imprisonment not exceeding one hundred nor less than thirty days, or 
both. And any person found guilty of manufacturing, or knowingly offering 
ling an adulterated, 
e provisions of this act shall be adjudged to pay, in addition to 
, re provided for, all the necessary costs and expenses in- 
an d analy? ing su h adulterated articles which said per- 
und guilty of manufacturing, selling, or offering forsale. 
‘he authorities which I have read show, Mr. 
he econclusiveness of demonstration, that the 
power attempted conferred in se and 8 on those 
cute the law does not exist in Congress, and that 
it would be unconstitutional and void, be- 
cause a clear and palpable invasion of State jurisdiction. Fed- 
eral jurisdictio umence, says Justice Bradley, deliv- 
ering the opinion of a unanimous court, until the goods to be 
transported are in the hands of 
another State has commenced; and up to that time the jurisdic- 
tion of the State is supre me and the citizen is protec ted fron 
Federaliuterference. Yet the 
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shall be fiz 
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And so we think they | 
for leaving | 


impure, or misbranded article of food or | 


| over the United States? I 


| and they 


the carrier and the journey to | 


| cept by arresting the 
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lis agents are fully empowered under these pr ovisions to de- 
mand and receive from merchants, manufacturers 3, and others in 
the States at their places of business, any goods or wares they 
may designate for the purposes of analysis. A refusal to com- 
ply with these dé mands to be punished by fine and imprison- 
ment at the suit of the United States district attorne Vy. 

Sections 7 and 8 make the only provisions to be found in the 
bill for procuring samples for inspection and analysis, and there- 
fore are the foundation and groundwork upon which the whole 
scheme rests. The invalidity of these sections destroys the bill. 
There is no way of procuring samples under these sections ex- 
shipment and taking them from the hands 
of the carrier, or seizing them at the point of destination before 
they are sold or the original packages are broken, when ¢0 in- 
stanti, State jurisdiction attaches and Federal jurisdiction ends. 
Samples must be procured, if at all, while the goods are on the 
wing, while they are being transported, for it is only then that 


| the Federal jurisdiction is over them, and when their destina- 


tion is reached while th 
broken. 

These sections prescribe the only compulsory process for pro- 
curing samples to be found in the bill; all other provisions on 
the subject depend for enforcement on the voluntary action of the 
parties from whom the samples are to be procured. It is doubt- 
less true that those wishing to advertise their goods at the 
expense of the Government and gain an advantage over less enter- 
prising competitors, would voluntar ily send up ‘samples for anal- 
ysis; but it may be taken for granted that only pure and unadul- 
terated articles would be thus sent, for no dealer would covet the 
distinction of having in store unsound goods. Itcan well be seen 
how the proposed bureau may in this way be converted into a 
huge advertising agency, and how great rivalry among competi- 
tors in business may spring up and greatscandals grow out of its 
operations. 

Mr. President, am opposed to this character of legislation. 
The purposes sought to be obtained by this bill should be left to 
the States and the people to look after. It is their business, and 
not the business of the N National Government. The States have 
the jurisdiction over it under the Constitution; the General Gov- 
ernment has no jurisdiction which it is practicable to enforce 
generally over the country except at an expense so enormous 
and with hindrances and obstruc tions to commerce so grave and 
disastrous as to render it to the last degree impolitic to attempt 
its exercise. 

The food adulterations complained of are admitted to be almost 

iniversally innocuous so far as health is concerned, and the rare 
cases where it is otherwise soon correct themselves. Each one 
of our sixty-five millions of people is his own detective in matters 
pertaining to the healthfulness and purity of the food, drink, and 
drugs he uses, and every dealer in these articles knows this and 
recognizes the fact that the success of his business depends on 
the purity and healthfulness of his goods. That food adultera- 
tion does now pre vail and has always se" >v ailed tosome extentin 
this and all other countries is admitted: but it is equally true 
that it has never been remedied and can never be as long as 
human nature remains as it is. 

Greed and avarice of the seller, and ignorance of the buyer, as 
well as his necessities, will always exist; and it will sometimes 
occur, and all the inspectors and chemists in the world can not 
prevent it, that the vigilance of the consumer is outwitted by the 
cunning of the vender. Fortunately, adulterations deleterious 
to health are e xceptionally rare, because these are nearly certain 
of detection, and always react destructively on the business of 
the guilty parties. The report of the Secretary of Agriculture 
shows that the food adulterationsare almost entirely of harmless 
and cheaper substances, which imely affect the weight of the 
adulterated articles. 

We are all familiar with-the old devices of putting sand in the 
sugar, pebbles in the coffee, and water in the whisky, charged 
against the venders of these articles. Whoc: an prevent this sp .- 
cies of dishonesty? How many chemists and inspectors 
and informers would be required in an honest effort to do it all 
give these as samples of the thou- 
sand forms of petty adulteration in food, drink, anddrugs, which 
may be practiced daily and nightly throughout this and all other 
countries, for which there is no remedy by any law that can be 
passed. The only remedy for it lies with the people themselves, 
are applying it every day in boycotting dishonest deal- 
ers and patronizing honest ones. They are taking care of then 
selves and do not need or desire instructions from W ashington 
as to how to do it. 

If they need assistance their State governments, with ample 
jurisdic tion over the subject, can give it; and many of them ar 


+y remain unsold and the packages un- 


pie ~ 


| giving it by such legislation a$ can be enforced: and the evil of 
| food adulteration, as far as the law can reach it, is being to some 


Commissioner of Agriculture and ! 


extent modified. About one-third of the States, through their 
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boards of health, are dealing vigorously with this subject, and 
every year others of them are taking hold of it. The very sta- 
tistics used in the majority report of the committee to sho. 


food adulteration are taken bodily from the reports of various | 


State boards which have been published. 

The action of the States furnishes a remedy for the evils of 
adulteration, so far as it cam be remedied, before the articles 
reach the channels of interstate commerce, thus superseding the 
necessity for exercise of the Federal jurisdiction. Butitmust b 
understood that this is an evil which can not be reached to any 
considerable or material extent by legislation under a free gov- 
ernment like ours, but one which the people and public sentiment 
alonecan deal with effectively. While the work now being done in 
the Agricultural Department in a quiet, small way candono harm 
and may possibly do some good, I can see ng other conse: — nm 
from the passage of this bili, which is to cover the continent with 
its jur isdiction, if attempted to be enforced, than enormous ex- 
penditures, widespread corruption, harrassment and hindrance 
of commerce, and an utter failure to accomplish any good at all 
compensatory for the evil it will produce 

It can not have escaped the observ ation of those who are con- 
versant with the reports of committees and the debates on the 
various bills that have been introduced into the two eness of 
Congress for several years past in respect to food products, that 
while the conservation of the public health and public interes 
has been the ostensible purpose, the real object of all of them 
(and there is no concealment of it) is and has been to break down 
and destroy the competition of one class of producers with an- 
other class; to throw the power of the Government on the sid 
of one part of our people against another part: to build up ones 
at theexpense of another set of our own people. 

A successful war was made in 1886 by the passage of a bill 
through Congress on oleomargarine, than which no more palata- 
ble, hee ulthy, nutritious, or popular article of food has be« n seen 
in the markets of this country, costing the consumers about one- 
third the price of good butter and preferred by many to butter; 
and this bill was passed openly and avowedly for the protection 
of dairymenagainst competition inthe market with their butter. 
Cotton-seed oil, equal if not superior to olive oil for all culinary 
and food purposes, a pure vegetable product, and the leaf and 
other best qualities of the fat of the beef and hog, staple prod- 
ucts of the South and West, being the chief ingredients of oleo- 
margarine, the interests of the producers of these articles and 
of the great mass of our people in cheap and wholesome food, 
were ruthlessly sacrificed in order to build up and maintain the 
profits of the butter-makers. 

The principle of protection has never been invoked until the 
passage of the oleomargarine bill except in behalf of America 
industries against foreign competition. Its importation into our 
domestic policies, arraying as it will our people and our indus- 
tries against each other in hot contest for governmental favorit- 
ism, can be productive only of evil. Asapplied inour protective- 

ariff system it is bad enough, but when enforced in our internal 

affairs, between our home industries and our own people, it is in- 
comparably worse. Emboldened by the success of the oleomarga- 
rine bill, a brood of bills like it have since been showered on the 
Senate and House, the most conspicuous of which, known as the 
**Conger lard bill,” is intended to destroy, as far as legislation 
can do it, the competition of cotton-seed oil with hog’s lard. 

The pending bill belongs to the same family, is inspired from 
the same sources; and, as the report of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture which reported it shows, is intended to 
accomplish results in the same generalline. While not pretend- 
ing that oleomargarine and compound lard are unwhole ams a 
large a ‘of this report is devoted to showing the losses 
entailed on the producers of hog’s lard and pure butter by the 
competition of those articles in the market with their products, 
but making no allusion whatever to the advantages and benefits 
ee to the great mass of consumers therefrom. 

The animus pe srvading this report is the same found in the pro- 

visions of the bill, which, if passed, will be a prolific source of 
unjust and oppressive discrimination between dealers and pro- 
ducers, of officious and impertinent intermeddling in the private 
business of the people, and of vexatious and exasperating inter- 
ference with our inte rstate commerce in food, dr in k, drugs, 
medicines, which should be as free and unrestricted as possible. 
Fortunately for this country, legislation of this class and tend- 
ency is of very recent date; for, had it been otherwis , every 
step of the splendid progress of our people in material aoe lop- 
me i through invention, discovery, and scie ntific research woul 
have been resisted and obstructed in the interest and for th 
protection of the old order of things. This bill, Mr. President, 
is unconstitutional, inexpedient, and unwise, and should not 

Before I take my seat I desire to move to strike out sec 
7 and 8 of the bill 
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Mr. PADDOCK. What is the mof the nator from 
lexas? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To ike 6 ms 7 and 8 ofthe 
bill. The question is on agreeing the : ndment the Sen- 
ator from Texas to the substi @ re} ( eC. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I « { ay a few words 
in answer to several points ma 

.s to the matter of t expense of a at l ex- 
ravagant estimate was never placed uj t of t admin- 
istration of any law than that \ by ¢ 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATs On cost of the admin- 
istration of this measure if its} b ‘ ‘ | 5 














Lo 
or a ut ( 

Che 1e A al Depart a } 
ana ys D, a y i 
L expense of it is only ab $12,000 3 an 
enial ement ¢ tha LS 

if you place an est of p W 
be required in addition to the fe a presel 
employed, based upon the force employed in the State of Massa 
chusetts, where they have the best antia teration law th 
is perhaps in any of the States, a law upon the same lines on 
which this bill was drawn, almost exactly like it, where th 

ition of the law — been one of the greatest successes know 
in the administration of any law m any statute book in a 
country—if you take that as the basis, with Massachusetts cov: 
ing the great Commonwealth with four analysts and three in- 
spectors, it will 1 not cost $50,000 to administer this most impor 
tant act if it shall be passed. 

The Senator from Tennessee dwells a good deal upon the fact 
hat a tary medicines are not included in the provision 
of t ll. They are included in its provisions, so is everything 
incl sei 1 in it, with the single exception as to ] ary medi 
cines that the formulas can not be disclosed. ' is a prohi- 


bition upon the bureau having charge of these analyses against 


disclosing the formulas of proprietary medicines. They are sold 
by their trade-marks, and they are defined a the bill fully, so 
that there is no sort of loophole through which they can escape 
any more than anything els 

The Senator fron 1 Tennessee says that under the provisions « 
section 7 all articles, whatever r may be, anywhere ina State 
whether they n nay be s bj cts iterstate commerce or not, a 





sul yject to pure ease, 20 pro ure t,for analysis. That of cow 














is an absurdit The whole theory of this bill in ~ 
of it isshown tohethatents those articles which are the sub 
interstate commerce are embraced within its provision 
articles only are contemplate “dd by the provisic ns of the bi a 
must have been or are intende to be shipped from ¢ Stat 
7 itory to another and a eiiaeend 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator pardon me? He sa that that 
position is absurd. I will simply answer that by reading a 
or two of his own bill. Section 7 provides 

That every person mal wturing or exposing f ‘ 

irchaser any drug o1 icle food ins ! 

That is the 1 _ the Senator makes? 

Mr. PADD‘ ne That is exactly what I mean 

Mr. BATE. = what are “arti of food i 
provisions of this act”? If you turn back to section 
see what articles are include 

Mr. PADDOCK. Takes catia 4 

Mr. BATE. I will take section 5. It provide 

Wad thin tov ’ 5 hall i 

I exter! I a i 
‘ ed f< or di 4] the . , 
"I f I t inded as used her i ] l i or r 
( which enter mt s nm , f 4 tL ibe 
\ ull bear a stateme pur} t i 
31 ein I I le. ¢ 

y PADDOCK ose al the ¢ nite sof or cL 
of the bi ery provision and every section of the 1} s 1 
taken into consideration in construing the proposed a If 
take section 2—and clearly an nd any question what 
b res mal upon that I and 1twil ) 4 
section 1 ates only to and Sc! s f a car 
the subjects ich are to ( l 
A tn = b ‘ 5 1 aLO 4 
or wh are ip ! or ¢ 
one State or Territ« I ano a 

e general prov of t | yf ¢ en 
Lhe provisions are qua S : ion 10 7 

That thi 4 
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My friecr - ! a 
State ar up a ! 











anything about a manufactured article in the way of disposing of 
it or bartering it, whatever it may be, under the provisions of 
this bill. My distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. COKE] says 
that under section 9 we are ruled out of court entirely and can 
not go anywhere, can not seize anything but articles which are 
subjects of interstate commerce, and that there can be no such 
subjects of interstate commerce under these provisions. Now, I 
will let the argument of one answer the argument of the other 
as to this. It will be quite sufficient for my purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). ‘Does 
the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi? 

Mr. PADDOCK. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Nebraska uses the term 
‘the subject of interstate commerce.” I should like to know, be- | 
cause it is avery intricate question to me, when in his opinion an 
article of co-commerce becomes the subject of interstate com- 
merce. I should like to know further whether he regards an | 
article such as flour or meat, usually recognized and known to be 
a subject of interstate commerce in a general sense, because 
generally they are employed in interstate commerce, before the 
time when they are actually started in the transportation from 
one State to another as subjects of interstate commerce? 

Mr. PADDOCK. What I understand as a subject of inter- 
state commerce isset forth plainly and definitely, so that he who 
runs may read, in section 2. It is an article which has been or 
is to be introduced from one State into another, or from one Ter- 


Certainly. 





ritory into another, or attempted to be introduced. That is 
what it is, and thatis all there is of it. 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. I want to read the last part of section 9. It pro- 


vides that— 

If it be shown that said dealer is innocent of any intentional fraud, then 
the action in court shall lie against the dealers having furnished the accused 
the articles in question, and these dealers shall be parties to the suit. 

Then, if the manufacturer is away off 100 miles from arailroad, 
has furnished this article to a merchant, and that merchant, not 
knowing anything about it, has transferred it to another State, 
that man is liable. 

Mr. PADDOCK. He is a manufacturer of the article. 

Mr. BATE. He is a dealer, too. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It must be an article introduced from one 
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ble? For whatis it amenable? If branded exactly for what it is 
it is not amenable to any provisions of this proposed law. 

Mr. BATE. Itis amenable for discoloration; it is amenable 
for adulteration. He ships it as flour. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is simply liable to an analytical examina- 
tion to show exactly what it is, to show whether it is exactly 
the thing it is branded to be or whether itis misbranded. That 
is all there is of it. 

Mr. BATE. He brands it as flour and it is flour, yet it has 
this discoloration and it has also this adulteration. It does not 
affect it materially except that ft destroys the real strength or 
fat, as scientists say. 

Mr. PADDOCK. With the Senator’s permission—— 

Mr. BATE. I did not getthrough with my point on the ninth 
section, because the Senator interrupted me. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator intervened, and I have but a 
few minutes that I can devote to this matter this evening. The 
Senator says that the States alone can take charge of this busi- 
ness; that the matter of looking after adulterations of food, and 
that sort of thing, is a matter which belongs to the States, and 
that the States themselves can do it altogether. Now, let me 
read a little something on that point, and it is only a word, from 
Dr. Abbott, secretary of the State board of health of Massachu- 
setts, who has made a national reputation by his warfare on food 
adulterations in that State. He says: 


Your bill will be helpful to all States which are attempting to enforce such 
laws of theirown. I have carefully read the bill and appreciate its impor- 
tance, 

He says, in another place: 

The trouble is with us that we can not take care of adulterated food and 
drugs that are manufactured and come to us from other States, of which 
there is an immense amount. We must have a Congressional law which 


will regulate the transit of that kind of product to enable us to reach the 
offenders. 


On this same line here is a very high authority from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. President, in January, 1887, a bill whose first draft was 
prepared by Chancellor Williamson, of New Jersey, for the Na- 


| tional Board of Trade (vide Anti-Adulteration Journal, volume 


State into another, or in the hands of a dealer who has pur- | 


chased what may have been shipped, ora shipper who has shipped 
from one State or Territory into another. 

Mr. BATE. Now, pardon me a minute. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
knowledge to the party. If the party does not know, if he him- 
self is deceived in respect to the character of the product, then 
he is exempt under the proposed law if he proves that fact. 

Mr. BATE. Of course the manufacturer who produced the 
article does know that he made it lighter or discolored it, if you 
please. Take, for instance, flour. Mr. President, you know as 


3, No. 2), which in its objects, and even in the general tenor of 
its provisions, was quite similar to the pending measure, was 
laid before the national pure-food convention as modified by a 
conference committee of the National Board of Trade and pure- 
food convention. In that report the committee said, referring 
to the previous draft: 

The excellence of the underlying principles, however, have been recognized 


| by their adoption in the health laws of several of our States, and when we 
| get anational act applying to interstate commerce, which has now assumed 


[t is required that it shall be a matter of | 


well as I do that for the last two years there has been a rage | 
| equally useless, and we propose that this law, if created, shall be of some 


among rich people especially, and fashionable people, in order to 
have pure white flour. What have they done to accomplish it? 
They have made inventions and they have got it so now that they 


can take the germ out of the wheat, which is really the discol- | 
oring property, and which is really the fat and substance of it, | 
and make it into a whiter flour, the substance of which is gone | 


and which is adulterated. 

Mr. PADDOCK. All that—— 

Mr. BATE. Now, wait a minute, if you please. 
facturer in Virginia under this bill, because the flour is not only 
adulterated, but is discolored, because the flour is made whiter 
than ordinary flour would be if the whole seed of the wheat were 
ground up 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not give way to the Senator to make a 
[ am trying to answer a few points that he made. 

Mr. BATE. Pardon me; I am in the line of the Senator's ar- 
gument and he permitted me to interrupt him. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator has been speaking for an hour 
or two, making aset speech. I have taken the floor, and I am 
trying to answer him in my hurried way. 

Mr. BATE. Pardon me a moment, and I will yield. Now, if 
that manufacturer of flour, it being discolored and being adulter- 
ated as I have said, over here in Virginia, away off from any rail- 
road, sells that to his neighboring merchant or somebody else 
who wants toship a large quantity of flour to another State, and 
they find out there that it hes been discolored, that its real prop- 
erty, the germ property, has been destroyed, that the fat of it is 
gone, that man is liable under this proposed law. He may be a 


STpee ch. 


manufacturer, as I say, or a dealer, if you please, away off from 
a railroad, and now the Senator says— 
To what extent, I ask the Senator, is it lia- 


Mr. PADDOCK. 


That manv- | 


| That is where the trouble comes. 


such vast proportions, the other States will doubtless swing into line. These 
principles may be summarized as— 

First. Prohibition of hurtful adulterations. 

Second. Regulation of nonhurtful adulterations in such a manner that con- 
sumers may know what they are buying: so, ifa man wants chicory with his 
coffee he can get it, but he that does not want it need not be deceived. 

The act, as originally indorsed by the National Board of Trade, provided 
that its execution should be intrusted to the National Board of Health; that 
body at present is in no condition to efficiently administer such a law, so we 

rropose to create a bureau in one of the Government Departments and make 
t the sole business of that bureau to see that the law is efficiently adminis- 
tered. Laws without a police force or a police force without good laws are 


use. 


The object of this proposed legislation is to cover this great 
field over which the Federal Government has jurisdiction and at 
the lines of the States to meet the State acts so that the Federal 
law shall supplement and support the State legislation where it 
has already been enacted, as it has been enacted in seven or 
eight or perhaps nine States, so that the two together shall cover 
the whole field and protect the whole commerce in food and 
drugs, etc., everywhere in this country. 

Mr BATE. DoT understand the Senator to say he advocates 
then that there shall be agents of the General Government along 
with the agents of the States? That would be a double expensa 
and a double proceeding in this matter. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Teat is not wat I said, nor what I intimated. 
What I said was that the States, when this legislation shall 
have been enacted, covering the interstate-commerce line, will 
themselves meet the Federal authority at the State line, the line 
of division between State authority and Federal authority, with 
their own acts and their own inspections, just as Massachusetts 
has done now, and just as they pray us to give them this legis- 
lation on interstate lines to help them, because with that traffic, 
which the State can not reach, unregulated, uncontrolled, she is 
powerless. It is an absurdity, it is an extravagance, it is wild 
to say that the States separately acting for themselves can cover 
this whole field and prevent adulterations. 

The Senator speaks of States being able to control as to the 
manufacture in its own State. Cana State control as to the man- 
ufacture of goods which are for exportation only into other States? 
The States can not control it 


atall. Itis only the Federal arm that can reach manufacturers 








i ald ae 


1892. 





who are engaged exclusively in the manufacture of compound 
articles for the interstate trade, who do not sell at all in the State 
where manufactured. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator will pardon me, but certainly a State 
can regulate the articles which shall come there for sale, and it 
has the right, of course, to inspect them if they are poisonous or 
adulterated. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Let me ask the Senator, suppose he has a 
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manufacturer in his town employing two or three hundred peo- | 


ple. The manufacturer is engaged exclusively in the manu- 
facture of articles for export to other States. 


thority of his State that that institution should be suppressed 
and broken down and destroyed and driven out and these people 
thus employed left without employment. 
could not accomplish it. 

Mr. BATE. But the point is, if my State has shipped it into 


Does the Senator | 
suppose that he could stand up and demand of the legislative au- | 


Not at all, sir. He} 


Kentucky, for example, the State to which it has been shipped | 


has its own local laws and its police regulations to govern it, and 
can have it inspected there if it is adulterated, 

Mr. PADDOCK. They can reach it after it passes into the 
mass of property within the State, but nosooner. That is the 
trouble about it. 

Something has been said about the potential character of this 
great bureau, the comprehensiveness of its control, and all that. 
Perfectly extravagant and absurd are the conclusions of Senators 
as tothat. All there is for this bureau to do in the world is 
where complaints are brought to it to cause analyses to be made 
and to determine if there is reason, and, if so, to bring prosecu- 
tions against parties for violations of the law. That is all there 
is of it. The idea of planting inspectors or agents at every depot 
throughout the country is too absurd to be answered. 


Mr. President, the Senator says there is no demand for this | 


legislation except as it comes from the competitions of interested 
parties. Let us see whether there is any demand for it. Peti- 
tions and memorials of many citizens of Arkansas have come to 
Congress asking for the passage of this bill: a resolution of the 
Legislature ef lowa; memorial of the Farmers’ Alliance and In- 


Board of Trade. 
over there, who have been protesting against this legislation on 
behalf of the traders, the manufacturers, the compounders, etc., 
to consider: Almost every honest and reputable man engaged 
as a trader or as a manufacturer in this country has indorsed 
this proposition and besought Congress to pass it. 


1377 


is timely, needed, and shows that our lawmakers have at heart the best 
interests of the unlisted yet most valuable article of national wealth, to wit, 
the health of its citizens. 
I have the honor to be, sincerely, yours 
EPHRAIM CUTTER, Secretary. 

Senator A. S. PADDOCK, Chairman, ete 

Here is another. This is from the chairman of the committee 
on legislation of the New York Wholesale Druggists’ Associa- 
tion; and mark this, that everywhere, wherever you can strike 
an influential organization, whether it be in medicine, in drugs, 
in manufactures of food products, in dealing, or whatever it may 
be, you will find their indorsement of this proposition, with the 
hope that through it something at least may be accomplished in 
the way of deterrent legislation, if nothing more, against the 
rascals, the villains, the wicked compounders and manipulators, 
adulterers and sophisticaters of food and drug products, who 
are destroying honest trade and bringing disgrace upon the com- 
mercial name of this country. 

Mr. Kelly says: 

NATIONAL WHOLESALE DRUGGISTS’ ASSOCIATION 
Pitlaburg, Pa., February 5, 1892. 
Hon. A. S. PADDOCK 
Senale Chamber, Washington, D. ¢ 

Yours of the 30th ultimo and copy of the substitute bill duly received Ac- 
cept thanks for your prompt response. 

After a careful scrutiny of the bill, consider it unobjectionable, and feel as 
sured that our committee will not only favor its passage, but will aid in any 
way they may be permitted, provided that no objectionable amendments be 
attached. 

Our committee desire to express their appreciation of your generous and 
favorable consideration of their suggestions 

Yours respectfully 
GEORGE A. KELLY, Chair 

Whenever the bill has been changed in form, evenas toa single 
word, I have sent to all of these gentlemen a new copy of the 
same. I should say in addition to this that the intelligent and 
honorable officers of the National Wholesale Druggists’ Associa- 
tion appeared before the committee, and the aim of the commit- 
tee was to make a conservative measure which should meet their 


| views. They have given us much advice and valuable informa- 
tion. They themselves have made efforts in times past for this 


; : tn 3 : | kind of legislation, and their national conventions have always 
dustrial Union of the State of Illinois; resolution of the Chicago | 


And here is a significant fact for my friends | 


Memorial of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association of the | 


State of Illinois; memorial of Grocers’ Association, Baltimore, 
Md.; resolutions of the State Grange of Missouri: resolutions of 
the executive committee of the State Grange of Missouri; reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Missouri; resolution of the house of 
representatives of the Legislature of Missouri. They are sepa- 
rate petitions. 


Resolutions of the Thirty-sixth General Assem- | 


bly of the State of Missouri; resolutions of Talmage (Mich.) | 
Grange; petition of Wholesale Grocers’ Association of Boston, | 


Mass.; resolutions of the house of representatives of Nebraska; 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of New York. 
These are memorials and resolutions sent here direct from the 


Legislatures: Resolution of the Legislature of the State of Kan- | 


sas; resolution of the Assembly of the State of New York again; 


resolutions and memorial of the New York Produce Exchange, | 


of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, National 
Board of Trade, New York Cotton Exchange, Wholesale Grocers’ 
Association, etc.; proceedings indorsing the bill of the Akron 
(Ohio) Board of Trade; memorial of the Retail Merchants’ Pro- 
tective Association of Scranton, Pa.; memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Charleston, S. C.; resolution of the Legislature 
of Colorado; resolution of the Connecticut State Grange; memo- 
rial of the National Farmers’ Alliance; and these are only a part 
ofthem. [have broughtthese out assamples. They are not all, 
by many thousands. 

Here is the journal of the American Medical Association. This 
is what that great and influential journal, standing for the medi- 
cal fraternity of this country, says of this bill: 

An evidence of progressive enlightenment comes to us in the form of a bill 


dwelt upon the importance and the desirability of this kind of 
legislation, to their very great honor be it said. 

This is from another member of the committee, Mr. Kline, 
who is also an officer of the National Druggists’ Association, a 
member of the committee on legislation, a man of fine intelli- 
gence, and of the highest business integrity. 

Mr. Kline says: 

PHILADELPHIA, February 2, 1892 

DEAR SIR: Please accept thanks for copy of the revised pure food and drug 
bill 

I desire to thank you personally and as a member of the committee on leg 
islation of the National Wholesale Druggists’ Association for the changes 
made in this bill, which are entirely in accord with my views and I am sure 
of a majority of the members of the National Association, and I sincerely 
trust that the bill may be passed substantially in its present shape. 

I shall be very much obliged if you can send me from time to time copies 
of the bill should it be further changed 

Yours truly 
M. N. KLINE 

Hon. A. S. PADDOCK, 

Chairman Committee on Agriculture an 
United States Senate 


i Forestry 

Washington D u 

Here is another important business factor well known in all 
parts of this country. It is the Fruit-Growers’, Cider and Cider- 
Vinegar Makers’ Association, representing an enormous interest, 
as people in the fruit-growing States well know, with an im- 


| mense amount of capital invested, whose great business suffers. 


This is a letter officially signed by the president and secretary 
| of that organization. The letter is as follows: 
SECRETARY'S OFFICE, Billerica, Mas February 17, 189 


DEAR SIR: At the annnal meeting of the Fruit-Growers’, Cider and Cider- 
Vinegar Makers’ Association of Massachusetts, held in Boston, February 2, 
the following resolution was unanimously adopted 

‘Resolved, That the president and secretary of this association be empow- 
ered, as officers of this association, to write a joint letter to the Massachu- 
setts Senators and Representatives in Congress setting forth that this asso 


| ciation indorses the Paddock pure-food bill now before the United States 


recently introduced in the United States Senate for preventing the adultera- | 


tion of food and drugs, and for other purposes. This bill is so commendable 
and worthy of the attention of the medical profession that we take pleasure 
in giving it space in our pages. 

Then follows the bill, published in extenso. 

Here is a letter from Dr. Ephraim Cutter, secretary of the 
American Medical Association, one of the most eminent medical 
scientists in the world, who has written many books which are 
recognized as standard works the world over: 


AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, 
SECTION OF PHYSIOLOGY AND DIETETICS, 
New York, February 19, 1892 
My DeAR Sir: This certifies that I have read the text of your pure 
food bill, and take great pleasure in giving it my strongest indorsement. It 
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|} pending in Congress 


Senate, and requesting that they give their aid to its enactment 
We are faithfully yours 
EBEN M. HOLBROOK, Presid 
E. F. DICKINSON, Secretary 
Hon. A. S. PADDOCK 
Senate Chamber, Washingto dD 


Here are also two articles from the American Cider-Makers’ 
Monthly Journal, which is the representative of this great inter- 
est. It is an able and influential journal, and is well known all 
over the country. I read: 

[American Cider-Maker Monthly Journal, February 10, 1892 

One of the uppermost questions in the trade is to bend every effort to s« 
cure the passage of what is known as the * Paddock pure-food bill,’ now 
This measure was the first bill introduced in the Ser 
ate at the opening of the session. Its provisions apply, not to the out t 
any single trade or industry, but to all food and drink product 

The various associations, at their recent meetings, all took act 


bill, strongly urging its early passage upon our natiogal legislat: 1 the 
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project of a national committee for the furtherance of the interests of the | 
trade at large was also approved, and every association's representative as | 
selected was specially instructed to keep his eye on the Paddock bill. Ofthe 
equity in branding and selling goods for what they are, and not what they 
can be made to resemble and fraudulently disposed of for, but one opinion 
prevails among consumers and reputable manufacturers, and this is em 
Bodied and given point to in Senator PADDOCK’S measure, 


[American Cider Maker Monthly Journal, Fe! 
PURE-PRODUCTS LEGISLATION. 


ruary 10, 1892.] 


Cider-vinegar and fruit goods manufacturers throughout the country are | 
urging the passage of the bill introduced by Senator PADDOCK of Nebraska 
December 10, 1891, in the United States Senate, ‘for preventing the adultera- 
tion and misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes.’’ The por- 
tion of direct interest to the trade is that part of section 6 defining when a 
food produc t shall be deemed to be adulterated, as follows: 

“First. Ifany substance or substances has or have been mixed and packed 
with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or strength, | 
s0 that such product,when offered for sale, shall be calculated and shall tend | 


to deceive the purchaser, | 
‘‘Second. If any inferior substance or substances hasor have been substi- 
tuted, wholly or in part, for the article, so that the product, when sold, shall 


tend to deceive the purchaser. 

‘Third. If any valuable constituent of the article has been wholly or in part 
abstracted, so that the product, when sold, shall tend to deceive the pur- 
chaser. 

‘Fourth. If it be an imitation of and sold under the specific name of 
another article.” 

Other sections support and strengthen the above excerpts. The bill pro- 
vides that a “food section of the chemical division” shall be organized in 
the Department of Agriculture, whose specific duty shall be to examine and | 
analyze specimens of food products which may be collected from time to 
time, in various parts of the country, and publish in bulletins the results of 
such analyses 

Here is another witness of the highest character and intelli 
gence: 

[The Journal of the American Medical Association. ] 
ADULTERATION OF FOODS AND DRUGS. 

An evidence of progressive enlightment comes to us in the form of “ a bill 
recently introduced in the United States Senate for preventing the adulter- 
ation of food and drugs, and for other purposes.” 

This bill is so commendable and worthy of the attention of the medical 
profession that we take pleasure in giving it space in our pages. 

Here is a point I should like to call my friend’s attention to. 
The Alliance people in the South, who are the farmers of the 
South, who are the hewers of wood and the drawers of water 
down there, have united with their Alliance associates of the 
Westincommending this bill. They have approved and accepted 
it, as was done at Ocala, and more recently in the Alliance con- 
ventions in the West. Thisis a pretty good and strong indorse- 
ment about these days, and is entitled to great respect. 

[t is the essential principle of this bill, and around it every pro- 
vision clusters, that it shall not be permitted, if it is possible to 
prevent it by this kind of legislation, that the sellershall deceive 
the customer by misbranding his food-products and drugs, that | 
he shall not be permitted to misbrand his coffee, two-thirds of 
which is chickory and the balance coffee, to deceive the cus- | 
tomer. 

[ should like to ask my friend from Tennessee if the views of 
this vast multitude of people who are directly interested are cor- 
rect all over this broad country—— 

Mr. BATE. I will answer the Senator in this way, if he will 
mit me 
Mr. PADDOCK. Wait, if you please. If their views are cor- 
rect, I want to ask the Senator whether it is not better to under- 
take to do something on this line, even if it is only on the deter- 
rent plan, and although we may not be able wholly to prohibit? 
The Senator says that the fault of all this legislation is that we 
can not prohibit. You can not prohibit murder; you can not 


Pp 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


here 


FEBRUARY 23, 


cause of unadulterated fruit goods and unimpeachable cider vinegar. ave | ana when I went down there last fall a year ago and was makin 


a speech I alluded to the fact, and the very party, one of them & 
member of the State senate, denied he had ever signed it, or if 
he had he had forgotten it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BATE. Pardon me just a minute on the other point, as 
to these drugs. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator must allow me to say right 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 


| declines to yield further. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator used up all his time, and he 
must allow me to interject something. 

Mr. BATE. Iwas going to respond to the Senator's question. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator must allow me to interject the 
statement that I have not read a word or line or sentence ex- 
cept as tomemorials of Legislatures or other public bodies, which 
was not addressed to me voluntarily personally by writers. 

Mr. BATE. Ido not doubt that, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not one. 

Mr. BATE. But as to my own State upon the question of 
drugs, being a member of the Agricultural Committee when this 
question came up I wrote back to some parties in Memphis and 
in Nashville also, to find out what the druggistsdesired. A pe- 
tition came back, and it is on file or ought to be, at least, in the 
Agricultural Committee room, or else I could produce it myself, 
as I learned from respectable wholesale men in Nashville, that 
every druggist in the State, and it was sent all around, signed a 


| petition praying that the bill be not passed. 


I say these petitions should be respected, and the parties from 
whom they come down in my State I respect very greatly, but I 
am rather of the opinion that if those people understood the 
question as to whether weshould let the State doit or the General 
Government they would say let the State do it. 

Mr.PADDOCK. Mr. President, ‘‘ one swallow does not make 
a summer;” and the few druggists down in one town in Tennes- 
see do not speak all the public sentiment of this country. If 
there has ever been an overwhelming and comparatively unani- 
mous expression by the press and the people interested in any 
matter in this country it has been in this. There is not a news- 
paper in all of the Northern and Northwestern States—and I was 
going to say in all the Southern; certainly a good many of them 
in the South; most certainly in Missouri, that part of the South 
that Iknow, because the State of Missouri isasdeeply interested 
in this subject as the North and West—there is not a single pa- 
per hardly in all that region of country of whatever politics that 
has not made its appeal one way or another to Congress to enact 
this legislation, or some legislation of this kind. 

I do not claim that this proposed legislation is perfect by any 
manner of means. I ask Senators, if the bill is not properly 
drawn, if it is not upon the proper lines as to interstate com- 
merce, to take it up and deal with it honestly and fairly, and 
amend it, and perfect it; make it a good bill if it is not a good 
bill now. Do not, because there -is an apprehension that some 
particular product may not be abie hereafter to get itself into a 
compound somewhere and disguise itself under something else 
to be sold for that something else, attempt through State rights 
obstructions and that sort of thing to prevent any legislation. 
That is what I am after. 

Now, Mr. President, there is further testimony. I now read 
something that did not come to me officially, but general ob- 
servations from one of the best authorities in the country: 





prohibit burglary; you legislate to punish, and thus you deter. 
That is the object of this legislation, not to prohibit anything 
absolutely, but to deter and prevent as far as possible. 

Mr. BATE. Yes, Mr. President, but because we can not pre- 


Mr. Elisha Winter, secretary of the committee on legislation of the Na- 
tional Pure-Food Movement, ina debate before the Retail Grocers’ Associa- 
tion of New York, spoke as follows: 

“Adulteration plays into the hands of the avaricious few by giving them 
the chance to take more than their share of trade, on account of the low prices 





vent murder in the States, does that justify the General Govern- 
ment going there and prosecuting murderers instead of the State 
doing it? ItisaState business; it is domestic in its nature and 
purpose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Suppose the murder were committed on a 
reservation within the jurisdiction of the United States? 

Mr. BATE. Pardon me, the Senator asked me a question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
raska yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. PADDOCK. For an answer briefly made. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Nebraska asked me about the 
public opinion down South, and if we had not better do some- 
thing in response to that. Iam persuaded to believe that if most 
of those from whom he reads had the broad proposition presented 
to them, shall we correct this evil by the General Government 
or do it by local authority and by the State government, they 
would say that it should be done by the State government. That 
is what I think they woulddo. Iknow that from a certain county 
with which the present occupant of the chair is familiar one of 
these petitions, just as the Senator has read now, came up here, 


~~ 


at which they can sell poor goods. 

“*The only protection the honest retailer can secure for himself is to ask 
the National Government to supplement the various States and municipali- 
ties by reaching imported commodities, interstate transportation, and in 
Territories, under the jurisdiction of the United States authorities, the sale 
of food products.’ If the General Government will give the retailer this 
protection, he may then work out his own salvation by putting his individual 
guaranty upon all his goods and demanding that the State authorities shall 
then recognize the integrity of his purpose and give him support, instead of 
making the present class discrimination.” 

The same gentleman, in a circular dated March, 1887, says: 

“ The evils accruing from the manufacture, importation, and sale of adul- 
terated food, drugs, and medicines are patent to all who have given the matter 
even casual attention. This traffic is on the increase, and the detrimental 
influences arising therefrom extend to the health as well as the pockets of 
the people. For both hygienic and commercial reasons it is agreed that a 
remedy sufficiently powerful to check the evil must be invoked.” 

The constitution and by-laws of the Central Association of Retail Merchants 
of New York and vicinity, names under the heading of “ objects and aims” 
of their organization: 

“The protection against the adulteration of goods, fictitious labels, imper- 
fectly prepared f products, etc: Our proposed State association will 
have a duty to perform in arriving, if possible, at a ey medium of judg- 
ment = the merits of these questions. This association should also de- 
mand that with every package of food products shall be delivered the guar 
anty and designation of the quality of goods therein contained,” 
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ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Clerk, I move that the Hon. BENTON 


Mr. Rosewater, a very prominent citizen and scientist at Cleve- 
land, Ohio, says: 


4 Recently in this State it was told thata manufacturer of coffee, adulter- | W@MWcMInLuIn of Tennessee be elected Sneaker pro tempore. 
4 ated but not so labeled, rendered the State authorities powerless by claim- | th, Cyrer CLERK. Are ther any other nominations 


There being no other nominations, the motion of Mr. CATCH- 


ing that his product was intended for commerce outside of Ohio. | 
That is what is the matter with this business. 


| INGS was unanimously adopted, and Mr. MCMILLIN took the 


g I have a great many communications on this line, extracts | chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
4 from addresses and reports, etc., from people charged with the The Chaplain then offered prayer. 


responsibility of administration in the several States where the NOTIFICATION OF ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMP: 
pure-food laws exist, which afford overwhelming evidence as to a Me eee eee aon 
the necessity of this legislation as a matter of helpfulness to the | Mr.CATCHINGS. 1! co peewee ; nove that the Presiden 
State authorities who are seeking to clean out and destroy this | 0 the United States and the Senate be notified that the House 
unholy traffic. But I will not proceed further to-night. I will | has elect d a Speaker pro icmpore. 
now yield to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to move The motion was agreed to. 
an executive session. CRAIG VS. STEWART. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago, pursuant to in- 
Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- | structions from the Committee on Elections, I gave notice that 
eration of executive business. the contested-election case of Craig vs. Stewart, in the Twenty- 
- The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the | fourth district of Pennsylvania, would be called up to-day. The 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in | committee have since directed me to notify the House that that 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 40’clock and 40 | case will be called up on Thursday next. 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- UNION BUILDING. G STREET. WASHINGTON. 
day, February 24, 1892, at 12 o'clock m. The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House aletter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting arequest ofthe 
Postmaster-General for an immediate appropriation for equip- 
ments and other expenses in connection with the occupancy by 


q NOMINATIONS. 


4 Executive nominations received by the Senate February 23, 1892. the Post-Office Department of the Union building, on G street; 
= CONSULS which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
ws ‘ a dered to be printed. 
j Charles W. Erdman, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United | saat: eieeneeeeniemnieen 
a States at Breslau, vice Joseph E. Hayden, resigned. ek SNL ees 


Joseph E. Hayden, of the District of Columbia, to be consul of | The SPEAKEK pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
: the United States at Stockholm, vice Charles W. Erdman, re- | from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a cop) 
-§ signed. ofa communication from the Attorney-General, with its inclosure, 
; COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. submitting estimates of appropriations for the Utah penitentiary; 
7 , 2h was refarre » (% ittee r Nropriations. ¢ 
Electus B. Howard, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for oe ws ane a ae 
¥ the district of Superior, in the State of Michigan, in place of ea a Ade ate 
¢ Charles Y. Osburn, deceased. DRAWBACKS ON TIN PLATE. 
Charles I’. Roberts, of California, to be collector of customs for | The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 


the district of Humboldt, in the State of California, to succeed | from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting infor- 
% Thomas Cutler, whose term of service will expire by limitation | mation to the House of Representatives pursuant to the resolu 
March 7, 1892. | tion of January 21, 1892; which was referred to the Committ 
e REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. | on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
ee Nicholas R. Kuntz, of Polk, Iowa, to be register of the land | TESTS AT WATERTOWN ARSENAL. 
: office at Des Moines, Iowa, vice Dorus M. Fox, resigned. The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. | from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report of the com- 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. nce ae Bee wes z the Watertown Arsenal of tests of materials 
eres ° . . r industrial and other purposes made at said arsenal during the 
i Maj. John W. Clous, judge-advocate, to be deputy judge-advo- | 5.) vear ending June By Heo 3 mia een tiddinedl an; than tie 
cate-general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 12, | :1+.3 on Manufactures. and ordered to be printed. 
1892, vice Curtis, deceased. ee ee sored WO DO prinvwed. 


UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. SHIP GEORGIA PACKET. 
William B. Gilbert, of Oregon, to be United States circuit judge Che SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a com- 


for the ninth judicial circuit, as provided by section 1, chapter | munication from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of 
517, volume 26, laws 1891, United States Statutes at Large. findings of the court in the hs rench spoliation claims arising o 
ASSISTANT REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. - - +, eo eingaon ee ee ee 
Henry H. Smith, of Michigan, to be assistant registerof the| = 8 — oes pee Ear eT TE ee 
Treasury, to succeed Legh W. Reid, resigned. SORRSAS AND DG LA BOURE VS. THE UNITED STATES. 
- a | The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a com- 
2 CONFIRMATIONS. munication from the Court of ¢ laim 3, trans ittis g copies of the 
4 BE tl te : . Pre ae. findings of the court in the French spohiation claims of the fol- 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 23, 1892. lowing-named persons against the United States: William L 
DISTRICT JUDGE. Sonntag, deceased, and F. S. De La Roche, deceased: which was 


Joseph Buffington, of Pennsylvania, to be United States dis- | referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed 
mint 7 > Taster ic ; Ieany rin ; 
trict judge for the western district of E ennsy lvania. REBECCA SEARS VS. THE UNITED STATES 


! POSTMASTER. The SPEAKER pvo tempore also laid before the House a cor 
J. Clarence Reeve, to be postmaster at East Greenwich, in the | munication from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of th 
: ’ I 
| County of Kent and State of Rhode Island. findings of the court in the case of Rebecca Sears vs. The Units 
: | States; which was referred to the Committee on War Cla , and 
<aieceiciidliissadibeantiopieatigisiivatens “dered to be printed 
oraerec J I . 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | SUSIAC BUILDING, OGDEN, UTAH. 
- . we tain anita The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a bi 

Tt ESDAY, Febn wary 23, 1892, (S. 1209) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
y The House met at 12 o’clock m |a building thereon at Ogden, in the Territory of Utah; which 
: < ; . . | mre "ag twice an -eferred ha to? mittee on Pnhlin deat h2_ 
' The House was called to order by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, Chief eee eile ee ee ee eae 
Clerk, who said: — = " 
; The ri > in order mes my > to in- | SECTION 3177, REVISED STATUTES 

he House will please be in order. It becomes my duty to in- SE N Sii7, RE ‘D STATUTES. 

; form you of the absence of the Speaker, occasioned by his con- Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
1 tinued ill health. It is therefore necessary for the House to | ported back with an amendment a bill (H. R. 484) to amend sec- 
. elect a Speaker pro tempore before any other business will be in | tion 3477 of the Revised Statutes of the United States: whic 
, order. Motions and proceedings looking to the election of a | referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompa 


Speaker pro tempore are now in order. | port, ordered to be printed. 
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FEES OF JURORS AND WITNESSES, UNITED STATES COURT 
Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 


C ONGRESSION AL 


s.| By Mr. HOLMAN: 


ported, as a substitute for House bill 5136, a bill (H. R. 6: 262) fix- | 


ing the fees of jurors and witnesses in United States courts in 
certain States and Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. IR. 5136) was laid on the table. 

ARIZONA AT THE COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, from the Committee on Territories, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
3980) ratifying the act of the Sixteenth Territorial Legislative 
Assembly of Arizona approved March 19, 1891, making an appro- 
priation in aid of Arizona's exhibit at the World’s Columbian 
Exposition; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. HERBERT, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5799) 
authorizing the purchase of the Ourdan & Kolb letter-engraving 
machine for the use of the Navy Department, and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WIKE, for ten days, on account of important business. 


To Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, for five days, on account of im- | 


portant business. 
The House then, on motion of Mr. ¢ 
20 minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


‘ATCHINGS (at 12 o'clock and 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. SEERLEY: A bill (H. R. 6255) to declare the Iowa 
tiver unnavigable below Wapello, lowa—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 6256) relating to the transpor- 
tation of military organizations to the World’s Columbian Expo- 
sition—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6257) to amend section 3, chapter 634, of the 


acts of the Fifty-First Congress, commonly called the dependent | 


pension act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 6258) to amend the 
utes of the United States establishing the times, places, and pro- 


visions for holding terms of the district court in the northern | 


district of New York—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill {H. R. 6259) for the relief of the 
Home for Aged Colored People, a benevolent corporation of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6260) to establish a national 
sanitarium in Northern New Mexico or Southern Colorado for 
the treatment of consumption—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 6261) to establish record and 
pension division of the War Department, and so forth—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: A memorial of the General Assembly of 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky, in relation to the increase of sal- 


aries to the membersof the life-saving station crews—to the Com- | 


mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LODGE: A memorial of the Massachusetts Legislature, 
relating to couplers and brakes on freight cars—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate aad Foreign Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXU, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. DINGLEY: 
record of Daniel S. Trac y—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6264) for the removal of the charge of de- 
sertion against Michael Collins, late private First Maine Bat- 
tery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 6265) granting a 
pension to Kate S. Church, 
Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6266) granting 
a pension to Regina O’Brien and Elizabeth O’Brien, daughters 
of Edward O’Brien, deceased, ete.—to the Committee on Pen- 
s10nSs. 













fevised Stat- | 


A bill (H. R. 6263) to correct the military | 


widow of Joseph Church, late of | 
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A bill (H. R. 6267) for the relief of John 
| Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6268) for the relief of Mildred Pate—to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6269) for the relief of ; 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6270) to correct the military record of Pat- 
rick Sweeney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 6271) granting a pension to 
James M. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 6272) to pension Susan S. Mur- 
phy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCREARY: A bill (H. R. 6273) for the relief of 
Stephen Collier—to the Committee = War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6274) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Gurden ( Gameess the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island: A bill (H.R. 6275) to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion as to 
Jasper L. Dodge, late of Company F, First Rhode Island Volun- 
teer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6276) to authorize the Sec retary of War to 
remove the charge of desertion as to George E. Bowen, late of 
Company E, Sixteenth Massachusetts Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 6277) for the relief of Mrs. Mar- 
garetha Engelhardt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SEERLEY: A bill (H. R. 6278) granting a pension to 
James M Committee on In¥alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 62 79) granting a pension to Henry J. Alvis— 
| to the C ommittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS (by request): 


Jacob L. Tudor—to 





| 
A bill (H. R. 6280) for the 
| relief of R. H. Mason, of Me Minnville, Tenn.—to the Committee 
| on Claims. 
| Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6281) for the relief of George 
Ramsey—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6282) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John Iles—to the Commit- 
| tee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 6283) for the relief of Albert 
Olde—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6284) for the relief of E. A 
| 


. Lutwyche—to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1, Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Papers in the claim of Thomas W. 
Nicholson, of Halifax County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
| Claims. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of 38 citizens of New York, pray- 
ing for the adoption of the proposed sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENTLEY: Petition of the representatives of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Lowville, N. Y., for the loan of 

Government aid to the Columbian Exposition conditioned upon 
Sunday observance—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 
| Exposition. 
By Mr. BUNN: Papers in the claim of Sarah Jackson, of Wake 
County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. CASTLE: Resolutions of the I. O. G. L. of Minnesota 
against the sale of liquors at military posts and other places —to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, memorial of postal clerks at Duluth—to the Committee 
| on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| Also, memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, re- 
| monstrating against the passage of Senate bills 1757 and 1268, 
| and House bill 2699—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
| Commerce. 
| By Mr. COVERT: 


Pétition of the Bowery Bay Building and 
Improvement Cc ompany for the improvement of Berrian Creek, 
| Queens County, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

| By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of citizens of Brazoria County, Tex., 
favoring the transfer of the Revenue Marine Service to the Navy 
Department—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CROSBY: 
Case and others, of W. A. Lyman and others, of Edwin S. Pom- 
eroy and others, of Charles Ellis and others, of H. D. Sisson and 
others, of C. L. Bueff and others, of T. A. Frissell and others, 
of Byron J. Persons and others, of Charles M. Whitney and others, 
| for the free delivery of mails—to the Committee on the Post- 
' Office and Post-Roads. 


Petition of Edwin Lee and others, of Bester 
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By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Braddock, Pa., in relation to closing of the World’s Fair on 
Sunday and to other matters—to the Select Committee on the Co- 
lumbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of Nancy G. Miller, to accompany House bill 
4698—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, statement to accompany House bill 6200, for the relief of 
Wilhelmine Kirchner, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: Petition of Robert H. Cornish, in favor of 
adopting the metric system in the custom-house service—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the Rev. 5. K. Doolittle and others, in favor 
of a loan to the Columbian Exposition on condition that the Expo- 
sition be closed on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Co- 
lumbian Exposition. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Papers in the claim of Edward Fowler, of 
Catoosa County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.GILLESPIE: Petition of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, asking that no exposition or exhibition 
for which appropriations are made by Congress be opened on 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of 525 members of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Ocean Grove, N. J., against open- 
ing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the 
Ganhion Exposition. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of the Baptist Church in West 
Wardsboro, Vt., E. B. Earle, pastor, against Sunday opening 
of the Columbian Exposition—to the Select Committee on the 
Columbian Exposition. 

Also, memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, re- 
monstrating against the passage of Senate bills 1757 and 1268 
and House bill 2699—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Mrs. D. F. Fuller, State president of the 
nonpartisan Woman's Christian Temperance Union, Montpelier, 

ainst selling intoxicating drinks on the grounds of the Colum- 
bian Exposition—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex- 
position. 

Also, memorial of J. W. F. Podmore in behalf of Indian edu- 
cation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTER: Papers to accompany House bil! 5310—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, papers accompanying House bill 1344—to the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill 4086 for an honorable dis- 


charge of Solomon Boston, of Galena, One hundred and twenty- | 


first Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of William Wikel to accompany petition for the 
removal of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers in the matter of Wilson S. Lafferty, to accompany 
House bill 5964—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Henry P. Cassell, to accompany House bill 
6239, for an honorable discharge 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition of the Wisconsin In- 
dian Association, recommending a full appropriation for Indian 
education—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition to accompany House bill for the 
relief of John Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of Mildred Pate— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Papers in the claim of the 
Roman Catholic Church at Jackson, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. JOLLEY: Petition of citizens of Douglas County, 5S. 
Dak., asking Congress to pass the Conger lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of the same place, asking Congress to 
pass the Butterworth option bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of J. H. Berryman and 37 other 





citizens, of Shawnee Township, Allen County, Ohio, praying for | 


the passage of the Hatch option bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 


By Mr. LODGE: Petition of A. B. Merrill and 9 others, of | 


Everett, Mass., to remove the duty on postage stamps—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCCREARY: Affidavit of Robert Siger, to file with 
bill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, affidavits to be filed with bill for the relief of Mrs. Mors 
Bell M. Robard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of James Jackson, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the Committee on Military | 
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By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of citizens of Fort Atkinson, 
Wis., requesting the closing of the World’s Fair on Sunday—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian exposition. 

Also, petition of Daniel O’Connell for the removal of the charge 
| of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the mayor and common council of Superior, 
Wis., protesting against the bill to attach the city of Superior to 
the customs collection district of Duluth—to the Committe: 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: Petition of James Hawkins for 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of W. A. Martin and others, citi- 
| zens of Fairfax, Vt.; of Dr. F. W. Carpenter and others, of Ru- 

pert, and of Edward Adams and 47 others, of Grand Isle, for the 
free delivery of mails in country districts—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of New Berlin, Chenango 
County, N. Y., in favor of a constitutional amendment separat- 
ing church and state, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the United States court at the city of Bing- 
hamton, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. — 

Also, petition of comrades of Walton Dwight, of Binghamton, 
N. Y., for the proposed law giving preference to veterans of the 
late war, etc.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Binghamton, N. Y., 
asking for a term of court at that city—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of D. W. True & Co. and 30 others, 
citizens and business firms of Portland, Me.: of S. C. Straut and 
33 others, of S. B. Gunnison and others, of Cumberland County, 
and of J. R. Libby and 25others, merchants of Portland, in favor 
of an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting sectarian ap- 
propriations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Resolutions of U.S. Grant Post, No. 13, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Greeley, Colo., in favor of certain 
pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of A. Lincoln Post, No. 4, Department of 
Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army of the Republic, indors- 

ing the resolutions of the Twenty-fifth National Encampment, 
Grand Army of the Republic, held August 5, 6, and 7, 1891—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Eagle County, Colo., in favor of the 
election of Senators by direct vote of the people—to the Commit- 
tee on the Election of President and Vice-President and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Petition of residents of the town of 
Herkimer, N. Y., for free delivery of mail in country districts— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Papers in the claim of Reu- 
| ben Street, of Madison County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts: Petition of 22 citizens 
of Ashland, of 17 of Sheldonville, of Hopkinton, and Ashland, 
praying for free delivery of mails in country districts—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


- on 


SENATE, 


WEDNESDAY, February 24, 1892. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
VISITORS TO WEST POIN' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. CAMERON and Mr. 
BUTLER members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Sen- 
ate to attend the next annual examination of the cadets at the 
United States Military Academy at West Point, N. Y. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BUTLER presented resolutions vWopted by the Cotton Ex 
change of Charleston, S. C.,and resolutions adopted by the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Charleston, 8S. C., favoring the continuane 
of the appropriation for the fast-mail service between Tampa, 
Fla., and the Northern and Eastern cities; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented additional papers to accompany the bill (S 
2043) for the relief of Carrie O. Wallace; 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART presented the petition of R. W. Tarry and 51 
other citizens of Washoe County; the petition of George D. Mof- 
fett and 47 other citizens of Humboldt County; the petition of 
James H. Murphy and 18 other citizens of Eureka County, and 
| the petition of Joseph Frenchey and 35 other citizens of Lincoln 
' County, all in the State of Nevada, praying for the ceding to the 


which were referred to 








1382 


DLATCS OF Ce 


rtain public lands for the purposes of irrigation and 
reclamation; which were referred to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 76 citizens of Darke 
County, Ohio, praying for the passage of the antioption bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition, signed by 85 citizens of New Phil- 
adelphia, Ohio, praying for a constitutional amendment prohib- 





iting any State from passing laws respecting the establishment 
of religion, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I present a memorial of Gen. Auger 
Post, No. 192, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ewing, Nebr., 
which, while it is addressed to me, is evidently intended to be 
presented in the form of a memorial to the Senate, 
the seal of the post, protesting against and condemning the free- 
coinage bill now before Congress. I move that the memorial be 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELI I present petitions numerously signed by 
citizens of Corval 
gon; Eugene City, Oregon; Newport, Oregon, and Orange, Cal., 
all praying Congress to provide such guaranty as will assist, 
protect, and hasten the completion, and secure the national 
control of the Nicaragua Maritime Canal, as recommended to 
Congress by the President in his recent message. I move that 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 28 citizens of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a petition numerously and ex- 
tensively signed by citizens of Indiana, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution, as follows: 

No State shall pass any law respecting an establishment of religion, or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or use its property or credit, or any 
money raised by taxation, or authorize either to be used, for the purpose of 
founding, maintaining, or aiding, by appropriation, payment for services, ex- 
penses, or otherwise, any church, religious denomination, or religious so- 
ciety, or any institution, society, or undertaking which is, wholly or in part 
under sectarian or ecclesiastical control 

| likewise present a petition of exactly the same character, ex- 
tensively signed by citizens of South Bend, Ind. 

[ move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHOUP. I present a memorial of the Milwaukee ( Wis.) 
Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of what 
is known as the Washburn bill. Ipresent the memorial by re- 
and move that it be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition signed by a large number of 
citizens of Arcadia, Fla., and Punta Gorda, Fla., praying Con- 
gress to pass a bill making Punta Gorda a port of entry. 

| also present a petition signed by a large number of citizens 
of Punta Gorda, Fla., praying that that place be made a port of 


quest, 


entry, and kept in the district of Key West, Fla. 
nove that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
Co nel 
‘The motion was agreed to. 


ir. CALL presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Key 
West, Fla., praying for the improvement of the channel at Sa- 
vannah, Ga.: which was referred to the Committee onCommerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of members of West Minot 
Grange, No 42, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the 
passage of j 
which was referred to the Committee 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of West Minot Grange, No. 42 


Patron ne 


on Agriculture and For- 


bill defining lardand imposing a tax thereon; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
He also presented the petition of J. S. Winslow and other | 


‘itizens of Portland, Me., praying for the passage of the bill to 
Yeindt- 


A 
regulate fisheries, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
R . 


isheries. 

He also presented a petition of West Minot Grange, No. 42, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of leg- 
islation for the free delivery of mails in rural districts; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of West Minot Grange, No. 42, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of an 
act making certain issues of money full legal tender in payment 
of all debts; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of West Minot Grange, No. 42, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of leg- 


and is over | 


ce ae : ete iia aiaadios a a ; : 
lis, Oregon; Albany, Oregon; Jefferson, Or | endar with the adverse report of the committee. 


f Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of the | 
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islation to prevent gambling in farm products; which was re- 
ferred to Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of the Association of 
Post-Office Clerks of Duluth, Minn., praying for the passage of 
House bill 3608, in relation to such appropriations as shall enable 
the Post-Office Department to carry out the provisions of the 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a memorial numerously signed by 
citizens of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the grant- 
ing of liquor licenses within 1 mile of the Soldiers’ Home, in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Coiumbia. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 675) to amend the laws in re- 
gard to national-banking associations, to retire their circplation, 
and for other purposes, to submit an adverse report thereon. I 
ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 135) for the relief of D. H. Trefethen, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HIGGINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1666) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Arlington Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia,” approved February 
28, 1891, chapter 382, volume 26 of the United States Statutes at 


| Large, Fifty-first Congress, second session, submitted an adverse 


report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, submitted a report to accompany the bill 
S. 205) for the relief of Maj. Green Clay Goodloe, heretofore re- 
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

FOREIGN EXHIBITORS AT THE WORLD'S FAIR. 

Mr.SHERMAN. ILamdirected by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report an original bill, and to askfor its immediate 
consideration for the reasons which I shall state. 

The bill (S. 2315) to protect foreign exhibitors at the World’s 
Columbian Exposition from prosecution for exhibiting wares 


| protected by American patents and trade-marks was read the 


first time by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The necessity for the immediate passage of 
this bill is shown by a letter of the Secretary of State which | 
hold in my hand, and also by a letter of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. The bill was framed also by the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents to meet the difficulty that will occur in bringing over arti- 
cles from the different European countries for exhibition at Chi- 
cago. Our law which protects trade-marks and patents will very 
seriously embarrass them, and therefore it is important to have 
the bill passed as soon as possible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
information. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no citizen of any other country shall be held liable 
for the infringement of any patent granted by the United States, or of any 
trade-mark or label registered in the United States, where the act complained 
of is or shall be performed in connection with the exhibition of any article or 
thing at the World’s Columbian Exposition at Chicago 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 


read at length for 


| consideration of the bill? 


gislation for the encouragement of silk culture; | 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


| and passed. 


RECIPROCAL TRADE RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 


| Relations to report back favorably the resolution relative to re- 





ciprocal trade relations with Canada, and to ask for its passage. 

The resolution (submitted by Mr. HIGGINS, February 19, 1892) 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to; as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his opinion not incompat- 
ible with the publicinterests, toinform the Senate of the proceedings recently 
had with the representatives of the Dominion of Canada and of the British 
Government as to arrangements for reciprocal trade between Canada and the 
United States 

REVISED SENATE MANUAL. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, towhom 
was referred the resolution submitted by him February 19, 1892, 
reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to; as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, under the direc- 


tion of the Committee on Rules, a second edition of 830 copies of the Revised 
Senate Manual for 1892. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2316) to pension Mary A. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


} 
| 
| 
} 


Abbott, late army nurse; which was read twice by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2317) for the relief of women en- 
rolled as army nurses; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2318) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Espy, of Oregon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2319) to provide for the es- 
tablishment of a port of delivery at Council Bluffs, lowa; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2320) to amend section 
3920 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other 

urposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2321) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonas Deyo; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2322) to provide for the erection 
of a public building inthe city of Findlay, Ohio; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2323) making appropria- 
tions for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Eastern band of 
Shawnee Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2324) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to James W. McMillan, late brevet major-general volun- | 
teers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2325) granting an increase 
of pension to Serena J. Washburn; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I hold in my hand several bills which |] 
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‘6 will be 
, and itis 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
made if there b 


so ordered. 


That change of referent 
no objection. The Chair hears none 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. CULLOM. Some days ago th was an adverse report 
made by the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. WALTHALL] upon the 
bill (S. 1938) authorizing the restoration of the name of Wilbur 
F. Melbourne, late first lieutenant, Fifteenth United States In- 
fantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed 
on the list of retired officers, and the bill was indefinitely post- 
poned. After a conversation with the Senator from Mississippi 
he consented that I may ask that the indefinite postponement of 

bill be recommitted to the 


the bill be reconsidered, and that the 
| do not see the Senator now in 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
his seat, but he said I might make this statement for him if he 
were not present. I ask, therefore, that that bi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). 
Senator from Illinois asks that the vote by which the 
cated by him was indefinitely postponed be r 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. By the unanimousconsent of the Senate the vote by which 
the bill was indefinitely postponed is reconsidered, and the bill 
will be recommitted. 


done. 

The 
bill indi- 
considered, and 


REPRESENTATIVES OF GE‘ 
Mr. SAWYER. Iwish to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill (S. 460) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of George K. Otis, deceased was passed. There was 
an error in the bill as passed. I donot care to have action upon 
the motion now, but I merely enter it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be entered. 


IRGE K. OTIS. 


The motion to reconsider will 
NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill (H. R. 

5681) for the better control of and to promote the safety of national 

banks, pending now before the Senate Committee on Finance. 


| It isan amendment providing that national banks shall be pro- 


propose to introduce that have had their source in the complaints | 


which have come to many members of Congress with reference 
to the gross swindle that seems to have its head in the city of 
New York, by which the country is flooded with circulars from 
those who pretend to have counterfeit money for sale. It seems 
that to reach this very great evil, this crime in fact, there is no 
law upon the statute book. I introduce a bill with the accom- 


anying letter from the chief of the Secret Service Division of the | 
reasury Department, and ask that it may be referred to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 2326) to prevent and punish persons for preparing 
or instigating, or in any manner assisting in the preparation of 
a letter, or circular, or handbill, or pamphlet, or book, or any 
other thing intended to convey the impression that counterfeit 
money is being advertised for sale, ete.; was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [also introduce two bills of like import, 
for reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 2327) toamend section 5459 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States to prevent and punish persons for willfully 
mutilating coins was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 2328) to amend section 5 of ‘‘An act authorizing 
the appointment of receivers of national banks, and for other pur- 
poses,” was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 2329) granting to the Univer- 
sity of Utah a site off the public domain; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 2330) for the relief of St. 


John’s Lodge Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, No. 3, of New | 


Berne, N. C.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2331) for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Woonsocket, R.1.; which was read 
twice by its title, andreferred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

BAYLESS W. HANNA. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Some weeks ago I introduced a bill (S. 
2047) for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
Bayless W. Hanna, deceased, late envoy extraordinary and min- 


hibited from paying interests on deposits. I offer the amend- 
ment byrequest. I have notexamined the matter with sufficient 
care to have or to express at any rate an opinion as to its merits 
now. lLask the Finance Committee to examine it withcare. We 
do know that many national banks have recklessly run races to 
obtain deposits, the result of which has been disastrous. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LEE. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. President, I desire 
on Friday, the 4th of March, at 3 o’clock, | 
of the Senate to take up for consideration the resolutions which 
have come from the House of Representatives to this 
reference to the death of William H. F. Le« 
tive from the State of Virginia. 


to give notice that 


shall ask the leave 


body in 
, late a Representa- 
WORLD’S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate 
from the President of the United States re 
Columbian Exposition; which w: , and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Ce 
tennial (Select), and ordered to be printed. 


The message is as follows: 


a messas 


r¢ 
lative to the World’s 















To the Senate and If of Re} tatives 

I transmit herewith, for the information of Congress, the annual report 
the World’s Columbian Commission, a supplement rt of the sa 
Commission submitted February 16, 1892, the repor B ippointed 
by me under section 16 of the act of April 25, 1890, to! ha the exhibi 
to be made by » Executive Department he S nian itior i 
Fish Commis and the National Museum, and the report of the board of 
lady manag <i for by section 6of the act referred to 

The informatio hed by the repr is to the progress of the 
is not only satisfac } TI plan and ope 








and the site and buildings selected and now being erected are fully com 
i international character of the enterprise con 

The Illinois corporation has fully 
#10,000,000 should be provided, and 


templated by the legislation of Congress. 
complied with the conditionof thelaw, th 








the Government Commission reports that ‘‘ the groundsand buildings will 
be the most extensive, adequate, and ornate ever devoted to such purpo 
It seems, however, thatfrom five to eight millions of dollar re wi i 
opinion of the local board and the National Comn ion ben ary to pre 
pare the Exposition for a complete and s | inauguration. It will be 
noticed from the reports that it was first i by the local commission 
| to ask of Congress a loan of %5,000.000, to be repaid fromr ipts, and that the 
| National Commission approved th ig¢ n. Subsequently the Illinois 


ister plenipotentiary to the Argentine Republic, and had it re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Claims, which I am satisfied was not 
the committee to which it should have gone. Iask that the bill 
may be recalled from the Committee on Claims and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Exposition Corporation reconsidered its action and 
scription of 85,000,000 

The supplementary report of the National Commission seems to approve 
this amended proposition. I have not myself that detailed information a 
to the financial necessities of the enterprise which would enable me to form 
an independent judgment of the additional amount necessary, and am not, 
therefore, prepared to make any specific recommendation to Congre 1po! 
the subject. he committees of Congress having this matter in charge w 
undoubtedly obtain full and accurate information before final action. The 
Exposition, notwithstanding the limitations which the act contains, is 
enterprise to which the United States is so far committed that Cong 


letermined to ask a sub- 
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ought not. I think, to withhold just and reasonable further support, if the 
local corporation consents to proper conditions. , 

Liberality on the part of the United States is due to the foreign nations 
that have responded in a friendly way to the invitation of this Government 
to parti ane in the Exposition, and will, I am sure, meet the approval of our 
people. The Exposition will be one of the most illustrious incidents in our 
civic history. 

i transmit also certain resolutions adopted by representatives of the Na- 
tional Guards of the various States appointed by the governors to attend a | 
convention which was held in Chicago on the 27th of October, 1891, with a | 

| 
| 
| 


view to consider the subject of holding a military encampment at Chicago 
during the Exposition. 
BENJ. HARRISON. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 24, 1892. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; | 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1183) to extend the privileges of the transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the port of San- 
dusky, Ohio; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 45) to regulate licenses to proprietors 
of theaters in the city of Washington, D. C., and for other pur- 
poses. 

SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ifthere beno further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII will 
be proceeded with. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the contested-election case of Clagett vs. Dubois. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion made by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I had hoped that the Sena- 
tor would withhold this motion to-day and allow the Senate to 
proceed with the bill which was under consideration yesterday 
and upon which I had the floor, with an uncompleted speech 
when the Senate adjourned. J had expected to go ahead this 
morning and make further answer to the Senators on the other 
side who had spoken against the measure. But I understand 
that the Senator from Oregon has made arrangements dating 
some time back by which the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEW- 
ART] is expected to speak to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate on the motion can only pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My speech is about finished, Mr. President. 
I only desire to say in conclusion that, under the circumstances, 
| feel constrained to make no further objection to the motion of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to say a word in answer to the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska. I should be very glad,of course, to accom- 
modate him, but this report has been on the Calendar something 
over three weeks, I think, now, and it is but justice both to the 
sitting member and to the contestant that the matter should be 
taken up and proceeded with to a close. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There are two sides to that question, if the 
Senator will allow me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Oregon. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the con- 
sideration of the resolution reported by Mr. MITCHELL from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections relative to the contested 
seat from the State of Idaho. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the first resolution reported from the Committee on Privileges 
and Eleciions, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the first resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Frederick T. Dubois is entitled to retain the seat he now 

old itor from the State of Idaho for the full term commencing 





Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this is a matter of grave 
importance to the State of Idaho, to the contestant, and to the 
organization of the Senate. The majority of the committee dis- 
pose of the facts leading up to the irregularities complained of | 
by denominating them ** minor issues.” On page 29 of the re- 
port I find the following: 

An immaterial issue was raised in the hearing before your committee, and 
both parties were permitted to argue it, involving the good faith of Mr. Du- 
ois and others in connection with certain resolutions in each of the State 


latforms of the two political parties in the State of Idaho in the campaign 
receding the election of the first Legislature of the State of Idaho, and un- 


} 


r and in pursuance of which it is claimed that one Senator should have 
een chosen from Northern Idaho and another from Southern Idaho, the | 
State being thus geographically divided 


t 
} 
I 
t 


It is well known to many members of the Senate that there 


has been a long controversy pending between these two sections 
of the State of Idaho. Some years ago the Legislature of the | 


Territory of Idaho petitioned for adivision of that Territory, and | 
asked that the Northern portion be added to the Territory of 
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Washington. The reason urged for such division was the sepa- 
ration of Northern Idaho from Southern Idaho by a high range 
of mountains which prevented business intercourse between the 
sections. It wasin that controversy claimed that Southern Idaho 
had all the advantages of appropriations, and being the larger, 
exercised all the political power, creating great dissatisfaction; 
but finally, when there came a prospect of creating a new State 
out of Idaho undivided, all parties ceased the controversy and 
favored the admission of the Territory according to its then ex- 
isting boundaries. 

But the controversy had raged so iong and the natural divi- 
sion between the two sections was so permanent and the people 
were tosuchan extent strangers to each other thatthere stillex- 
isted a feeling which necessarily entered into their politics. It 
was necessary to harmonize that sentiment and do justice to both 


| sections. The importance of such harmony was recognized by 


both political parties. They agreed in their conventions and put 
it into their platforms that Northern Idaho should have one of 
the two Senators and Southern Idaho the other. That having 
been done, the election took place with a clear understanding 
that it should be carried out. 

This was something more than an ordinary pledge ina plat- 
form, because it had reference to a pending difficulty which had 
a real foundation.’ There is no intercourse between Northern 
and Southern Idaho except for political purposes, and both par- 


| ties found it necessary to harmonize the difficulty existing by a 


fair distribution of the offices. 

I am not one of those who regard pledges to the people as trifling 
matters. I believe when any sabia man makes a pledge to the 
people prior to election he is bound to carry out that pledge in 
good faith. I know of no greater political crime than to obtain 
office by violating a solemn pledge to the people. Such a pledge 
ought to bind every honest and honorable man. It is a growing 
complaint throughout the country that politicians violate their 
pledges to the people. It creates dissatisfaction, destroys con- 
fidence, and nothing is more prejudicial to good government 
than a violation of pledges to the people. 

There is no dispute about this pledge. It was deliberately, 
solemnly given, a compromise by which the votes of the people 
were obtained. 

There was placed on file on the 27th day of February, 1891, the 
affidavits of a majority of the Legislature stating how this pledge 
was made and how it was violated. Although that charge has 
been made and has been on file here for nearly a year, no attempt 
has been made to deny it, and no denial has come from any source; 
and in considering this question, as I shall hereafter endeavor to 
show, the violation of this pledge was the leading cause of the 
disregard of the statute. 

Now, I ask the indulgence of the Senate to call attention to a 
portion of these affidavits as a sample of the understanding and 
the mode of its violation. I read first the affidavit of eightmem- 
bers of the Legislature who were for Mr. Clagett throughout the 
contest: 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Ada, 88: 


John A. Finch, J. S. Langrishe, J. F. Cameron, C. D. Porter, A. L. Scofield, 
John Hanly, Ira S. Sperry, and Henry Armstrong, being first duly sworn, do 
say under oath, each for himself and not one for the other, that we are all 
Republicans in politics and members of the present session of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Idaho, and all voted for William H. Clagett for United 
States Senator at the election that was held in December, 1890, and again 
voted for him at the second election held in February, 1891; that as among 
all of the candidates before the convention in December, Mr. Clagett was our 
first choice. and we have supported him in both elections: that the four Re- 
publican candidates for Senator, namely. Messrs. Shoup, McConnell, Dubois, 
and Clagett, all had their rooms. commonly called headquarters, at the Cap- 
itol Hotel, in Boisé City, and that these rooms all adjoined each other. 

That during ali of the preliminary arrangements prior to and down to the 
close of the joint convention on December 18, 1890, being what was known 
and callea the original Clagett men, we were almost constantly at his head- 
quarters and consulted by him as to the various moves on the Seuatorial 
checkerboard, and were advised as to his actions and motives onevery propo- 
sition of any special importance: that the two sections of the State are di- 
vided by a very high rangeof mountains known asthe Salmon River Range, 
running from east to west, over which there is no regular means of commu- 
nication,and that it is practically impossible to go from North to South Idaho 
except by making a detour around through the States on the east or the west 
of Idaho; that this total separation of the two ends of the Statein all matters 


| of business connection gave rise years ago toa pope to annex North 
| Idaho to the Territory of Washington, and that th 


$ agitation was kept up 
for a period of many years, resulting in a very great alienation between the 
two sections, and especially on the part of the old inhabitants inthe northern 
portion of the State. 

That when the Republican State convention met at Boisé in August, 1890, 
it was deemed wise to draw the people of the State together in bonds of mu- 
tual sympathy and support, and to that end it was proposed to insert a plank 
in the my ree latform in favor of equal representation of the two sec- 
tions of the State in the Senate of the United States. That a resolution to 
this effect was reported by a minority of the committee on resolutions, was 
debated at length before the convention, was adopted by a vote of 61 to 39, and 
was then added to the Republican platform as a part thereof by the unani 
mous vote of the Republican convention; that four of the five northern coun 


| ties are Demoeratic in sentiment or er doubtful, but that in conse- 
e 


uence of the feeling of confidence which the insertion of that pledge in the 
Republican platform ag to the people, all five counties went Republican, 
and sent solid Republican delegations to the State Legislature. 

That when we reached Boisé we found that Mr. Dubois and Governor 
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SHouP had formed a combination to defeat the pledge upon which the party 
had carried the State; that every effort was made by us and by Mr. Clagett 
to induce the Republicans of the Legislature to abide by the platform upon 
which the State had been carried; that all of our efforts were a failure, be- 
cause it was impossible to separate Mr. Dubois and Governor SHOUP, or to 
induce or persuade either one of them to state that he intended to abide by 
the platform of his party; that Governor SHoUP and Mr. Dubois together 
had By or 24 votes, and only lacked 4 or5of amajority; that between Mr. Dubois 
and Mr. McConnell there was a deep-seated feeling of hostility, and that Mr. 
McConnell declared over and over again that under no circumstances would 
he ever form any combination or make —_ arrangement by which Mr. Du- 
bois would be elected to the Senate as his coll i 

ew out of the fact that Mr. McConnell, for reasons satisfactory to himself, 

ad refused to submit himself to the direction of the Republican State com- 
mittee in the campaign before the election, and although a Republican had 
made an independent canvass of his own, calling his own meetings, and in 
every way repudiating the political authority of the State committee; that 
this feeling of hostility, to our personal knowledge, was shared by many of 
the supporters of Mr. Dubois. 

That on thenightof December 17, 1890, Messrs. SHouP and Dubois took Mr. 
McConnell into their combination for the purpose of securing the 4 or 5 votes 
necessary to secure the election of the two former, and that 17 of the 18 sup- 
porters of Mr. Dubois voted for Mr. McConnell, notwithstanding the re- 
peated declarations of many of them of hostility to him and that they would 
never under any circumstances vote forhim. That prior to this combina- 
tion, on December 17, we knew from many sources that Governor SHOUP and 
Mr. Dubois were willing to form a combination with Mr. Clagett on the 
same terms as wereafterwards obtained by Mr. McConnell, namely, that Mr. 
Dubois should be conceded an election to the term beginning March 4, 1891, 
while Governor SHOUP and Mr. Clagett should be elected to fill existing va- 
cancies, and draw for terms; that Mr. Clagett absolutely refused to accept 
any such terms, claiming -that in case he should accept them the party 
pledge would be dishonored, inasmuch as after March 4, 1891, the question 
as to whether North Idaho should have any representation in the Senate 
would then depend upon the mere chance of a drawing instead of upon the 
fulfilment of a party pledge. 
the whole tenor of Mr. Clagett’s conversations with us, of a confidential 
nature, we are entirely satisfied and know that he voluntarily accepted de- 
feat rather than place his party in such a humiliating and defenseless position 
and leave the section of the State in which he resided unprotected in its in- 
terests, as it would be in case he should be elected under the proposed ar- 
rangement and draw the term ending March 4, 1891. 

We do further say that Mr. Clagett, from the time the election was held 
in December, always claimed that Mr. Dubois was not elected, and when in 
January the drawing for terms was had in Washington and Mr. McConnell 
drew the term ending March 4, 1891, thus depriving North Idaho of represen- 


: ; that this hostility in part | 7 7 ; 
ae; want | election; that this protest was signed because we were persuaded that his 
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And these affilants do further say that from | 


tation in the Senate, he suggested to us and to others that the only way tosave | 


the party from dissolution in consequence of the repudiation of the ed 
platform was to hold another election and elect some one from North idaho 
to succeed William J. McConnell for the six years beginning March 4, 1891; 
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them, I will read what the 8 Democrats who finally voted for Mr. 
Clagett say with regard to their votes and to their proceedings: 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Ada 

Steven Dempsey, Green White, Edward S. Jewell, Frank Steunenberg, J 
M. Ballentine, B. H. Smith, John Q. Dryden, and Isaac Irwin, being first duly 
sworn, say under oath, each for himself and not one for the other, that they 
are all members of the Democratic party and members of the present session 
of the Idaho Legislature; that we all, withthe exception of Mr. B. H. Smith, 
who had left town at the time the same was signed gned the protest of 
members forwarded to Washington against the legality of Mr. Dubois’s 


so-called election was wholly void. The facts and circumstances attending 
that election were such as refiected no credit upon the State. When the con 
current resolution passed the two houses that we would on Tuesday, Decem 
ber 16, 1890, proceed to elect United States Senators, as provided by law, there 
‘was no law for holding an election at that time except to elect two Senators 
to fill existing vacancies as required by the constitution of the State, and it 
was universally understood by all the members of the Legislature that that 
election was limited to the election of the two Senators to fill such vacancies. 

It was with that understanding that we voted in favor of the concurrent 
resolution, as we were required to hold said election within ten days from 
the organization of the Legislature; that the Legislature was organized on 
the 9th day of December. 1890, and that the second Tuesday after its organi 
zation fell on the 23d day of December, 1890; thatafter taking the separate 
ballot in the two houses on December 16 without a choice being had, the joint 
assembly convened on December 17 pursuant to the concurrent resolution, 
and the universal understanding among the members of the Legislature, as 
shown by their expressions on all occasions, Was that the joint assembly met 
to elect these two Senators only. The balloting on the first day in the joint 
assembly resulted in no choice 

On the next day, December 18, when the joint assembly met, Senator Gunn 
offered the resolution in the joint assembly to proceed to fill the vacancy o« 
curring March 4, 1891, immediately after the other two Senators should be 
elected; that late on the night of December 17 we became advised of the fact 
that Messrs. SHOUP, McConnell, and Dubois had formed a combination toelect 
themselves the next day, but we did not‘learn until a few moments before the 
meeting of the joint assembly on December 18 what the programme was or 
how it was expected to be carried out. That the whole proceedings in the 
joint assembly indicated a cut and dried programme, and the rights of the 
minority were overruled, in spite of the fact that Senator Gray, acting as the 
spokesman and rae the minority of twenty-five members, ar 
gued and protested against the election of the third Senator, for the reason 
that such Senator could not legally be elected until the second Tuesday after 
the organization of the Legislature. 

That these afflants are informed and believe that the reason why no con- 
current resolution was offered in either house to elect the third Senator at 
the same time that the others were elected was because such resolution could 


| not have passed the senate, and that the action taken in the joint assembly 


that in the second election Mr. Clagett was a candidate, but repeatedly stated | 
that if any person acceptable to the northern portion of the State could be | 
found who could poll the same strength as himself in the Legislature he | 


would without hesitation gladly support him; that the second fight which | 
& y pps ‘ & : | And these affiants aver and charge on knowledge, information, or belief that 


we and other Republican members of the Legislature made for him was 
purely voluntary on our part, and was made for the Pee of redeeming as 
far as possible the record of the —_— party on this subject. 
JOHN HANLY. J. F. CAMERON. 
H. ARMSTRONG. J.S. LANGRISHE. 
A. L. SCOFTELD. JOHN A. FINCH. 
C.D. PORTER. IRA S. SPERRY. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this,17th day of February, 1891. 
{SEAL}. JONAS W. BROWN, Notary Public 


Mr. MITCHELL. 
at that point? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Admitting, for the sake of the argument, and 
only for that, that, all that is said in that affidavit and all that is 
said in the other affidavits that the Senator has now read or is 
about to read is true, what possible bearing can it have, I inquire 
of the Senator, on the legal and constitutional questions involved 
in this case as to whether or not Mr. Dubois was or was not 
legally elected Senator from the State of Idaho? 

Mr. STEWART. Most important. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to know how. 

Mr. STEWART. It is claimed here that this was a mere 
technical and incidental violation, and that the State ought not 
to be deprived of its choice. If, on the contrary, the statute was 
disregarded for acorrupt purpose, in pursuance of acombination, 
then the animus of such violation is apparent, and goes directly 
to the legality of Mr. Dubois’s election. 

Why it has been said it is merely a trifle that the requirement 
of the law to inaugurate the election by voting in the two houses 
separately was merely directory and amounted to nothing, that 
the organization was a technical matter, that these were very 
little things if it was the Legislature that did them. If bya 
combination the will of the Legislature was thwarted and the 
State of Idaho denied her choice on the floor of the Senate—if 
that were effected by any combination which is contrary to good 
morals, then the Senate should take into consideration all the 
violations and disregard of the statute. 

I say the proceedings which led up to trampling upon the law 
of the land, as I shall hereafter show, are most important in- 
ducements to ascertain the animus and to show that it was not an 
accidental violation but a deliberate violation of the law to carry 
out a program which was bad in morals, bad in politics, and in- 
jurious to good government. 

Before I read the affidavits of the Republicans setting forth 
particularly this combination, which was reduced to writing and 
which some of the persons signing it claimed was misread to 


Will the Senator yield to me for a question 


to violate the law as to the method ofelecting the third Senator, and the time 
for such election, was necessitated by the terms of the combination, which in 
all human probability would have been dissolved if the election of the third 
Senator had been postponed until the time provided by law for such election 


the election of Mr. Dubois was due entirely to the violation of law by him 
and others in bringing on the election of the third Senator by action taken 
in the first instance in the joint assembly instead of in the two houses acting 
separately, and in advance of thetime fixed by law; that he owes his election 
to such violation of law, and that without it he could not have been elected 
that this statement of opinion and belief is based upon a multitude of cir 


|} cumstances, some of which are known to one, and others to others of these 


affiants, which all tend to the conclusion stated above, and which call for in 
detail a thorough investigation on the part of the Senate of the United 
States. 

And these affiants further say that during the session of the jointassembly, 
on December 18, Senator Gray, acting on behalf of the minority in such as 
sembly, in addition to objecting to the election of the third Senator for the 
reason that it was in advance ofthe time fixed by law, alsoobjected that such 
an election at that time was in violation of the resolution of the separate 
houses calling the joint assembly together, and that such election at that 
time would be illegal for the further reason that no action had been taken 
thereon by the two houses acting separately, as required by the Revised Stat 
utes of the United States; that on December 19, 1890, J. M. Ballentine, one of 
these afflants, offered an amendment tothe journal of the house when the 
same was read upon that day, setting forth the reasons as stated by Judge 
Gray as the ground for his protest and that of the minority, and asked that 


| the journal be amended accordingly; that such request or motion Was denied 


by the house, which refused to place upon its journal such statement of fact 
as was strictly according to truth, and that the amendment thus rejected 
but recorded in the journal as rejected, states the truth relating to the obje 

tions made to the election of a third Senator on December 18 by Senator 
Gray 


Here is something to which 


desire to call particular a 
tion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator please give the dates of 
these affidavits? How long was it after the election of M 1) 
bois that they were made? 


Mr. STEWART. They wer ade ashort time after the elec- 
tion of Mr. Dubois. 

Mr. MITCHELL. How long after? 

Mr. STEWART. The one I was readin as made on the 
Ikth day of February, 1891. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Two months afterwards. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; twomonths. That calls my attention 
to another matter which will show that there was no two month 
about this. You can not doubt that twenty-eight men could tell 
the truth after two months. Does the Senator suggest anything 

f i + + + 4 ' 


that would prevent them from swearing tothe truth? Has any- 
body denied it except in argument? 

Mr. MITCHELL. L[undertake to say, and the committee hav 
said in their report, that this combination to set aside anelection 
that had taken place did not occur parties until som: 
weeks after Mr. Dubois’s election. 

Mr. STEWART. The committee have 
things in their report which I shall refute and 


to these 


said a great 
show the 
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curacy of. I shall beg leave that that shall not be takenasevi- | | We do further say that at no time prior to his election did Mr. Clagett ever 
: : t] 34 rifi 1 eno Manv things are said | Person solicit the vote of either one of us, nor did any friend of his in his 
di nee here until it is ve ified by prox , ee ee behalf, and that one of the reasons we fi ea ed his election was because he 
in it re} the committee took fro oe iat any time to interfere with our perfect freedom of action 
hey « I vestigated. I complain of that report — es of a party opposed to his own 
. ss ae Say not 
shall dire y at to its inaccuracies. I do not think the JAMES M. BALLENTINE. 
committee has given its personal attention to some of these mat- JOHN Q. DRYDEN. 
ters, but I think they were misled by counsel. {SAAC IRWIN 
hes afhidavits were I d here on the 27thof February, 1891. 5. MITH. 


. - STEPHEN DEMPSEY. 
protest filed here on the 10th of January, setting 








A | Ek. S. JEWELL 
same facts, which I shall hereafter call attention to. | FRANK STEUNENBERG. 
j i } | iR S se 
proceeding to read this affidavit. It appears wh GREEN WHITE 
mmnedil asthev called it. when thisassembly were | Sworn to before me, and subscribed in my presence by the above-named 
vention, eS - | Stephen Dempsey, Green White, Edward S. Jewell, Frank Steunenberg, J. 
collected together without authority, were 1n session and propos- | M. Ballentyne, B. H. Smith, John Q. Dryden, and Isaac Irwin, on this 7th day 
ing to elect a third Senator, there were matters which tended | of February, A. D. 1891 is is 
‘mislead them and induce them to pass the resolution to elect aSAl JONAS W. BROWN. 
to n third them and induce them to pass th = ; nt ; Notary Public. 
1 penator fo on now with this same aiidayit; 1t pro- - ‘ . = . 
the ba enator. lg Oo oO \ i i I I will no weary the Senate with many affidavits, but I must 
ceeds: call attention to one or two more. All the members of the Leg- 


ee vat t : : : : : . . 
oat ee “diene tar eats “y 1 in the Joint as embly for the isiature “ ho v ted for Mr. ( lagett have made affidavits staung 
purpose of carrying the resolution to its passage and showing that it was the facts how I his thing was done. | will read the affidavit of J. 
proper to elect the enator in advance of the time — by a om C. Martin. Che 
without taking a se ote in the two houses, a dispatch, purporting to | at+tar + ' a4 ba% 
be 1 from Congressm “t, Was read by Speaker Fenn, in which it was | M4@tver in great a tail. 

tated that Senators imunds. MANDERSON, and others had stated that there | STATE OF IDAHO, County of Ada, as: 
would be a vacancy to be filled by this Legislature after March 4, 1891, and l, J. C. Martin, first duly sworn, do say under oath that I am 46 years of 
that it wa mpetent for the Legislature to elect a third Senator to fill such | age, a Republican in politics, and a representative of Latah County in the 
vacancy: that this dispatch was evidently umed by the supporters of | present session of the Legislature of Idaho; that long beforethe Republican 
Messrs. SHoUP, McConnell, and Dubois as authorizing the Legislature to | State convention met in August, 1890, all through North Idaho and also in 
proceed to elect the third Senator in the manner that was pursued, and that - rtions of Sot ith Idaho, through ihe public press and otherwise, the public 
the requirements of the Revised Statutes of the United States as to the method timent was aroused in favor of giving equal re presentation in the United 
and time of electing him were immaterial. And these afflants are wh ’ ates Senate to the two sections of the State; that when the Republican 






sprung up on the introdu 

























satisfied from what they saw in said joint assembly that this dispatch had | State convention met at Boisé, as the result of long and earnest discussion, 
the effect of overriding any scruples the mbers of the Legislature support- | the party placed in its platform a plank declaring that justice to all sections 
ing Mr. Dubois might otherwi ive had to electing the third Senator at of the St ‘quired that one of the United States Senators should be taken 
that time from Nor sho; that this was, and was understood to be, a party pledge 


. . : . 1: . to that effect and entered more prominently into the canvass than any other 
"TD © or ur 2a] rathdavits reacary| S s1¢ > an M ; ul a : < é 
Chere are several other affidavits in regard to this dispatch and | 4). proposition, and on this pledge the Republicans succeeded in carrying 





how it affected the members and those who were misled by it. every county north of the Salmon River Range and sending an unbroken 
This affidavit goes on as follows: -% publican delegation to the Legisls ture, although all of the counties of 
st : a North I a: tho. with the exception of Latah, were either Democratic in senti- 

And these afflants further say that however it may have been among th: ment or exceeding) 


doubtful 





Republican caine f the Legislature on the night of December 17, that the Ia 
Democratic members who had no Democrati candidate with a headquar that 
ters were. until the nt assembly met, ignorant of the terms of the combi 
nation between M SHOT McConnell, and Dubois, and only knew in a 
general way at time that some combination had been formed between 


) further say from my knowledze of the facts attending that election 
it Was to this plank in the platform that the State went Republican; 
it i I f public knowledge that the Democratic party in that 
t ‘1 lace such a plank in their platform, and tomake their 
the State in the northern portion of it; that the Re- 





























them, and t) intelligence was conveyed to us only afew moments | } ivention met first and anticipated the action of the Democratic 
before the joint assembly convened. That the sprin f of the resolution | convention by placing it in its platform, and that it was thereafter followed 
Offered by or Gunn was acomplete surprise lo us d that we were not | py the Democratic convention whe n it met,so that both parties were pledged 
prepared a time to make an organized opposition to the adoption of the | to this proposition; that when the canvass opened the pledge of the Repub- 
resolution « ( ler, as ought e been considered, the questio lican party was taken up by the great mass of the Re P ublicams with the 
its legality; that had a col — resolution been offered in t c greatest enthusiasm, so that at an early portion of the ranvass it became 
acting separately ample « Op port y wo have been allowed to examine | evident that North Idaho 1 go overwhelmingly Re} ican; and when 
the authorities and show the illegality of such action, an | that by the ITse this fact became evident the Democratic managers lost confidence in their 
that was taken by the supporters of Messrs. D is, SHOUP, and McConnell | canvass and did not make, as Iam informed and believe, even a vigorous 
these affial wel eprive of one of th st Valuabie aids in the proper canvass in the southern | tion of the State. whereby the State was carried 
St t United States Senator; that I riunity had deen given quilt for the Republican party 

a number of those w were embraced in the« bination would themselv¢ at a zi . . . . . 
nen all anode . = Do ines of rt} third Senator at the same The Re publicans got the advantage « placing this in their 


or ty a a platform first, and that is the way they carried the State. 
E.S. JEWELI GREEN WHITE The affidavit proceeds: 
ISAAC IRWIN B. H. SMITH : - — me 


JAMES M. BALLENTINE STEPHEN DEMPSEY That when I came to Boisé Cit ure I did so especially 








JOHN Q. D DEN FRANK STEUNENBERG fi pose of seeing this ple ,od faith by the election 
; ita te ‘ Febr S D. 1891 f ia fide residents in N o Senatorships, which 
St I ad SWOrn W DErO oa 7 ebruary, A “ ‘and theretofore were supposed to be only two that were to be 





JONAS ¥ ySROWN. Notary Publi 


when the drawing of the Wy ¢ Senators after the election 








































































6 4 7 a ee ve Loo it was ascertained that in all probability one of the two Senators 
5 by the eight members of the Democratic party | 5 it on the 4th of March, 18 and this fa t wa en advantage of 
WwW! ol or Olé by SHovuP and Dubois. when they found that by their combined 
> itor’s suggestion with regard to a comb ination, and | Str did not have a majority of the Legislature, to start the third 
a ee a mei Tee aan ee ‘proposition, in the hope that they would thereby be able to obtain 
the allegation papers that Mr. Clagett had been forming a | Zincient votes from some northern candidate, which, added to their own, 
< ) os I tion, is a suggestion that refl ets we ive them a majority, taking such northern candidate into the com- 
upon tl members of t Lecislature who elected him. Did hs bination, upon a distinct understanding Dubois should be elected to 
i : ; ; the aix-vear term at this session of the Legislature 
SLOw t at to remain On your desks for & —— ithout answeril If 1d Ul at it was impossible = eee the ‘ mbination which Messrs. 
it: Did e Democratic ers OF tl Legisiature rest under | SHovup and Dubois had formed, although every effort was made to detach 
that imputatio1 How did t y meet that same talk of combi- | them one from the other i induce them respectively to carry out in good 
‘ NT ‘ , thea Sanatnr has cai there | faith the platt m Of thete rty. upon which one of them had received the 
; -s a ; Pe nee eres ae Se | Seen su ges of a1 rity of the people. Finally,on the afternoon of December 
was a combination to elect him, | W show with what prompti- | 1 ) I was told by Mr. Brown, Mr. McConnell’s nephew, who was largely 
{ hat ( ied managi his Senatorial canvass, that a combinati on would be formed for 
a 7 the purpose of electing Messrs. SHOUP and McC | for the snort terms to 
S ; H fill existing vacan nd Mr. Dubois for the beginning March 4, 1891; 
S V I S. J rank Steu erg. B and that evening I Mr. McConnell’s root ssrs. Wells, Green, Scat- 
I 2 [Isaac Irw taboe, Brigham, and Wing, members from N h Idaho, and Senator Gunn, 
from South Idaho, who seemed to be managing the combination as among 
the members on behalf of Mr.McConnell. Mr.\ 1g refused to have anything 
be ‘ I i the | todo with it and shortly left 
ot t ) of A paper was gotten up in Mr. McConnell's room, which I read and signed; 
1 First ] f State of Idah v ir the purport of the paper was that Mr. McConnell should be elected first, Gov- 
i Willia Cla 5 r at the t | ernor SHOUP second, and that when the proper time came, fixed by law, Mr 
ov t can jor nt Ls Dubois was to be elected. At the same time that this paper was being pre- 
expected at any time thatit was possible to elect ¢ this | pared and signed in Mr. McConnell’s room, another paper, as I was in- 
re n, at the Senatorial election in February, when . Clagett was elected, | formed, was being prepared and signed by the supporters of Mr. Dubois, in 
V e! ft m as 10crats that we shot tand tl isa | thea ijoinin g room, 0 ied by Mr. Dubois, and I saw the gentlemen who 
I tt attit Democratic members was bi upon a | were known as Dubois n all gathering into that room for such purpose 
ca S a 1 the Legislature, After we had signed the paper in Mr. McConnell’s room, Mr. Brown took 
: did we ever have with Mr. Clagett, or | it out into the room of Mr. Dubois, from which he returned and told us that 
1 ea g in his behalf, ; ling reement, bargain, or con- | Mr. Dubois’s friends had signed a paper, which as a friend of Mr. McConnell, 
tra f rt whatever, t that our a ot n in supp rting him was purely | he would not consent to: that Senator Shoup, from Custer County, a brother 
anc solely because, first, we knew that it was impossible to secure a Demo- | of GEORGE L. SHOUP, refused to accede to the proy« sition to eless Mr. McCon- 


that his brother should be elected first; and 
ht. | that the paper which had been signed in Mr. Dubois’s room was one that he 


cratic Senator, ar secondly, because we were of the opinion that his elec- | nell first, and insisted upon i 
ti ’ lr I the interest of justice and ri 





We make this affidavit for the reason that we have heard that itis reported | would not consent to have the friends of Mr. McConnellsign; that Mr. Brown 

ton that charges have been made by Mr. Dubois and his friends | then returned to Mr. Dubois’s room and after awhile came back into Mr. Mc- 
Clagett's election was due to a bargain made between himand | Connell’s room and informed us that he had dictated a new or for Mr 
ic me! I signing the 


in Washir 
there that 


} mo 
he Dem 





member ‘ Dubois’s supporters to sign, and that they were then engaged 


re is a large number of affidavits going into this - 





Re. au “se 
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same, and that some of Mr. Dubois’s supporters had left for the night and 
they were hunting them up to get them in to sign this second paper. The 
paper written in Mr. McConnell’s room, signed by his friends, and myself 
among the number, was destroyed, and we afterwards, on the same nicht, 
signed the second paperdrawnin Mr. Dubois’s room and stated by Mr. Brown 
as having been dictated by him. ; 
The only difference that I remember between the two papers was that in- 
stead of electing Mr. McConnell first and then Governor SHODP, it was change 1 
to elect Governor SuourP first and then Mr. McConnell, and it was also under- 
stood that we were to elect on the next day Governor SHoUP and Mr. McCon- 
nell only, and were to elect Mr. Dubois when the time prescribed by law 
should arrive for electing the third Senator. Idid notread the paper signed 
by Mr. Dubois’s friends and then brought to Mr. McConnell'sroom and signed 
by us; the paper was read in our presence by Mr. Brown, and its purport was 
as I have previously stated, that Mr. Dubois was to be elected, not at that 
time, but when the time arrived prescribed by law for the election of the third 
Senator. | 


It was understood that Mr. Dubois was to take his chances on being able 
to hold the combination together until this time should arrive, and I for one 
believed that it was utterly impossible for the combination to exist 
enough to allow the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization of 
the Legislature to arrive. If it had been proposed that Mr. Dubois should 
be elected immediately after the other two, I would not under any circun 
stances have gone into the arrangement, because I knew such election t 
contrary to law, and also because, as a North Idaho man, I knew that if we 
elected the third Senator at the same time as the other two it would endanger 
the result of my section of the State having any representation after March 
4, 1891 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the date of that agreement? 

Mr. STEWART. The date of the agreement was the night of 
the 17ti:; the election occurred on the 18th. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the date of the affidavit? 

Mr. STEWART. That is not essential. I suppose that they 
could swear to the truth and have it made known afterwards as 
well. I donot think there is anydoubt about that. Nobody has 

sver denied that combination. I[t was in writing, and several of 
the parties say they did not understand it the way it was read; 
and then there was brought to bear, as they stated, the influence 
of these telegrams, and they got two or three votes of men who 
had been misled by the telegrams, and rushed the election 
through. 

Mr. GEORGE. Were those agreements referred to made after 
the election held separately in each house and before the election 
finally resulted in the completion of the whole thing? 

Mr. STEWART. They voted sepa rately in the two houses 
on the 16th. Then on the 17th they voted in joint assembly. 

Mr. GEORGE. And failed to elect? 

Mr. STEWART. And failed to elect. 

Mr. GEORGE. And on the night of the 17th they made this 
agreement? 

Mr.STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. And the next day they carried out the pro- 
gramme? 

Mr.STEWART. And the next day they carried out the pro- 
gramme. But I return to the affidavit of Mr. Martin: 

The above is the understanding which I and other supporters of Mr. Me 
Connell who signed the paper had, and we never had any ideathatit was « 
templated to elect the third Senator immediately after the two vacancies were 
filled, until Senator Gunn offered the resolution to that effect in the joint as 
sembly on the next day, December 18, 1890. I was taken completely by sur 
prise by this resolution of Senator Gunn, and when Judge Gray, in the joint 
convention, offered his substitute to limit the election to the two Senator 
only, I voted for it, and voted against the passage of the resolution, and in 
favor of the motion to adjourn after the election of Mr. McConnell. 

After the second motion to adjourn was voted down and the joint assembly 
proceeded to vote for the third Senator, I voted for Mr. Dubois because th 














previous votes on the substitute and the adjournment showed that we could 
not prevent the third Senater from being voted for at that time, andI di t 
look upon the vote as amounting to anything, for the reason that this el 

Was manifestly illegal, as I believed, on account of its violation of i f 
Congress relating to the electionof a Senator to fillafuture va ; and 

then I would have voted for Mr. Clagettinstead of Mr. Duboi this tk 
term, because of the trickery which had been practiced upo and I 





friendsof Mr. McConnellin the Legislature in bringing on this ele 
lation of law, if I had not known that my vote, and others also who wers 
favor of Mr. Clagett, could not change ré 

Idofurther say from the facts above stated, and from all the circumstances 
attending and surrounding the so-called election of Mr. Duboi 
his election, if elected at all, to a palpable ition of the laws of th 


ction in \ 
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States, and that without such violation he not have been ele m 
my knowledge of the hostility existing between Messrs l D 
bois and many of their respective supporters, I am entirely lec } 
the agreement been carried out to wait until the time came ipres 

by law for electing the third Senator, that long before this time arrived the 
combination would have dissolved by its own inherent weakness, and it 





because of this knowledge evidently on the part of Mr. Dubois that they eithe: 
changed the programme after I and other of Mr. McCon iend 
signed the paper, or else he had deliberately obtained our sign 
and fraudulent representations made to the effe 
his chances of holding the combination together until the regu 
Scribed by law for electing the third Senator. 

Ido further say that when Mr. McConnell drew the term ending March 4 
1891, and that had come to pass which I had always feared, t! 
e North Idaho would be without a Senator, d the platf 
publican party was dishonored, believing as I did that the inte of m) 
State and the preservation of the good faith of the party were of paramount 
importance to all other considerations, and further Setioviner tant Mr. Duboi 
had not been legally elected, when it was proposed to hold a second 
for a Senator to succeed William J. McConnell, I supported the m« 
and voted for Mr. Clagett at all stages of the contest. 

_To summarize the whole matter, I came to Boisé to get equal representa 
tion in the Senate for my section of the State. On account of the com 
tion between Messrs. SHouP and Dubois, it was impossible to get it as it was | 
pledged, and I was forced to take the step that I did in order to get the only 
thing that was possible, as it seemed to me at that time, namely, a chance for 
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North Idaho to drawa S d ] iv } 
ever brought about, left us con ely ir i, i was ad I 
possible, to still secure the principal object of my coming to the Lege 
in the election of some northern man 1a ) 31 
protected and the good faith of the party kept wet And fur er I Ly 
1. C. MARTIN 
Subscribed in my presence and swo t f t said J.C. M 
tin on this 16th day of February, 1891 
EAI JON > Vv vw, A Put 
Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator a at that point? 
Mr. STEWART. Yes, at any point 
Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose that Mr. Mc nell, instead of 
having drawn the third te , had draw Lhe iong term, so that 
we should have had a Senator from Nort! 1 Idaho as well as 
from Southern Idaho, what would he say then as to the election 
| of Mr. Dubois? Would it have been valid? 
Mr. STEWART. No, it would not have been vali 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Clagett himself seems to place t fa 
that he is here contesting upon the ground that Northern Idaho 
has been deprived of a Senator 
Mr. STEWART. No, he does not » that He places it on 
t] “ound that th Du ‘tion was illegal and that the 
n + which induced the Legislature to hold a second election 
1at Nort! [daho was: ntitled to a Senator and by that ar- 
rangement it was deprived of it you as} f mora 
this would have been otherwi North Idaho had won in the 
rame of chance? | say that no moral consideration entered into 
the combinatio nd that had Mr. McConnell drawn the fot 
year term it would not hav: anged the political immoralit 
( such combination 
Mr. MITCHELL. I am not talking about the morality of 
[ am talking about the legality. 
Mr. STEWART. The legality would have been unchanged 
and the moral of it would have been unchanged. Because a man 
wins at a game of chance, does that therefore make it the less 


Mr. Clagett stated in the correspondence, w! 
would not make any combination or arr 


gambling’ They had no right to enter into such acombination. 








angel 
a chance of violating the platform, beca 
to carry out the platform in good faith; and 
ence here on file he proposed that they first 
as provided by the constitution of the Stat 
yress.a i then when the dr: ng was ha 


























ra s¢ ) and € ct im trom it section of the stat 
1d adrawi T 1 in 1 4 way the piedeo T 
pia rm could sul Kept ri vou ot make an ) 
arrang it; he wou not ga ) iwa party platio or 
; ates cf 1 
Ir. GEORG i sno | T is 1 5 itor a q t 
PRESIDING O] i¢ : INES of \} insa 
( l i) S 1 »> ato ada , 
Mr. STEWART. Ido 
Mr. GEORG! i wa - ) accoul Q yy the 
penator irom Nevada co tl Republican part 
in 7 state ol idano 4 I ( tne senator u i am 
rl tint impres yy ( 12 reading of e afl 
davits of t vepub [ have s i ard 
( l l i na t it part » 
at \ lt 1 th 1a nh adao a state cony t1ol L 
solemn ] ige to Dp ne of | i \ i 
5 ator to Northern | ) L ¢ 5 4 S ida 
aisvU t! a ul yi} T a isve T « ee i i , , 
lican part and Witho 1 t 11 4 ) ca 
yy That pa it tha 30 ) I 
a hat e Republican p co ) 
pledge? Was that the : of 
Mr. STEWART I ( i + ) 
about that: and the KR LY Sta , it 
came out first with t pia 
Mr. GEORG! Did t ) 
¥ at? 
Mr. STEWART i cand 4 a i i 
oi ft members who v¢ O a g 110 ‘ 
0 ee Dave ¢ na 4 i 
lld not understan lat 
led, and did not have ar t t 
lt was sprung upon the! 
Pretty good men n ret 
votes wrong 4 l I j 
the wrong as soon as they got ano t t and a majority o 
the Legislature vot in separat es for S ator an t I 
went into joint convention and elected Mr.Clagett. Thatist 
will of the State, and that is according to the platform « 
two’ parties. That i oI ; that is tri 7 t 
was a combination in writing to spring it on the night of D 
ber 17, after they had voted one day i: int assembly wv 
giving anybody a majority. Who ever heard of such a proceed 


ing as that before? 





Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to inter- 
rupt him here on a point that I regard as more material than the 
one I interrupted him on just now. I have listened to the Sena- 
tor with some interest, and I wish to know if this is the fact as 
developed, that no separate proceedings were ever had in either 
house of the Legislature looking to the election of this third 
United States Senator? Is that the fact? 

Mr. STEWART. That is the fact as to the election of Mr. Du- 
bois. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That we deny, as far as the majority of the 
committee is concerned. 

Mr. STEWART. I will show that it is the fact. That I am 
coming to. I have not come to the law of the case yet 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it the fact that no separate proceedings 
were had in the houses in reference to it? 

Mr. STEWART. None. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, is this a fact, that the two houses took 
their vote for Senators on the 16th separately, according to the 
statute? 

Mr.STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. And failed to elect? 

Mr.STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. They then met on Wednesday, the 17th, and 
took a vote for each Senator? 

Mr. STEWART. They took a vote for one Senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. For one Senator? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. And failed to elect? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; failed to elect. 

Mr. GEORGE. And up to this time they were all proceeding 
on the idea that noelection would be held for the third Senator? 

Mr. STEWART. That is stated in the affidavit of all of them, 
and the proceedings show it. There are twenty-eight men all 
swearing that they were proceeding on that idea. 

Mr. GEORGE. On the night of Wednesday, after they had 
made this failure, then these contracts or agreements were re- 
duced to writing, and then the next morning a resolution was 
introduced to go into the election of a third Senator, and that 
was the first time, so far as the record shows, that any resolu- 
tion had been proposed to go into an election on that day for the 
third Senator. 

Mr.STEWART. There had been amotion made inone house. 

Mr. GEORGE. But not passed. 

Mr. STEWART. There had been a motion to elect a third 
Senator, but it was almost immediately withdrawn. This was 
six days before the election. 

Mr. GEORGE. But it was not passed. 

Mr. STEWART. It was not passed. It was withdrawn. It 
was merely put in by one of the members. 

Mr. GEORGE. ThenI call the Senator’s attention to this as 
a principle of law, if it meets his approbation, that this joint 
convention, which was the result of the failure to elect under 
the statute on the 16th, was a convention of aspecial jurisdiction, 
having no other power than that named in the statute, and that 
was to vote for the Senators for whom they had voted before and 
about whom they had failed to agree. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no doubt but that isthelaw. Ithad 
no more jurisdiction to elect, as I shall go on to show, than any 
number of men at a meeting anywhere. The factthat they were 
members of the Legislature did not make them a legal body. 
They were unknown to the law entirely when they commenced, 
and proceeded upon this basis, as I shall proceed to show. 

Before I proceed to the question of organization and the stat- 
ute I wish to call attention to the law. I was on the Committee 
on the Judiciary when the law was prepared and Mr. Trumbull 
was chairman. Mr. Trumbull, as the organ of the committee, 


stated the reasons for the passage of the bill, and his speech | 


throws considerable light upon the construction of the statute, 
particularly upon the construction of that portion of it which re- 


Congressional Globe, Part II, first session, Thirty-ninth Con- 
gress, 1865-66, page 3727: 


I will say further, that the committee were unanimous in regard to this 
bill. Itis a bill the want of which has been felt ever since I have been a mem- 
ber of Congress whenever a contested election has arisen; and such cases 
have most frequently arisen out of the difficulty of the two houses of a Legis- 
lature meeting together. It has always been considered desirable that Con- 
gress should pass some law on the subject, and I think the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, of which I have been a member for the last eight or ten years, in dis- 
cussing this matter have always agreed that it was desirable that Congress 
should pass some law on the subject and avoid those contests that arise from 
the fact that a factious opposition in one branch of the Legislature or the 
other sometimes prevents the two houses from meeting together. 

Several occasions have passed by and it has remained, until another occa- 
sion recently arose to call attention to the subject. Then some member of 
the Senate, I think the Senator from Oregon thr. Williams] introduced a 
resolution instructing the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire into this 
matter, and this blll was prepared in consequence of that resolution which 
went to the committee. Itis a to make it conform exactly to the 
practice which has prevailed in the several States, because the practice has 
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been unlike in the different States. In my State we have always elected by 
joint convention; we never had separate action in each house; but out of 
deference to the practice which has prevailed, I think in most of the New 
England States, and also in the State of New York, of voting in separate 
houses, it Was thought better, as no evil could result from that, to adopt that 
plan for the election of Senators; but in case that failed, to provide that the 
two houses should then come together and make an election. 

The public interest requires that each State should be represented in the 
Senate of the United States, and it may sometimes happen that the two 
branches of the yy or enly are of different politics and then will not meet 
together to elect a Senator. We think the public interest is not subserved 
by leaving a State unrepresented; the intention of the Constitution is that 
it should be represented, and it is for the public good that we should have a 


law that will produce uniformity in these elections and secure representa- 
tion. 


The evil to be avoided was the refusal of one house or the 
other to pass a resolution creating a joint assembly. A joint 


| assembly, though composed of members of the Legislature, is 
| no more than if it was composed of men from the street any- 





where unless it is created by some law. The joint assembly 
here was created by no law, by no resolution. No law created 
this joint assembly for this purpose. The joint assembly was 
not created and the law could not operate, I claim, until they 
had actually complied with its terms, or attempted to comply 
with its terms. If neither house wanted to go in, no convention 
could be held; but if one house voted for Senator and the other 
house refused to vote, then the law provided that there might 
be a joint assembly to complete the work. But it was never 


| intended to create a joint convention where both houses refused 


to act. However, I shall come to that later. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I ask the Senator if the very question that 
we are now discussing was not decided by the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States in the case of Gilbert, from Florida? 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And, furthermore, was it not decided again 
on the report made by the Senator himself in the case of Flana- 
gan and Hamilton and two other contestants from Texas? 

Mr. STEWART. No; it was never decided in that case. It 
was never raised. [I was upon the committee in both those cases. 
In the Gilbert case the people organized a State government by 
forming the constitution, elected a Legislature, and proceeded 
to elect Senators before the act of Congress was passed rehabili- 
tating the States or admitting the State on the reconstruction 
plan. I wish the Senator to pay attention to this point, bocause 
| want to enlighten him. The main contention in that case was 
that the State, not having been admitted by an act of Congress, 
had no right to elect Senators. That was the main contention, 
but in that case the Legislature had failed to take a vote in the 
two houses separately. 

No objection was made, however, to that on the hearing, be- 
cause the two houses had passed a resolution to go into a joint 
convention forthat purpose. That action of the two houses cre- 
ated a joint convention. It was created by the State. Nobody 
made any point on it, and it was not insisted upon that they had 
not voted separately. The senate was not called upon to pass 
upon it, and did not. 

In the case of Hamilton, of Texas, that question did not arise, 
because. the two houses there voted. The only question that 
arose in that case was that the State had not been admitted to its 
relations to the Union at the time the election took piace. But 
in both cases the Senate held that the subsequent admission re- 
lated back and cured all the defects. Thatisacorrect statement 
of those cases. 

‘Now, I wish to call attention to the law governing the election 


| of the United States Senators in the State of Idaho at the time 


of that election in December, 1890. The constitution of the 
State provided that— 

Within ten days after the organization of the Legislature both houses of the 
Legislature shall then and there proceed to elect, as provided by law, two 
Senators of the United States for the State of Idaho. At said election the 
two persons who shall receive the majority of all the votes cast by said sena- 
tors and representatives shall be elected as such United States Senators, and 
shall be so declared by the presiding officer of the said joint session. The 


t i | presiding officers of the senate and house shall issue a certificate to each of 
quired a vote to be taken in the separate houses. Iread from the | 


said Senators, certifying his election, which certificate shall also be signed 
by the governor and attested by the secretary of state. 


Congress approved of that, and in the twentieth section of the 
act admitting Idaho Congress provided: 
That the Legislature of the said State may elect two Senators of the United 


| States, as provided by the constitution of the said State; and the Senators 


and Representatives of said State shall be entitled to seats in Congress, and 
to all the rights and privileges of Senators and Representatives of other 
States in the Congress of the United States. 

That was the law under which the two Senators were to be 
elected. Now, when the two were elected that law was exhausted. 
There could be no pretext that Congress intended to make that 
a permanent law for the filling of all vacancies that should there- 
after occur. That can not be claimed. 

Then the election of the third Senator necessarily came under 
the general law. It came under this section which is exactly de- 
scribed here, section 14 of the Revised Statutes: 

The Legislature of each State which is chosen next preceding the expira- 
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tion of the time for which any Senator was elected to represent such State 
in Congress shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization 
thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress. 


I will consider the point made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire hereafter. I think he will find that a two-edged sword. 
I am going now to answer the position taken by the majority of 
the committee. The majority of the committee claim that Mr. 
Dubois was elected under this provision. That is the position. 
I shall show that there is nothing in it, and if he was not elected 
under this provision he was not elected at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The committee claims that the facts sur- 
rounding and connected with the election of Mr. Dubois are of 
such a character that if an election could take place legally 
under either one, that is, under the constitution of the State and 
the enabling act on the one hand or under the Revised Statutes 
on the other, then his election would be legal, and that is suffi- 
cient. 

Mr.STEWART. I suppose the Senator means by that that he 
was a citizen of the United States, having been a resident nine 
years, and was over 30 years of age. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Imean a great deal more than that, as the 
Senator will understand. 

Mr. STEWART. There is nothing more than that in it, and 
I shall show when I get to that that there was nothing surround- 
ing the facts to show otherwise. If he was elected at all under 
that law there was no surrounding fact but what I am about to 
allude to. I am aware that the committee understand the weak- 
ness of their position and want to fall back on some imaginary 
cases, but I will examine the pin-hook point of no law applying 
beforeI get through. I wish now to confine my consideration to 
the proposition that the Legislature was not organized until Tues- 
day, the 9th of December, and that the election of Mr. Dubois, if 
regular in every other particular, is void because he anticipated 
the time. The time being anticipated, that is sufficient to avoid 
the election. 

If there is any proposition on earth that is certain, it is this. 
There is not a shadow of a pretext for pretending, in my judg- 
ment, that that Legislature was organized on Monday. The 
Legislature did not so regard it: nobody so regarded it: it is an 
afterthought, one of those attempts to patch up a bad case. 

Now we will examine what occurred on Monday first, because 
the majority report in its statement of facts in the beginning 
does not state all that occurred. On Monday the persons com- 
osing the senate met. After they had met and before the proc- 
amation of the governor was read or anybody knew who were 
the senators and who were the bystanders, Mr. Gunn moved that 
M. C. Athey be elected secretary of the senate pio tempore. Re- 
member that it wasonot a senate at that time. Nobody was en- 
titled to vote. They did not know who were the senate; they 
had not been called or sworn. Mr. Gray got up in the ordinary 
way to commence proceedings and moved to have somebody as 
secretary pro tempore. 

They called in Mr. Athey. Whether Mr. Athey acted on that 
day or not does not appear from the journal. After this was done 
the president then read the proclamation of the governor con- 
vening the Legislature of the State of Idaho at Boisé City the 
8th day of December, 1890. 

The president of the senate then called the roll of members as certified by 
the secretary of state, and the following-named gentlemen responded to 
their names. 

It would have been the duty of the secretary in ordinary cases 
to call the roll, but this man who had been designated before there 
was a senate at all did not assume even to call the roll. The 
president of the senate, who was the lieutenant-governor, called 
the roll, and so far as the record of the first day is concerned 
there is nothing but the signature of Mr. Athey signed the next 
day in making up the proceedings to show that he acted as sec- 
retary. 

Then what occurred? Mr. Gray moved that the rules of the 
legislative council of the fifteenth session be adopted so far as 
consistent for the regulation of the senate until the report of the 
committee on rules be adopted, and the motion was carried. 
The fiftieth rule then adopted required that— 

These officers 

That is, officers of the senate— 


These officers shall severally take an oath truly and faithfully 


Lo discharge 
the duties of their office. 


No oath was administered to Mr. Athey or anyone else on that 
day. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
bers of the senate. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, the oath was administered to the mem- 
bers, but not to Mr. Athey. That rule does not apply to mem- 
bers of the senate, but to the officers of the senate. So he was 
not swornin. As far as the record is concerned it does not ap- 
pear that he acted at all, though they say he did, and it is admit- 


The oath was administered to all the mem- 
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ted for the sake of the argument that he formed part of that ma- 
chinery. 

Then a very important resolution was passed after they adopted 
the rules of the former house requiring the oath of 1 
administered to the officers elected: 

Mr. Brigham moved that the president appoint 


organization to designate and determine the 
be filled by the senate 


oftice to be 


» of three on 


order of off 


nun esto 

This is all that occurred on Monday, the day that it is claimed 
the organization was perfected, except to swear in the members. 
[he members were sworn in, and this was all the proceeding 
taken—a resolution adopting the rules and a resolution appoint- 
ing a committee to designate the number and order of the offices 
to be filled: Then on Tuesday the report came in. 

Mr. President: We, your committee on organization appointed to desig- 
nate and determine the number and order of the offices to be filled by the 
senate. ask leave to report as follows 

ist. President pro tempore of the 
2d. Secretary of the senate 

id. Assistant secretary of the senate 
ith. Engrossing clerk 

5th. Assistant engrossing clerk 

6th. Enrolling clerk 

ith. Assistant enrolling clerk 


Sth. Two pages 


senate 


10th. Doorkeeper 

lith. Janitor 

2th. Chaplain 
Respectfully submitted 


“J. W. BRIGHAM, Chai 

Then they designated the office of secretary of the sena.e to 
be filled. Stillitissaid that they wereorganized. Did the senate 
regard itselfasorganized? Did it consider the office of secretary 
was already filled when it appointed a committee to report what 







offices should be filled and the committee reported the office of 
secretary should be filled? Did itattempt todo anything? Did 


any legislative body in America ever recognize any business as 
being in order pending its permanent organization? The sen- 
ate appointed a committee on organization to determine the offi- 
ces to be filled, and to say that it was then organized, within 
the judgment of that senate or within the rule of any legisla- 
tive body that ever existed, is argument. It is 
brazen effrontery to claim it. 

In the organization of the two bodies it is agreed by both the 
majority and the minority of the committee that the two houses 
are the exclusive judges of their own organization, and that they 
have a right to say what shall constitute such organization, and 
what they say is supreme; and that the Senate of the United 
States can not determine that question for them. The two houses 
have a right to say what offices they will have. That is admitted; 
and it is granted in the constitution of Idaho, to which I have 
called attention, and it is admitted in this report. I read 
from page 3 of the majority 


too absurd for 


now 
report: 

The house, therefore, Was possessed o inherent and exclusive power 
not only of electing its own officers but also of determining the number and 
kind of officers to be elected 


That is the majority report. They were the exclusive judges 
Then again on page 16 of the report the majority say: 

Inasmuch as each house of the State Legislature hasthe right to determine 
as to itsown organization, as to the number and kind of organs it shall have 
to represent its action, record its decrees, and aid in the transaction of its 
business. etc. 


This is the majority report. The minority report is equally 
explicit in ascribing to each house the exclusive rightand juris- 
diction to determine its own organization The minority report 
states: 


The Constitution of the United + provides that Set 
by the Legislatures of the States, respectively. and grants to Congress the 
power of regulating the ‘time’ and ‘‘manner’’ of so choosing them. The 
act of Congress of July, 1866, has fixed the time for initiating the proceedings 
for such choosing as the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization 
of the Legislature next preceding, etc. Clearly the duty imposed by the Con- 
stitution is upon a lawmaking body; upon that department of the Govern 
ment having the legislative function; and when the act speaks of the organ 
ization of that body, it must, by every reasonable intendment, mean that 
systematized arrangement of constituent and independent parts, or organi 
zation of each house, which by the determination of 


State 


ators shall be chosen 





each house shall be ap 





propriate and necessary for the discharge ofits legislative function 

What stage, or degree, or kind of organization 4y be appropriate ar 
necessary for this purpose is not for the Senate of the United States to ds 
cide. That must belong to the two hous respe the Legislat 
and is necessarily exclusive 

There is no doubt about that. Then w anybody say that the 


senate which met together and appointed 
ization and adjourned for that 
had decided that it was already organized then? 
to say that they were then organized, or d 
that they appointed a committee to be 
tradiction of terms to say that the senate determined on the &th 
of December that it was organized. Both sides admit that 
was in the power of the senate to determine, and it determined 
as clear as language can make it that it was not organizes 
providing a committee to perfect an organizatior 


g 
There is something in 


a committee on organ- 


committee to come in and report 
Did they mean 
d they mean to savy 


organized? Is ita cor 


this State const 
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has afurther bearing upon the question of organization. Ar- 
ticle 3, section 9, says: 
Each house when assembled shall choose its own officers, —o- of the elec- 


tion, qualifications, and returns of its own members, determine its own rules 
of proceeding, and sit upon its own adjournments; but neither house shall, 
without the concurrence of the other, adjourn for more than three days, nor 
to any other place than that in which it may be sitting. 

Then it says in the second clause of the tenth section of this 
article: 

A quorum being in attendance, if either house fail to effect an organization 
within the first four days thereafter, the members of the house so failing 
shali be entitled to no compensation from the end of the said four days until 
an organization shall have been effected. 

What meaning and effect would such a provision have if get- 
ting together and appointing a committee on organization was 
understood to be an organization? Of course the constitution 
meant that they should organize and be ready for business, and 
should not be paid for it if they were fooling away their time. 
But stress was laid in that constitution upon a business organiza- 
tion, and the Legislature proceeded with all reasonable dispatch 
the first day to initiate the proceedings for such organization. 

Mr. VANCE. Who is to judge of that organization? 

Mr. STEWART. Both the majority and the minority of the 
committee say that it is the two houses acting separately. The 
constitution of the State says so and all the precedents that have 
ever been established recognize it. It is one of the inherent at- 
tributes of legislative functions that the houses shall have the 
power to determine when they are organized and to say what 
shall constitute such organization. The senate, after it had or- 

anized on thesecond day by electing these officers, declared that 
it was organized by the election of those officers. Before that 
time it was not organized and no business was in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator answer me a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Could that Legislature have enacted a law 
on Monday that would have been a valid law? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly it could, if it was organized. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then the Senator admits 

Mr. STEWART. No,I do not admit anything of the kind. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator admits that the Legislature 
was organized sufficiently to enable it to pass laws? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not admit it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iso understood you. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not admit it,sir. Isay they could have 
done it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
Mr. Clagett himself. 

Mr. STEWART. If they had made a declaration that they 
were organized and ready to proceed with business—if they had 
made adeclaration to thateffect, they could organize on that day 
if they pleased. But they did not do so. They could have or- 
ganized by electing a single officer and then proceeded to busi- 
ness. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The question, I submit, is not what they 
declared, but what did they actually do? If they did that which 
was sufficient to justify them in passing a bill that would have 
been a good law if passed, then I insist that they had a right to 
elect a United States Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. Who was to determine when they had done 
that which was sufficient? Who was to determine it? The 
Legislature. Did the Legislature determine that it had organ- 
ized? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It did, because it elected a Senator the 
next Tuesday after that. 

Mr. STEWART. Ah! There is your mob again; that usurp- 
ing body, that body that was carrying out the behests of a com- 
bination, made that declaration among other false declarations, 
but the Legislature never determined in separate houses, it 
never pretended, thatit was organized until Tuesday. Now, then, 
we have- 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
disturb the Senator. 

Mr.STEWART. Nothing disturbs me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I make this statement, that no declaration 
was ever made in that Legislature by any one member of either 
house or by any number of members of either house that it was 
not organized on Monday until the 6th day of February, nearly 
two months after the election of Mr. Dubois. 

Mr. STEWART. Nowthe Senator wants to break up my ar- 
gument. I was coming to that, but I will tell you right here. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is not a very difficult thing to do. 

Mr. STEWART. It will be a difficult thing to do, because I 
am on the right side, and no matter which way it turns out, what 
I say will be true. The Senator said that it was not determined 
until the 6th day of February. Here is a protest filed here on the 


1Ot h of January and signed by twenty-three members of the Legis- 
iature. 





That admission is made, I understand, by 





tight there one other word, if it does not 


Mr. MITCHELL. I said the 6th of February, but I meant the 
10th of January. I had reference to the 10th of January. 

Mr. STEWART. Of course this protest must have been made 
long before that time if Idaho. It was filed here on the 10th of 
January, and the remonstrance states here the reasons why Mr. 
Dubois wasnotelected. There are twenty-three who signed this, 
as reputable men as there are in the State of Idaho or anywhere 
else. Now what do they say: 


PROTEST AGAINST THE ELECTION OF THE HON. FRED. T. DUBOIS TO THE 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO. 


We, the undersigned, members of the firstsession of the Legislature of the 
State of Idaho, respectfully protest against the admission of the Hon. Fred. 
T. Dubois to a seat in the Senate of the United States as Senator from the 
State of Idaho, for the term beginning on the 4th day of March, 1891, on the 
ground that he has not been legally elected such Senator, and in support 
thereof we respectfully show; 

(1) That the first session of the Legislature of the State of Idaho was con- 
vened at the capitol of the State at 120’clock m. on Monday, the 8th day of 
December, 1890, by proclamation of the governor of the State. 

(2) That the senate did not organize on Monday, December 8, 1890, and was 
not organized until Tuesday, the 9th day of December. 1890, on which day 
for the first time it organized by the election of all its officers except the pre- 
siding officer who is designated by the constitution, and on that day sent 
notification of the fact of its organization to the other branch of the Legisla- 
ture and to the executive. 

(3) That thereafter, on the 13th day of December, 1890, a concurrent reso- 
intion was passed by the senate to the effect that the respective houses of the 
Legislature would proceed on Tuesday, the 16th day of December, to elect 
United States Senators, which resolution was concurred in by the house of 
representatives. 

(4) That on Tuesday, December 16, being the first Tuesday after the or- 
ganization of the Legislature, as above stated, each house of the Legislature 
voted for the election of one United States Senator and adjourned. 

On the next day, Wednesday, December 17, 1890, the two houses met in joint 
assembly, and the journals of each house being read, it was shown that no 

rson had received a majority of the votes cast in either house, and the 
joint assembly then proceeded to vote for one Senator, and no person re- 
ceiving a majority of the votes cast, the joint assembly adjourned to meet 
the next day. 

(5) That the two houses of the Legislature met for the second time in joint 
assembly on Thursday, the 18th day of December, 1890, and by resolution pro- 
ceeded to elect two Senators to fill the existing vacancies for the State of 
Idaho, after which the joint assembly immediately proceeded, against the 
poses of members present, Who objected thereto because the joint assembly 

1ad no legal right so to do until the second Tuesday after organization of the 
Legislature (to elect a Senator for the term commencing on the 4th day of 
March, 1890), and the Hon. Fred T. Dubois was declared elected. 

And your protestants respectfully show that said pretended election was had 
before the second Tuesday after the organization of the senate, to wit, the 
23d day of December, 1890. 

That neither house of the Legislature had voted for or named any person 
as Senator for said term, as required by chapter 1 of Title Il of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and the election of a Senator for said term, 
beginning March 4, 1891, had never been agreed to or considered favorably by 
either house of the Legislature, but was first resolved upon in the joint assem- 
bly convened for the election of Senators to fill the existing vacancies, and 
was proceeded with against the protest and objection of .nembers of the 
joint assembly, on the ground that such election at that time was not author- 
ized by law. 

Your protestants therefore pray that the Hon. Fred T. Dubois be not ad- 
mitted to a seat in the Senate of the United States as a Senator from the 
State of Idaho. 

John S. Gray, president pro tempore of the senate; J. R. De Lamar, 
J. S. Langrishe, John Hanily, Geo. W. Emery, James F. Cam- 
eron, A. L. Scofield, Carey D. Porter, Joseph Hawkins, James 
M. Ballentine, Frank Steunenberg, H. Armstrong. H. M. Casey, 
J. Q. Dryden, W. H. Smith, J. C. Martin, E. S. Jewell, Isaac 
Irwin, E. W. Jones, Stephen Dempsey, Green White, Ira S. 
Sperry, Wm. Wing. 


This was filed here on the 10th of January. There was not 
much delay about it. The twenty-three men state that they pro- 
tested at the time that Mr. Gray raised this point, and it was 
one of the points they tried to urge to prevent them from pass- 
ing a resolution to go into the election of a third Senator. Talk 
about delay; they have been protesting against it from the be- 
ginning. It was conceived in a conspiracy and opposed as soon 
as the conspiracy was developed by the resolution on the 18th 
day of December, offered by Gunn in the joint convention. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will admit, because he desires 
to be fair, I take it, that so far as the journal of that Legislature 
is concerned there is nothing in it on that point from beginning 
to end until the 6th day of February. 

Mr. STEWART. Who had the journal? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Legislature had the journal. 

Mr.STEWART. Who made up the journal. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The minority report certifies to the integ- 
rity of that journal. 

Mr. STEWART. Ah! 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly the Senator will not attack it. 

Mr. STEWART. Because it was not recorded in the journal 
it does not make the fact less that the conspiracy existed and that 
the protests were signed. Twenty-three men have stated, and 
sixteen men have sworn that they did protest, and it was not put 
on the journal. Mr. Reed was clerk of the house. We have the 
history in the Supreme Court reports of Mr. Reed’s ——v to 
faisify journals, if it is necessary to go into that. No, their rea- 
sons for the protest were omitted from the journal, but that does 
notchange the fact that they protested at the time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The 
Senator from Nevada will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock has 
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arrived, at which time the unfinished business is usually laid be- 
fore the Senate. But the Chair understands that this is a priv- 
ileged question and that it goes on until completed or something 
else intervenes. Therefore the unfinished business will not be 
laid before the Senate at this time, but will keep its place and 
come up after this matter shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That will simply be given as a notice to the 
Senate that that order is made. It is sufficient. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will 
proceed. 

Mr. STEWART. Now the senate on Tuesday, December 9, as 
I have said, elected its officers and passed the usual resolution 
and notified the house of its organization. The house met on 
Monday, the clerk of the former house officiated, the members 
were sworn in, the speaker elected, and most of the officers were 
elected, and the house then adjourned until the next day. The 
next day they completed the election of officers. It was on Tues- 
day that they completed the election of officers and then after 
such officers were sworn in, and not before, they notified the 
senate that they were organized. 
Tuesday the following proceeding took place: 

There being no objection, the speaker deeiared the election of officers now 
og then nominated Rev. J. H. Barton for chaplain. 
nenberg moved that the election be made by acclamation. 

Motion prevailed, and Rev. J. H. Barton was declared duly elected. 

On motion of Mr. Monroe, the duties of the assistant enrolling clerk were 
made those of journal clerk until such time as the business of the house 
should require the services of an additional clerk. 

Then a resolution was adopted to notify the senate, a com- 
mittee was appointed in the usual way to join acommittee of the 
senate and to notify the governor. Both houses decided that 
they were organized on Tuesday, and that they were not organ- 
ized before. 
Monday, but they had not got it completed. 

It is said that they could havelegislatedon Monday. Of course 
they could have organized and determined that they had organ- 
ized, but they did not doso. The question is, when did they or- 
ganize? The language of the statute is, ‘‘after the organiza- 
tion,” not ‘‘after the time that they could organize,” but ‘‘ after 
they have organized.” It is admitted that the two houses are 
the absolute and exclusive judges of the time when they have or- 
ganized, and no business was in order under the ordinary rules 
of parliamentary procedure until they had organized. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenatorfrom Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have been looking over a copy of the consti- 
tution of Idaho, which contains a conclusive answer to the sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] that 
on Monday they could have passed alaw. I will readit. Sec- 
tion 15 of article 3 provides that— 


No law shall be passed except by bill, nor shall any bill be put upon its 
final passage until the same, with the amendments thereto, shall have been 
printed for the use of the members; nor shall any bill become a law unless 


Mr. Stu- 


the same shall have been read on three several days in each house previous | 


to the final vote thereon. 


That would take six days, if they had commenced it then. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
session, whether the Legislature was organized or not. 
no bearing on the argument. 


That has 


Mr. GEORGE. The Senator’s contention was that they were | 


able to pass a law on Monday. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The constitution says they could not do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The constitution does not say that they 
could not pass a law on Monday. It simply says they could not 
pass a law until it had been read on three several days. 

Mr. PUGH. I willask the Senator from Mississippi if it would 
have made any difference; if there had been on Monday a perma- 
nent organization they would not have had any more power to 
put a bill through. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Notatall. That is the point I make. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not give way for a general discussion. 

Mr. PUGH. On the question of organization it is wholly im- 
material. They could not have passed a bill under three days if 


there had been a permanent organization on Monday inthe sen- | 


ate. So that is a wholly immaterial question. 

Mr. STEWART. But as to the question of organization it is 
absolutely essential that the Legislature shall so determine in 
some form. Perhaps by going into legislation and passing a bill 
they determine that fact. If they had gone into legislative busi- 
ness on Monday with such organization as they had they could 
s0 determine that they had organized. But they were in the 
midst of organization and had not got through with their organ- 
ization, and no business was in order until their organization was 
completed, and they were entitled to no pay until they were or- 
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ganized. That is all there is about it. They were in process of 
organization. It is a contradiction of terms to say they were 
ganized when they were organizing; that th had complet a 
their organization when they were organizing 

The committee has undoubtedly ber sledinmany ways. It 
has stated that no oath was required. They in their re- 
port that no oath was necessar’ They had not discovered that 
an oath was necessary. They had not discovered that the rule 
had been adopted requiring an oath, and they devote a page to 
the fact that they dispensed with the oath to Mr. Athey on the 
ground that no oath was required. That is one of the things 
showing that they had not made due investigation. Then they 
occupy several pages of their report toshow that Mr. Athey was 
elected when it was admitted all around that he was elected as 
much as he could be elected by a body of men who had not been 
brought together themselves. What occurred was admitted in 
the beginning, and it is said that Mr. Clagett finally conceded 
that. He did not make any point on it. l was ad- 
mitted. 

But as to the precedents, the minority report has given us these 
precedents in a most satisfactory manner. The majority report 
claims that there are eleven precedents in the House of Repre- 
sentatives where the House 1a resolution notifying the 
Senate that it has organized when it had nothing but a Speaker. 
On investigation it is shown that there are none. If the com- 
mittee had examined it they would have found that there was not 
acaseof thatkind. The elevencasesare put into this report and 
were none. On the con- 


state 


W hat oceurres 


has passe 


Mr. MITCHELL. 
Mr. STEWART. 


record? 
have 


Has the Senator the 
| have the record. I 
it here. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is here. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator ought to have looked at it be- 
fore he made his report. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The report is all right, as the Senator will 
find before he gets through. 

Mr.STEWART. Iam reading now from some portions of the 
minority report because they have it correct. I have looked at 
these cases myself, and the minority report is correct. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What page does the Senator read from? 

Mr. STEWART. I read from page 43. The minority report 
states, commencing on page 43: 


at the 


} 
looked 


s cited 
eleven 
it was organized and ready 


The eleven Congressional precedents in the house of representative 
in the committee’s report, page 19, are cited to show that in these 
cases the house of representatives has voted that 








to proceed te business when it had a permanent presiding officer only, and 
when it had no regularly chosen and qualified recording officer 

The language c the majority report is as follows: 

On not less, therefore, than eleven definite occasions has the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States decided, and in its decision the Senate and 
the President have acquiesced, that it is an organized House when a quorum 
of the Representatives have assembled, taken the ith of office, and chosen 
a presiding officer 

Now, the minority goes on to say: 
The conclusion reached by the committee, that in these eleven houses the 


recording officer, is based upon 


election of the 


t was organized and ready to 
transacted legislative busi 


een the election of the speaker and the 


the fact that after the election of speaker, and before the 
clerk, the house has notified the senate that 


proceed to business, and in mar I 


r insta es has 








election of a clerk. 

The alleged precedents are no pre in favor of Mr. 
but are precedents of the most conclusive character in favor of cx 
for the reason that since the beginning of the Twenty-fifth Congress (1839 
the House has had a standing rule by which its Clerk and Sergeant-at-Arms 
and at a later date its Doorkeeper and Chaplain, when once elected, hold 
rs are elected and qualified. Prior to 1839 
the practice of the House is thus summarized by Mr. Barclay 

‘*On the Ist of April, 1789, being the first day ofa rum of the House as- 
sembled under the new Constitution, the House immediately elected a Clerk 
by ballot, without a previous order being passed for that purpose, although 
in the case of a Speaker, who was chosen on the same day, an order was 
previously adopted. A Clerk has been regularly chosen at the commence 
ment of every Congress since. The provision for the election of all officer 
of the House by viva voce vote was adopted December 10, 1839." (See Bar- 
clay’s Digest, p. 163.) 


ents at all Dubois, 


mtestant 








In 1839 the following rules w adopted by the Twenty-fifth Congre 

‘The Clerk of the House shall t an oath for the t » and faithful 
charge of the duties of his office to the best of his knowledge and ability l 
shall be deemed to continue in office until another be appointed Constitu 


tion, Rules, and Manual, Twenty-fifth Congres 

“A Sergeant-at-Arms shall be appointed to ho uring the pleas- 
ure of the House, whose duty it shall be to attend the House during its sit- 
tings; to execute the commands of the House from time to time, together 
with all such powers issued by aut! ty thereof as shall be directed to him 
by the Speaker.”’ (See Constitution, Rules, and Manual, Twenty-fifth Con 
gress, p. 59.) 

These rules were adopted, by special order, by the Twenty-sixth Congre 
(Congressional Globe, vol. 6, p. 55), by the Twenty-seventh Congress (Co! 
gressional Globe, vol. 8, p. 4), by the Twenty-eighth Congress (vols. 12 and 13, 
p. 835), by the Twenty-ninth Congress (vol. 15, pp. 4 and 428), by the Thirtieth 
Congress (vol. 18, pp. 3 and 49), by the Thirty-first Congress (vol. 21, p. 78), by 
the Thirty-second Congress (vol. 26, p. 10), by the Thirty-third Congress (vo! 
32, p. 4), by the Thirty-fourth Congress (vol. 38, p. 35), and by the Thirty-fifth 
Congress (Vol. 4, p. 3). 
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At the first session of the Thirty-sixth Congress, on March 16, 1860, these 
old rules were changed to read as follows: 

“There shall be elected at the commencement of each Congress, to continue 
in office until their successors are appointed, a Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, Door- 
keeper, and Postmaster, each of whom shall take an oath for the true and 
faithful discharge of the duties of his office to the best of his knowledge and 
ability, and to keep the secrets of the House; and the os ofthe Door- 
keeper and Postmaster shall be subject to the approval of the Speaker; and 
in all cases of election by the House of its officers the vote shall be taken 
viva voce.” (Rule X, Constitution, Rules, and Manual, 1876, p. 163.) 

This Rule X remained the standing rule of the House until the present Rule 
II was adopted, which rule is as follows: 

“There shall be elected by a viva voce vote at the commencement of each 
Congress to continue in office until their successors are chosen and qualified, 
a Clerk, a Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, and Chaplain, each of 
whom shall take an oath to support the Constitution of the United States, 
for the true and faithful discharge of their duties to the best of their knowl- 
edge and ability, and to keep the secrets of the House, and each shall appoint 
all of the employés of his department provided for by law.”’ (Rule II, Consti- 
tution, Manual, and Digest, Fifty-second Congress.) 

It thus appears that during the entire period covered by the eleven Con- 
gressional precedents referred to by the committee the Clerk and Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the House of Representatives, after being once chosen and qualified, 
continued in office as the regular officers of the House until¢heir successors 
were chosen and qualified. 


It results, therefore, that in every instance referred to by the committee to | 


show that the House had no Clerk whenit notified the Senate that it was or- 
ganized after the election of the Speaker is incorrect, because in every case 
the Clerk elected at thelast preceding Congress was in office, holding over 
under the rules of the House. 

They adopted these rules. They adopted these rules and 
changed them from time to time, continuing the old officers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Right there I wish to ask the Senator a 
question. The Senator denies the statement in the majority re- 


port, which says that there were eleven precedents of a certain | 


character? The Senator denies that? 


Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. He says that is an incorrect statement? 
Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now he seeks to avoid it how? 

Mr. STEWART. By the fact that they had officers then. 
Mr. MITCHELL. By the fact that some House of Represent- 


atives had adopted a rule, which was continued in force from time 


to time, by which the officers elected by the House of Represent- | 


atives should hold their offices until their successors were elected 
and qualified. 
Mr. STEWART. 
Mr. MITCHELL. 


Yes. 
Now, does the Senator pretend to claim 


Constitution of the United States itself, that one House of Rep- 
resentatives can elect officers who will be the officers of the other 
House? Is it not a fact that they are only continued by virtue of 
the action of the new House, by virtue of the recognition of the 
new House? The rule the Senator talks about, in order to avoid 


the statement of the committee, is no more than so much waste 


paper in so far as the claim is made here that one House of Rep- 
resentatives can elect officers that will hold their office by virtue 
of that election in another and a new House of Representatives, 
and without an acquiescence or recognition from the other and 
the new House. 

Mr.STEWART. Are you through? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. STEWART. There has been astanding rule all this time 
that these officers should continue in office. It has been done | 
by common consent, but they have been treated as permanent 
officers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But is it not by the consent of the new | 
House as far as that is concerned? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; they can keep them right along as per- 
manent officers; but if they were not considered as permanent offi- 
cers no business would be in order according to the ruling of the 
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_ the Senator from Oregon, but I claim it proves that t 





House, and one of the precedents cited here shows that most 
conclusively. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is there anything to show that the new 
House did recognize them as their officers? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 

Mr. STEWART. They wentondoing business. That was the 
recognition of the House. Some of them went on for a consider- 
able time before there was an election. That has been the prac- 
tice. To show how the House views the necessity of having a 
permanent clerk, one who is elected, we have a case here which 
decides that question and covers the whole business. A case oc- 
curred in the House of Representatives which puts an end to the | 
controversy and should have been conclusive on the majority of 
the committee. 


1850—and I want to put in my remarks this action of the House: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Twesday, April 16, 1850. 


The Speaker called the House to order at 12 o'clock. 

One of the assistants of the late Clerk of the House, Mr. J. C. Walker, pro- 
ceeded to read the Journal of yesterday. 

Mr. Hall interposed and said that he had risen to inquire by what authority 
any person prepared the Journal here, under what authority the individual | 
The House had hada Doorkeeper 


now at the desk was reading the Journal. 


What? 
| 


| 
The House of Representatives decided April 16, | 
| 
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and a Postmaster foisted upon it and he, for one,was not willing that a Clerk 
should cad go upon the House in the same way. He objected to the Journal 
being read until the House had authorized some individual to read it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that the Journal has been 
ss as usual under the direction of the Speaker. The individual at the 

esk, Who was r the Journal, was one of the subordinate officers of the 
late Clerk of the House of Representatives. The positions occupied by these 
officers previous to the death of the Clerk are still, in the judgment of the 
Chair, occupied by them. They are not authorized, however, to discharge 
the duties of Clerk. Inthe opinion of the Chair until a Clerk shall have been 
elected the House is not organized and no business can be transacted un- 
til an election shall have taken ae. But this state of things does not 
prevent the preparation or the readingof the Journal. The Journal has been 
ee, read even before the election of the Speaker in the original organi- 
zation of the House, and the Chair is notable to perceive any objection against 
the reading. 

Mr. Hall said he wished to remark that he considered the present state of 
things very different from that which existed when the House was organized. 
Under the rule of the House the Clerk of each Congress held over until his 
successor was elected. If the gentleman who read the Journal did so merely 
at the discretion of the House, and not as clerk, he (Mr. Hall) had no ob- 
jection to it. But he understood that the gentleman was acting as Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that no person was authorized to dis- 
charge the duties of Clerk. 

The Journal was then read and approved. 

Mr. Harris of Illinois rose and moved that the House proceed to the elec- 
tion of a Clerk. 

Mr. Brown of Penne moved to amend the motion by adding after 
the word “Clerk” the words ‘‘and Doorkeeper.”’ 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. Brown. Then I offer the following resolution: 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

» Resolved, That the order heretofore passed by the House p pontponing the 
election of Doorkeeper be, and the same is hereby, rescinded; and that the 
House of Representatives proceed to the election of Clerk and Doorkeeper.”’ 

The resolution having been read, 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair no resolution, no business is in 
ave been elected, and the House can take action 
upon no subject whatever until the election of a Clerk, that being necessary 
to the organization of the House. 

Mr. Brown. I pete some motionis necessarily in order? 

The SPEAKER. No motion is in orderexcept the motion made by the gen- 
—— from Illinois [Mr. Harris} that the House proceed to the election of a 
Clerk. 

Mr. Kaufman rose to inquire whether the motion of the 
Illinois [Mr. Harris] was debatable; because, if it was so, he had risen for the 
purpose of moving the ee question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that the motion to go into the elec- 
tion of a Clerk is debatable. If it is so, the debate must be confined within 
very narrow limits. But the Chair thinks that the question is not debatable 


entleman from 


| atall. 


Mr. KAUFMAN. Then it is unnecessary for me to move the previous ques- 
tion. 
Mr. BRowN. That I may have the sense of the House on that question, I 


. : : ° . | appeal from the decision of the Chair, and I would like to submit a remark. 
here as a constitutional lawyer, in view of the statement in the | Tn : 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled that the resolution of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] is out of order, upon the ground that the House 
is not organized untila Clerk shall have been elected, and that no business is 
in order until the House shall have been organized by the election of a Clerk. 
te this decision the gentleman from Mississippi appeals. And the ques- 
tion is— 

“Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 

aa ~_ question thereon was taken and decided in the affirmative without 
a division. 

So the judgment was affirmed. 

The question then recurred and was taken on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Harris], that the House do now proceed to the election of 
a Clerk; and it was decided in the affirmative without a division. 

So the motion was a to. And thereupon the House proceeded to the 
election vive voce of a Clerk.—Congressional Globe, volume 21, Part 1, 1849-"50, 
pages 740, 741. 


Mr. MITCHELL. What does the Senator claim that proves? 


| What oe does he make of it? 


Mr. STEWART. I do not suppose it can prove anything to 

is House 
decided that it was not organized without a Clerk, and that it 
could not be organized without a Clerk, and it drew the distinc- 
tion between the case where there was a vacancy and where the 
officers held over. It was decided in that case that it was differ- 
ent from the case where the officers held over under a rule, be- 
cause the rule made them permanent officers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That there may be no misunderstanding 
about this matter, I ask if the Senator claims that in the eleven 
cases cited in the majority report there had béen a Clerk elected 
by that House? 

Mr. STEWART. No, the Clerk held over under the rule. 
The Clerks were permanent officers. In the very case here cited 
they had no Clerk, because the Clerk died during thesession.. In 
this very case the election of Doorkeeper had been postponed, 
and the Doorkeeper in the last preceding House still held his 
office, all the officers might have continued permanently; they 
were regarded as permanent officers, and that is the only basis on 
which there was a valid organization. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In each of those cases is it not a fact that 
that same House elected another Clerk afterwards? 

Mr. STEWART. They did elect other Clerks sometimes. 

Mr. VANCE. And part of the time they reélected the same 


| Clerk. 


Mr. STEWART. And sometimes they postponed it and did 
not elect at all, but let the old officers hold over, showing by 
their action that they regarded them as permanent officers until 
their successors were elected. In fact, that is the way all the 
officers hold, until their successors are elected. 





ea Si she NDA cE 


Sughe 


ee 


ae 
uv ee, 


Pere ic, 





eee a 


clas ipa 


“eee es 2s 


ight 


PA eatin; 


foo eb 


An 
a. Os eal 


alae = 


Aart Sa 





And now, what is a little tougher than this, is the report of 
the committee on the precedents of the Senate. The committee 
say as to Senatorial precedents: 


The Senate has at different times for periods aggregating thirty-two days 
transacted its ordinary business with the office of the Secretary vacant. 


I controvert that as a fact, but that is the precise language of 
Mr. Paine’s brief. The first case to which the committee refer 
as to proceedings that occurred in the Senate I submit is a prece- 
dent against the committee’s position, because the Senate decided 
that a permanent secretary was necessary. This is one of the 
cases where the committee allege the Senate proceeded to do 
business without a Secretary. 

The record is as follows: 

Resolved, As the former Secretary of the Senate has departed this life, that 
the Chief Clerk do act as the Secretary thereof until one shall be appointed. 

And thereupon such Clerk was regularly sworn in as the Secretary of the 
Senate. (Senate Journal, 1814, vol. 5, p. 523,) 

Could the Senate act without aSecretary? Certainly not. It 
elected the Chief Clerk and swore him in as Secretary and then 
proceeded. The Senate and the House had permanent officers, 
and they found it absolutely necessary inorder to be organized to 
have permanent officers, at least a Speaker of the House and Pres- 
ident of the Senate and aClerk or Secretary of each body. Those 
are the Congressional precedents. That having been the uniform 
practice of the two Houses of Congress, it isfair to presume that 
Congress in passing this act had reference to the general parlia- 


business, and so declare, either by resolution or its conduct of 
legislative business and not be merely in process of reaching 
that point. That was universally understood. 

The minority have been industrious, and they have examined 


the journals of the various Legislatures to find out what has been | 


the universal practice. I have the collection here of the views 


of the minority, and it is interesting to understand what they | 
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found by examining all the journals that are accessible here. | 


They lay down this as incontrovertible in regard to that: 

In no case has either branch of any State Legislature ever notified the other 
branch that it was organized when it had a temporary organization only, or 
was permanently organized in part only, or until it had completed its per- 
manent organization by the election and qualification in all cases of its per- 
manent presiding and recording officers, at least, and,in most cases, of all 
the officers which it deemed necessary to elect. 

This is the universal practice that one House has never notified 
the other by the passage of a resolution that it was organized 
until it had a permanent organization, nor until then transacted 
any legislative business, not even in the two Iowa cases in 1870 
and 1872, of which the majority makes such great account in 
their report. 

Continuing the minority report: 
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al was taken from the decision of the chair. 


Whereupon an a 
The speaker decided that the senate being now only partially organized 
and engaged in the process of organization an appeal can not be entertained 


at this stage of the proceedings. (See page 9, Senate Journal, 1875 


MARYLAND 
House 


On Thursday, January 8 (the speaker pro (tej having been chosen on 
the 7th), the following occurred: 

Mr. Gill moved that the house do now proceed to the election of speaker, 
which was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. Lane nominated Hon. Jesse K. Hines, of Kent; Mr. Duer nominated 
Hon. John A. Koons, of Frederick. 

Mr. Seth moved to submit certain papers for the consideration of the house 

The speaker decided that all motions were out of order until the house was 
duly and properly organized. (See page 6, H. Jour., Md., 1874.) 

Whereupon an — was taken fron the decision of the chair, and the 
chair was sustained, and the house immediately proceeded to duly and prop 
erly organize itself by the election and qualification of its permanent speaker 
and chief clerk, and immediately thereafter notified the senate that it had 
organized by the election of those officers. 

WEDNESDAY, December 12, 186¢ 

Part of the proceedings of the council of the Territory of Colorado. The 
temporary officers having been chosen on December 3, 1866. A@see Council 
Journal, page 3.) 

Mr. Douglass chosen president. 
sentatives. 

Mr. De Mary objected to the reception of the message on the ground that 
the council was not organized. 

The message was not received. 


Message from the house of repre 


They have gone through all these cases since the passage of 
the act of 1866, and there can not be found a case where any Leg- 


oa , | islature of any State has attempted to do business on a tempo- 
mentary usages of the country, not only in Congress but in the | 


several States, and that the body itself must be the judge of its | 
own organization and must have reached the point ready for | 


rary organization. 

Very much has been said about the lowa case, but undoubtedly 
there was a mistake from the beginning. They elected on two 
occasions, dating from the temporary organization. Afterwards, 


| in five different cases, where they elected before the organiza- 


tion, they elected afterwards the same person, so as to meet the 
difficulty; and finally, at the last election, they waited a long 
time until they had a permanent organization, and then waited 
until the second Tuesday, and fell in line with all the States. 

So that we have the concurrence of all the States of the Union 
that by their universal practice the time to elect Senators shall 
date from the end of the permanent organization. There is no 
exception to this rule. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator at that point allow me to 
read a few lines as to what the Legislature of Iowa resolved on 
that subject. 

Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 


[ know what they did. 
[ do not know whether you do or not. This 


| is the resolution they adopted: 


And no case where such house ever transacted any legislative business | 


until after such permanent organization. In three cases, in Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, and Colorado Territory, respectively, attempts were made to do 
business prior to the permanent organization, and in each case it was decided 
that no business other than the permanent organization was in order until 
such permanent organization was completed. These three cases appear at 
the beginning of the digest. 

The following is the list of States the proceedings of whose legislative or- 
ganization (since 1866) are embraced in the digest: Massachusetts, Ken- 
tucky, California, Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Michigan, New York, 
Minnesota, Vermont, Oregon, Alabama, Colorado, Connecticut, New Hamp- 
shire, Delaware, Indiana, Lilinois, Missouri, and Maine. 

Exclusive of the six new States recently admitted and which have no his- 
tory bearing upon this question, there are thirty-eight States, the legislative 

roceedings of twenty of which are containedin the digest. These are the only 
States whose journals have been examined in this connection. Where the 
journals of a majority of the thirty-eight older States show a uniform prac- 
tice in the organization of their legislative houses, to treat the permanent as 
the only organization, and the so-called temporary organization as only a pre- 
liminary step in such real organization, it is fair to presume that the journals 
of the remaining eighteen would if examined show the same practice. 


All the journals are not in the Library and could not be exam- 
ined. Taking up the case of Pennsylvania, where one house of 
the Legislature attempted to do business in the condition that 
the Idaho Legislature was on Monday, we find: 

PENNSYLVANIA. 
TUESDAY, January 5, 1875 

Met Tuesday, January 5, and were called to order by the speaker. * * 

A motion was made by Mr. Rutan, that the clerk proceed to open and read 
the returns as presented. 

Which was agreedto. * * * 

When the returns of the Thirtieth district were read the speaker laid be 
fore the senate the following communication, protesting against the swear- 
ing in of the person returned as elected from said district, accompanied with 
affidavits to sustain the same. 

(Here the communication was read.) 

Whereupon a motion was made by Mr. Strang that said papers, together 
with the credentials of the said John P. Colihan, be referred to a special com 
mittee of five,etc. * * * 

On the question, Will the senate agree to the motion? Mr. Wallace sub- 
mitted the point of order that the certificate of election of Mr. Colihan hay- 
ing been received and read he was entitled to be sworn in as senator, and 
that it was not in order to proceed with any other business until the senators 
were sworn. 

The speaker ruled the point of order not well taken. 


XXITI——8s 


Be it resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That our Senators and 
es in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to introduce 
and urge the adoption of an amendment to said section 14, so that the eles 
tion of United States Senators shall occur on the second Tuesday after the 
permanent organization of the two houses of the Legislature. 

Mr. STEWART. That was the law before. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It shows at least that the Legislature of 
Iowa for a good many years was laboring under the impression 
that the law as it stood provided for an election after what is 
known as a temporary organization. 

Mr. STEWART. Then all you have here to hang your case 
on is the precedent of a mistake made by the Legislature of Iowa, 
which as soon as it was called to their attention, they corrected 
both times, and finally abandoned the temporary organization as 
the time from which to date, and they concurred in the practice 
of the other States and do so now, because they committed an 
error which they admitted was wrong and which they had over- 
ruled. That is your precedent, and it is the only one you have 
got in all the States. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Asa matter of course, it was safer in view 
of the question about it to have the election take place after the 
permanent organization. 

Mr. STEWART. 
law. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It does not follow from that that an election 
could not have taken place after a temporary organization 

Mr.STEWART. Thenit does not follow because all the States 
do it, it does not follow because both Houses of Congress do it, it 
does not follow because the language so commands it, that the 
second Tuesday after the permanent organization is the proper 
time. Upon what premises can you put it? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The statute says so. 

Mr.STEWART. The statute does not say so. These are the 
facts. It does not follow because the Legislature had not or- 
ganized that it might not have organized. The senate of Idaho 
passed a resolution to go into an organization, appointed a com 
mittee to determine the offices to be filled, and adjourned. They 
had the power to determine that they were organized and bot! 
houses determined they were organized on Tuesday, the 9th day 
of December, 1890. They passed their resolutions, and did not 
attempt to do any other business. They were pursuing the 


[ have no doubt it was safer to follow the 
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ordinary course, and togive any other construction and say these 
bodies were organized when they said they were not, is to violate 
the common meaning of language, to violate the common sense 
of mankind for the purpose ofcarrying out a scheme agreed upon 
that could not brook delay. It is difficult to argue so plain a 
proposition. 

They did not determine they were organized on Monday, but 
they did determine they were organized on Tuesday. 

Now I will proceed to call attention to what I denominate the 
pin-point of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 


because it is so small that it is difficult to observe it with the | 


naked eye. Itis the point that the committee still want to fall 
back upon. It is this: That there was no law applying to the 
election of a third Senator in Idaho; that the act of 1866 does not 
apply, although as [ read the act it covers the exact case. But 
suppose that act does not apply, in what position is the case? If 
that act does not apply, what act does? 


to go into joint convention. I call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the language of the resolution that was 
passed. He says there is no law applying to the election, and 


consequently the State had the right to elect. This resolution 


‘ 


reads as follows: 

That the ite and hou representatives proceed to elect, as provided 
by law, United States Senators at the hour of 12 o’clock m. on Tuesday, De- 
cem er 16, 1690. 


That appears in the senate journal, page 25. 
concurrent resolution concerning this election, that they would 
proceed to elect as provided by law. Now, if there was no law 
providing for it at all, if there was no law applicable to it, no 
State law, how did they get their joint convention? By what 
authority did they get a joint convention for that purpose? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator want an answer? 

Mr. STEWART. Ican understand how you get a joint con- 
vention to elect two Senators, because the constitution provides 
that they shall be elected according to law, and so far as not modi- 
fied the law of the United States would apply. I should like to 





In the first place, there | 
never was a resolution passed by either house of the Legislature | 


gether. 


That was the | 


| before I sit down? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The 
Senator from Nevada isentitled to the floor and declines to yield. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Doesthe Senator decline to be interrupted? 

Mr. STEWART. I decline to be interrupted until I have a 
chance to say something on this point. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me tosay one word 


Mr. STEWART. If you do not want to make a speech. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will simply say that no one interrupts 
other Senators more than the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. That is a mistake. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And I only interrupted the Senator be- 
cause he asked a question which I supposed he wanted an answer 
to. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I was replying to what the Senator 
said, showing he did not understand what I was trying to ex- 
plain to him, and he interrupted me and went right on talking. 
I was saying that he had failed to recognize the necessity of hav- 
ing some law to get a joint convention, that if the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States did not apply to the election of this third 
Senator, then by what authority were they there together? They 
were not together by the authority of the two bouses of the Leg- 
islature, because no resolution had been passed to get them to- 
By what authority were they there? It was because 
one or the other house might refuse to create a joint convention, 
which had to be created by law, by the action of the two houses 
separately, because one or the other of the houses might fail to 
doit. That is the reason why this law was passed, and they had 
gone on with that trouble for seventy-five years before it was 


| passed. 


have anybody answer how they can get into joint convention in | 


any other way if the law does not apply? 
Senators shall be elected, by what authority was that third Sen- 
ator there, what business had he there? 
resolution. Formerly it required some action of the two houses 


If the law says two | 


There had been no | 


to get into joint convention, and this law was paased because one | 


or the other house would refuse to go into convention. 
we have a general meeting, neither house asking for it at all, and 


Here | 


if they did not get there in eee: of Congressional law, how | 
did they get there? What kind of a body was that? 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
good under the statute. They said ‘‘ We will proceed to elect 
according to law,” and I think it was a good election under the 
statute, as the majority of the committee think, but I do not 
think the statute applied. I think they conformed to the law 
needlessly, and having elected two Senators, then 54 members 
of the Legislature, being the whole number of the members of 
the Legislature, proceeded to vote for Senator. They were in 
joint convention. It did not make any difference, if the Senator 
will allow me, how they got there. They were there. They 
met there at that time for the purpose of electing a Senator, the 
whole of them. They had elected two, and then they proceeded 


Mr. President, I think the election was | 


to elect, as they had a right to do, the successor of one of them. | 


It is all very simple to me. 

The Senator asks how could the Legislature get into joint con- 
vention lawfully? They were all there and they were all there 
to elect a Senator and they all participated in it. I do not see 
for my part how anybody can doubt that that was a good election 
of a United States Senator when 32 men voted one way and 22 
voted the other, when we have already admitted the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL], who got 51 out of 100, and the others 
were all gone, 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator is perfectly oblivious to the 
fact that the joint convention, as it appears to me, is not a legis- 
lative body. A jointconvention is nota Legislature. 
by law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Notatall. I had the honor of showing to 
the Senate in the debate on the Florida case that Legislatures had 


The Senator from New Hampshire tells us that members of the 
Legislature of the State of Idaho had a right to get together 
without being authorized to do so by the separate action of the 
two houses, which would have made a joint convention. There 
is no other law that applies if the law of Congress does not apply. 
He says the law of Congress does not apply, but still they could 
get together without any authority of law. I say if the law of 
Congress did not apply to the election of Mr. Dubois in filling 
that vacancy, then ieeee is no action taken by any body author- 
ized to act, because they did not resolve to go into joint conven- 
tion at all. That is just the size of the point they have to fall 
back upon, and ridiculous as this point is, itis perfectly palpable 
that there could be no election at all in the joint convention un- 
less the authority be derived from the act of Congress. The Sen- 
ator who made the report of the committee falls back upon that 
just as a drowing man catches at a straw, and whata flimsy straw 
it is that a drowning man will catch at! 

But I undertake to say that there was another very essential 
direction in this law violated which was not violated in the 
lowa case, and which was never violated in fact, although the 
case in Florida was where the two houses resolved to go into joint 
convention and no objection was made on that account. In all 
other instances there have been attempts to elect in the houses 
separately, in compliance with the law, and that is the universal 
construction of the law, and I undertake to say that the houses 
can not go into jointconvention by virtue of this law without fol- 
lowing the law; that they have no right to be there except by 
following the law. What is the law as to the time when they 
may be in joint convention? The omission of this preliminary 
to make an attempt in the two houses was a significant thing, 
and I believe is conclusive and should be held conclusive. Sec- 
tion 15, Revised Statutes: 

Sec. 15. Such election shall be conducted in the following manner: Each house 
shall openly, by a viva voce vote of each member present, name one person 
for Senator in Congress from such State, and the name of the person 80 voted 
for who receives a majority of the whole number of votes cast in each house 


shall be entered on the journal of that house by the clerk or secretary thereof; 
or, if either house fails to give such majority to either person on that day, 


| the fact shall be entered on thejournal. At 12 o’clock meridian of the day 
| following that on which proceedings are required to take place as aforesaid, 


the members of the two houses shall convene in joint assembly, and the 


| journal of each house shall then be read, and if the same person has received 


It iscreated | 


acted as joint bodies from the foundation of the Government, for | 


a hundred years, and that it is almost the universal method of 


State Legislatures making elections to meet together and do it, | 
every man the equal of every other man, and I am not oblivious | 


to any law. 

Mr. STEWART. 
main question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam willing the Senator should state that 
I am oblivious to anything I am oblivious to. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator is oblivious fd the law. 
the floor. 


The Senator is perfectly oblivious to the 


Ihave 


a majority of all the votes in each house, he shall be declared duly elected 
senator. 

That is asimple declaration. They merely got together, with- 
out any legislative function, to declare the result. They are 
brought together for that purpose, and when they may vote to 
elect is determined in the following clause: 

But if the same person has not received a majority of the votes in each 
house, or if either house has failed to take proceedings as required by this 
section, the joint assembly shall then proceed to choose, by a viva voce vote 
of each member present, a person for Senator, and the person who receives 
the majority of all the votes of thejoint assembly—a majority of allthe mem- 


| bers elected to both houses being present and voting—shall be declared duly 
| elected. 


The two cases in which the Legislature may have a joint con- 
vention for the purpose of electing are specifically named. One 
is where they voted in the two houses separately and no one had 
received a majority of the combined vote and had been elected; 
the other is where either one or the other of the houses fails to 
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elect, fails to take action. Then they may come together, but | lutions, or had taken the initiative proceedings, to el 


the convention must be inaugurated by one or the other hous 

It was attempted the other day to change its meaning, and to 
gay that “‘ either” meant ‘“‘ both.” That, however, was not the 
difficulty that existed, because always one house or the other 
would want to go into an election, but if either failed then there 
might be a joint convention. It would be idle to provide fora 
joint convention if both refused, because then they would not 
elect in a joint convention. That case was never dreamed of or 
provided for. If both refused togo inand take action, they could 
not be compelled to elect a Senator; but if one wanted to elect 
and the other did not, then their proceeding would be inaugu- 
rated. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Allow me to test the soundness of the Sen- 
ator’s argument. The Senator concedes that that Legislat ; 
which met in joint conveution had the right to elect two Sen- 
ators? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, suppose when the vote was taken in 
the separate houses on the 16th, instead of voting for two, they 
had simply cast one vote fora Senator. Had they or had they 
not the right in the joint convention the next day or two days 
afterwards, the 18th, to elect two Senators, although they had 
only voted for one in the separate houses? 

. STEWART. I do not know. There is some doubt about 


Mr. MITCHELL. 
Mr. STEWART. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. My argument is on the statute. Iam say- 
ing that the statute is not merely directory. Your argument is 
this: That notwithstanding Congress has passed a law, having 
the authority to do so, requiring that the houses shall meet 
arately and providing for a joint convention in case of either of 
them failing to act, therefore it means they shall have a joint 
convention when they both fail to act. I say that is not the law. 
The law is plain, that a joint convention is only created in case 
of necessity, and that necessity never exists, and is never pre- 
sumed to exist, except in the case named, and the case named is 
where one or the other house refuses to go into joint convention. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is getting away from 
point that I wished te hold him to. 

Mr. STEWART. Youcan not hold me to a point that does 
not exist. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator 
did meet separately on the 16th? 

Mr. STEWART. I doubt whether they had a right to so 
meet. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
tors. 


[ think that tests the Senator’s argument. 
Is it to test the argument? 


sep- 


the 


vill admit that the two hous 


And they cast on that day a vote for Sena- 


condition precedent required by the law was performed, and | 


whether there was one or two or three or four Senators to be elected 
by that Legislature, having voted for one Senator the condition 
was performed, and then it was their duty to go into joint con- 
vention on the next day and elect as many Senators as it was the 
duty of that Legislature to elect at that session. That is pre- 
cisely the position of the committee. 

Mr. STEWART. That is, the position of the committee is, 
that there having been a law passed in pursuance of the consti- 
tutional provision, that two Senators might be elected within 


The argument of the committee is, having done that, the | 
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ten days, they then go in and vote for one Senator. Then they may | 
. . > . . 


elect all the Senators and fill all the vacancies that may occur 
thereafter. Thatis the position of thecommittee. Thatis about 
in keeping with other positions of the committee. 

The position of the committee is that the statute is entirely 
directory, that because the Legislature voted for one of the two 
Senators to be elected within the first ten days, therefore they 
can elect all the Senators who will have to be elected from that 
State during the whole session. The whole proceeding shows 
that they had reference exclusively to the election of those two 
Senators. Nobody ever dreamed or suggested that they would do 
anything else. On the contrary, twenty-eight men swear that it 
was understood when these resolutions passed that they applied to 
two Senators, and nobody suggested the contrary. It has been 
invented by the committee. You never denied the fact that that 
was the understanding when they went into joint convention, 
and to say because they voted for one Senator that that 
voting separately for all the Senators is ridiculous. 


neans 


could not find it in the record the committee invents something 
far-fetched and never thought of. 
and see whether they are right. This is the resolution: 

That the senate and house of representatives proceed to elect, as pro 


vided by law, United States Senators at the hour of 12 o’clock m. on Tues- 
day, December 16, 1890. 


Anything | 
standing in the way of this combination had to move, and if they | 


Let us look at these records | 

















Senator, because they voted to fill the existing vacancie 
vne Senator G nn, who ofl ‘ed the resolution ¢ the 
the time they were to vote, moved that the se1 ‘ 
ceed to ele t a econd United States Senator t l tl 
\ cy af they had voted for one and ¢ | j 
they adjourned. They were voting toelect U1 states Senators 
te existing vacancies. That is what olng, and no- 
body « dreamed that they were doing an: or Chey 
ere voting in the separate houses to ( Che 
hole thing was inaugurated by the fo I lut sprung 
while they were in joint meeting for a 
: f} ) ; 7 / i 
i , } J } 1 x 
Se! I wcancies, and tl! l ‘ I i pro 
LO Unit sta = ul l 
{ 
Thi ou Conve Ll l ) ir Wi 
a ul asp | to 
on 41uUY I ‘ Oo 
in pa OEY al ( l i \ 
1 Oo a United State > { oO 
vhich was 1 ‘ no vacan ‘ 
consti! on ({ al 1g ( into 
ion for any purpose ex t to fill « z 
vacancies, and, as a matter of fact, they had only voted for o1 
Senator, and really they had only a right to fill that one vacar 
They should have voted again in the separate houses if th 
vyished to follow th« b> al , Vy VO L it I 
hird Senator in separate houses is not true. The elec 
Senatorsis a separate act. It requires a separate vote to cL a 
Senator for aparticular term: a! t l Sa beca t] 
voted for one Senator to fillan existing vaca vy, that they com- 
plied with the law in voting in separate houses for a Senator, 
which the law expressly requir 

This statute has no application at all, and is ; red 
by the committee. The committ do not pretend to say that 
the Legislature declared itself organized on Monday. They do 
not pretend to say that it or any other legislative body ever did 
a legislative act under such circumstances; but still they say th 
Legislature might have b organized on Monday and migh 
have resolved to do a legislative act, and therefore, contrary to 
the fact, they will hold that the Legislature did organi: and did 
do legislative business within the mea x of tl aw, becau 
they might have d eit, when th aid rectly tn op Sit 
That is plainly the position of the commit and there ca 
question about it. 

[do not know whether Senators have investigated this case 
and made up their minds or not This, however, I may say 
That if Mr. Dubois retains hisseatin the Senate he is elected by 
the Senate of the United States and not by the Legislature of 
Idaho. The Legislature of Idaho have expressed themselves in 
most unequivocal language on this subj On t 9th of Feb- 
ruary, 1891, the following concurrent resolution was passed by 

: two ho 

VW hereas, the pre ‘nt se lon t iOg) itu 

Ly Decem be Y, 1890, et« 

It seems to me that here was a legislative declaration, and 
is the first one since the Tuesday when 1 passed the vari 
resolutions declaring that they were organized on that da: it 
is the only one by the Legislature. This p ided joint a 
bly did not pass any resol ition to the effect that the Legislat 
was organized on Tuesday. They went on and elected w 
passing any resolution in the two houses. The Legislature of 
Idaho never declared that they were organized on Monday QO 
the contrary, each house of the Legislature on Tuesday, Dec 
ber 9, passed a resolution t it was t i and rea 
for business. On Monday they were engag in the business of 
organization. 

The only argument in favor of the idea that the Legislat 
considered they were organized on Monday th 1 th 

| elected Mr. Dubois before the time, but t y did not in the ré 
olution that I read proposing to elect a third Senat 
fact that they were organized on ‘I sda [} did not say 
thing about that. But when the matter was called tothe att 
tion of the senate and the house and they examine 
they knew what they had done, and they passed a so ) 
tion by both houses to this effect 

Whereas the present sessio1 Legi l ranize I 
December 9, 1890; and 

Vhereas the State co 
Unit tates Senators sho i be elected wit! 

| tion of the Legislature; ar 

Whereas, on Tuesday, the 16th day of December, 1890, the Legisiat 
suant to the requirements of the constitut 
for a United States Senator, in the two hou i ‘ 

| after, as provided by law, met on December " 


. . . | for a United States Senator, and t) 
It is now claimed that the two houses separately passed reso- ! t 


in joint assembly, and withir 
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manner provided by law, the Hons. GEorGE L. SHOUP and William J. McCon- 
nell United States Senators; and 

Whereas the Legislature thereupon immediately Protas to vote for 
Hon. Fred. T. Dubois for the term beginning March 4, 1891, in advance of 
the drawing for terms by the two Senators elect, in advance of the time fixed 
by law, without first voting in the two houses acting separately, and against 
the protest of the members of the joint assembly; and 

Whereas, upon full consideration of the facts, it is the opinion of the Leg- 
islature that if the alleged election of said Hon. Fred. T. Dubois is not void, 
there is at least grave doubts as to its validity: Therefore, 


Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), That at the 


| have been known here ifit had not been anecessif¥ for the combi- 
| nation to go right ahead, on the night of the 17th, with the agree- 


hour of 12 o'clock meridian of the first legislative day after the passage of | 


this resolution the Legislature will proceed to elect a United States Senator 
to succeed Hon. William J. McConnell for the term beginning March 4, 1891, 
and that such election shall be conducted in all respects in the manner pro- 
vided in section 15 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

If the Legislature is the judge of that, it has twice judged the 
facts and never to the contrary. If, as the majority report says, 
the Legislature shall be the judge of when it is organized, the 
two houses each declare that they organized on Tuesday, the 
9th, by passing the resolution, and previous to that time they 
were engaged in the work of organization. The two houses, 
when the matter was taken up for them to act upon, in February, 
judged that they were not organized until Tuesday. That was 
adjudged by their solemn resolution. Amendments were offered 
to the effect that they were organized on Monday and they were 
voted down. The resolution was discussed and it was finally de- 
termined by the Legislature that that organization took place 
on Tuesday. 

What, then, becomes of this talk about the power of the Legis- 
lature to dete: mine these facts if Congress ruthlessly steps in 
and says your determination amounts to nothing; that you can 
not find these facts; that you shall not produce them? We say 
you might have done something else, and therefore we will hold 
that you did do something that you did not do, and we will give 
Mr. Dubois the seat because we want him, not because he was 


elected by the Legislature of Idaho. That is the position of this 
report. Nobody will undertake to say that that Legislature has 
not determined the fact. No one has the temerity to say that it 


did determine the fact that it was organized on Monday. 

Mr. FELTON. Lask the Senator if he intends by his state- 
ment to be understood that it was nex vessar y to the organization 
that the Legislature itself should declare that it was organized, 
and that the organization would not be complete without that 
dee 





laration? 
Mr. STEWART. It must be declared either directly or indi- 
rectly. 
Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me 
Mr.STEWART. Nowletmeanswer. It might have declared 


in so many words, or it might go on and legislate. In this case 
they neither declared it or went on with legislative business. 
All they did was in process of organization, and until they did 
manifest in some way that they regarded themselves as organ- 
ized, they were not organized. It is said that they might have 
le gislated while the ‘y were organizing, but that would have 
stopped the organization; they “would have been satisfied that 
they had a right to legislate and they would have determined 
the fact of organization in that way. 

But as as they continued organizing 
lating and did not declare it by doing any legislative act or re- 
solving that they were organized, I say the time when they com- 
pleted their organization and passed the resolution was the time 
when they were organized. The fact that they refrained from 
legislative business and waited until they were organized and 
elected their officers and then passed a resolution shows that the sy 
did not regard themselves as organized until they had got through 
with organizing and elected their officers. It is a sham, it is 
nonsense, to say that they might with a temporary clerk have 
done busine 

The fact that they did not so regard it, the fact that they did 
not so hold it, the fact that they did not do any business, the 
fact that no legislative body of the United Statesever pretended 
to do business until it had an organization shows most conclu- 


long and were not legis- 


ss 


sively what is meant by the words of the act, *‘ after the organi- 
zation:” and we have the further fact that in the State constitu- 
tion, which in the consideration of this matter governs the or- 


ganization of th e Legislature, it was provided that if they did not 
organize within four days they should not getany pay. It meant 
that there must be some signification of some time when they 
were organi that some act must be done to show that they 
were ready to proceed to business; that they must either go to 
pus 


to draw their 


red: 


iness oO! 


pay: that they must make some manifestation to 


show that they had determined they were organized. 
No such manifestation was made. On the contrary, by pursu- 
ing their organization, by being engaged in the organization all 


and nothing else, 


the time to say that they were organized before 
they got through with the act of organizing is a contradiction of 


terms, and it should bring the blush to any man whounderstands 
the English language to maintain such a thing. It neverwould 


| that fix a time; to create uniformity. 


pass a resolution or do something else to enable them | 


ment drawn up, and they went in the next day. Of course they 
had no time; of course they could not give the members time 
to consider, and of course such an arrangement as that would 
not stand investigation. It was then or never, and the statute 
had to be laid aside and all preliminary steps had to be disre- 
garded. 

What did that proceeding in the joint convention on Decem- 
ber 18 imply? It implied extraordinary haste to accomplish a 
purpose that could not otherwise be accomplished. That is what 
it implied and nothing else. Everybody knows it. It is known 
to the world. If Mr. Dubois is retained here he is retained in 
violation of the party platform; he is retained here without re- 
gard to the statute; he is retained here by a construction that 
will come back to plague us. This was the beginning of the new 
session of the Legislature of a new State, and it ought to have 
been understood and discussed in the two houses as to how the 
proceeding should be pursued. These resolutions ought to have 
been passed. There ought to have been no undue haste. Fair 
play required it. But if you indorse such proceedings as these 
you will encourage the violation of platforms, trampling upon 
your laws, and proceeding in the most irregular way. 

This law was passed for the identical purpose of avoiding just 
such a proceeding as this; to point out and to indicate the steps 
But what becomes of the 
law, the steps amount to nothing if the time must be disregarded, 
if the very definition of organization is to be blotted out, if the 
precedents of both Houses of Congress and of the States are to 
be disregarded? I say they might have legislated, but Senators 
can not find a case in all the books in all the States where any 
State Legislature ever did regard itself as organized until it 
had elected at least the presiding officer and clerk. 

No State ever attempted to legislate or do business, and so far 
as I have been able to find the precedents, all legislative busi- 
ness suggested while they were in this temporary and crystalliz- 
ing state has been ruled out of order. Nothing is in order but 
organization. But here, while they did not pretend to do any- 
thing but organize, while they did not pretend to have completed 
their organization and had appointed a committee on organiza- 
tion and while that committee was out inve stigating, they ad- 
journed and the next morning they elected officers. The report 
of the committee completed their organization, and they passed 
a resolution. The committee of the Senate tells us all this is 
very true, but do you pretend to deny that they could have leg- 
islated the day before? I pretend to deny that they were organ- 
ized or did legislate. What they might have done is one thing, 
what they did do is that to which the law applies. The law is 
plain. 

Now, this will be a precedent. Will you say that it will be 
legal hereafter to wait until the second Tuesday after the organi- 
zation, as all the States have done, or afte r you have adopted this 


precedent will you say that they have all been wrong? Will 
you say now that they may elect on the second Tuesday after 
they have met and commenced organization? Then the question 


will always arise, from what stage in the process of organization 
will you compute the second Tuesday? It will be claimed that 
each candidate can select such stage as may suit his own interests 
or promote his own success; and therefore the statute will here- 
after be held to mean the second Tuesday after the Legislature 
might have organized, leaving it entirely indefinite as to what is 
an organization. 

That law was passed for a definite purpose, to fix the time for 
the election. The time is important; nothing could be more im- 
portant than the time. It is universally held that an election 
before the day appointed is void. We know the disposition to 
fraudulent election. We know that if we give latitude to the 
laws what frauds will be committed. We have the affidavits of 
these men as to how they were deceived on this occasion. We 
ha*e the solemn action of the Legislature when the matter was 
called to its attention electing another Senator to represent the 
State. after due deliberation undoing the former action. We 
have the explanation of all who were drawn into this trap. 

We have the laws violated to accomplish this purpose; and it 
yet remains to be seen whether the Senate will be a party to the 
breaking of platforms, of pledges, a party to springing the trap 
by a written agreement made in the dark of nightand deceiving 
the Legislature so as to give color of right to its action. They 
dared not adjourn; they dared not have it discussed. 

Will the Senate be a party to foisting upon the State of Idaho 
in her beginning such a pe as this? I say there is a 
foundation of dishonesty, of unfair dealing, of disregard of laws 
and of good morals here such as I have never seen in any Sena- 
torial election, and if it was carried into the lower elections it 


| would shock the common sense of mankind 
No wonder there is a movement to demand that Senators 
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should be elected by the people if there is any chance for the 
Senate of the United States to elect Senators without even the 
action of the State. If Senators can be elected in violation of 
pledges, in violation of law, if judgments by midnight agree- 
ments can be enforced and sanctioned in this way, you will not 
hear the last of it. A great wrong like this has many voices and 
it will be brought back to trouble you years after. It will bea 
precedent that will make confusion. The law that was passed in 
1866 has made at least the elections in the several States orderly 
up to this time; but if you blot out the date, if you say it does 
not make any difference when the election takes place, if you 
disregard the necessity of taking separate votes, you will leave 
itso that it will be a trap of which the members of the Legisla- 
ture may not know, of which the people may not know when the 
election is taking place. 

Here twenty-eight men come up and say they had no idea that 
a third Senator was to beelected. All these menswear that they 
heard the rumors on the night of the 17th of December that a 
compact had been formed to elect a third Senator, and then they 
say they did not know they were going to be forced on before the 
time fixed bylaw. Here we have a proceeding inaugurated with- 
out notice to the parties concerned, a conspiracy secret at mid- 
night, and it is carried out the next day, and in carrying it out 
they have trampled upon the law, and we are asked to sanction 
that. 

It is said that this must be done so that Idaho may be repre- 
sented here. I say that Idaho ought to be represented. Idaho 
has a right to be represented, and she has a right to be repre- 
sented by her chosen Senator, chosen according to the forms of 
the laws of the United States, elected after due notice, so that 
they may know it is not represented by a Senator elected by a 
joint convention coming together without any authority of law, 
meeting for another purpose and misled by the reading of tele- 
grams from Washington, misled in every way, misled by not 
knowing exactly what the agreement was, and by that means 


they get a bare majority to pass a resolution to go into the elec- | 


tion of a third United States Senator and then elect him. Now 
it is said because Idaho repudiates this, because Idaho comes for- 
ward and says, ‘‘ This isnot the Senator we elected; our voice was 
not heard,” we are depriving Idaho of a Senator. I say she is en- 
titled to a Senator, butshe is entitled to the Senator she elected, 
not to the Senator who was not elected. 

It is too important to know when a Senatorial election is com- 
ing on to have a dozen different definitions as to the time for 
electing. From the foundation of the Government until now the 
same definition has been given. Here are the precedents. No 
Legislature ever attempted to dolegislative business until it had 
permanently organized, and that is the date from which every 
one goes. That has been examined here and there are no prece- 
dentsto the contrary. Every Legislature has followed that date. 
When they permanently organize they invariably pass a resolu- 
tion to that effect and notify the other house, and they date the 
Senatorial election from that day. 

The only exception is the Iowa case. Iowa was wrong tempo- 
rarily, but she has got right now. That is the consensus of all 
the authority; that is the necessity of the case, providing we are 
going to get any guidance from this law. The law is to cover 
such acase. We must take it from the organization as the Legis- 
lature declares it and not from the organization we imagine here 
might be made. When the Legislature is the only power that 
can determine when it is organized or proceed to legislative busi- 
ness, what an absurdity to say, after it has determined that it 
was organized on one day, that it was organized on another 

Whatever may be the result of this case, if Mr. Dubois retains 
his seat, I predict great evils to grow out of it, not only in Idaho, 
but confusion everywhere. Is this to be an encouragement of 
unfair dealing? There is not a Senator here who, if he was a 
candidate for the Senate, would not feel outraged as an individ- 
ual if at night time an arrangement was fixed up to arrange a 
time for electing a Senator never dreamed of, and to fix a mode 
of electing him unknown to the law. 

The time and mode of this election was fixed in the night, and 
does not any citizen feel outraged to see it done that way? If 
there is anything that our citizens dislike it is jobs, and when 
you see a job you may always know that the law is being circum- 
vented if possible. The people donot like Legislative jobs. Itis 
one of the evils of the country that the law is evaded, and shall 
it be evaded here? Shall wesay thatthe Legislature was organ- 
ized when it was only in the process of organization? Shall we 
not wait until it gets through and date from that, as all the other 
States do? In other words, shall we elect a Senator here or shall 
the Legislature of Idaho have the privilege? The L 
of Idaho have elected Mr. Clagett. They elected him by voting 
in both houses. They elected him deliberately by fixing a time. 


-rislature 


They elected him because there was a vacancy which had not! reg 
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been legally filled, and now we are told that the 
must be considered and nobody else. 

Ll understand the advantage of the sitting member. He is here 
and a good fellow and talks to everybody and has had the inside 
track all the time. It is an uneven contest 
member and one on the outside who does not 


sitting member 


between a sitting 
have a chance to 


see Senators. It is hard to go against a man with whom we are 
associated all the time and who is in facta good fellow. Weare 
inclined that way and we do not look into the case. It is said 
we are going to deprive him of his seat. He has been en- 
titled to the seat. 

Do you deprive him of anything? If he had come down and 


stood by the platform and stood in regular range he 
have got anywhere near thisseat. Why did he 
be elected the second time if he was the man? 

get the majority if he was the choice of Idaho? It would have 
been no trouble. He was notified: he knew the election was 
coming on: why did he not do it? Because he could not do it 
any more than he could have been elected if he had adjourned 
the joint convention. elected then or at no time. 


would not 
not come in and 


Why did he not 


He had to be 

Must we say that because a man has not been here and has not 
had an opportunity of making our acquaintance, and has not had 
an opportunity of pleading with us to vote for him, we will not 
give him a fair hearing, that we will not look into his case and 
see that he has his legal rights? That is all he asks and all we 
ask for him, because if Mr. Dubois has a legal right it would 
be a great offense to deprive him of his seat; but we think we 
have shown that he has nota legal right. Now, I think in all 
fairness it would be right to give Mr. Clagett an opportunity 
to argue this case as a question of law, and if there be no objec- 
tion | shall make that motion now, and offer a resolution, the 
present consideration of which I ask 


, that he havea chance to be 
heard. 





Mr. MITCHELL. Is the Senator from Nevada through? 

Mr. STEWART. I will offer the resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I object to any resolution pending 

Mr. STEWART. I have the floor and can offer the resolution. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I certainly object to any resolution being 
offered on any subject while this matter is unsettled. 

Mr. STEWART. It is on this subject. 
subject. 

Mr. VANCE. I beg leave to suggest totl 
gon that if we wait until this matter 
too late to effect the } » of the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. [ offerthe resolution and ask for its present 


consideration. I think I have the 


It is a part of this 


nator from Ore- 


is settled it will be entirely 


purpos 


right to offer it. 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada of- 
fers a resolution which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That William H. Cla ie t u rt it ithe T ited 
States Senate. now occupied bj ». Ir T. Du ha eto up) 
4 Seat on the floor of the Senate p y f the report of the 
Committee on Privileges and Electior ind that he have leave to speak 
the merits of his right to the seat iont rep e comi : 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the resolution may goover until 
to-morrow in order that we may look into the precedents. For 
one I do notintend to throw any obstacles in the way of any rights 


that the contestant may have. I am not informed as to the ] 
















cedents of the Senate. and for that reason I simply objee 
consideration of the resolution to-day. . 
Mr. STEWART. I have looked at the precedents. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER | occupant ¢ 
chair would observe that he has doubt as t hether the r« 
tion is in order at this time H expresses no opinion o t l 
subject. 
Mr. STEWART Let the res tion be offered and go ove 
ntil to-morrow on ObDjection. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Let it go over until to-morrow and 
printed. 
' The PRESIDING OFFICER. ) order 
Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I concur ‘y sincere 
the felicitations which have been so often expressed « 1 
debate that the case from Idaho is entirely without partisan a 
ects. Both the e ants are members of the Re ican part 
The question which claimant is entit te i oO who 
judicial. Under all circumstances s aq stion ought to be 
purely judicial, but it is gratifying to know that in this cas 
must be so. Whatever our action ith respect to the 
two claimants to the seat from Idaho, it will notchange or aff: 
the political complexion of this body. 
The theory that the election of a United States Senator 
| legislative act, and that it must be in some manner controlled and 
ulated by legislative limitations and conditions ar 





action of the two houses as such, has obtained some credence, 


probably from the fact that in the Federal Constitution it is pro- 
vided that Senators shall be chosen by the Legislature of the sev- 
eral States, though it is very evident that the term ‘“‘legisla- 
ture” in that section refers only to the body of persons chosen by 
the people of the State to perform legislative functions and has 
no reference to the Legislature as divided into two, three, four, 
or more chambers. 

[ recollect very well a time in Indiana, and I think the same 
custom obtained in all the other States of the Union, when the 


Legislature of the State elected all the State officers except gov- 
ernor and lieutenant-governor; when it elected canal commis- 
sioners; when it elected circuit judges, as well as United States 
Senators. Now no elections are left to the Legislature in our 
State, and very few, I presume, to the Legislatures of other 
States, except that of United States Senator. The people now 
elect, as the Legislatures did formerly, canal commissioners, and 


they elect the auditor of state, the secretary of state, the treas- 
urer of the State, and attorney-general. 

The people do sometimes legislate. They legislate when they 
vote upon an amendment, or upon the whole body of a constitu- 
tion submitted to them under the modern practice for approval 
or rejection. But are the people when they are engaged in the 
election of a secretary of state or an auditor of state or canal 
commissioner engaged in legislating then? Certainly not. 
if they are not so engaged, how does it come that the Legislature 
when it elected those officers was in the performance of a legis- 
lative act? The truth is as to the election of these officers, either 
United States Senators or others, by the Legislature or by the 
as the time may come when they will even choose United 
States Senators—in neither case is such election a legislative act. 

To avoid the multiplicity of functions, and especially of officers, 


ee ople 


it has been the practice in our Government to add tothe regular 
duties of officers well known certain others for the purpose of sav- 
ing time and saving salaries. For example, judges of courts of 
record in Indiana and many of the other States are authorized to 


solemnize matrimony. Supposing, now, a judge of a court of 
record leaves his associates and the: court and goes to the resi- 
dence of the bride, according to immemorial custom, and cele- 
brates a marriage, isit a judicial act; or supposing, as [ once wit- 
nessed, the happy coupl 

and the ceremony is performed in open court by one of the judges 
thereof, is that a judicial act? These judges are also authorized 
to take an acknowledgment of deeds and other instruments of 
writing. Is taking the acknowledgment of a deed there in open 
co at chambers or in any place within their jurisdiction a 
judicial ur 


acl 
Many of the act 


irt or 


s of judges are not judicial and many of the acts 


of Legislatures are notlegislative. Asif to cut up by the root the 
opinion that the election of a United States Senator was a legis- 


lative proceeding, Congress more than a quarter of acentury ago 
enacted the law of 1866, in which they remit this duty, according 
to a precedent much older than the act itself, to the joint assem- 






bly, a body wholly nonlegislative, for I do not think it will be 
contended for a moment that the joint assembly as constituted 
under the act of 1866 is a legislative body. You can not intro- 
duce a bill, consider a resolution, or take even a single step in 


legislation in the joint assembly. Itis a body wholly nonlegis- 
lative and wholly devoid of legislative functions; yet it may elect 








a United States Senator. The express authority is given to this 
body, wholly nonlegislative, to elect a United States Senator, 
showit oe that this el ction, whatever else it may be, isnot alegis- 
lative ac 
In reference, however, to the survival of the old theory for- 
spoken of, that the Senatorial election is alegislative act, 
debate the other day upon the question of the case from 
Florida, I heard the learned and honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware |[Mr. GRAY], who, I regret to see, is not present this even- 
ing, put this question, whether the clause which provided that 
the journals of the two houses should be read at the opening of 
the joint assembly did not imply the existence of the two houses 
as such? 


| should answer the question in theaflirmative; most certainly 
it does; it implies the existence of the two houses as such, form- 
ing a regular session of the Legislature, during which the United 
States Senator must be elected. That distinguished Senator fol- 
lowed this up with also another question, not reposing in reply 
upon any position himself, whether the reading of these two jour- 
nals did not imply the action of the two houses as such, to which 
I answer in the affirmative; it most certainly does imply the ac- 
tion of the two houses as such. Butit is their past action; their 
action of the day before. Then the distinguished Senator asked 
also whether the fact that the journals were read in the joint 
assembly was not an implication that the two houses assuch were 
present in the joint assembly; to which I answer, no, not the 
slightest implication. 
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When the record of one court or the record of two or three 
courts, as we have often heard them read, is read in a fourth 
court to sustain a defense or to support a recovery, does any im- 
plication follow that the court whose record is read is a part of 
the court in which it is read? Does any implication follow that 
the court in whose hearing and for whose purposes the record of 
another is read is a constituent part of the court which made the 
record? 

There is not the slightest implication from this provision of 
the statute that the two houses are present as such. Their sep- 
arate action is read as evidence of an election or of their fail- 
ure either to take proceedings or to elect; but it is read as evi- 
dence to a third body, which is neither the senate nor the house, 
and yet it is the Legislature; because by the very terms of the 
constitution of the body it should embrace all the members 
It must embrace a majority of the mem- 
bers elected to both houses. 

Some Senator may say, why pursue such an endless analogy 
between courts and Legislatures? Your precedent makes the 
case very plain as to courts. There is a reason for it, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The connection between courts and Legislatures has been 
so long continued, and in the beginning the two bodies were co- 
incident; every Legislature was a court and every court was a 
One of the first Legislatures ever organized in the 
United States was called the General Court of Massachusetts, 
and I do not know whether the name is changed to-day. It had 
most extensive judicial powers as well as legislative powers. 

I recollect very well when only Legislatures granted divorces, 


ist 


| when the Legislature might be appealed to to grant a new trial, 


| 


| was elected. 
» come to the court while itis in session, | 


| afternoon this body is a court. 


and it is hardly necessary for me to remind Senators that this 
Every Legislature is a court—in 
such a question our determination is a judgment, an adjudication, 
and we are members of a court in regular session. This is one 
of the reasons why judicial precedents apply so closely to legis- 
lative proceedings. 

There has been some prefatory discussion as to the election of 
three Senators from the State of Idaho, as to its regularity or ir- 
regularity. Idaho had been admitted as a State into the Union. 
That is very clear. It must have been so before this Legislature 
Senators here are divided in three classes in re- 
spect to the years at the end of which the term expires, and the 
arrangement of these classes is determined here, not by the Leg- 
islatures of the States. Where more than one Senator iselected, 
the respective terms of the two Senators elected from anew 
State are determined here, not by the Legislatures of the States. 

The Legislature of a new State can not know certainly as to 
any person elected what particular term he will have in such 
cases. The Legislature of Idaho knew as much as the Legisla- 
ture of any other State in like circumstances would know, but 
with respect to the classes to which the persons elected should 
belong as Senators, that was known long before the Legislature 
of Idaho met. It was determined by the previous classification 
of the series of Senators elected from the new States. 

I find here inthe Congressional Directory—I have not referred 


| to the official journals of the Senate, because I think Mr. Michael's 


compilation is taken, and taken very correctly, without a single 
error, from those official journals—I find that the classification 
in the State of Wyoming, which fixed that in the State of Idaho, 
embraced two Senators, CAREY and WARREN, one of whom was 
assigned to the class of 1895, and one of whom was assigned to 
the class of 1893. This was done in December, 1890, before the 
meeting of the Idaho Legislature, and this classification made it 
a necessity that the two Senators elected from Idaho could not 
belong to 1893 or 1895—those classes would be too largely in- 
creased—but they must belong, one to the series of 1891, and the 
other to the series of 1895, in order to keep up the equality of 
the classes, for that is one of the rules of classification. 

When the Legislature of Idaho met, then, it was fully known, 


| and it was known before they met, that there were two Senators 


to be elected from that State, one belonging to the class of 1891, 
whose terms expired March 3, 1891, and the other to the class of 
1895; and it must have been just as fully known as it is known to 
us to-day that as to one Senator, whoever he might happen to be 
in the drawing of lots, the expiration of his term on March 3, 
1891, would create a vacancy which must be filled, under the lan- 
guage of the law, by the Legislature of Idaho in session next be- 
fore the vacancy occurred. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. TURPIE. I prefer not to be interrupted. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the Senator was mistaken in the 
date. I wish to call his attention to the fact that Wyoming was 
admitted in the same year the Idaho Legislature met. 

Mr. TURPIE. Isaidthe same. Iwas speaking of the admis- 
sionof Wyoming asoccurring in 1890, and its two Senators, CAREY 
and WARREN, were seated here before the Legislature of Idaho 
met. 











1892. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 1399 


The Wyoming classification made it an unavoidable necessity | been here; he has appeared; he has qualified; he has run his 
\ 


that one of the two Senators first elected from the State of Idaho 


should belong to the class of 1891, and that his term should ex- 
pire on the 3d of March, 1891, and the Legislature of Idaho, which 
met in December and continued in session until 1891, was the 


Legislature next before the occurrence of that vacancy. Thislaw | 
and these facts, as I said before, were as well known to the Legis- | 


lature, to the people, to the aspirants in Idaho, indeed to every 


| 
| 


citizen of the United States, or might have been upon inquiry, | 
as they are to us to-day. There could be nothing like inoppor- | 
tunity; there could be nothing like surprise; there could be noth- | 
ing like suddenness of action depriving an aspirant to this office | 


of legal rights or lawful rights in this election, because the facts 
were patent, notorious, and to be gathered from public records 
by every one who was interested in them long before the action 
of the Idaho Legislature. 

It is very singular, however, that this rank heresy, as I must 


denominate it, that the Senatorial election is a legislative pro- | 
ceeding, crops out again in this case. After we have decided ex- | 


pressly adverse to it in the case from Florida it crops out again 
in this case with respect to the meaning of the term ‘‘ organiza- 
tion.” It is based, in the first place, upon the doctrine that the 
Legislature of a State is the judge of its own organization; that 
this Senate can not judge of the organization. 

I think, sir, there is one fact which the Legislature of a State 
are judges of, and only one thing, in a Senatorial election; they 
are judges of the election and qualification of their own members, 
and being such judges they may determine absolutely who shal! 
constitute the members of the two houses, and in determining 
that they determine also who shall constitute the members of the 
joint convention, and that is the only thing that they can judge. 
We judge’of everything else. 

Will it be contended that this body is not a judge of the elec- 
tion and qualification of its own members? How then shall we 
judge of the election of our own members under the act of 1866 or 
the traditional mode pursued before the adoption of the act? 

In the first place, we must determine where the election oc- 
curred, as that of Mr. Dubois did, in a joint convention; we must 
determine with respect to the validity of such joint convention 
and the time at which it was held, and the steps precedent to its 
organization. In order, then, to determine the validity of this 
joint convention we must determine whether necessary steps were 
taken to form it on the day after the second: Tuesday after the 
meeting and organization of the Legislature. We must deter- 


mine then, in determining the day after the initial day of the | 


proceedings of the joint convention, when the second Tuesday 
and when the first Tuesday occurred, and especially when the or- 
ganization of the two houses occurred, and to determine that we 
must determine what the organization of the two houses is, what 


the organization transpire? We judge of these things because 
it is necessary for us in order to adjudicate the one thing, the le- 
gality of the election in this case. 

Now, sir, there are a number of objections taken to this elec- 
tion which apply with equal force to Mr. McConnell and Mr. 
SHOUP. For example, it is said that on the day when the two 


houses met separately they only voted once, when it is claimed | 


they ought to have voted three times, because there were three 
Senators to elect. That is an objection taken to the validity of 
the joint convention. Then, again, it is saidin the manner of an 


objection also they did notdetermine when they voted for what | 


Senator they voted, whether it was for the long term or for the 
short term or the term to fill the vacancy occurring on the 3d of 
March, 1891. Thatis an objection also to the validity, as they 


+ 
race; his Senatorial course is finished, and yet he was elected b 
a joint convention, this same joint convention, this joint conven- 
tion following the separate action of the two houses, which did 
not specify for whom they voted, nor for what term they voted, 
and which ought to have been held under some different resolu- 
tion or in some different mode. He was elected by this joint 
convention, and I take it that, with respect to him, it would be 
the height of injustice for us, in his absence and after the com- 


pletion of his term, to go to work and question the validity of 
the title by which he sat and acted here. It can not lenied 


that he was a Senator. He exercised every function of a Sena- 
tor. How, then, shall it be questioned, and how will you make 
it out, that it is not these very questions, the resolutions, and the 
indefiniteness of the vote and irregularity of the other prefatory 
proceedings here reliedupon? Are they notall res adjudicata ani 
res Juncta by the action of this body? No objections were ma 
to that Senator’s qualification or admission. 

Indeed these same objections may be urged now to the right 
of the sitting Senator, Mr. SHouP. His election is as ob 
and as obnoxious to every objection, as far as it proceeds from the 
action of the joint convention, as the election of Mr. Dubois. 

Was Mr. McConnell a lawful Senator? No one can question 
it. Is Mr. SHOUP, the sitting member, a lawful Senator? What 
objections have ever been made to the legality of his right whil 
he has been acting here? Then, Mr. Dubois, quoad hoc, as 
as these thing's are concerned, is also a lawful Senator. 

Now, what is meant by the term ‘organization?’ I do not 


| think the word in the statute of 1866 has any special local or pro- 


| 





claim, of the proceedings of the jointconvention. Itisalsoclaimed | 
that the houses passed resolutions fora jointconvention, making | 


no mention of a third Senator. 

Now, sir, to begin with, I do not think that the two houses, 
after they have held a separate meeting and taken a vote, if 
they do so, have anything to do further as houses with the joint 
convention. Itmakes no difference whether they passed a reso- 
lution or not. The joint convention does not depend upon the 
action of the two houses, and after the houses have once failed 
to hold proceedings or failed to elect; the joint convention is 
created by the act of Congress, and whether they passed a reso- 
lution for one, two, or three Senators, or whether they passed a 
resolution at all, whether the house invited the senate or the 
senate invited the house, or whether there was any movement, 
reciprocal or otherwise, between the two bodies with respect to 
the joint convention, is wholly immaterial. It was the duty of 
every member of each house to meet, under the act of Congress, 
and organize the joint assembly. 

But if there was anything in the validity of these objections, I 
wish for a moment to call the attention of Senators to our posi- 
tion on them. Mr. McConnell must be congratulated. He has 


vincial meaning. It isclaimed here under thisconstruction t 
the term ‘' organization” applies to the officers of the two houses, 
and that the two houses must judge of the organization. What 
would be the effect of such an adjudication, of such a judgment by 
us? The effect would be to break down the practice entirely of 
electing by joint convention and to vitiate wholly the act of 1866. 
In such a case, wherever the two houses differed politically with 
respect to such an election, one of the houses would delay any 
declaration of organization, and might even goso far as to declare 
itself unorganized in order to defeat a Senatorial election. 

We know what the strength of partisan motives and purposes 
is, and if we abdicate our own authority and do not perform the 
duty devolved on us of judging when the organization occurred 
and what the organization is, the State senate or house would 
refuse to elect a doorkeeper until the time of the election was 
pushed beyond a legislative session, and the formation of a joint 
convention would always depend upon the action of one of the 
houses, the very thing which the statute intended to guard 


against, and it would be determined bya question about whether 


f the | the house of representatives of Idaho had yet elected its chaplai: 
is the very act that constitutes the organization of the two houses. | 
When we have reached that point then the question is, when did | 


because without a chaplain the organization is not complete; he 
is one of the officers, it seems, of the Legislature of Idaho. 

[do not think that the term ‘‘organization” in the act, as I 
have said before, has any provincial or local meaning. If you 
give itsuch meaning as that, if it has such significance, then 
organization, the actof organization, would denominate, describ 
and be defined by a series of actions as variant as the numbei 
of the States—forty-four. There would be forty-four different 
meanings of the word organization, forty-four variant descrip- 
tions of acts which constitute organization, for in our Legisla- 
ture we have only a principal clerk and assistants, a doorke 
and a sergeant-at-arms. Many of the States have not even 
many officers. Some of the States have no sergeant-at-ari 
some of the States have no doorkeepers, and those two of 
are consolidated. 

The majority of the States have no such officer as chaplain o 
doorkeeper, and by law no such officer as a journal clerk; 


simply assistant of the principal secretary. [donot think ther 
are two States in the Union in which under this inter) ation 
‘‘organization’’ would mean the same. [do not recall any two 


States in the Union which, in respect to officers of legislat 
bodies, are alike. 

I reject, then, that interpretation, not warranted by the 
guage, not warranted by the specific term used, and e¢ 
unwarranted by the purpose and object of the act of | 
which was certainly amongst other things to enforce, as far : 
Federal legislation could do it, uniformity in the p ‘ 
electing United States Senators, whether it was done by the 
action of the two houses or by a joint convention composed of 
the members of both. 

[ think the conjunction ‘‘or” in the statute, quoted in one of 
these briefs, in which it is said that ‘ if they have failed toelect 
or have failed to take proceedings” connects disjunctively two 
alternatives which are precisely the equivalent in effect of each 
other. The same consequence follows whether there is no elec- 
tion by the meeting, and the separate voting of the two ho 
or whether there have been no proceedings taken to have a sep- 


| 
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arate vote of the two houses. The alternatives are precisely 
equivalent and coincident in meaning. I think every successive 
step unsuccessfully taken is comprised in the word failure, and 
every successful step in the case of election is comprised in that 
word, and whether there was one ballot, or two ballots, or three 
ballots, or no ballot at all taken, or no meeting held of the two 
houses separately, neither of these affects the validity of the 
joint convention. 

[ have heard the expression used here that this section seemed 
to imply compulsory action to hold aseparate meeting of the two 
houses and to hold a joint convention. I do not think the statute 
is compulsory at all. I do not see how it can be. There are no 
pains and penalties prescribed. Recollect, Senators, we are deal- 
ing here with the Legislature of a sovereign State—I will not 
apologize for using the word—and it is impossible physically to 
compel either of these meetings. It would be a much better in- 
terpretation to say the object and purpose of the statute is in the 
first instance to give to the houses separately a chance to elect, 
but if they will not avail themselves of that opportunity, to give 
to the majority of the two houses an opportunity to elect. It is 
a most liberal statute, without compulsion, and I think without 


mandate or direction, except that substantially it should be obeyed * 


by the Legislature. 

“Now, if Congress had gone on and expressly prescribed that 
the failure of one house should justify the subsequent holding of 
a joint assembly, I would say that would be sufficient, for in con- 
struing these two alternatives connected by ‘‘ or ” I would reason, 
«a fortiori, if the failure of one house causes the joint assembly to 
be called, the failure of two houses can do no less. If the failure 
of one house is a basis for the organization and existence of the 
joint convention, the failure of both would certainly have no less 
effect. 

But Congress has not left this matter indefinite. It has not 
left even a corner for a doubt in the language of the act, for in 
one of these alternatives it is said ‘‘upon the failure of either 
house.” In this discussion I have heard it said either means 
one. Either means one of two. I do not believe that either 
ever means one, or that it means one of twoonly. ‘ Either” 
always implies two, at least, and it includes both where the con- 
text is confined only to two objects or subject-matters. ‘‘ Either” 
can not be used with respect to one house or any other object, 
and hence it is never used with respect to the unit absolute. 
The Christian can not say in reference to the Supreme Being, 
‘either God.” It is a contradiction in terms. Neither can any 
one correctly say in speaking of the principal luminaries of the 
solar system, ‘‘either sun” or ‘‘either moon.” They may speak 
of ‘*‘either moon of Jupiter,” because there are several; of 
‘either star,” because there are many in the firmament; of 
‘‘either pole,” with reference to the extremities of the earth's 
axis, because there are two; of ‘‘ either tropic,” for the same rea- 
son; but you can not say ‘‘ eitherequator.” The use of the term 
‘‘either” with reference to a single subject-matter is thus shown 
to be contrary to the very genius of the language, as well as to 
the usus loquendi. It is wholly inadmissible. 
yress has prescribed by the strongest intendment three things 
upon the failure of the house, or the failure of the senate, or the 
failure of both house and senate to take proceedings or to elect, 
the joint convention is in either conjunction of, circumstances 
called into existence and authorized to supply their default. 

But it is said, sir, that this joint convention must be held on 
the day after the second Tuesday after the meeting and organi- 
zation of the Legislature. What, then, is the organization of 
the two houses? The word is used here as it always is in statutes 
when it is not otherwise expressed. It is used in its ordinary 
signification, just as you would speak of the organization of any 
other public body or the organism of the human body, of any 
body which is composed of members, of any entity necessary to 
which there is a composition or organization. It is defined to 
be the putting in readiness of a public body for operation, for the 
of its functions. Organization does not imply, neither 
does it require, any exercise of function. It is wholly indifferent 
whether the Legislature of Idaho passed a bill or offered to pass 
a bill or did anything else after they organized. 

The Legislature, 1 was going to say, by which I had the honor 
of being chosen passed no law. There was a deadlock from the 
beginning to the close of the session, but nobody doubted that 
they could have passed lawsif they had wished to. The question 
is not whether the Legislature passed any laws or elected any 
officers or did any legislative act, but whether it was in the con- 
dition to exercise its functions, whether it was in astate of readi- 
ness to exercise its functions, and these functions are not declared 
or defined by the Legislature and do not depend on any action of 
the Legislature. They are defined and declared in this case by 


exercise 


| newed? 


the constitution of the State of Idaho and conferred upon a cer- | 


tain number of persons chosen by the people, who meet at a cer- 
tain time and place. 


| tion and are parts of the organization. 
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When, then, issuch a body organized? In other words, when 
is it placed in a state of readiness to exercise its functions? I 
find here in the journal of the two houses that on Monday, the 
8th day of December, all the members of the house met—their 
names are given here—in the hall at the capitol, that they ap- 
peared severally and were qualified by one of the justices of the 
supreme court, and took their seats. I find also upon page 30 of 
the same book that all the members of the senate on the same 


| day, Monday, the 8th of December, at the place appointed by law, 
| appeared, were qualified, and took their seats. 


Now, sir, that was not only a perfect organization, but a full 
organization of both houses of the Legislature of the State of 
Idaho. The moment a quorum appeared and were sworn there 
was an organization; there was a perfect organization. Nothing 
could be added to it. Nothing could be added to its powers or 
its functions the moment the call passed the quorum number; 
but here was something more. There were no absentees; the 
whole body appeared; and that is the reason that it was not only 
a perfect but a full and complete organization of both houses. 

I know Senators say, ‘‘ Why, certainly this can be no organi- 
zation; they must go on and elect a secretary, a doorkeeper, a 
sergeant-at-arms, and a chaplain; that is one of the functions of 
But what is the house? The house is the body or- 
ganized. Cana body unorganized choose a doorkeeper, choose 
even a speaker? If they can, let us look at the consequence of 
that position. To assume that anything but the organization 
can choose the speaker, the doorkeeper, or any other officer, is 
to assume that the Legislature can add to its own number. 

I know it is very common on the first day of the session to 
choose these officers, but before they are chosen the functions 
under the constitution and powers of the Legislature are defined, 


| and defined as belonging to the house or to the senate;‘that is, a 


quorum of either of these bodies. What additional function or 
power or authority or what increase of either is given to the 
house orto the senate by the election of a doorkeeper or a chap- 
lain? Yousay these are constituent parts of the organization 
and that the organization can not be completed without the elec- 
tion of these officers. I ask what part of the legislative function 
doeither of these officers exercise? What partof the lawmaking 
power is confided to or devolved upon the doorkeeper, upon the 
chaplain, upon the janitor, upon the journal clerk? 

The constituent members of an organization must all be en- 
dowed with equal functions. When we find a person outside of 
the organization, having none of its functions, he must be con- 


| sidered as a stranger, extraneous to the organization, foreign to 


the body, entirely foreign to it. I might, sir, hold, in case it 
vere necessary—it is simply obiter here in this case—I might hold 
that an organization of a legislative body was not complete until 
a presiding officer was chosen; but I would not hold it on the 
ground that the choice of a presiding officer was necessary to 
complete the organization, because I know that nothing but the 
organization can make such achoice. Less than the organiza- 


| tion can not doit; less than a quorum can not do it. But I would 
I think that Con- | 


hold, under certain circumstances, that the presiding officer of 
either house was a partof the organization, and might be so 
valled because he was so nearly related to, and so closely ccn- 
nected with the organization, and always a member of the house; 
at all events, that he might be considered as a part of it; but I 
would go no further, sir. 

After the house had met and chosen aspeaker and after the sen- 
ate had taken the oath and been qualified and the lieutenant-gov- 
ernor appears, authorized under the constitution of the State to 
preside, the organization of each of those houses is complete and 
perfect. The most definite and concrete description of organi- 
zation, in fact it is the interpretation of the term given in law 
writers and in legislative writers, is the quorum. The quorum 
is the house, the number necessary to transact business, to elect 
officers, and exercise all other functions; and the house in that 
meaning must be in existence before any of these functions can be 
exercised. The quorum is the house; the house is the organiza- 
tion; the quorum is the organization; and in this case the quorum 
in both houses appeared on the first Monday, the 8th of Decem- 
ber. 

This may be shown by the succeeding history of legislative 
bodies. Supposing all the members appear, ora quorum appear 


| on the first day of the session, and there is an organization, yet 


some time afterwards the organization may be interrupted and 
the functions of the body may be temporarily suspended. How? 
By an absence of members large enough to leave not a quorum 
in the body. What follows? How shall the function of fegisla- 
tion be restored? How shall the suspended organization be re- 
There is no other way, except to procure the attendance 
of absentees up to the quorum line. 

But you say that the employés are necessary to an organiza- 
Would it do any good in 


' the absence of a quorum to suggest to the presiding officer that 
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the Secretary is in his seat, the Chief Clerk is in his seat, the 
Sergeant-at-Arms is in his chair, and all the employés of the 
Senate are present? I do not think it would amend the matter 
at all. I have heard of many ways of counting a quorum, but I 
have never heard of a presiding officer within the metes and 
bounds of civilization who counted the employés to make one. 
one Why are they not to be counted if they are part of 

he organization, constituent parts of the body, necessary to its 
organization, without which it can not act, and the gentlemen 
say without which its functions are lost? Why may they not be 
counted? But supposing we have gone on and procured the at- 
tendance of members up to the quorum line and we look around 
and find the employés all gone. 
legislative functions? Not a moment. 
presiding officer were gone; we would supply his place and every 
other in thirty minutes. 


Does that interfere with the | 
I do not care, sir, if the | 
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So that it will be seen as to these parties held to be necessary | 


and constituent elements in an organization that neither their 


yresence nor their total absence affects the legality of the organ- | 


ization or affects its functions in any way whatever. Yes, sir; 
we may elect officers of the house at any time, but we can not 
elect constituent members; we can not choose them. They have 
to be sent for. There is this distinction between attachés and 
instrumentalities and constituent parts of a legislative body or 
any other public deliberative body. They are to be chosen by 
our masters. As to the tools, the instruments—I wish to speak 
with all respect—as to the means of carrying on the exterior 
labor and the work of the organization, of course the secretary 
is the pen, the sergeant-at-arms is the hand and shoulder, and 
the doorkeeper may be the shovel and broom, but they are not 
parts of the organization. 

The human body isa very complex organization. A man might 
be insuch circumstances as to be compelled to write, and he might 
say: ‘‘I can not write. I amwilling towrite; I am able to write; 
I know how to write; but without pen and ink and paper I can 
not write.” Does it follow, then, that this pen, ink, and paper 
are a part of the human organism, although they may be very 
necessary to the exercise of some things which are imposed 
upon it? 

I take issue with gentlemen who say it is impossible to legis- 
late until officers are chosen. We may simply by designation, as 
the Senat®r occupying the chair now occupies it in this manner, 
authorize any member of this body to perform the duties of the 
highest officer in it. Why not, then, designate members to per- 
form other inferior duties, one at the desk, one at the door. | 
have frequently seen a member of a legislative body carrying a 
message either to the governor or to the other house, engross his 
own bill, enroll it, and read it at the desk. I amcertain there is 
no duty performed here by an officer which can not be performed 
by a member. 
for any officers. 
venience. 


There is no such thing as an absolute necessity | 
They are wholly matters of convention and con- 


These views, sir, are very well supported, if they needed any 


een by a somewhat careful analysis of part of the firstclause 
in the section relating to the formation and action of the joint 
assembly. It is said that: 


On the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization of the Legis- 
lature. 


Now, sir, it seems to me it must be conceded in that clause that 
‘*meeting” refers to the Legislature and that organization refers 
to the Legislature. To supply the ellipsis there made by the 
word ‘‘and,” it would be meeting of the Legislature and the or- 


ganization of the Legislature, or the meeting of the Legislature | 


and the organization of the same. The same body meets which 


organizes, and the same collection of persons organize who meet. | 


Now, sir, [ can very well understand how members elect of a 
legislative body can meet each other at the capitol under ap- 
pointment and in accordance with law, make each other's ac- 
quaintance, be recognized, be identified, meet the officer who is 
charged with their appearance and qualification, and meet the 
general public, which generally assembles on the first day of the 
session to witness this ceremony. I can conceive that very well 
vith respect to members; but how are the doorkeeper, the sec- 
retary, and the sergeant-at-arms to meet at this time? Why, it 
is not known who they are. What credentials have they, what 
commission, what certificate? How can such creatures—I use 
the word with all possible respect—as these meet before their 
creation? They are not even created; they are not even in ex- 
istence; and yet it is very certain that the members must meet, 
and that the same persons meet as those who organize. 

This word ‘‘ meet” is used in all the statutes and constitutions 
of the States in respect of the time when the Legislature shall 
come together. It refers always to the members of the Legis- 
lature. The word “organization” rightly interpreted in this 
clause refers tothe same persons. It will be seen, therefore, that 
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from any correct interpretation of this clause, officers, as they 
are sometimes called, are wholly excluded. 

The term ‘temporary organization” and ‘‘ permanent organ- 
ization,” as it is used relating to ofticers, means nothing at all, 
and has no relation tothe act of 1866. All the officers, as has been 
remarked here, of a legislative body are transient, temporary; 
none of them are permanent. You may say the Senate is per- 
manently organized to-day, and soitis, because there is a quorum 
present, not because there is a Secretary and a Sergeant-at-Arms 
here, for we can remove those officers at anytime. There is no 
reference in the clause to the officers of either House. 

The permanent organization refers to the organization with- 
out any adjective. The organization of a legislative 
lates only to its members; and when enough of its members 
meet and are qualified, the organization is perfected and com- 
pleted. I must ask Senators a moment to contrast this inter- 
pretation with that travesty which has been sought to be forced 
upon this body in respect of the meaning of thisterm. ‘ Organ- 
ization,” meaning the qualification and the admission of a quorum 
or all the membership of a legislative body, is an act everywhere 
known, recognized, acknowledged, and always under all circum- 
stances and in all places the same. It is the same ceremony. 
The act of organization of the Legislature of Massachusetts un- 
der this significance is the same as the act of organization of the 
Legislature of Idaho. The newest and the oldest States both 
comply with it. It is the same in California as itis in Maine. 
It isthe same all over the free political world wherever the phrase 
‘*free parliament” has had course-—and it has had magnificent 
course since 1688, when it was first used—wherever this phrase 
of a “free parliament” is used among English-speaking people, 
this act of organization, and none other, that is, the appearance 
and qualification of members of a legislative body, is confessed 
and acknowledged as the beginning of legislative life, the com- 
mencement, the origin of organized parliamentary existence. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish the Senator would withdraw that. to 
allow me to make a motion to proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
52 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, February 25, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 


body re- 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations received by the Senate February 24, 1892. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Charles F. Gardner, of Sacramento, Cal., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Sacramento, Cal., vice John F. Linthicum, term 
expired. 

NAVAL CONSTRUCTOR. 

Assistant Naval Constructor Samuel W. Armistead, a resident 

of Virginia, to be a naval constructor in the United States Na 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Fe bruary 24, 1892. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Rowland B. Mahany, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Ecuador, 

CONSULS. 

James Leitch, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Belize. 

Charles W. Erdman, of Kentucky, to be consul of the Unite 
States at Breslau. 

COMMISSIONER OF NAVIGATION. 

Edward C. O’Brien, of New York, to be Commissioner of Nay- 

igation. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Charles F. Roberts, of California, to be collector of customs 

for the district of Humboldt, in the State of California. 
ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Robert E. Browne, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 


merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of 
York. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. ton 
WEDNESDAY, February 24, 1892. | 


I House met : 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev 
W.H. MILBuRN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PACIFIC BRANCH NATIONAL SOL naar HOME. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Ho ise al r from the Actin 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, submitting an estimate of ap- | 
propriation for improvements of the Pacific Branch of the Na- | 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1893; which was referred to the Committee on 





Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
INDUSTRIAL CHRISTIAN HOME ASSOCIATION, UTAH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
chairman of the Utah Commission, acting as a board for the man- 
agement and control of the Industrial Christian Home Associa- 
tion of Utah, transmitting the report of the operations of t 
association; which was referred to the Committee on the T: - 
4 and ordered ¢o } en tens | 
ut 5S. alld OPriut A ) ) Tillveu. 


DEATH OF HON. PRESTON B. PLUMB. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following reso- 


‘ 


lutions from the Senate; which were read: 





I ed, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Preston B. Plumb, late a Senator from the State of Kansas. 
Resolved, That as a mark of r *t to the memory of the deceased 


isiness of the Senate be now nded, to enable his associates to pay 


proper tribute of regard to his high character and distinguished public ser 
ices 


i lved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions | 
to the House of Representatives j 
The SPEAKEI These resolutions will lie on the table for 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 


for ten days, on account of important business. 


THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I am directed by the Committee on Labor | 
to report the resolution which I send to the desk, and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Labor be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to investigate and make inquiry 

First. Whether the continuance of the law of June 25, 1868, known as the 
eight-hour law, and its practical enforcement according to the intent and 


purpose thereof, is desirable,or whether there exist substantial reasons which 





demand a repeal of » Same 

Second. If said lawshould in the opinion of the committee, be maintained | 
an nforces en to investigate and inquire by what methods and in what 
manner and to what extent the said law is evaded and disregarded by those 
charged with the responsibility of its enforcement 


Third. What amendments or provisions of law are required to secure the 
practical enforcement of said law according to its true intent and purpose 














Fou Whether any convict labor is being used by the Government of the 
United States or any contractor or subcontractor in the construction or re- 
pair of its public buildings or ether public works 

Fifth. Whether the productof convict labor is being furnished to or for the | 
u Det ment of the Government, and whether the product of con- | 
v i upon public buildi: rr Other public works of the 
mm 

ki hat for the purpose of enabling > committee to carry out the 
pur of t foregoing res utd man ito mal aninvestigationandinquiry | 
thereby authorized, the said committee is he y authorized to send for per- 

papers, and to compel t sttendance of Witnesses and the produc- 
t lj at it iri and to administer oatl 
SPEAKER Is the objection to the present considera- 
{ this resolution‘ 
McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, let us have 
the port 1 ud 
Mr. TARSNEY. I can exp lain the matter in a moment. 


Che report is lengthy. 


TARSNEY I ¢ unanimous consent to occupy a min- 
ute in an explanation which, I think, will satisfy the gentleman 
fr Per M [LLIN 

the SP Nn. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
pre 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Labor has 
now pendine before it: number of bills, the purpose of which is 
to: nd what is known as the eight-hour law; also a n es 
other b to prohibit the use of convict labor upon the public 
W of the United States, and to prohibit the use of the prod- 
ur abor by the Departments of the Government. The 
committe absolutely without any information as to whether 
convict labor is or has recently been employed by the United 
States Government upon its public works, or whether the prod- 


uct of convict labor has been used by the Government. 


> committee is aware of the fact that from 1868 to 1884, as is 
shown by the official records, what is known as the eight-hour 
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law has been disregarded in respect to what is contended to have 
been the object and purpose of that law. Whether it has beer 
| disregarded since the date last named the committee has no in- 


| formation. If it has been or is disregarded, it is but justice to 


the officials of the Gove rome nt charged with the responsibility 
of its enforcement that they should have an opportunity of show- 


| ing why its enforcement is impracticable, or for what other rea- 
son it has not been enforced, and if there be any substantial 
g | ground for its repeal, 


that such officials have the opportunity to 
show it. On the other hand, if it is the purpose now, as it was 
in 1868, that this measure should be enforced asa part of the 
legislation of the country, then we ought to know what remedial 
measures are necessary to secure its absolute enforcement. 

The Committee on Labor does not desire to make reports, either 
favorable or otherwise, on any of these measures without having 
at hand full data or information to determine what action is nec- 
essary. We simply ask authority, therefore, that the committee 
itself may make an investigation here in the city of Washington; 


| not to go through the country; not to take a junketing trip for 


this purpose, or to spend money in traveling to get the informa- 
tion needed, but to send here in the city of Washington for the 
officers of the Government and those persons who have informa- 
tion to give us, in order that the committee may determine, 

t, whether any legislation is required on the subject; and, sec- 


firs 


| ond, if any is required, of what eens xr itshould be, and with- 


out any expenditure w bateve -by the Government. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


| tion of the resolution? 


Mr. HOLMAN. The resolution was not distinctly mane in this 
part of the Hall, and I hope it may be again reporte 

The resolution was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no ne 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I suggest to my colleague 
on the committee that the language of the resolution is a little 
defective in one particular. It provides for an investigation as to 
whether the law ‘“‘is evaded.” I would suggest that he also add 
the words ‘‘ or has been evaded.” 

Mr. TARSNEY. [I accept the suggestion and modify the reso- 
lution accordingly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would like to have that portion ef the res- 
olution reported as it will stand with this modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Second, if said law should, in the peice of thecommittee, be maintained 
and enforced, then to investigate and inquire by what methods and in what 
manner and to what extent the said law is or has been evaded, etc 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would suggest that the word ‘ being ” be 
inserted; so as to read: “ is being or has been evaded,” etc. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That is correct. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I accept the modification. 

The resolution as modified was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. TARSNEY, the motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 1183) to extend the privileges of the transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the port of San- 
dusky, Ohio; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 45) to regulate licenses to the proprie- 
tors of theaters in the city of Washington, D.C. 

REPORT ON SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, on the 1ith instant the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] introduced a resolution 
to print 10,000 copies of House Report No. 249, with the views of 
the minority, on the free coinage of silver. Subsequently, on the 
19th, he asked for an order of the House to do the same print- 
ing, which order wasmade. The latter order has been executed, 
and the 10,000 copies of this document have been printed at the 
Government Printing Office and are ready for distribution. 

I ask, therefore, to return from the committee the original 
resolution, and that it be ordered to lie on the table, the subse- 
quent order having been executed. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will now call the committees 
under the rule, for reports. 
WASHINGTON AND MARYLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 
Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 4667) to incorporate the Washing- 
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ton and Maryland Railroad Company; which was referred to the | | money paid to officers of the One hundred and thirt 








i iird iveg 
House Calendar. ment West Virginia Militia for services rend during tl 
4 MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. = bellion; ala , sae 
| <A bill (S. 1079) for the relief of Assistant i r Howard D. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- | Potts, United States Navy: 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill A bill (S. 1094) granting the right of way to the Dulu id 
and joint resolution of the following titles: Manitoba Railroad Company acro he Fort Pembina reserva- 
; A bill (H. R. 435) to provide an additional mode of taking dep- | tion, in North Dakota; — 
03 ositions of witnesses in causes pending in the court sof the United \ bill (S. 1136) providing for t a yuilding 
i States; and at the city of Tacoma, in the State of Wa 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 81) investigating mining débris in A bill (S. 1189) for the establishment of : ; t on thi 
California. Government breakwater recently « str ut «Bride ort 
It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fi Conn.: 
lowing titles; in which concurrence was requested: A bill 1196) to facilitate the set ent ; r arrea 
A — S. 12) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior tosettle | of pay and bounty: 
the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, late \ bill (S. 1222) to protect tl aces of 
Unite d States Indian agent at Union Agency, Indian Territory, \ bill (S. 1241) to amend an act entit 
' for services and expenses; Minneapolis Industrial Exposition, t ield annually in th 
bill (S. 17) for the relief of John F’. W. Dette; city of Minneapolis. State of Minnesota.” approved March 3. 1887: 
A bill (S. 46) for the relic tof William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, \ bill (S. 1280) to amend an a \y ' 
j Thomas Waters, and William T. Haskins; tion 4178. Revised Statutes. in atio ne of ¥ 
A bill (S. 78) mditnn an appropriation for the improvement of | names at bow and stern. and also to 
the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, I la.; draft,” approved February 21], 1891: 
: A bill (S. 111) for the relief of Orin R. McDaniel; \ bill (S. 1351) to provide for the purch of a site an 
4 A bill (S. 209) to place Henry Zell on the retired list of the | tion of buildings for the Girls’ Reform S ol of 4 District 
: Army; Columbia: 
: 4 A bill (S. 216) granting to the State of Washington certain A bill (S . 1498 for the establishment of additional aids to na 
; lands therein situated for the purpose of a fish hatchery; ication in Tampa Bav. Florida: 
q A bill (S. 246) for the relief of Thomas A. McLaughlin; A bill (S. 1 631 Shane ish a life-sa\ n at ( Head 
; A bill (S. 247) for the relief of Henry E. Rhoades; on the coast of Massachusetts: 
A bill (S. 268) for the relief of C. M. Shaffer; | . A bill (S. 1632) for the establishment of a light and fog-signa 
f A bill (S. 273) for the relief of the trustee of St. Joseph’s Cath- station near Butler Flats. Ne Bedford. Ma 3: and : 7 
olic Church at MavGuaivace, W. Va.; A bill (S. 1775) to fix the compensation of keepers al rews of 
A bill (S. 276) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist | life-savine stations. 
Episcopal Church of Martinsburg, W. Va.; 4 further message from the Senate. by Mr. PLATT. one of it 
A bill (S. 284) for the relief of William F. Wilson; secretaries. announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
A bill (S. 298) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles | 2315) to protect t foreion exhibit it the World’s¢ ’ in J 
S. Tripler; | position from prosecution for exhibiting wares protect 
A bill (S. 318) for the relief of Joseph Johnson; American pat in ind trad: arks: in which concurrence was 
f A bill (S. 333) for the relief of Henry Unterleiter, alias Cook quested. 
or Koch; ‘. MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDEN 
A bill (S. 337) toremove the charge of desertion standing against | : a 5 fils 
the name of Joseph G. Utter: \ message in writing from the President of the United Stat 
A bill (S. 352) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administra- | W8S communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
tor of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving part- | Tetaries, In reference to the World’s Columbian Exposition. 
ner of Thayer Brothers, and others: [See Senate proceedings. | 
A bill (S. 478) for the relief of Mrs. S. B. Duvall, widow of the | The message also announced that the President hi oved 
late Rev. W. P. Duvall, deceased; and signed the bill (H. R. 4107) to change the corporate name o! 
A bill (S. 540) to continue in force all existing laws prohibiting | th National Safe D ‘posit Company, of Washington. 
and regulating the coming into this country of apn se persons EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LEE 
and persons of Chinese descent for a period of ten years, and for hye he tN aie 
other purposes; Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
A bill (S. 547) for the r tae ot Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle, | ™ee on. rinting to report back & resolution referred to that 
deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army; CORDERSSIOD SR. FESEEEROS BO PELENE SAS CULES Cemiverek Upe 
A pill (S. 592) to provide for the erection of a public building | the late Hon. W. H. FP. Lee, and ask im 0 COR Seren & 
in the city of Bismarck, N. Dak.: © Same. —- 
A bill (8. 602) for the erection of a public building for the use T® SPEAKER resolution will be read. 
; of the custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in the di the Clerk read as f WS. 
3 trict of Newport News, Va.; wae iby the H g 
i A bill(S.614) authorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas | 2’ Representative froin the State of Vis 19 5) cor he . 
3 H.Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, es shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,00: : 
to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the | # f Representatives; and the Secreta 
list of “4 d officers: ' the saul W HB Lee to nec, SS ana ' 
A bill (S. 657) for the relief of the estate of A. H. Herr, de- | _ That of the quota fu ) the | 
; ceased, \ved of the District of Columbia; Frinter shall set apart ov 
A bill (S. 726) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent | qeceased. 
at Grand Ronde Agency, State of Oregon; : 
A bill (S. 730) for the relie of of H. W. Shipley: £6 FESOLULION WAS } Gered and & 
A bill (S. 734) for the relief of John McBean, of Umatilla Vp motion Of Mr. BAG, | :, 
; County, Oregon; ol iS 1 Os 
4 A bill (S. 743) to establish a marine board for the advanc nt 
; of the interests of the merchant marine; ir. PEI a. ¢ 
; A bill (S. 744) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Tit ts t into C ani 
A LII of the Ee en oeeeren gs web te RU concerning the . on . 
es regulation of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882; The motion was a 
bee A bill (S. 776) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smi The Houso 7 
Ba deceased; Whol .~* RyNt 
i A bill (S. 780) for the rel lief of Robert H. Montgomery; The CHAI . ( 
ss A bill (S. 781) for the relief of John Li ttle and Hobart Willia 1ess 
bs of Omaha, Nebr.: The Cle 
ie A bill (S. 859) for the relief of Capt. James Regan, United \ . . R. 5974) 1 : : ; ; 
F; States Army; penses of the I yar’ t and fort ngt 
Be A bill (S. 860) for the relief of Wells C. McCool; rend 
i A bill (S. 1061) for the relief of the legal representatives of ; 
e Lewis W. Washington, deceased: 7 Clerk resumed the reading of the bill by pa 
b A bill (S. 1062) to refund to the State of West Virginia the ' ginning at line 23, page 7. Having pro l for 
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| 
Mr. PEEL said: Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to go | 


back to page 12, line 8, to the paragraph reading as follows: 

For annuity for Chief Tonasket, as per same agreement, ratified by act of 
July 4, 1884, $100. 

[ have been informed that this chief has passed out of this coun- 
try, in other words, that he is dead; and so this is no longer a 
properitem. I ask that it be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the words proposed 
to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 8, 9, and 10 of page 12, as follows: 

‘For annuity for Chief Tonasket, as per same agreement, ratified by act of 
July 4, 1884, $100.” 

Mr. PEEL. AsTI said, this chief is dead, and of course the 
Government is under no obligation to continue the appropriation 
to his heirs. I move to strike out that item. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Chairman, that item being stricken 
out, it is proper, is it not, that the next clause, containing the 
words ‘‘in all, $7,000,” should be so amended as to read: 

In all, $6,900. 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, that is necessary. That will be only cler- 
ical, however. Itis only acorrection of the footing. 

The CHAIRMAN. lf there be no objection the amendment 
of the footing will be made by the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 


CROWS. 
For eleventh of twenty-five installments, as provided in agreement with 
the Crows dated June 12, 1880, to be used by the Secretary of the Interior in 


such manner as the President may direct, $30,000 

Mr. DOCKERY said: Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Ido itsimply for the purpose of having read by the 
Clerk a letter I have received from a gentleman who is quite 
familiar with the question of Indian education. He was physi- 
cian to the Otoe Agency for more than six years, and his opinion 
is therefore entitled to much weight. 

The CHAIRMAN. The letter will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

BRECKINRIDGE, MO., February 18, 1892. 


DEAR SIR: Truth and candor compel me to say, in answer to your inquir- 
ies, that the Indian schools as at present organized and conducted are not, 
as a means of educating and civilizing the Indian, so great a success as the 


public at large has been led to believe. The maintenance of schools so far 


from the reservation is all wrong, and causes useless expenditure of time and 
money. To accomplish any good whatever, they should be located on or 
near the reservation, where the influence brought to bear upon the child 
would, to some extent, extend to the parent. The attendance at the schools 
should be made compulsory. Frequent contact between teacher, child, and 
parent and the knowledge of kind treatment to the children would go far 
toward removing the prejudice of the Indians to their children being edu- 
cated. 

[ entered the service August 28, 1885, and was relieved February 5, 1891 
My position, as physician to three tribes, brought mein daily contact with 
two schools and afforded an excellent opportunity for observation, and while 
there is much room for improvement in the agency's schools, yet, for practi- 
cal everyday service, they are of much greater benefit than are the larger 
schools, located ata distance. This is true forthe reason that the greater 
part of the work and teaching in the larger schools is impractical and useless 
to them after returning to the reservation - 

During my term of service quite a number returned from Carlisle, Pa., 








Hampton, Va., and Haskell, Kans., with fair educations and knowledge of the | 


different trades, and as there was no opportunity for employment on the res 
ervation in the different occupations for which they had been trained, their 
lives became one of enforced idleness, and without an exception they soon 
drifted back into the ways and habitsofthecamp Indian. Civilized garb was 
soon exchanged for the blanket, beads, and feathers; the house for the tepee, 
and the barbarous dance and the disgusting feast were entered into with all 
the abandon of the untutored savage. While at school they were taught all 
branches of agriculture, and we read in the reports sent out that many go out 
into the States and work in the harvest fields during vacation. When they 
return home to the reservation some are imbued with the desire to be the 
Moses to lead their people out of the wilderness up into the white man’s ways 
of civilization, but, alas, the white man’s suit of clothes, the horses, the plows, 
the hoes, etc., the necessary stock in trade, are wanting. The aid of the agent 
is invoked, and he, if anew man in the service, is also enthusiastic, and at 
once a letter goes to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs asking authority to 
purchase horses and issue plows, harrows, reapers, hoes, and perhaps a 
thrashe1 

Although the buildings are full of all such implements for the use of the 
Indian and the agent heavily bonded for the proper distribution thereof, no 
rent dare issue a single implement itil permission has been given by the 

:missioner of Indian Affairs, and tothe request of the agent three, six, and 
en twelve months go by without aresponse. During this time the poor 
ducated Indian finds his aspiration gone, and his hope is crushed out by the 
eeming indifference of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; he soon, by force 
of circumstances, drifts back to the indolent and vicious ways of his fore- 
fathers, and is lost beyond reclaim. 

In conclusion, allow me to say that in order to form a practical opinion of 
the Indian problem it is necessary that one be brought in contact with them 
in their every-day life upon the reservation. Many people have exalted 
theories, but when they are brought to the test they are found utterly im- 
practicable, and to those even who have for years worked with and for them 
the problem still remains unsolved. 

With great respect, Iam, yours truly, 








F. J. DENT. 
Hon. A. M. DocKERY, M. C., 
Washington. D. C 


Mr. DOCKERY. I withdraw my formal amendment. 


The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 
For pay of physician, two teachers, two carpenters, one miller, two farm- 


ers, a blacksmith, and engineer, per seventh article of same treaty, $9,000; 
in all, $101,000— 


Mr. STOCKDALE said: 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman what are the du- 
ties of the engineer mentioned in that paragraph? 

Mr. PEEL. Iam unable to state definitely, but this is in ac- 
cordance with the provision of the treaty. If we had any power 
to change a treaty we could strike out that item; but otherwise 
we can not. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I wassimply asking the gentleman for in- 
formation. 

Mr. PEEL. Ido not know anything more than that. I have 
never been there. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. It is a treaty provision? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. ‘That is a sufficient answer. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 

For pay of two farmers, two blacksmiths, and two apprentices, one miller 
and apprentice, and two teachers, one shoemaker, and one carpenter, %5,400— 

Mr. MILLER said: I would like to ask the chairman of the 


| committee in reference to this item. I notice that there is no 


statement here as to whether this is required by treaty stipula- 
lations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman any amendment to 
offer? 

Mr. MILLER. No,I amsimply making an inquiry with refer- 
ence to this item. I wish to know if it is required by any treaty. 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly, all these items are to carry out treaty 
provisions. 

Mr. MILLER. I notice that most of the other items are speci- 
fied as being in accordance with treaty stipulations. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman will find that all these are em- 
braced under the head of treaty stipulations. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. Having read as 
follows: 

For subsistence and civilization of the Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, Wich- 
itas, and affiliated bands, who have been collected upon the reservations set 
apart for their use and occupation, $125,000, 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona said: I rise to ask the chairman of the 
committee where these Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, and Wich- 
itas are located—on what reservation? 

Mr. PEEL. Iam not sure, but I think they are the ones lo- 
cated in the Indian Territory and in Oklahoma, and that they 
have no relation to the Apaches in Arizona. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does any member of the committee 
know exactly where they are? 

Mr. PEEL. I can only say, Mr. Chairman, that they are in 
Oklahoma Territory, near the southern boundary. I have not 
been on the reservation and can not locate them exactly, but 
they are between the ninety-eighth and one hundredth meridians. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does the chairman understand that 
the section just read does not apply to the Apache Indians in 
New Mexico? 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir: it does not apply to them at all, if I am 
correct in my information, and I think | am not mistaken. 

Mr. MILLER. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs if he can inform the House as to the 


|} number of this band. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I am unable to inform the gentle- 
man exactly as to their number. There are four different tribes 
and affiliated bands thrown together. I will say, however, to 
the gentleman that this is similar to appropriations that have 
been made heretofore for them. I am informed by the Delegate 
from Oklahoma [Mr. HARVEY] that there are about 3,000 of them 
all told. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For this amount, to subsist and properly care for the Apache and other 
Indians in Arizona and New Mexico who have been or may be collected on 
reservations in New Mexico or Arizona, #200,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs whether any of 
the money thus appropriated is expended, or ever has been ex- 
pended, in the transportation of Indians from the Territories to 
any Indian schools outside of the Territories or for the support 
of any Indians who are at any school outside of those Territories. 

Mr. PEEL. [did not quite catch the first part of the gentle- 
man’s question. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I want to know whether any of the 
appropriation, any of the money, is expended, or is proposed to 
be expended, in transporting any of the Indians from Arizona or 


| New Mexico to an eastern school and back, and for their support 
' . 
while at the school. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I think I can answer the gentle- 
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man very correctly, and say that is not thecase; and the reading 
of the item will show that. The gentleman will find when we 
get to the items under the head of ‘‘ Schools” that there is agen- 
eral appropriation for the purpose of transportation to and from 
the different schools in the United States, which can only be 
used for that purpose. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It can not, then, under this head, be 
used for their support in those schools—‘‘ to subsist and prop- 
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erly care for the Apache and other Indians in Arizona and New 


Mexico.” 

Mr.PEEL. Thatis not the languageused. Whenit is meant 
for transportation they always use the word “‘ transportation ” to 
and from. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
that way? 

Mr. PEEL. I think they do. I have no knowledge that they 
do otherwise. I have never had an opportunity to investigate 
that particular item. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
that it is so used. 

Mr. PEEL. If it is, I do not know of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If it is, I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. I will offer the amendment, and then we can hear con- 
cerning it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line 9, page 35, by adding thereto the following: 

“Provided, always, That no part of the said sum shall be expended in sup 
port of any such Indians in any school without the Territory, or in payment 
of transportation of any such Indians to or from such schools.” 

Mr. PEEL. Under my statement, if I am correct, and I think 
I am, there would be no harm in adopting that amendment. | 
do not think any part of this money was used for that purpose 
anyway. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the support, civilization, and instruction of the Shoshones, Bannocks, 


and Sheepeaters, and other Indians of the Lemhi Agency, in Idaho, includ- 
ing pay for employés, $14,000. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs how many of these 
Sheepeaters there are in Idaho. 

Mr. PEEL. I am not able to tell the gentleman what their 
number is. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the chairman please state what steps 
are taken to civilize these Sheepeaters? 

Mr. PEEL. Iam not able to inform my friend because I have 
never interrogated the Indian Office especially upon that item. 

Mr. POWERS. 


But do they always use the money 


The reason I ask that is that I think 


what processes of civilization are used by the Government? 
Mr. PEEL. I can only say, Mr. Chairman, in a general way, 
that the usual course is to put farmers and employés among them 


on which to live; to put their children in school, and teach them 
how to take care of themselves in after life in the various modes 
that would be used among other people in civilization. 

Mr. POWERS. Is there any case on record where those ef- 
forts have resulted in success? 

Mr. PEEL. Ithinkthereare. [have seenavery great many 
Indians of great intelligence, some of them are very able and ac- 
complished. . I have seen a great many thousands of them who 
are intelligent men. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are they in favor of free wool? 

Mr. PEEL. I think they are; because they are very fond of 
good blankets, and free wool would enable them to get warm 
blankets. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Are they not in favor of everything free? 

Mr. POWERS. Is there a fair prospect that the race will be- 
come extinct from it? 

Mr. PEEL. I think, if let alone, through the course of nature, 
they will become extinct. 

Mr. POWERS. Then I am in favor of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of the Navajo Indians, including pay of em 
ployés, $7,500; 

For purposes of irrigation and running sawmill onthe Navajo Reservation 
$7,500; in all, $15,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out from 
that paragraph the words ‘for purposes of irrigation and run- 
ning sawmill on the Navajo Reservation, $7,500.” 

Mr. PEEL, Before that motion is entertained I ask unani- 
mous consent to return to lines 5 and 6, page 36, and I ask that 
that paragraph be rez 

There being no objection, the Clerk read as follows: 

For the civilization of the Moqui Indians and the pay of employés, $10,000 

Mr. PEEL. Upon reading the report of the agent who has 
obarge there, I think that $6,000 will be sufficient for the pur- 


Inotice, Mr. Chairman, thatthis bill provides | 
for ‘‘ support, civilization, and instruction.” I would like toknow | 
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poses of that agency, and I therefore ask unanimous consent to 
strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘ six.” 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
this appropriation for irrigation and running a sawmill on the 
Navajo Reservation. I do not think that Congress, on an appro- 
priation bill, ought to go into the irrigation business or into the 
Before making the motion, however, I will 
submit the point of order that the paragraph contains new leg- 
islation, and should therefore be ruled out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order comes too late, the 
paragraph having been under consideration and debate. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thenl make the motion tostrikeit out. Ido 
not think that Congress ought to enact any law in relation to irri- 
gation on an appropriation bill, and I think this is the first Indian 


| appropriation bill that has included anything of that kind. 


Mr.SMITHof Arizona. Mr.Chairman, I understand thaéthis 
is the item for the Navajo Reservation, including the southern 
part of Arizona and New Mexico. 

Mr. PEEL. That is correct. 

Mr.SMITH of Arizona. Those Indians are absolutely removed 
from any facilities for obtaining lumber. They could not get 
common lumber probably at $60 a thousand feet, although they 
are in a country where they can procure plenty of lumber if 
they have the means of manufacturing it. These Navajos are a 


| peaceful body of Indians, and I think they ought to be liberally 


to try to teach them to cultivate the soil and make something | been made for these Indians. 


dealt with. To be sure, they are pretty well off, and the only 
question of doubt in my mind is as tawhether they can not afford 
to provide these things for themselves; but, if not, I hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas will not be adopted, 
because my position here is not and never has been that of oppo- 
sition to making appropriations for the benefit of any body of 
Indians who behave themselves. I think, therefore, that these 
Navajos and other Indians like them ought to be provided for, 
while, on the other hand, the Apaches and all that sort of In- 
dians ought to be dealt with on an entirely different plan. The 
facts in regard to the Navajos were before the committee when 
they recommended this appropriation, and I trust the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] will be voted 
down. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman from Arizona has stated the cas 
correctly, and in addition to his statement I wish to say that 
these Indians, who are settled up in the northern portion of Ari- 
zona and New Mexico, are very quiet, peaceable Indians, who 
almost make a support for themselves by pastoral pursuits. I 
have been upon their reservation myself and I know them. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will say to the chairman of the Committe: 
on Indian Affairs that I do not object to the sawmill, but only to 
the irrigation feature. That I do object to. 

Mr. PEEL. My friend from Texas is entirely mistaken if he 
thinks that this is the first time that such an appropriation has 
We have been making these ap- 
propriations for several years. These Indians are on a reservation 
where it is impossible to raise crops without irrigation, and we 


| have appropriated money for that purpose for a series of years, 


because everybody understands that the irrigation of one yea 
will not produce a crop the next year; it has to be kept up reg 
larly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gen 
tleman in charge of this bill whether these Indians have any 
money in the Treasury? 

Mr. PEEL. None. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They are 
tions made directly from the Treasury? 

Mr. PEEL. Thisisall the appropriation they get, 
They live by pastoral pursuits and are very quiet, 
dians. This appropriation is absolutel 
to get water for their crops, because without it they can not get 
along at all. They have no means of their own, and we have an 
agent there with them, and the committee believed that we ought 
toaid them tothisextent. It is really asmall item for this 
body of Indians located as they are. I hope the 
the gentleman from Texas will not be adopted. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection_to the sawmill, but | 
move to strike out the appropriation for the irrigatior 

Mr. PEEL. Both are in the same paragraph. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I move t irrigation 

Mr. PEEL. The $7,500 in this item provides for both the sav 
mill and the irrigation. 


supported by appropria 


1: . 
this $15,000 


pleasant In- 
ly necessary to aid them 


ary 


amendment ol 


to strike o 


Mr. KILGORE. But you propose to appropriate $15,000 - 
gether for these Indians. 
Mr. PEEL. But the other $7,500 is for another purpos 


Mr. KILGORE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will so modif 
amendment as to strike out the words * for 
tion,” and reduce the appropriation to $5,000. 
is to strike out $7,500 and insert $5,000. 


purposes of rl 


My first motion 





1406 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 





| 
} 
Mr. PEEL. I will state to the gentleman that $2,000 is all that 
vill be needed to run the sawmill. 
Mr. KILGORE. Then I move to strike out $7,500 and insert 
$2,500. 
Mr.PEEL, That is $500 more than is needed. [Laughter.] 
Mr. KILGORE. Well, I am willing to give them $500 extra. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the | 
gentleman from Texas, to strike out the word “irrigation,” and | 


e 


also to strike out ‘‘ $7,500” and insert ‘*$2,500.” 


Mr. ATKINSON. Mr.Chairman, pending that I wish to know | 


whether the Governmentof the United States is under any treaty 
obligation to furnish this money to these Navajo Indians? 
Mr. PEEL. I think not. 


Mr. DICKERSON. I would like the gentleman to explain 
what is meant in this paragraph by the word ‘‘civilization,” and 
what are the agencies which the bill contemplates for accom- 
plishing this ‘‘civilization?” 

Mr. PEEL. I supposed everybody understood the general 


| term ‘‘civilization.” It means, in this case, bringing a wild or 


savage man to be a quiet, inoffensive, good citizen. That is as 
short a definition as I can give. 
Mr. DICKERSON. Whatcharacter of agencies are employed 
in producing this ‘‘ civilization,” and to what extent is it carried? 
Mr. PEEL. The Indian Office, not the chairman of the Indian 


| Committee, administers this law. This fund is used in various 


Mr. ATKINSON. Has the gentleman investigated that ques- | 


tion? 

Mr. PEEL. I have; for I have been on the reservation my- 
self, and I have seen these Indians. We have an agency there 
looking after and caring for them. As I have already stated, 
here is a large body of these Indians living mostly by pastoral 
pursuits. As there are 15,000 or 20,000 of these Indians, gentle- 
men will readily see that $15,000 will not go far toward their 
support—will only aid in giving them a start toward cultivating 
such part of the soil as can-be cultivated by irrigation, and to- 
ward the work of running this sawmill. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Inthe opinion of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, is this appropriation necessary in order to enable these 
Indians to be self-supporting? 

Mr. PEEL. That is certainly my opinion. I think that if we 


ever expect to teach them to cultivate the soil we are bound to This appropriation was made last year as a temporary matter. 
| On examination I think it may very well be omitted from this 


assist them in this way. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Is this embraced in any treaty 
stipulation? . 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir; it comes under the head of miscellaneous 
support. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], to strike out the word “ ir- 
rigation,” in line 11, and also to strike out,in line 12, ‘*$7,500” 
and insert ‘* $2,000.” 


Mr. KILGORE. ILask a separate vote on the first proposition, | 


to strike out the word ‘‘ irrigation.” 

Mr. PEEL. If that amendment prevails, the whole amount of 
the appropriation made in this item will not be needed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I propose afterward to reduce the ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. PEEL. The two propositions had better go together. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well; I am willing that they be sub- 
mitted together if the gentleman from Arkansas prefers it. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. KILGORE, 
it was rej cted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional subsistence and civilization of the Northern Cheyenne and 
Arapahoe Indians on the Tongue River, in Montana, 825,000. 

Mr. LONG. I would like the gentleman in charge of this bill 
to state why the word *‘ additional” is inserted here. The lan- 
guage is ‘‘ for additional subsistence.” 

Mr.PEEL. Isuppose the meaning is simply that this is given 
in addition to what these Indians have received heretofore. We 
have been giving them the same amount each year. I do not 





know that they have received anything additional. This lan- | 
guage follows the estimate. I am not able to say why the | 
word *‘ additional” has been inserted unless on the ground that 


these Indians have some other means of support. The amount 
here, I believe, is the same which was carried in thelast bill. I 
repeat that we have followed the language of the estimates com- 
ing from the Indian Office, as we always do in these matters, un- 
less some reason appears for making a change. 

Mr. LONG. It occurs to me that the words ‘*‘ additional sub- 
sistence ” would carry the idea that this appropriation of $25,000 
is in addition to what has been done heretofore. 

Mr. PEEL. I suppose that is what it would necessarily mean. 
We have been providing annually for the support of the Indians 
on the Tongue River, in Montana. 

Mr. LONG. Does this $25,000 correspond with what has been 
appropriated heretofore? 

Mr. PEEL. Oh, yes; this appropriation is the same as last 
year. 

’ A MEMBER. We had betterstrike out the word “ additional.” 

Mr. PEEL. I have no objection to striking out that word. It 
appears to be superfluous and might be misleading. I do notsee 
why itis used. I move that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas will be agreed to. 

here was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and civilization of the Nez Percés Indians in Idaho, including 
pay of physician, 86,500 


ways—for farming, blacksmithing, shoemaking, teaching; for 
various purposes calculated to teach a man who knows nothing 
about providing for himself how to make his own living. 

Mr. DICKERSON. My reason for asking the question was 
that in some instances you specify farming, blacksmithing, etc., 
while in other instances all such words are omitted and the idea 
seems to be condensed in the term “civilization.” 

Mr. PEEL. That is the language of the Indian Office. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Isimply wanted to know what was meant 
by it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of the Shebits tribe of Indians in Washington 
County, Utah, to enable them to become self-supporting, purchase of animals, 
implements, seeds, clothing, and other necessary articles, erection of houses, 


and for the temporary employment of a person to supervise the purchase 
and their distribution to the Shebits, 86.000. 


Mr. PEEL. 1 move to strike out the paragraph just read. 


bill. 

The amendment of Mr. PEEL was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of the Yakamas and other Indians at said 
agency, including pay of employés, $10,000. 


Mr. HARVEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


| desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For the support and education of certain orphan and indigent Pottawato- 
mie children atthe Sacred Heart Mission in Oklahoma Territory, 85,000: Pro- 
vided, That said sum shall be paid out of any trust fund under the control of 
the United States belonging to the Citizens band of Pottawatomie Indians; 
and the same shall only be paid after the said Citizens band shall, through 
the medium ofits business committee, have given its assent to such payment. 


Mr. HARVEY. I desire to say that for a number of years past 
there has been in operation in that Territory a Catholic mission, 
and under a contract with this Citizen band of Pottawatomie 
Indians they have been supporting and educating anumber, per- 
haps averaging thirty per annum, of orphan children. Under 
an agreement with this band they were to receive the pay there- 
for outof the trust funds belonging to that tribe, inthe Treasury. 
The Indian Bureau, however, refused to recognize that agree- 
ment to pay for the support of these children, and we simply 
desire to fix it now so that the Citizen Pottawatomies can have 
access to the funds to make this payment. 

Mr.PEEL. Ilappreciate the laudable object of the amendment: 
but I remember that during the last Congress we appropriated 
$80,000 to the Citizen band of Pottawatomies for educational pur- 
poses which was in arrears. 

Mr. HARVEY. How much? 

Mr. PEEL. Eighty thousand dollars, a fund which was in ar- 
rears arising out of various neglected treaties. 

Now, I do not see why the Indian Office—because they are very 
zealous on all questions pertaining to the education of the In- 
dians—have never furnished any item for this purpose. There- 
fore, without knowing more about it, I would dislike to see such 
a provision incorporated in this bill. 

These are civilized Indians, and have property and means of 
their own, and if they desire to pay for the support and care of 
these orphan children there is no difficulty in the way, except 
that, of course, the funds could not be taken out of the general 


| trust fund belonging to the Indians without the assent of the 


tribe. It is not right to make the tribal fund available for this 
purpose without their consent. 

Mr. HARVEY. Ithink the Chairman is mistaken that this 
appropriation of $80,000 was given for educational purposes. I 
have no such information as that. The appropriation really was 
made as a payment for lands sold to the Government. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the situation is this: the Pottawatomies 
have trust funds in the possession of the Government. They have 
in their care a number of orphan children who have been main- 
tained at this school. They desire to pay for the maintenance 
and education of the children out of the trust fund. The Indian 
Bureau, I think rightfully, has decided that it could not divert 
the fund without Congressional permission. This amendment 
leaves itentirely with the Citizen band of Pottawatomies whether 
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they will apply any portion of the fund to this purpose or not. 
They have requested me to enable them to meet their obligations 
in this regard. I ask a vote on the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HARVEY, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in Arizona: For general incidental 
expenses of Indian service (including traveling expenses of agents) in Ari- 
zona, and for the support and civilization of Indians at the Colorado River 
Pima, and Maricopa and Moquis Pueblo Agencies, $12,000; and pay of em 
ployés at same agencies, $8,000; in all, $20,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I would like again to 
appeal to the committee in reference to the paragraph which 
has just been read. 

Here we have in the first part of the bill provision for the ex- 
penses of the Indian service all over the country, and we have 
now anitem providing for incidental expenses of the Indian serv- 
ice, including traveling expenses generally of Indian agents in 
Arizona, ané@ in this provision we find this same everlastingly 
recurring sentence, namely: 

For the support and civilization of Indians— 
and it goes on to provide for the Indians at the Colorado River, 
Pima, Maricopa, and Moquis Pueblo Agencies, $12,000, 

I would like to know of the committee, if they have the infor- 
mation, whether there is any available means of determining 
how much of the Colorado River, Pima, the Maricopa, and any 
other of these Indians get out of the appropriation after the ex- 
penses of traveling agents is provided for? Is notthe appropria- 
tion largely consumed in the ** civilization of visits” of the agents, 
and their traveling expenses from place to place? Do the In- 
dians actually get any part of the fund atall? If they do, how 
much? If they do not, then this appropriation ought to be in- 
creased so as to enable them to get something after the travel- 
ing agents have been paid. 

In regard to these particular Indians they are perfectly peace- 
ful and harmless, and if any Indians at all get anything from the 
Government these certainly should receive a portion of it. Here 
you provide in this bill hundreds of thousands of dollars for the 
support of the Apaches and the Sioux, while these Indians, the 
Pueblos, the Maricopa Indians, and the Pimasget nothing after 
the Indian agents are paid. 

My question then is, if the chairman of thecommittee can give 
the information, as tohow much really goes to these Indians; that 
is. what part of the appropriation they receive, if any, after the 
agents are paid? 

Mr. PEEL. I think if the gentleman from Arizona will reflect 
for a moment he will see how unreasonable such interrogatories 
are. As if the committee could designate exactly how much is 
applied to each one of the many items going to make up a bill 
iio this and specify the amount of each particular appropriation. 
It will be impossible without, of course, getting an itemized state- 
ment from the Indian Office. That is available and can be had 
by any member who desires to ask for it. 

This fund does not relate solely to the civilization of these In- 
dians, but it provides for various incidental expenses naturally 
arising in the administration of the Indian Bureau. 

Mr.SMITH of Arizona. Is nota large sum provided in the 
first part of the bill for the general purpose contemplated in this 
particular item? 

Mr. PEEL. There is a provision, of course, for the miscella- 
neous support of the Indians. But this is a small item incorpo- 
rated for incidental expenses which necessarily arise in the ad- 
ministration of the office. It is absolutely important at times to 
send an agent around amongst these various Indians, and there 
are many items of expense which the Bureau must meet which 
can not be particularized in a bill. If the items had been in the 
bill heretofore we would know exactly how to provide for them; 
but we did not have the time or the opportunity to make a per- 
sonal inspection of these various agencies, and therefore had to 
make an appropriation in this form so thatit might be available 
for the various purposes that would naturally arise in the admin- 
istration of the office. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I am not complaining of the mode of 
making the appropriation, but was desirous of ascertaining 
whether any portion of the fund really reached the Indians, and 
if so what proportion. 

In order. therefore, to meet that point, I move to strike out on 
age 38 from the word ‘‘including,” in the ninth line down to 
he word ‘‘agents” in line 10 the words— 

Including traveling expenses of agents. 

And leave the rest of the paragraph stand as it is. 

Mr. PEEL. I have no particular objection myself to the 
amendment. But there may be some matters which it is nec- 
essary to cover in this way by an appropriation, and where it is 
also necessary for an agent to make personal inspection. This 
is the usual language. I do not like to strike it out unless we 


| 


know whether itis going to cripple the service or not. Those 
who are intrusted with the administration of this service have 
it as much at heart as any gentleman in this House, and are as 
much opposed to any unnecessary ¢ as any member on 


{ 


this floor. 


In view of the fact; therefore, that we have no information 
that will warrant this change, I think we had better let it stand 
as it is. It is desirable to carry « the language in the law 

| now, rather than make an unknown change, and the Indian Bu- 


reau, of course, knows better what items will be necessary than 
we do. If youstrike out this provision it may be that the Bu- 
reau will be crippled to such an extent that it will not be able 
to send an agent to this part of the country at all, no matter 


how necessary it may be. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have ten of these special agents now. 

Mr. PEEL. Five inspectors and five special agents. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Could not one of them be detaile 

Mr. PEEL. But this item is to pay traveling expenses in- 
curred in visiting these particular Indians. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Their traveling expensesare 
vided for every day they are out. 

Mr. PEEL. Only the pay of certain inspectors. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Let on go down. 

Mr. PEEL. This amendment does not reduce the amountany. 
[ care but little about it one way or the other. I think it would 
be better to let it remain for fear it may embarrass the service 
to strike it out. That is my only concern about the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to ask some further explana- 
tion. I understand from the committee and from the remarks of 
its chairman, concerning several items of this sort, that when 
you came across an item that was in the previous bill, or in pre- 
vious bills, you inserted that item unless you found a reason for 
leaving it out; so that the committee have no other information 
that these appropriations are pt that the same 
thing has been done before. Is that true? 

Mr.PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I must say to my friend from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] that we are not governed by any such 
rule; but we have an Indian Bureau created by law, filled with 
the proper officers, who are under oath, as the gentleman and 
myself and all the other officers of the Government are, charged 
with the proper performance of their duties. They make up 
these annual estimates in such language that the necessary spe- 
cific purposes may be carried out. These items come tous through 
the regular estimates of the Treasury Department, just as the 
estimates come to every other committee having charge of an 
appropriation. 

In addition to that, we take these items and go through them 
with the financial clerk of the office and with the Commissioner 
himself, and we have endeavored to findout where we could make 
any reductions or where we could economize without detriment 
to the service. When the statement is made to us officially that 
a certain item is absolutely necessary, and that it has been car- 
ried heretofore in the bill, that is onething. If it is a newitem, 
then we are required tolook into it more closely to ascertain why 
the new item has been asked for. The fact of an item being in 
the old law has very little to do with it except toshow thatit has 
been usual before. We have investigated each item by consul 
tation with the Indian Office. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Then,as I understand, the only informa- 
tion the committee can give the House and the only force of their 
unanimous report is a reflection of the estimate 
dian Bureau. 

Mr. PEEL. Not entirely, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, then, I wo 
tleman explain. 

Mr. PEEL. Many estimates we have rejected because on in 
vestigation we thought they could get along without them. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Did you investigate this item? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly, with the Commissioner 
cial clerk, as we went over every one of them. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I understood the chairman of the com- 
mittee to say awhile ago that he had no particular objection to 
striking out this item upon the motion of the from 
Arizona [Mr. SMITH], but that he feared it might cripple the 
service, not knowing about it, and that he thought it would be 
better to let it stay. 

Mr. PEEL. [I said this 

Mr. STOCK DALE. lo the 
why this item should remain as it is, and what it is for? 

Mr. PEEL. I can say to the man, Mr. Chairman, that 
there are five special Indian agents under the control of the In- 
dian Bureau, who are sent anywhere and everywhere, whenever 
the contingency may arise. <A local agent may get into troub! 
or there may be some charges against him, and he may be re- 
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lieved from duty. One of these special agents may be put in | I will say that I have looked over the item again since the gen- 


charge until the matter can be investigated, and, if necessary, a 
new agent appointed. These special agents are sent to investi- 
gate various things pertaining to the Indian service, and they 
are very necessary. If we do not provide some means for the 
payment of their traveling and incidental expenses, the service 
will be embarrassed all the time. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be 
understood as seeming to blame the committee at all, for I have 
no doubt that the chairman of the committee, as has always been 


. . | 
the custom here, has used every vigilance that could be brought 


to play; but I must call attention, in support of my amendment, 

to page 6, line 21: 

‘ For necessary traveling expenses of five Indian inspectors, including tele- 

graphing and incidental expenses of inspection and investigation, $8,000. 
On page 7, in line 12, we have the following item: 


For contingencies of the Indian services, including traveling and incidental 
expenses of Indian agents, and of their offices, and of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and of such persons as may be detailed to accompany him, 





aiso traveling and incidental expenses of five special agents, at $8 _ day | 


when actually employed on duty in the field, exclusive of transportation and 
sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all other expenses now authorized by law: for 
pay of employés not otherwise provided for, and for pay of five special agents 
at ®2,000 per annum each, $45,000. 

Now, while I wish to provide everything that is necessary for 
proper expenditure upon the Pima and Colorado Indians in Ari- 
zona, yet it seems to me, that with these five Indian inspectors 
and five agents, and the worthy Commissioner, between them 
they can see that that money gets tothe Pima Indians and to the 
Colorado Indians, yet I do not wish to see it squandered—I do not 
charge that it will be, but it may be—in these everlasting tray- 
eling expenses for the civilization of the Indian. 

Now, | donot know what that mightmean. I can notconceive 
what you might bring under the term work of civilization. 
might pay $50 for a man to go down there to show an Indian how 
to put on acoat, and call that civilization. You might pay aman 
to go down there and show an Indian how to tie his shoes, and 
call that civilization. And, so it appearsto me, that it is an ex- 


public money. I believe in these Indians getting every cent of 
the money appropriated; and therefore I insist on my amend- 
ment. 
necessary. 
railroad, or not more than 20 to 30 miles away from it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? Are not the inspectors, as provided for on page 6, an 
altogether different class of officers from the Indian agents? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Whatis the business of an inspector, 
as contradistinguished from that of an Indian agent? 

Mr. PICKLER. I think that some of the duties are similar. 
That is, that agents do some of the same work that the inspectors 
are doing; but they are a different class of officers. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But, can not the inspector see that 
the money is paid to the Indians? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not see how five of these Indian inspect- 
ors would be sufficient for that purpose; and therefore we have 
the agents. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
and the local agent. 

Mr. PICKLER. As ito the number employed, I did not sup- 
pose that there is any extraordinary number of Indian inspectors, 
and their duties are not altogether the same as the agent. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Can you tell me what their duties 
are? 

Mr. PICKLER. 
those of the agent. 
Mr. PEEL. 
for in this and in all other bills, is under the control of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and not of the Indian Office. He can send 
out one of his inspectors wherever he has reason to believe that 
any officer of the Indian service is acting improperly, and wher- 
ever there is any trouble growing up at any Indian agency be- 
tween the employés and the agent, or between the employés and 
the Indians. Whenever there is anything that he desires to 
know toa certainty, he sends one of his inspectors to look into 
that matter and make a report to him. He might send him to 
investigate the action of the officers. These inspectors are not 
inder bond, and therefore. they can not be put in charge of the 
expenditures of the public money. It is only the bonded officer 

who does this part of the service. 

Now, these five special agents to which my friend has called 
attention are those which are under the control of the Indian 
Office and performing different services. I am sure, further, 
that they are bonded, and may temporarily fill the local agencies. 
The local agents are bonded also, and these special agents are to 
fill in anywhere vacancies which may occur and where duty is 
to be performed where the local agent can not be used. 


Then you have both the inspectors 


Their duties in many cases are similar to 


You | 


[ think all the travelling has been provided for that is | 
These Indians are usually right on the line of the | 


| dians,” 


Mr. Chairman, the Indian inspector, as provided | 


tleman has been speaking and will say that it does not contem- 
plate paying the expenses of the five special agents provided for 
in another part of the bill. It is to payfor the traveling ex- 
penses of the local agents, because they might have occasion to 
telegraph him to come to Washington, that he might have to go 
four or five or one hundred and fifty miles if he has to see some 
of those local bands of Indians under his control. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Is there not a general provision that 
would meet that sort of a case? 

Mr. PEEL. I do not know that there is. That is the reason 
why I think we had better let the language stay. I donot think 


| it will do any harm, because if it is not needed it will not be ex- 


pended. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not want to cripple the service, 
but I want all the money appropriated to these Indians to go to 
them. 

Mr. PEEL. Iam satisfied the gentleman's object is a proper 
one, agd I feel the same way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 


| amendment proposed by the gentleman from Arizona. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

New allotments, under act of February 8, 1887, reimbursable: To enable 
the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of February 8, 1887, 
entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to In- 
such Indian reservations asin his judgment are advantageous for 
agricultural and grazing purposes to be surveyed, or resurveyed, for the 
purposes of said act, and to complete the allotment of the same, including 
the necessary clerical work incident thereto in the field and in the office of 
Indian Affairs, and delivery of trust patents, so far as allotments shall have 
been selected under said act, $40,000. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman,I have an amendment to offer 
at that point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the following, to wit: 

‘That so much of section 15of an act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1892, and 


; : . . E | for other purposes, approved March 3, 1891, as provides for the ——— of 
pression which might permit the worst possible expenditure of 


the sum of $8,991,450 to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians for 
lands claimed by them lying south of the Canadian River and occupied by 
the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians, is hereby repealed.” 

Mr. PEEL. I make the point of order upon that that it does 
not belong to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
makes the point of order that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to make some observations on 
that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. An appropriation for this purpose was pro- 
vided for on the general Indian bill passed at the short session 
of the Fifty-first Congress; and if such an appropriation could be 
made on that bill, the Executive Department having refused or 
declined todisburse the money or to authorize its disbursement, I 
can not see why a repeal of that provision can not be made upon 
this general Indian bill, which is a bill of the same character as 
that on which the appropriation was made. 

Mr. PEEL. I only desire to say, in answer to the gentleman, 
that, as he will recollect, the provision in the Indian bill of the 
last session of the Fifty-first Corgress to which he refers was put 
on in the Senate. The provision ratifying the agreement with 
the Cheyennes and the Arapahoes, who had occupied those lands, 
was put on, with four or five other different agreements, at the 
close of the last session of the last Congress by unanimous con- 
sent of this House. When the bill went to the Senate that body 
took the ground, very properly, that if we were to appropriate 
the surplus lands occupied by the Cheyennes and Arapahoe In- 
dians, the title of the Choctaws and Chickasaws ought to be ex- 
tinguished also, so that that land might be open to settlement, 
and an amendment to that effect was put on the bill. 

When it came back to the House and the Senate amendment 
went into conference, and by mutual consent that special item 
was reported back from the committee of conference (of which 
I was a member) for a separate vote in the House, after quite 
a lively debate it was adopted by a very large majority. Now, 
as the gentleman from Texas |[Mr. KILGORE] has said, the exec- 
utive department has not seen proper to execute that law. That 
is set forth in a message which the President has sent to the 
House, and which will, of course, receive due attention at the 
proper time; but this bill is no place for legislation on that mat- 
ter. 

In connection with my remarks, as this subject has been brought 
up here, I hold in my hand a memorial prepared by the dele- 
gates from the Chickasaw Nation, that nation having aone-fourth 
interest. I present this memorial by request of the delegates, 
and I ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. KILGORE. Why not have it read? 

Mr. PEEL. 


It is too long. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Arkansas that this memorial be printed in the 


RECORD? > we 
Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection. 
The memorial is as follows: 
Memorial of the Chickasaws, relating to the President's message of ebru- 
ary 17, 1892. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives sa oe : 
of the United States of America in Congress assembied: 


Your memorialists respectfully submit the following statement: 

In the message of the President, transmitted to Congress February 17, 1892, 
he says: 

After a somewhat careful examination of the question, I do not believe 
that the lands for which this money is to be paid were, to quote the language 
of section 15 of the Indian appropriation bill, already set out, ‘ceded in trust 
by article 3 of the treaty between the United States and said Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations of Indians, which was concluded April 28, 1866.’ ”’ 

The President is of the opinion that the lands in question were not ceded 
in trust to the United States by this treaty. He thinks that an absolute, un- 
qualified title was conveyed by the treaty, and, as he elsewhere says, that the 
United States paid the Choctaws and Chickasaws therefor the sum of $300,- 


000. On the contrary, the Choctaws and Chickasaws believe that the estate | 


conveyed was a trust estate only—that whereas the treaty of 1855empowered 
the United States to locate, upon these lands, only those Indians whoseranges 
were included within certain specified limits, this treaty of 1866 authorized 
the United States: 

1. To locate, upon these lands, Indians, like the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, 
whose ranges were not within the limits designated in the treaty of 1855, and 
whom, prior to the treaty of 1866, the United States has no right to locate 
upon the lands. 

2. To locate upon the lands Choctaw and Chickasaw freedmen. 

The treaty disposed of this sum of $300,000 as follows: It was to remain in 
the Treasury of the United States. If the Choctaws and Chickasaws should 
decide not to confer citizenship upon their freedmen, and the United States 
should remove the freedmen, with their consent, from the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations, then the sum of $300,000 was to be held in trust for the 
freedmen. If the Choctaws and Chickasaws should decide not to admit their 
freedmen to citizenship, and the freedmen should decline to be removed 
from the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, then this sum of %300,000 was to 
remain the property of the United States. But if, within two years, the 
freedmen should be invested with citizenship, and should refuse to leave the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, then, and only then, was the money to 
be paid to the Choctaws and Chickasaws. The purpose of this provision. re 
lating to the $300,000, was not wholly or mainly to pay for theland. Its object 
was to cover the cost of the removal of the freedmen, if the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws should not admit them to citizenship. This sum was fixed at 
£300,000, because the number of the freedmen was estimated at 3,000, and it 
was agreed that each freedman should receive, for the expenses incident to 
emigration, the sum of $100. 

The Choctaws admitted their freedmen to citizenship and received their 
share ofthe sum of #3800, 000, less $7,200 paid to freedmen wuegwenaieon to emi- 
grate from the Choctaw Nation. But the freedmen in the mic 
saws included the Chickasaw freedmen, many of the Choctaw freedmen. a 
large number of colored soldiers from the States, who had been members of a 
regiment of United States troops, which was mustered out of service at Fort 
Sill, and a large number of colored people from the States, who had been at- 
tracted to this African stronghold inthe Chickasaw Nation. And the Chick- 


asaws, finding that these people outnumbered the Chickasaws, and, if made | 


citizens, would take possession of their government, were compelled to re- 
fuse to confer upon them Chickasaw citizenship, and therefore failed to re- 
ceive any part of the stipulated sum of $300,000. On the contrary. a part of 
that sum, which was loaned to theChickasaws in 1866, in pursuance of article 
46 of the treaty, has been reported, and correctly reported, by the Indian Of- 
fice, asa charge against the trust fund of the Chickasaw Nation. And soit 
happens that all of said sum of $300,000 not received by the Choctaws and 
freedmen is now the property of the United States. 

The Choctaws and Chickasaws claimed that their position was like that of 
the Creeks and Seminoles, who have already been paid, under the acts of 


March 1 and 2, 1889, for their interest in the lands ceded by the treaties of | 


1866. But the President, referring to the leased district, says: 

‘As to these lands the Government had already, under the treaty of 1855, 
secured the right to use them perpetually for the settlement of friendly In- 
dians. This was not true as to the other tribes referred to.” 

This statement, if material to the questions now atissue, means, first, that 


by the treaty of 1855, the Government acquired the right to locate upon these | 


lands any Indian tribes which it might be convenient for the Government to 
locate thereon, without restriction or limitation, and, secondly, that the 
Government, by the treaty of 1855, acquired the right to allot these lands in 
severalty to suchIndians. On both of these points the President is mistaken. 
The treaty of 1855 secured to the Government the right to locate, on the lands 
in controversy, those Indian tribes whose homes and ranges were within 
certain designated limits, and no others. 
treaty: 

“The Choctaws and Chickasaws do hereby lease to the United States all 
that portion of their common territory west of the ninety-eighth degree of 
west longitude, for the permanent settlement of such other tribes or bands 


of Indians as the Government may desire to locate therein; excluding, how- | 
ever, all the Indians of New Mexico, and also all those whose usual ranges | 


at present are north of the Arkansas River, and whose permanent locations 

are north of the Canadian River, but including those bands whose permanent 

ranges are south of the Canadian or between it and the Arkansas.” 
Moreover, the treaty of 1855 did not grant or purport to grant tothe United 


States any right to allot those lands in severalty to individual owners, or to | 


transfer the ownershipof the lands. As to these lands the treaty of 1855 was 
not adeed in fee simple, but only a lease from the Choctaws and Chickasaws 
to the United States. It empowered the United States not to convey, but 
only to sublet the lands. The words of the treaty are: 

‘The Choctaws and Chickasaws do hereby lease to the United States all 
that portion of their common territory west of the 98° of west longitude.”’ 

Until the Choctaws and Chickasaws assented to the provisions of the act 
of March 3, 1891, they were never willing, nor did they ever consent, that 
these lands should ibe opened to settlement by whites, or allotted or con 
veyed, in severalty, to whites, blacks, or Indians. 

he President expresses the opinion that the conditions attached to the 

cessions, in the Creek and Seminole treaties of 1866, were the same as those 
which were attached to the lease in the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty of 
1855, and that, therefore, the claim of the Choctaws and Chickasaws that the 
cession, in their later treaty of 1866, was encumbered by a condition or trust 
is not supported by any analogies of the Creek and Seminole cases. This is 
a mistake. 

The trusts created in the Creek and Seminole treaties of 1866 were trusts 
(1) for the location of friendly Indians in general, without restriction, and 
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st ofthe Chicka- | 


The following is the text of the | 
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| (2) for the locationof freedmen. Neither of these twotrusts was created by 
| the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty of 1855. Neither of them existed in the 
case of the leased district until created by the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty 
| of 1866. The trust, created by the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty of 1855, was 
| 


a trust not to locate Indians in general, but to locate certain Indians whose 
This 
That 
isaw 


ranges were included within the boundaries designated in the treaty. 

treaty of 1855contained no trust whatever for the location of freedmen 

trust was first created for the leased district by the Choctaw and Chick 
| treaty of 1866. 

It is true that these two trusts of the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty of 1866, 
are not created by express words qualifying the grant. But this is also true 
of the Creek and Seminole treaties. In those treaties the trusts are not ex- 
pressed, but are impiied in words usedinrecitalsonly. They are not implied, 
in either of those treaties, in words used in the body of the grant. There 
cital, in each case, is in the following words: ‘*In compliance with the desire 
of the United States to locate other Indians and freedmen thereon, et« The 
words of grant are even stronger in the Cre and Seminole treaties than in 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty. The Choctaws and Chickasaw cede 
but the Creeks and Seminoles ** cede and convey 

These trusts, in the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty of 1866, are implied in the 
language of the third article, in which the words of conveyance, the statement 
of the consideration, and the arrangements for the freedmen are placed in such 
juxtaposition as not only to warrant but to nece tate the inference that 
| it was the object of the parties and the effect of the treaties to authorize the 

United States to locate, upon these lands, Indians whose ranges were not em- 

braced within the limits designated in the treaty of 1855, and also to locate 

Choctaw and Chickasaw freedmen thereon, and that the cession was encum 
bered by corresponding trusts. 

If this be not true, if the Choctaw and Chickasaw deed of 1866 was an abso 
lute deed, while those of the Creeks and Seminoles were only deeds in trust 
then gross injustice was practiced upon the Choctaws and Chickasaws by 

| the United States in 1866. For the Creeks then received $325,362, for a deed in 
trust of only 2,169,080 acres of land, and the Seminoles received $975,168, for a 
deed in trust of only 3.250.560 acres. But for7,713 acres of land, which had 
been previously held by the United States under a gratuitous lease for thirty 
six years, the Choctaws and Chickasaws received not a single penny, unless the 
$300,000 provided for the freedmen be erroneously reckoned as compensation 
| to the Choctaws and Chickasaws for the grant. And now the President 
having in 1889 paid the Creeks, for the same land, the additional sum of ® 












280,857, and having in the same year paid the Seminoles, for the same land 
| an additional sum of #1,912,942.02, has for almost twelve months refused to 
pay the Choctaws and Chickasaws the amount appropriated by the act of 


March 3, 1891. 

The following is the text of the third article of the treaty 

ARTICLE III. The Choctaws and Chickasaws, in consideration of the sum 

of $300,000, hereby cede to the United States the territory west of the ninety 
eighth degree west longitude, known as the leased district, provided that the 
said sum shall be invested and held by the United States, at an interest not 
less than 5 per cent in trust for the said nations, until the Legislatures of 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, respectively, shall have made such 
laws, rules, and regulations as may be necessary to give all persons of Afri 
can descent, resident in the said nations at the date of the treaty of Fort 
Smith, and their descendants, heretofore held in slavery among said na 
tions, all the rights, privileges, and immunities, including the right of suf 
frage, of citizens of said nations, except in the annuities, moneys, and public 
domain claimed by, or belonging to, said nations respectively; and also to 
give tosuch persons who were residents as aforesaid, and their descendants 
40 acres each of the land of said nations, on the same terms as the Chor 
taws and Chickasaws, to be selected,on the survey of said land, after the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws and Kansas Indians have made their selections a 
herein provided; and immediately on the enactment of such laws, rules, and 
regulations the said sum of %300,000 shall be paid to the said Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations, in the proportion of three-fourths to the former and 
one-fourth to the latter, less such sum, at the rate of #100 per capita, as shail 
be sufficient to pay such persons of African descent before referred to as 
within ninety days after the passage of such laws, rules, and regulations 
shall elect to remove and actually remove from the said nations respectively 
And should the said laws, rules, and regulations not be made by the Legisia 
tures of said nations, respectively, within two years from the ratification of 
this treaty. then the said sum of #300,000 shall cease to be held in trust for 
the said Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, and be held for the use and benefit 
of such said persons of African descent as the United States shall remove 
from the said territory, in such manner as the United States shall deem 
proper—the United States agreeing, within ninety days from the expiration 
of the said two years, to remove from said nations all such persons of 
African descent as may be willing to remove; those remaining, or returning 
after having been removed from said nations,to have no benefit of said sum 
of $300,000, or any part thereof, but shall besupon the same footing as other 
citizens of the United States in the said nations 

This article of the treaty of 1866, standing alone. shows a cession by the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws to the United States of 7.713,239 acres of land, un 
surpassed in point of fertility by any body of land of equal area within the 
limits of the United States. If the sum of #300,000 named in this article cor 
stituted the sole consideration for the conveyance, and the United State 
became the absolute owners of the land in their own right. and not the mere 
grantees of a trust estate therein, then the re le spectacle is presented 
of a purchase by the great Republic of the United States from their feeble 
and dependent wards of 7,713,239 acres of land, then worth in money more 
than $10,000,000 and now worth more than #40,000,00), for the nominal consid 
eration of $300,000, which sum of $300,000 was to remain the property of the 
United States if the freedmen should not be removed from the Chickasaw 
and Choctaw Nations or become citizens of those nations, but was tobe paid 
to the freedmen if they should be removed, and was only to be paid to the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws in the event that they should confer citizenship 
upon the freedmen and the freedmen should not be removed 

Was such a bargain ever before made between a powerful republican gov 
ernment and a dependent Indian tribe? 





markatl 


Was such a bargain ever made be 
tween an honest guardian and a helpless ward’ It has often happened tha 


unscrupulous traders have persuaded Indians toexchange property of great 
| Value for worthless trinkets; but the acquisition by the United States, from 
| the Choctaws and Chickasaws, of 7,713,239 acres of land for a mere nomi 


nal consideration, which nominal consideration was not to pass to the Choe 





| taws and Chickasaws at all, unless they should make citizens of the freed 
| men, and the freedmen should refuse to emigrate, would have been a juggle 
| of such proportions as to overshadow all the pet avery perpetrated by 





individual Indian traders on the Choctaw ind Chickasaws for the la 
hundred years 

In order to support this forced construction of a treaty between the 
called *‘ wards of the nation’’ and their guardian, not only are all doubtf 
questions solved in favor of the guardian and against the “ ward.” but th: 
clearest statements of the treaty are misunderstood. Tothe unsophist 
Chickasaws it seems strange indeed that the President t 


should manif 


solicitude to save the “ wards of the nation” fromthe payment of a pa! 
their moneys to attorneys, and at the same time should be so z , 
force upon thetreaty of 1866 a hard and grinding construction which w i 
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rob the “ wards of the nation” of the whole of theirmoneys. If theChoctaws 
and Chickasaws are to be robbed, they would rather be robbed of 25 per cent 
of their moneys by their attorneys than of 100 per cent by the United States; 
they would rather take their risks at the spiggot than at the bung. 

The President's construction of the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty of 1856 
is disproved, not only by the text of the treaty itself, but also by the official 


acts of the executive authorities of the United States preceding and following 
the ratification of the treaty. The report made to Congress in this case by 
the Indian Office September 13, 1890, contains the following statements: 

‘The records of this office show that in 1865 a commission was appointed 
to negotiate with the Indians of the then southern superintendency, among 
them the Choctaws, Chickasaws, Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees. * * * 
A council was held between this commission and representatives of the 
Southern Indians at Fort Smith, Ark., in September, beginning on the 8th 
and ending on the 2ist day of that month. On the 9thof September, 1865, the 
president of the commission, Hon. D. N. Cooley, who was also at that time 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, addressed the council, * * * and declared 
* * * that, as the representatives of the President of the United States, 
the commission, for which he spoke, wasempowered to enter into new trea- 
ties, with the proper delegates of the tribes located within the Indian Terri- 
tory, and others, above named, living west and north of Indian Territory; 
that such treaties must contain substantially the following stipulations, 
Viz: 

“ #* * * ‘Seventh. No white person, except officers, agents, andemployés 
of the Government, or of any internal improvement company authorized by 
the Government, will be permitted to reside in the Territory, unless formally 
incorporated with some tribe, according to the usages of the band.’ 

“On September 11, 1865, in a letter addressed to the commissioners of the 
United States, the Choctaw delegates said: ‘In answer, therefore, to your 
propositions to the several tribes of Indians, we say that the first, second, 
third, fourth, fifth, and sixth articles meet our approval,’ and submitted in 
lieu of the seventh proposition, a proposition which provided that ‘no white 
a, except officers, agents, and employés of the Government, or of any 

nternal improvement company authorized by the Government of the United 
States; also, no person of African descent, except our former slaves, or free 
rsons of color who are now or have been residents of the Territory, will 

» permitted to reside in the Territory unless formally incorpora with 
some tribe according to the usages of the band.’ 

“Later in the progress of the council, about the 18th of September, the 
commissioners of the southern factions of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes 
accepted the propositions suggested by the commissioners, and before the 
final adjournment of that council, the 21st of September, all of the delegates 
of the tribes represented signed a treaty of peace between themselves and 
the United States. (These proceedings will be found in the Annual Report 
of the Indian Bureau, 1885, p. 105, etc.) 

‘It will be observed thatin each of the treaties made with each of the other 
civilized tribes, extracts from which are above given, the purpose for which 
the land was being ceded tothe United States is specifically stated. Nosuch 
purpose is stated in the treaty made about the same time with the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws. 

“It is possible that the commission, when it came to negotiate with the 
Choctaws and Chickasaws, may have omitted from the treaty with those In- 
dians a similar condition and reservation regard the purposes for which 
the lands were to be used, because of the fact that the Uni States had se- 
cured by a prior treaty a lease, which amounted to a permanent lease, of the 
lands in question for Indian purposes, for which, together with other consid- 
erations, it had paid the sum of ,000. Considering this fact, the commis- 
sion negotiating the treaty may have considered the payment of the $300,000 
additional, as provided for in the treaty of 1866, asufficient compensation for 
an absolute cession of all right, title, and interest that the Choctaws and 
Chiekasaws had in and to the said ‘leased district.’ This conclusion, how- 
ever, can not be fairly reached when the record of the negotiations is fully 
considered, for we have already seen that these Indians accepted the terms 
proposed by the commission upon which the treaties would be negotiated; 
and these very terms indicate the purpose for which the ceded lands were to 
be used. nd it shows quite clearly that the Indians understood that they 
were parting with whatever right, title, and interest remained to them in the 
‘leased district’ tothe United States, to be used for the location and settle- 
ment of other Indians thereon. 

‘The negotiations made about that time by the United States with Indian 
tribes show very conclusively that a policy had been carefully mapped out 
for the acquisition, by the United States, of the right to locate other Indians 
upon portions of the lands owned and occupied by the five civilized tribes in 
the Indian Territory. 

lam inclined, therefore, to the opinion that the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Indians have good ground for the claim that the United States took the land 
ceded by them upon the trust to settle other Indians and freedmen thereon, as 
the policy upon which the negptiations were made clearly indicated its de- 
Sire and purpose to do. 

‘While there are clearly no words of limitation in the treaty of 1866 as to 
the use to which the ceded lands should be put by the United States, the his- 
tory of the negotiation preceding and resulting in that treaty and the subse- 
quent treatment of the subject quiteclearly indicate that the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws have good ground for claiming that they understood that the 
lands were to be used for the location of other Indians and freedmen 
thereon.” 

lhe Secretary of the Interior, in an official communication tothe Secretary 
of War, dated May 1, 1879, said: 

‘The lands ceded by the Choctaws and Chickasaws were, by article9 of the 
treaty of June 22, 1855, leased to the United States for the permanent settle- 


ment of the Wichitas and such other tribes or bands of Indians as the Gov- 
ernment may desire to locate therein. The treaty of 1866 substituted a direct 
purchase for the lease, but did not extinguish or alter the trust.” 

On the 17th of February, 1882, the Secretary of the Interior communicated 


to the Senate of the United States a decision of the Commissioner of the Land 
Office, containing the following statement: 


“The Choctaw and Chickasaw cession of April 28, 1866 (14 Stat. 769), was, 
by the tenth section thereof, made subject to the conditions of the compact 
of June 22, 1855 (11 Stat. 613), by the ninth article of which it was stipulated that 


the land should be appropriated for the permanent settlement of such tribes 
or bands of Indians as the United States might desire to locatethereon. The 
lands embraced in the Choctaw and Chickasaw cession were also included in 
a definite district, established by the stipulations of the treaty of 1855, pur- 
suant to the act of Congress of May 28, 1830, the United States reéngaging, by 
the sevent h article of the said treaty, to remove and keep out from that dis- 
trict all intruders. 2 

In pursuance of the stipulations of the foregoing compact and inthe exer- 
cise of the trusts assumed by the United States, under the several treaties, 
and in accordance with specific provisions of law, and the lawful orders of 
the President, all the lands in the Indian Territory, to which the United 
States has title, have been permanently appropriated or definitely res@rved 
for the uses and purposes named. The title of the United States to lands in 
the Indian Territory is, as heretofore shown, subject to specific trusts, and 
it is not within the lawful power,of either the legislative or Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government to annihilate such trusts or to avoid the obliga- 
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tions arising thereunder. Such trusts are for the benefit of Indian tribes 
and Indian freedmen.” 

In response to a Senate resolution of January 23, 1884, the Secretary of the 
a transmitted to the President of the Senate the following communi- 
cation; 

‘Sire: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of Senate resolution of Jan- 
uary 23, last, directing the Secretary of the Interior: , 

*** Toadvise the Senate of the present status of lands in the Indian Territory 
other than those claimed and occupied by the five civilized tribes, the extent 
of each tract separately, the necessity for or obligation to keep said lands in 
their present condition of occupancy or otherwise, and as to whether any 
,ortion of said lands, and if so, what portion, are subject to entry under the 
fand laws of the United States, and as to what portion, if any, could be made 
so subject to entry by the action of the Executive.’ 

“These lands were acquired by treaties with the various Indian nations or 
tribes in that Territory in 1866, to be held for Indian purposes, and to some 
extent for the settlement of the former slaves of some of said nations or por- 
tions thereof. 

‘*Such are the purposes for which said lands are now being used or held, 
according to the common understanding of the objects of treaties by which 
they were acquired, and from these arise the necessity for or obligation to 
keep said lands in their paces condition of occupancy or otherwise." 

In an official communication to the President, dated January 26, 1885, the 
Secretary of the Interior said: 

“Objection wiil be made to the occupation of any part of the Indian Terri- 
tory by other than Indians, on the ground that the Government set apart 
the Territory for the exclusive use of the Indians,and covenanted that no 
others should reside therein. It is not denied that the treaties so provide. 
It is, however, within the power of the Government, with the consentof the 
Indians interested, to change this provision of the treaties so that these de- 
sirable unoccupied lands may be placed within the lawful reach of the set- 
tlers.”’ 

In the case of the United States vs. Paine (2 McCrary, 290) the court said: 

‘*Now, we must look to the acts of the Government since the adoption of 
this treaty, in order to understand its purpose. We find that in the year 1866 
it entered upon the policy of settling tribes of Indians, other than the five 
civilized tribes, in the Indian country. Since that time, by treaties, laws, and 
executive orders of the President, it has settled upon reservations in the In- 
dian country the Cheyennes, the Arapahoes, ihe Kiowas, the Comanches, the 
Wichitas, the Pawness, the Sacs and Foxes, the Nez Percés, the Poncas, the 
Modocs, the Kansas, the Osages, the Pottawatomies, the Absentee Shawnees, 
as well as some other small tribes. This explains why the treaty-making 
— thought, on March 21, 1866, that there was an urgent necessity of the 

vernment for more lands in the Indian Territory. This shows that the 
Government not only had a desire to locate other Indians in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, but to a great extent it has consummated that desire.” 

The oy between the United States and Spain, by which the United 
States ceded these lands to Spain in part payment for Florida, which was 
ratified February 19, 1821, is designated, by the President, as the treaty of 
1819. And he designates the treaty by which the United States had previ- 
ously ceded the same lands to the Choctaws as the treaty of 1820. He says: 

“The boundary between the Louisiana purchase and the Spanish posses- 
sions, by our treaty of 1819 with Spain, was, as to these lands, fixed upon the 
one hundredth degree of west longitude. Our treaty with the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws, made in 1820, extended their grant to the limit of our posses- 
sions. It followed, of course, that these lands were included within the 
bounds of the State of Texas, when that State was admitted to the Union, 
and the release of the Choctaws and Chickasaws, whatever it was worth, op- 
erated for the benefit of the State of Texas, and not of the United States.” 

These statements are altogether erroneous. They mean that the lands in 
question had been sold to Spain before the Choctaw treaty of 1820 was made, 
and so were not ceded to the Choctaws by the treaty of 1820, and, therefore, 
the release of 1855 operated for the benefit of Texas, whose title was derived 
from Spain, and not for the benefit of the United States. But the facts are 
as follows: The district westof the one hundredth meridian belonged to France 
as a part of the province of Louisiana, from 1685 to 1762. In 1762 it was 
ceded by France to 7. In 1800 it was retroceded by Spain to France. In 
1803 it was ceded by F’rance tothe United States. In 1820 it was ceded by the 
United States to the Choctaws, in part payment for their lands east of the 
Mississippi River. In 1821, while this district was the property of the Choc- 
taws, the United States, without their consent or knowledge, ceded it to 
Spain, in part payment forFlorida. It afterwards became, successively, the 
Ee yperty of Mexico and Texas. (American State Papers, volume 2, pages 574, 

75, 630, 634, 637, 663, 664; volume 4, pages 471, 473, 478, 479. Henry Clay’s speech, 
House of Representatives, April 3, 1820. Sixteen European maps, eighteenth 
century.) The Spanish treaty was negotiated in 1819; but it Was most vehe- 
mently opposed in the Senate of the United States, and was rejected by the 
King of Spain. While this rejected treaty was dead, the United States, in 
1820, conveyed the same land tothe Choctaws, without disclosing to the Choc- 
taws the facts connected with the defunct Spanish treaty. After the treaty 
had been dead and buried nearly two years, it experienced a resurrection 
and a ratification in 1821. 

The Government then found itself in thisembarrassing predicament: The 
Choctaws by the treaty of 1820 had conveyed to the United States all their 
lands in the State of Mississippi, anc in payment therefor the United States 
had conveyed to the Choctaws all the lands included within certain defined 
boundaries west of the Mississippi River. The deed to the Choctaws em- 
braced the district west of the one hundredth meridian. But afterwards, in 
1821, the United States, without the consent or knowledge of the Choctaws, 
conveyed the same lands to Spain, in part payment for Florida. It then be- 
came obligatory upon the United States to take one of four courses: either 
to reconvey to the Choctawsa part of their lands in the State of Mississippi, 
or to convey to the Choctaws additional lands west of the Mississippi River, 
or to surrender the treaty of 1820 altogether, and restore to the Choctaws all 
their lands in the State of Mississippi, and receive back the lands ceded to 
them west of the Mississippi River, or, finally, to compensate the Choctaws 
in money for those lands west of the one hundredth meridian, which had 
been sold to | for by them, and subsequently, without their consent, 
conveyed to Spain. The United States chose the latter course, and, by the 
treaty of 1855, for the sum of $800,000, secured from the Choctaws a quitclaim 
of their title to these lands, and a lease of the lands between the ninety- 
eighth and one hundredth meridians of west longitude. 

‘he territory of the Choctaws west of the one hundredth meridian con- 
tained 286 full townships, excluding fractional townships, amounting to 
more than 6,589,440 acres of land At 12} cents per acre it amounted to more 
than $823,680. But, in the treaty of 1885, the sum of $800,000 constituted the 
entire consideration, not only for the reconveyance of 6,589,440 acres of land 
west of the one hundredth meridian, but also for the perpetual lease of 7,713, - 
239 acres between the ninety-eighth and one hundredth meridians. The 
President thinks that a large part of this consideration must have been ap- 
plied tothe lease. He says: 

“It seems probable thata very considerable part ofthis consideration must 
have related to the leased lands, because these were the lands in which the 
Indian title was zed, and the treaty gave to the United States a per- 


manent right of occupation by friendly Indians." 
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One of the grounds assigned for the President's ice is that the Indian 
title to the leased lands ‘‘was recognized” by the United States. This im- 


plies that the Indian title to the lands west of the one hundredth meridian | 


Was not recognized by the United States. But your memorialists submit 


that this fact, if it were a fact, would have no bearing whatever upon the | 


question of the apportionment of the consideration of $800,000, as between the 
conveyance and the lease. The Indians themselves recognized the fact that 
the legal title conveyed to them in 1820 had been extinguished by the con 
veyance to Spain in 1821. They knew that the United States, a sovereicn 
power, invested with the right of eminent domain, had ceded their lands. by 
a Valid treaty, to the King of Spain. But they believed that the ratification 
of the Spanish treaty, in 1821, had not extinguished their right of reclama 
tion against the United States for this transfer of their lands, without their 
consent, to a foreign power. 

Your memorialists therefore believe that the entire sum of #800,000, paid 
in pursuance of the treaty of 1855, was but a small part of the value of the 
6,589,440 acres of land west of the one hundredth meridian, and that the whole 
of that sum was justly applicable to the quitclaim or release of that land 
west of the one hundredth meridian. 

The President says: 

“Our treaty with the Choctaws and Chickasaws, made in 1829, extended 
their grant to the limitof our possessions. It followed, of course, that the 
lands were included within the boundaries of the State of Texas when that 
State was admitted to the Union, and the release of the Choctaws and Chick 
asaws, whatever it was worth, operated for the benefit of the State of Texas 
and not of the United States.”’ 

The President thinks that when the Choctaws and Chickasaws for the sum 
of $800,000 relinquished their right of reclamation against the United States 
for the alienation of their lands by a release or quitclaim of their interest 
in those lands, this release ‘operated for the benefit,”’ not of the United 
States, but of the owner deriving title from Spain. But the Chickasaws 
think that when they furnished the United States 6,589,440 acres of lan 
which was actually applied by the United States in part payment for Florida, 
the transaction inufed to the benefit of the United States. They think thai 
when an individual furnishes a debtor means to pay his debts the transaction 
inures to the benefit of the debtor. Of course they concede thatif the debtor 
is insolvent or dishonest the benefit may also reach the debtor. But the 
United States are not to be charged either with insolvency or with dis- 
honesty. But, then, it is not true that ‘our treaty with the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws, made in 1820, extended their grant to the limit of our posses 
sions.” There was no such provision in the treaty of 1820. It occurred for 
the first time in the treaty of 1830, made ten years after the land had been 
sold to the Choctaws; and while it did deprive the Choctaws of that part of 
their land which was sold to Spain in 1821, it did not curtail the area actually 
ceded by the United States to the Choctaws in 1820, nor did it impair their 
right of reclamation against the United States. 

“he President thinks that if an Indian nation, being the owner of a tract 
of land, purchased from the United States, and fully paid for, cedes the 
land back to the United States by a conveyance in trust, the terms of 
the trust ae the location of other Indians and of freedmen upon 
the land, but interdicting the location of white men thereon, the United 
States can evade the interdict by locating other Indians upon the land, and 

urchasing from them a release from the interdict and can then open the 
land to settlement by white citizens. He thinks that, upon the assumptior 
that the Choctaws and Chickasaws, in their lease of 1855, and in their cession 
of 1866, interdicted the location of whites upon the leased district, it was n 
ertheless competent for the United States to cede the land to the Cheyennes 
and Arapahoes, and then purchase from the Cheyennes and Arapahoes their 
interest in the land, with the right to openit to ‘‘ white settlement,” and that 
by this device the United States could evade the interdict of the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws. He thinks thatif the United States, after paying the Chey 
ennes and Arapahoes for theirinterest in the lands, should be required to pay 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws for exemption from the restrictions imposed 
by their conveyance, then the United States would, in effect, be required to 

ay twice for the privilege of opening the land to “ white settlement;” or, as 

e expresses it, would be compelled to pay twice for the same land 

On this point your memorialists are constrained to differ in opinion with 
the President. Itcertainly was competent for the United States to locat 
Cheyennes and Arapahoes upon these lands, and afterwards to pay them what 
ever the United States saw fit to pay, for a quitclaim of their interest in the 
land, and for their consent to the location of whites thereon. But whatever 
effect such an arrangement might have as between the United States and the 
Cheyennes and Arapahoes, it could have no effect whatever to release the 
United States from the restrictions imposed in the treatles of the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws. In the same way, an individual, holding land in trust, 
might, by purchasing from his own grantee a release from the obligation of 
the trust imposed by the grantor, divest his title of the trust, and invest him- 
self with an absolute title, and then resist his grantor’s demand for re 
by settling up his grantee’s release and his own payment to his grante« 
such release. : 

Ifthe United States saw fit, not only to give the Cheyennes and Arapal 





noes 
allotments in severalty of a part of the land, but also to pay them money 
for their quitclaim of the residue, and for their consent to its occupation by 
white settle1s, and attempted, by that arrangement, to evade the terms of 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw lease of 1855, and cession of 1866, the United 
States ought to bear the expense of this speculation themselves, and can not 
rightfully recoup that expense from the Choctaws and Chickasaws, whose 
rights they have attempted to undermine. 

But this is only one of the errors into which the President has fallen on 
this subject. He thinks thatall, or alarge part, of the monéy promised to 
the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, in the agreement of 1891, is to be paid as com 
pensation for their interest in lands within the leased district. Thisisami 
take. The facts areas follows: 

By the Cheyenne and Arapahoe treaty of 1867, the United States set apart, 
for the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, and for such other friendly Indians as 
they should be willing to admit among them, the entirecountry bounded 
the north by the south line of the State of Kansas, on the east by the Ar- 
kansas River, and on the south and west by the Cimarron River. (15 Stat., 
694.) This tract contained over 5,207,000 acres of land. 

By an executive order, dated August 10, 1869, the President set apart. for 
the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, the country between the thirty-fifth and thirty- 


seventh parallels of north latitude, and between the eastern line of Texas | 


and the western line of Oklahoma. This country contains 4,270,771 acres of 
land. (Commissioner’s Report, 1888, page 89.) Of this land 1,781,611 acres 
lie north of the Canadian River, and outside of the leased district, and 2,489,160 
acres lie south of the Canadian River, and within the leased district. The 
authority for the executive order, setting this land apart for the Cheyennes 
and Arapahoes, was not conferred by any specific constitutional or statutory 

Sovenen. Its origin is nebulous, and its nature and extent are not yet well 

efine 

When by virtue of the executive order of August 10, 1869, the Cheyennes 
and Arapahoes were located in the country north and south of the Canadian 
River, they already held, under a treaty duly ratified by the Senate, the tract 
of 5,207,000 acres between the Arkansas and Cimarron Rivers. And yet the 
President is of the opinion that it was competent for the executive authori- 











aes of the United States to substitute a1 rvation set apart by executive 
| order for a reservation set apart by a duly ratified treaty, with the effect of 
investing the Cheyennes and Arapahoes with such a title to the 2,489,160 acres 
south of the Canadian River that a quit claim of their interest therein to the 
nited States will extin mily yw but also that of the 
ctaws and Chickasaws. He thinks that to pay the Choctaws and Chicka- 
ws, after paying the Cheyennes and Arapahoe \ i be to pay twice for 

| the same land 
The Choctaws and Chickasaws think that t xe tive order was not 
effective to vest in 3,000 Ct ( \ e to 4,270,771 
acres of land, in addition to part by treaty be 
1 Cim t 1 of th 
. ‘ } : rest 
sre l hat Congress will not lose sight 
of the real character of the Ch *yenne and Arapahoe agreement of 1890. By 
that agreement the Cheyennes and Arapahoes quitclaimed to the United 


States not only the 2,489,180 acres of land within the leased district, but also 
,.781,611 acres north of the Canadian River a1 , 
Arkansas and Cimarron Rivers, in all 9,837 






the 5,207,000 between the 
acres. Of this aggregate 














amount only one-fourth was within the wed district And yet, hough 
96,000 ac? of land within the leased district are given to the Cheyennes and 
Arapahoes in severalty, the President is of the op m that the sum of 
#1,500,000 promised to the Cheyennes and Arapahoes in the treaty of 1890 is 
to be paid mainly not for the 7,348,611 acres outside of the leased district, but 
for the 2,489,160 acres within that district Your memorialists think that this 
opinion is not warranted by any f l I 

The President makes the followi 3 l 

‘‘In view of the fact that the stipulat 3 of the treaty of 1866, in behalf of 
the freedmen of these tribes have ne especially in the case of the Chicka- 
saws, been complied with, it would seem that the United States should, ina 


| distribution of the money, have made suitable provision in their behalf 
The Chickasaws have steadfastly refused t » freedmen to citizen 
ship, as they stipulated to do in tl to, and their conditionin 
that tribe, and in a lesser dé ngly calls for the protec- 
tive intervention of Congress 


the treaty reie 


‘ee in the other 








This statement is full of the gravesterrors. The Chickasaws never stipu- 
lated in the treaty of 1866 or in any other treaty toadmit the freedmen t 
citizenship. It w provided in the treaty of 1866 that if the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws should eiect to admit to citizenship the fr men, certain speci- 
fied arrangements should be ma and thatif they should elect not toadmit 
them to citizenship, then certain other specified arrangements should be 
made. There Was no promise, express or implied, by either nation to confer 
citizenship upon the freedmen. Nor has either of these two nations failed 


to comply with a single stipulation of the treaty of 1866 or of any other treaty 
relating to the freedmen. Nor is the condition of the freedmen in either na- 
tion such as to call for or justify any intervention by Congress on their be 








half to the prejudice of the Choctaws and Chickasaws. The Choctaws ad- 
mitted their freedmen to citizenship. They were al to do this with safety, 


because the freedmen constituted only an insignificant minority of the popu- 
lation of the nation. But for reasons already stated the Chickasaws de- 
clined to confer citizenship upon their freeamen 

It is not true that the lot of the freedmen is a hard one, either in the Choc- 
taw or in the Chickasaw Nation. On the contrary, their condition there is 










































infinitely better than in the United States. In the Unit freedom 
has been given to the freedman, but not r else has beer n im. He 
must buy or lease his land and pay his taxes or have no lanc In the Cho 
taw and Chickasaw Nations every freedman uses, without paying rent or 
taxes, all the land he sees fit to use, and he is protected in his person ar 
property as comp ly as any Indian or white man. Article 4 of the treaty; 
mtains the followi I vision 

And tt rree, on the part of theirr ctive natiorfs, that all law hall 

jual in their operation upon the ¢ M 3 and{ I or 
and that no distinction aff ig aLte L al 
th they shall be treated with kind1 s, and protected again and 
they further agree that whileth sid freed! nnow inthe Cho hick 
asaw Nations remain in saiqd nations, respectively, they shall | ed to 
as much land as they may cultivate, for th Ippo! f themselves in 
lies, in cases Where they do not supp ther : im ring 
not interfering with existing improvements, without the conse l 
pant.” 

These promises have all been fully, fairly, and li wily key y the ( 
taws and Chickasaws 

The President seems to thi fy en oO ht to participate inthe 
distribution ofthe mo taws and Chickasaws appropriated 
the act of March 3, 1891. position W suggest t 
United States in the treaty of 1866, for the i noft ( in 
Chickasaw legislatures was not that the Choctaws and Chick s sh 1 
admit the freedmen to citizenship, ar so admit m to a part 4 1i 
their moneys, but that the Chocta ‘ Chicka uld a to 
citizenship and exclude them from participatio m 

So fortunate has been t *lotint ( iwaw Nation that although t 
treaty of 1866 secured to each freedman who wou I e 

| trict the sum of $100, not a single Chickasaw cou »indu O 
Choctaw freedme nly ty-t nsented t 
morialists bel 1at al ’ 7 
these Choctaw freedmen all remained in or ind the Vay ] » thet 

| taw and Chickasaw Nations. 

| The President seems to think that he is aut! ? t ite the 
law of March 3, 1891, making compe! tion to v8 and ¢ cAsaw 
for their interest in the land in question, by tha i of the a which re 
quires their releases to be satisfactory to hin iter pa 
that act the Choctaws and Chickasaws pré i » forms of release 
two other forms were prepared in the Indian OM (he Choctaws andC 
asaws gave formal notice to the United States that they were ready to ex 
cute releases in either or any of these four form in any other form 
factory to the President. But the Pr lent, inst lof I 
proving these releases, has conceived it to 

| or disapprove the act itself. 

Your memorialists have understood that u the ¢ i f th 
United States the power of the Presider \ pro ana 
of Congress was to be exercised when the act w ) ted for official 

| signature, and they are greatly surprised and aggri learn that an act 
| of Congress involving their rights ha en vetoed after Ly f eleven 
months from the date of its passage 
| The zealous opposition of the Secretary of the u 
ing its pendency in Congress and after it bec 
refusal of the President to execute the law since 
| memorialists not only to demonstrate the nex ity 
counsel inthis case to defend the * nation’s wards” agair I 
but also to go far to justify the rate of compensation fixed the Chocta 
legislature. 
The United States, then, by grant from the Choctaw i Chi 


| tions, hold a trust estate in the lands now occupied by the Cheyennes a 
Arapahoes. The terms of the trust under which these lands are held pro 
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hibit the United States from opening the same to settlement by citizens of 
the United States. Congress, by the actapproved March 3, 1891, appropriated 
the sum of $2,991,450 to compensate the Choctaws and Chickasaws for their 
interest in said lands, to the end that they might become the absolute prop- 
erty of the United States, divested of the trust, and open to settlement like 
other public lands. That appropriation was made immediately available. 
For a period of eleven months the executive authorities of the United 
States have failed to pay any part of the money so appropriated for the ex- 
tinguishment of the interest of the Choctaws and Chickasaws in these lands; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


but meantime they have proceeded to make the preliminary arrangements | 


necessary to prepare the land for public settlement, and have asked and ob- 
tained, from the Congress now in session, an appropriation for the comple 
tion of such arrangements, with the avowed wey of speedily throwing 
the lands open to occupation by citizens of the United States. 

If an attempt shall be made to convert the said trust estate of the United 
States into an absolute estate, without compensation to the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws for their interest in said lands, and to transfer the lands to citi- 
zens of the United States, the Chickasaws will be constrained to regard such 
actionon the part of the United States as a forfeiture of the trust estate now 
held by the United States therein, and will assert the right of the Choctaws 
and Chickasaws to resume the full ownership and actual possession of said 
lands, and they will be compelled reluctantly to resort to such measures as 
shall be proper to contest the validity of any transfers of said lands to white 
men made or attempted by the executive department of the Government. 

For protection and relief in the premises the Chickasaws appeal to the Con- 
xress of the United States 

B. C. BURNEY, 
OVERTON LOVE, 
Chickasaw Delegates 

The CHAIRMAN. Astothe point of order, this is clearly new 
legislation not germane to the bill, and the point of order is sus- 
tained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Relief of destitute Indians: To supply food and other necessaries of life, in 
cases of distress among the Indians. arising from emergencies not foreseen 
or otherwise provided for, to be used at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior, $25,000 


Mr. LONG. Mr. 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 16, page 42, strike out the words ‘two thousand five hundred dol 
lars,”’ and insert in lieu thereof the following: ** to be paid out of any unex- 
pended money in the general fund credited to the Indian service.” 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that the provi- 
sion in lines 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16 is unnecessary, as the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. PEEL] acknowledges 
that in the various appropriations heretofore made, or hereafter 
proposed to be made, there will probably be enough money which 
will not be expended to furnish a fund to provide relief for these 
Indians so far as it may be necessary. For that reason I think 
it proper to strike out this provision, and I do not believe that 
striking it out will interfere at all with the efficiency of the In- 
dian service when we substitute a provision that the unexpended 
moneys Otherwise credited to the Indian service can be used for 
this purpose. 

Mr. PEEL. I only desire to say in reply to my friend that if 
his motion, as | understand it from hearing it read at the desk, 
were to prevail, the effect would be to put at the command of the 
{Indian Office a large sum of money, perhaps several hundred 
thousand dollars. This is a special appropriation which can be 
used only for the purpose indicated in the bill. It is a provision 
of the same kind that has been carried in these bills for several 
years past for the purpose of caring for such poor and indigent 
(ndians as are not provided for elsewhere. If it is not used for 
that purpose it can not be used for any other purpose, but if the 
Indian Office should be authorized to use the unexpended bal- 


Chairman, I offer the amendment which I] 


by any previous legislation. 


ances of other appropriations made for the Indian service, it | 


would give them a range of expenditure which I would not be 
willing to see them have. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman consent to my amendment 
if it is modified so as to provide that the total amount shall not 
exceed $20,000? 

Mr.PEEL. No, sir; I can not consent to that, for this reason. 
That would be a sweeping, general appropriation, while I think 
the provision ought to be special and specific as it is in the bill. 
My idea is that the money should be specifically appropriated 
for this purpose, so that if itis not so used it can not be expended 
for anything else. As tothe proposition to allow the use of unex- 
pended balances for this purpose, there may prove to be a great 
many small balancesaggregating perhaps several hundred thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. LONG. 
the Indian service. 

Mr. PEEL. No, they can not use the money which is thus 
specifically appropriated for any other purpose than that for 
which the appropriation is made. If it is not used for that pur- 
pose it goes back into the Treasury. That is the rule as to all 
these specialappropriations. They can not be used for any other 
purpose than that which is expressly authorized by law. 

Mr. LONG. 
it not? 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir; the Commissioner of Indian Affairs can 
not expend any money directly without the approval of the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. He can not make these expend- 
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itures without the consent of the Treasury Department, and the 
Treasury Department will not authorize any expenditure that is 
not expressly authorized by law. They require all expenditures 
to be backed by law, and if a voucher comes to them for an expend- 
iture which in their judgment is not authorized by law it is 
disapproved. 

Mr. LONG. Then I ask consent to add to the amendment of- 
fered by me the words “‘ not to exceed $20,000.” 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the amendment will not prevail. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. LONG as mod- 
ified was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Irrigation, Indian reservations: For the construction, purchase, and use of 
irrigating machinery and appliances, on Indian reservations, in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, $40,000. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before any amendment is offered or any dis- 

cussion entered upon in regard to this paragraph, I wish to sub- 
mit the point of order that this appropriation is not authorized 
I read the rule on the subject: 
No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. 

Now, I submit that this is entirely new legislation, disconnected 
with anything necessary for the efficiency of the Indian service. 
It is unauthorized by previous legislation, and ought to go out 
ou the point of order. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iwill ask the gentleman whether, so far as 
he knows, it has been usual to insert appropriations of this char- 
acter in the Indian appropriation bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. So far as my investigation goes—and I have 
investigated the last two or three bills on this subject—no such 
appropriation has heretofore been made. 

Mr. PEEL. If my friend will turn to the Indian appropriation 
bill of the last Congress he will find that we appropriated $30,000 
for this identical purpose. And the very rule which the gentle- 
man has read is an answer to his point of order, because this is 
an improvement, a public enterprise, that the Government en- 
tered upon years ago, and this is a continuation of the general 
system which has been adopted in the adjustment or settlement 
of the Indian question, as everybody understands who has exam- 
ined the matter. This item is just as legitimate as any other 
item in the bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to ask whether there has been here- 
tofore any specific appropriation for irrigation on any of these 
reservations? 

Mr. PEEL. In the last Indian bill $30,000 was appropriated 
for this purpose, to be expended under the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have not been able to find such an appro- 
priation. I would like the gentleman to have it read. 

Mr.PEEL. My colleague on the committee [Mr. ROCKWELL], 
who has the estimates before him, says that we appropriated 
$30,000 for this purpose last year. The estimates show in each 
case how much is asked by the Department for the coming year 
and how much was appropriated last year for the same purpose. 
In that way these estimates show that $30,000 was appropriated 
for this purpose last year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is simply a continuation of a work al- 
ready in progress? 

Mr. PEEL. It is the continuation of a work heretofore en- 
tered upon by the Government. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know where the gentleman 
finds that provision in the last Indian bill? 

Mr. PEEL. The fact appears by the Book of Estimates. My 
colleague is hunting for the law. so as to show the gentleman the 
appropriation. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have hunted for it and could not find it. 

Mr. PEEL. As I haveexplained, the estimates show in paral- 
lel columns the amounts asked for the coming year and the 


| amounts appropriated last year for the same purposes; and by 


But I understand that is left to the discretion of | 


| cretion of the Secretary of the 


But the Indian service controls the matter, does | 


this statement it appears that an appropriation of $30,000 was 
made for this purpose last year. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. PEEL] a question. 

Mr. PEEL. I will answer the gentleman gladly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I find in this provision the words, ‘in the dis- 
nterior.” Does that language 
mean that this money may or may not be applied, according to 
the discretion of that officer? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then how does this come under the rule as be- 


| ing for the continuation of a work already begun? 

Mr.PEEL. We have already expended money under asimilar 
appropriation which was made to carry on this work in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 


ae es 


ee 


sa 


es 
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1892. 





Mr. BUTLER. 2 @X- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior,’ 
instead of leaving him to determine in his discretion whether the 
money shall be expended or not? 

Mr. PEEL. Because the Indian Office might present some 
portion of the Indian service in Arizona or New Mexico as a 
proper subject for an expenditure of this kind, and the Secre- 


© 
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tary might decide it was not desirable to use the money in that | 


way. 
Mr. BUTLER. My pointis that if this expenditure is subject 
to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, it can not be 
construed as for the continuation of a work already begun. 

Mr. PEEL. 
determine in deciding the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, it is claimed 
that this improvement has been provided for in previous appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
of some general appropriation there may have been an expendi- 
ture of $30,000 by the Secretary of the Interior for this purpose 
on his own motion. But there has never been any specific ap- 


Well, that is a question of law for the Chair to | 


I insist it has not been so provided for. Out | 


propriation heretofore for this purpose so far as I have been able | 


to find. 

Mr. PICKLER. Thirty thousand dollars was appropriated for 
this purpose for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what the Chair is endeavoring to 
ascertain. 


Mr. PEEL. I ask the Chair to turn to the Book of Estimates 
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Why should not the clause read, ‘‘to be ex- | is entirely immaterial whether we appropriated in the last Con- 


gress for this purpose or not. As far as the principle is con- 
cerned, we have already started in upon it. However, the Book 
of Estimates from the Dspartment states that $30,000 was ap- 
propriated for this purpose last year, and they estimate for simi- 
lar work $50,000 this year. We reduced it from what the De- 
partment asked to $30,000, the sum that was given last year. 

But here is the principle: We have underiaken the civiliza- 
tion of these Indians: we have put them on certain reservations, 
and have attempted to teach them farming, so as to make them 
self-supporting. Necessarily the work of farming includes irri- 
cation, where that must be done by artificial means. 

In other words, if we put a bunch of Indians on a sandy desert 
where there is not enough rain to make a crop, and expect them 
to make corn, wheat, and oats without irrigation, such as a white 
man could not do, would be Therefore, 
in furtherance: of the general object of civilizing the Indians the 
principle which we have already established, teaching them farm- 
ing and making them self-supporting, the question of irrigation 
is necessarily a part of the general principle, that is, whether ir- 
rigation is needed, and provision must be made for it or else the 
principle itself fails. In the provision here made in the bill the 
language used is, *‘ in the discretion of the S cretary of the In- 
terior,” the reason being to enable him to determine the necessi- 


entirely unreasonable. 


| ties and the practicability of applying irrigation where it may be 


from the Treasury Department. The right-hand column shows | 


the amounts appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30,1892— 
that is by the last appropriation bill. In that column there ap- 
pears $30,000 appropriated for this identical purpose last year. 
This year $50,000 was asked for, but we cut the amount down to 
$30,000, the same amount appropriated last year. 

Mr. LANHAM. Was the language of last year’s appropria- 
tion similar to that employed in this paragraph? 

Mr. PEEL. I suppose so. 
‘‘Amounts appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892,” 
and in this hee we find the item of $30,000 appropriated last 
year for this same purpose. 

Mr. LANHAM. But thisis for construction and purchase and 
use of irrigating machinery and appliances. 

Mr. PEEL. It is true that the language may be a little 
broader; it may not conform exactly to the language in the last 
appropriation. 
out at all they have to purchase such appliances as may be neces- 
sary. 

Mr. LANHAM. 
pliances? 

Mr. PEEL. I do not know whether they have or not. But 
that is one of the general agencies, or appliances you may call 
it, to carry out the purpose of the Government. The question 
of irrigation is the direct principle involved, and the manner of 
earrying it on is another proposition. Of course if carried on at 
all they must have machinery. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. With the consent of the gentleman 
from Arkansas, I will also make this suggestion. As I under- 
stand the question is one of order raised by the gentleman from 
Texas and the contention of the Chairman of the committee that 
it does fall within the rules of the House authorizing the appro- 

riation because similar provision was made heretofore in the 

ast appropriation bill. Now, the point raised by my friend from 
Texas |Mr. LANHAM] presents a question as to the machinery em- 
ployed or necessary to be purchased—the appliances for irriga- 
tion—and whether the former law made provision for thator not. 

My suggestion is that in that particular—and arguing the ques- 
tion of order at the same time—if this is for irrigation purposes, 
it still falls within that purview, because in carrying onirrigation 
the Indian is forced now, as the white man will be ultimately, 
and is already in fact, to raise water in low wells by means of 
strong pumps; and by that means much of that Territory can be 
irrigated some day. There is not, as a rule, enough water in 
most of the running streams of that country for irrigating that 
portion of the land which needs irrigation. It can be done by 
means of these wells: and certainly if the principle is right to 
allow irrigation at all for these people, provision should be made 
to make it of any value to them. 

Mr. LANHAM. Ido not think it ought to be allowed at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That, of course, is another question. 

Mr. LANHAM. Because I do not believe it is good policy to 
give to these people what would necessarily be refused to white 
people under similar circumstances. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. As to thatI have not directed my at- 
tention in this discussion, although I am not certain but that 
you are entirely right. 


Have they purchased heretofore such ap- 





| mode shall be pursued in civilizing the Indians. 
The caption of this column is | 


But if the system of irrigation is to be carried | 


| tion requires the very highest sort of intelligence 


desired. But, I repeat, whether that provision was made in the 
last appropriation bill or not, the general principle already 
brings this clearly within the rule. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, | desire to say a word in 
reference to the last feature of the point of order. It occurs to 
me that the argument presented in regard to it does not bear on 
the question at all. The Chairman of this committee will de- 
cide—the point of order having been raised—what the law is, 
and that will be determined without any sentimental discussion 
about the civilizing of the Indians. The law prescribes what 
It prescribes 
whether the money shall be appropriated or not; and if the rules 
of the House, as they do, prohibit any appropriation other than 
for the continuance of work heretofore commenced, and for the 
general purpose of preventing new legislation on appropriation 
bills, the point of order ought to prevail. 

But as to the argument which is sought to be presented to the 
Chair, that the Governmentof the United States, assuming that 
it has the Indians on arid lands, and that because of this fact it 
is impossible for them to live, and therefore appropriations must 
be made for their support, I desire to say a word. If that be true 
that the Government of the United States is forced to go into the 
scheme of irrigation in order to support the Indians, and that, 
too, in the face of the fact that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
has asked this House to appropriate money all the time with the 
view of trying to make these Indians self-supporting, can that 
principle then be invoked in this case; are the [Indians expected 
to be made self-supporting on arid lands where nothing will grow 
without irrigation’? Do we not know that t 

t 


» system of irriga- 
£ of mechanical 
and engineering skill? 

Now we are daily told that these Indians a 


skilled in agriculture that they can not live 


‘so wild and so u 


without the guar- 


| dianship and support of the Government of the United States. 


Mr. PEEL. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the point of order. It! 


and we undertake to instruct them in irri 
I think that is avery strong argument again 


ration the first thing. 


wisdom of 





our taking even the unanimous rep of the ttee on Ih 

dian Affairs, as an unerring guide. I[ mal ions upon 
the committee. I donot think itis necessary.every time an item 
of the bill is criticised, to pause and parentheticz mp n 

the committee. I believe that all the committees of this House 
are in good earnest and honest in what they do, and that y 
are honest gentlemen: but that does not necess arily imply that 
their judgment is infallible. 

Now, if thisis not a plan of these irrigation people to force the 
Government intoascheme of irrigation, t would refuse to go 
into it directly, whatisit? The Governmentof the United Stat 
in the opinion of some of the best lawyers in this House and th 
other, has not the constitutional power to establish a system of 
irrigation for private purposes, although it has appropriated 
money for surveys of reservoirs. But : is a scheme, to be 
entered into practically, under the guise of an Indian appropria- 
tion bill for the support of the Indians, a proposition to do some- 
thing that Congress will refuse to do direct y for its own peo yle. 
As a matter of simple economy, Wny is it not far cheaper for thi 
Government to remove the Indians to some better land? If 
Government has not the better land.is it not far cheaper to tak« 


these Indians and feed them to their hearts’ content, and 
sleep away their lives? 
Mr. LANHAM. It would cost less in the long run. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Why, Mr. Chairma t will cost 
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to Wa vn i \ yton and other hoteis of the same 
cha tha \ 1 . yport them by iis scheme of li a- 
tio . 

The CHAIRMAN. 7 Chair will call the attention of tl 
gentien ct tha he point of ord S 1x u and tha 
t Cha s ‘ ‘ ed yn t 

STOCK DALE ‘T Chair seemed to pay strict attention 
tO what Ui ¢ Lie al ) ‘ ansas it PEEL] said, and | 
couid not t at ef it Vv l have pon tl mind oi the 
—_ 

. PEEL. I addressed myself directly to the point of order. 

ir. STOC K DALE. If tl remarks of the gentleman from 


P : ' mD ! 7 niall a . . ~ ¢ 
Arkansas | Jir. PEEL] W directed te the polnt ol order, ther 


my remarks are, because [am simply answering the argument 
advanced by the chairman of the committee against the point of 
order, that these Indians were where they could notsupport them- 
selves and that there was a necessity for this scheme of irriga- 
tion in order to accomplish that end. Ifthat is not to be con- 
sidered, then I am satisfied to say that the rules of the House 
prohibit an appropriation except in furtherance of work already 
commenced, and that work must have been commenced legally; 
so that if money was expended upon this scheme of irrigation 
last year, unless it was expended directly according to law, this 
item is obnoxious to the rules of this House, and the point of order 
should be sustained. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. ChairmAn, in reply to the declaration of 
the Chair that he was waiting for the 


_ 


production of the act of 


the last Congress, I desire to call attention to the acts of the 
Fifty-first Congress, second session, chapter 543, in which I find 
the following language: ° 

For the construction, purcha ind use of irrigating machinery and ay 


ay t 
pliances in Arizona, Montana, and Ne vada, for the uses of Indian reserva 


tions, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior and subject to his 
control, 830,000, to be immediately available. 


Now, that is in the exact language of this bill, except that the 
particular States are not named in this | ll, where the expendi- 
ture is to be had. It seems to me that there is no question about 
this being a continuing appropriation ,and that the pointof order 
is not well taken. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to add a word 
more in regard to the point of order. 
discussion of our Indian policy when I am discussing a point of 
order before the Chair. When practicing law I have never been 
accustomed, in ar guing a demurrer, to talk to the jury. The 


[ will not enter upon a 


point of order is that this has not been provided for heretofore | 


by astatute. Thestatute has been read by my friend from South 


Dakota, Mr. PICKLER, as contained in the last appropriation 
bill. In addition to that, suppose there was an item on this bill 
for a new school which had not been provided for heretofore. 
Would it be subject to the point of order? If so, you could not 





extend the school system a particle unless that extension had 
been provided for heretofor¢ by law. Theprine ipl e upon which 


this rests is the fundamental elementary principle underlying 


the appropriations looking to the ducation and civilization of 
the Indians, and it is not subject to -_ point of order because it 
is in continuation of an enterprise that the Government has been 
fostering for yea s in th past. 


Ir. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the argu- 





ment of ‘man of the committee does not entirely cover 
the case tatute read by the gentleman from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PICKLER] enumerates thr separate Territories or 


States in which the work of irrigation is to be carried on. The 


paragraph in the pending bill is general. It does not apply spe- 
cifically to irrigation matters already begun, but allows the work 
to be carried on in any State or Territory of the United States, 
and therefore it can no construed to be a continuation of work 
already begu Moreover, it provides for the « onstruction, pur- 
chase, and use of irrigating machinery and applianc es. It does 
not provide for the continuing of work already begun, and as it 
applies to any part of the country and is not confined to the Ter- 
ritory appropriated for in the last bill, it can not be construed 


to be legislation for the continuing of works already begun. 


That being the case, it is certainly new legislation and subject 
to th = if order that has been raised. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chairman does not think it necessary 


to decide whether this appropriation is in order under the general 
policy of the Government which has obtained to civilize and 
render self-supporting the different Indian tribes. 

The Chair is of the opinion that this item is clearly in order in 


continuation of public works and objects already in progress, ap- | 
propriations having been made last year for this purpose. 

Mr. KILGOR I move to strike out the clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman 
from Mississippi |Mr. STOCKDALE] tooffer an amendment, which 


the Clerk will report 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by striking out lines 17 to 20, inclusive, on page 42 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, all I desire to say on the 


amendment reported is that, in the first place, I am one of those 
10 believe that the money of the United States that is neces- 
‘ily to be expended in the support of the Indians should be ex- 
ed as economically as possible. I believe we all think that. 
w, then, as [ understand from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on indian Affairs, these Indians have been moved by the 
ction of the Government to lands upon which they can not make 
a living without irrigation 1. There is no evidence before this 
House that they can make a living there with irrigation. That 
is not a proposition to teach the art or science of irrigation 
to those Indian tribes; it is simply an appropriation of money for 
the Government itself to pursue a system of irrigation as a way 
out of a dilemma in which it has perhaps placed itself. 
Now, the unwisdom, to say nothing more severe of it, of taking 
these tribes and putting them upon this land, where they can 
not make a living, is itself a remarkable criticism upon the In- 
dian policy of this country and upon the Indian Bureau. You do 
that deliberately and then turn around and ask the Committee 
Fe on Indian Affairs to appropriate money for expensive irrigation 
1achinery and the e pense of an irrigation scheme that no per- 

son but the highest class of e ngineers and mechanics can oper- 
|} ate. Then whathave we got? We have got a system of irriga- 
| tion established in this country, for which many people think we 

have not any constitutional powereunder the guise of supporting 
| the Indians. When the ditches and reservoirs are completed 
| and the machinery is there and being operated, just so long as 
that goes on there will be places for additional employés of the 
Indian Bureau, and in making those places and new offices there 
will be additional salaries ‘for the support of the Indians.” 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it would be quite as appropriate and 
| proper, in my judgment, for this House to take that tribe of In- 
dians or some Other and carry them half way up the Rocky 
Mountains, set them on a rock, and then come to this House for 
a system of pulleys, blocks, and tackle to take them down, and if 
anybody should object to that proposition this committee would 
look as wise as owls and say, “What are you going to do with 
them if you do not bring them down? What are you going to 
do with these Indians you have put on those arid lands if youdo 
not bring irrigation to them as a means to support them?” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
| sippi has expired. 


| 





| Mr. PEEL. lam surprised that the gentleman should con- 
found the duties of the Federal Government toits own citizens 
with its duties towards the Indian tribes. A citizen of the 
| United States is a part of the United States. He isa component 
part of the power of the Government. He goes where he pleases. 
He stays in a State or goes into a Territory and makes a new 
| home for himself if he so desires. The Indians of the country, 
under a decision of our Supreme Court, which has been oft re- 
peated, and which my friend from Mississippi ought to read, 
has said that the Indians are ‘‘ the wards of the United States.” 
We are their guardians. The time was when the fertile valleys 
of the Mississippi, in which the gentleman and his people now live, 
| belonged to the Indians. They were negotiated with and gotten 
out of thatcountry for the benefit of the white man; and, as the 
Western country known as the Territory of New Mexico and 
| Arizona was considered to be worthless, ‘‘ Mr. Indian” was lo- 
| cated upon this ground by the act of the Government of the 
| 


United States—‘‘the guardians,” the Supreme Court of the 
United States says, ‘‘ of these wards.’ 

Now, since civilization has surrounded them, the Government 
finds its wards can not longer subsist by the chase and the hunt 
as they did when taken from the soil of Mississippi. Then the 
question arises, what is the duty of the guardian to its ward? 

Mr. LANHAM. May I ask my friend aquestion? Can we not 

| relieve ourselves from future expense by putting him ina condi- 
tion to be self-supporting, so as to sustain himself without the 
aid of his guardian; and what evidence had you before your com- 
mittee as to the necessity for this specific appropriation? 

Mr. PEEL. Iwill answer the gentleman. If he will read the 
Commissioner's report he will see. Weexamined all these ques- 
tions,and I can state further,i 1 addition, from my own experience, 
having been on the Navajo Reservation for w hich we have just 
provided, and having been through Arizona and New Mexico, 
I know personally, and the gentleman may know if he will ride 
through that country, that the white man can not make corn, 
melons, and vegetables unless they have irrigation; and if the 
white man can not make them the Indian certainly can not. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam unable to believe that it is right for 


the Government to help the white man, much less the Indian. 


Mr. PEEL. I have said that the white man is a part of the 


| United States and can go anywhere, but the Indian has not got 
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that right; and if we are to take care of our wards at all, and 
to put the Indian in a condition to be self-sustaining, we must 
use the appliances under Government control to doit. That is 
the question in a nutshell, and all there is ofit. The Govern- 
ment has given them the land, and the land can not be utilized 
for the purpose of supporting them without giving them irriga- 


tion. Without the water these lands will not produce the corn, | 


the melons, and the vegetables on which they are to live. Ihope 
the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I move to strike out the last word. So 
far as this appropriation and this question of policy are concerned, 
we are very much dependent upon the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs for light to show us how to vote. Iam in favor of striking 
out this appropriation. I am opposed to it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Chairman. Is it in order for the gentleman to move to strike 
out the last word before his own amendment is disposed of? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The chairman of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs states that the Indians were put upon these lands 


by the United States, the Government acting as the guardian | 


and the Indians being the wards. Now, I would like to ask him 
if irrigation was contemplated and formed a part of the scheme 
of the Government when it put the Indians there? If the Gov- 
ernment did contemplate that, then it deliberately planned a 


scheme to force upon the people a system of irrigation which they | 


have heretofore refused to adopt. If the Government of the 
United States, at the instance of the Indian Bureau, put these 
people on lands where it was known they could not live, that was 
either an act of folly or anact of cruelty that was inexcusable. 
If it was done at the instance of the Indian Bureau without that 
Bureau knowing what sort of lands those were, then the Indian 
Bureau is incompetent and useless. 

However, the Indians got there in some way; there they are; 
and now this irrigation scheme is simply a means of extricating 
the Government from the unenviable and false position in which 
it has been placed by the advice of the Indian Bureau. If that 
be true, then I say that this is not the best way out of the diftfi- 
culty, that the appropriation of $30,000 last year was a mistake, 
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not furnishing them any \ 
fat 

As has been well said by the ce 0 Committ 
Indian Affairs, these Indiansare confi! ary power upot 
these reservations; th y are co! to ay el a c 

| tainly we can not now, at mn 
which we have been acting in thi t a tila 4 
tem is devised, it seems to 1 t \ 
about not caring for the Indians w th LV i - 
tleman from Mississippi ta 
ery” of irrigation. I do no ndersts Mir. 
every man who owns 50, or 40, or 20, o 10 ¢ es, ¢ 
paich, is to be required to run 3 n mac i 
| nderstand that aft i ( VOLrs and alt esarec 
it is a very simple matter to use the water. 

But at any rate, whatever is required for tl vyhite man in or- 
der to distribute thiS water, ti ame can « tainly be supplied 
by the Secretary of the Interior to the Indians, and at 
these Indians must have water for irrigati Urp Si are 
to do anything in the wayof agriculture. White men there can 
not raise crops without irriga ion, and certain y can not dD 
expected that the Indians can do it, or that they should be re- 
quired to do it, without having the same facilities as the whit 

|'man. The gentleman criticises the existing Indian policy, but 

| he offers no solution whatever of the problem, and I trust that 
this appropriation will be left in the bill as it was in the last Cor 
ress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. The Chai 
will recognize the gentleman from Arizona. 


gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE| does not prevail 


and that the increasing of it $10,000 this year is another mistake. | 


I say that because every man who knowsanything about the cost 
of irrigation on a large scale knows that it would be cheaper to 
board and lodge that tribe of Indians in good houses, to supply 
them well with clothing and-blankets, and to provide a mission- 
ary for every hundred of them than to adopt and carry out this 
system of irrigation. 

And, Mr. Chairman, when the Government has established the 
plant, when the canals are made and the reservoirs are con- 
structed, at whattime will these Indians become self-supporting? 
When does this Committee on Indian Affairs, or this House, or 
the Indian Bureau, think that that tribe of Indians will be sufli- 
ciently advanced to manipulate this complicated machinery of 
irrigation? Can they maintain it? Why, gentlemen from the 
West who know something about those lands say that the waters 
of the rivers in that region are not sufficient for irrigation pur- 
poses, and, that being so, the scheme involves the necessity for 
reservoirs and other costly appliances. 

But, strange tosay, the Committee on Indian Affairs, who trav- 
eled through that country once (Idonot know whether insleeping 
cars or not), set up their judgment against the judgment of the 
men who have lived in that region for years and who represent 
it upon this floor. I am inclined to think, sir, that that trip on 
which we sent the Indian Committee through that Indian coun- 
try has cost this Government thousands and thousands of dollars 
of expenditure which it would otherwise have escaped [laughter], 
expenditure made against the judgment of the men who live in 


the West and know the real facts and requirements of the situa- | 


tion. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Who was the chairman of that com- 
mittee? [Laughter.] 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I withdraw my formal amendment, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] desires to make war 
upon the Indians all along the line. The other day he was op- 
posed to the Indians having any schools, and now he is opposed 
to their having water for irrigation, and if he will just mention 
anything that he is in favor of an Indian having I have no doubt 
it will be asurprising piece of information tothis House. [Laugh- 
ter.] I put to the gentleman from Mississippi again the question 
that I put to him the other day: What is your theory as to dis- 
posing of these Indians? You complain that we spend money to 
take care of the Indians under the policy that we have adopted; 
you make war upon that policy; what is your substitute for it? 
Certainly you de not intend to have the House understand that 
you are in favor of the Government abandoning these Indians, 


| 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, if the motion of the 


] \ 

[ purpose to offer an amendment to the section as it now stands 
to the following effect: After line 20 add, ‘‘the sum to be d 
ducted from the appropriation made in this bill for the support 
of Indian schools situated anywhere east of the Mississippi 
River.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amendment would be in 
order now. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Lam only suggesting the amendment 


now in case the motion to strike out shall not prevail. 











The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state tothe gentleman that 
his amendment wo ild be inorder now. as it is in order to pe rts 
the paragraph before taking a vote on a motion to strike it out 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. In view of that ruling of the Chair, 
I now offer the amendment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [ have contended on this f 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chi 
ment being now formally offered, I desire, b a 
p oceeds to discuss it LO reserve any point of 1 a 
lie against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, for some four or five 
years I have contended on this floor, and vainly contended, that 
the mode of educating Indians by the expenditure of money i 
the way in which it has been spent,is an absolute waste of the pub! 
funds. In this conviction, which I reiterate as often as I hav 
opportunity on this floor, | am simply speaking from an expe 
ence and personal observation which justifies me in my diss« 

Now, the way to educate the Indians, if you do it at all, is 
some such process as that now inder consideration; not that t 
Government should embark on a grand irrigating h 
that the Indians should be placed among those surro 
civilization which you expect them to imitate; should be 
in the presence of the constant ample of 
ward. 

Now, in my opinion, every dcllar appropriated for this Car 
lisle school—I name that institution for a particular purpo i 
thrown away. The money, to be useful, should be ap { 
the education of the Indian children on the Indian reservatio 
The white pe ople sho ildsurewound them. The Indians sho 


their lands in severalty; and along the irrigating ditch t 


should see the rewards of their industry. 


In a scurrilous statement which has ured in 
press—a statement alleged to have been made by tl rincip 
of the Carlisle school—it is said that sor ! rs on this flo 
have been purchased, I believe, by Catholic influence or through 
the Catholic Church, in order to break up the present system of 

| education in order to have the Indian children educated in t 
Catholic schools of the West. 

[ was not personally alluded to in that statement, but with 
ever having heard from any such source as that article indicat 
[ oppose this system of education, because, residing in the Indi 
country, I see the results of this kind of education when th: 
children come back. In spite of the testimony as to how tl 
Indian children are when they leave the institution (which is a 








; 

’ 

% 
5 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 





mere matter of hearsay) I oppose the system because I myself 
have seen its results. I know that it isa failure. Now, thisap- 
propriation, if left in here with my amendment, will take from 
the schools this side of the Rocky Mountains the money neces- 
sary tocarry out this line of education. I do not think the ap- 
propriation ought to be struck out. I do think the appropria- 
tions for these Eastern schools ought to be struck out. That we 
will come to later. Itrust thatthe education of the Indians may 
be carried out on the lines which I advocate, and that the pres- 
ent fruitless system may be entirely abolished. 

In taking this position I am not under the influence of the 
Catholic or anv other religious denomination. There seems to 
be some fear of that kind in the Department. Why is it, I won- 
der? Has discrimination there been made against Catholic 
schools, If not, why this slanderon honorable gentlemen of this 
House. 

Mr. LANHAM. Has the gentleman had any opportunity for 
practical observation as to the advantages of these appropria- 
tions for irrigation. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What tribe was it? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. It makes no difference what tribe. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Oh, yes; a very material difference. 
Mr. WILSON of Missouri. They belonged to the same red race; 


| they belonged to the human race, having heart, body, and soul, 
| as has the gentleman from Arizona. And it may be that their 
| civilization prompts them to call the civilization of the gentle- 


man from Arizona barbaric. It is all comparative at last. But 
I have been taught as a lawyer to know that it has been the 
policy of the Government from the beginning to treat the Indians 
as wards in chancery. 

Mr. SMITHof Arizona. But the Indians happen to have us in 
chancery. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. And having robbed them of their 
vast possessions by the law of the stronger, the benign policy of 
the Government from its earliest organization has been to treat 
them as children, as minors, as wards of the Government, taking 


/care of them, watching over and aiding them by every possible 


Mr. SMITH of.Arizona. On that point [ am free to say to my | 


friend that I have seen nothing whatever. I am not speaking 
from personal knowledge of such advantages. I know that on 


Salt River, in Maricopa County, there are some rude Indian | 


ditches that have been used for irrigation for ages, so far as I 
know. I do not know whether what has been done in this direc- 


them. 
Mr. WILSON of Missouri. I willask the gentleman whether 


it.is not necessary for the whites to resort to irrigation out there | 


for the purpose of raising crops? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There is no question about that. 
They must resort to irrigation if they would raise anything at 
all. In this connection I beg to say that the Indians alluded to 


‘are not those who have been driven from the fertile valleys 


farther east. There never was a time within known history 
when the Pimas, the Maricopas, the Papagoes, and the Apaches 
were not occupants of that country. They were preceded there, 
as shown by ample evidence, by the Aztecs, and they by the 
Toltecs, and they probably by generations and genealogies reach- 
ing far beyond the accredited date of creation. This continent 
was settled first on the western shore. The western and east- 
ern Indian are as different as day and night. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me evi- 
dence of want of magnanimity, if nothing else, on the part of Rep- 
resentatives charged with making the laws of the country to 
legislate in the manner some here would seem to desire in refer- 
ence to these wards of the Government. We all know, and my 
friend from Arizona understands quite well, that this whole con- 


tinent was at one time in the possession of the Indians, with un- | 


disputed title. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. No more than in the nossession of 
the Pilgrim Fathers. What sort of title did they hold? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. They held title by possession—the 
same title which, in one sense, the gentleman holds to everything 
he has, and the same he would interpose and defend, as the In- 
dians have attempted to defend their possessory title, should a 
stronger power undertake to deprive him of his property. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Would I claim all? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. All of it belonged to you. They 
were in possession of the continent; there was no other power 
disputing their control; they stood alone; and I say it is a sad 
commentary upon the boasted civilization of the people of this 


means. 

He says that these Indians have never inhabited fertile valleys. 
How does he know that? How does he know where the ances- 
tors of the Apaches and the Navajos came from? How does he 
know but that the ancestors of these Indians occupied the land 


| of the cane and the turkey, which the gentleman himself boasts 


| 





i 


country that they have treated the Indians, the original owners | 


of the soil, by the law of the stronger, ruthlessly and cruelly en- 
foreed. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Would it not be right, according to 
the gentleman's line of argument, to give Missouri back to the 
Indians? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. No, of course not. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Why not? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Thé truth is, Mr. Chairman, if 
there existed anywhere power to restore to the Indians the lands 
of which they have been despoiled there are but few living to re- 


ceive it. These Indians have received at the hands of the gentle- | 


man and those who think with him the benefits of the boasted 
civilization of this age so lavishly that the red men who once 
filled the primeval forests and covered the plains of Americz 
from sea to sea now live only in tradition, and the sad remnant 


of thac wonderfully warlike people are being still pursued by | 
those who would almost deny them earth, air, and water in the | 


name of our boasted civilization. There are, indeed, but very | 


few of them left. 
Now, | am by no means a stranger to the Indians of the West. 


frontier, in close personal association with the Indians. I know | 


them quite as well, and perhaps better, than the gentleman from 
Arizona. 


| as his birthplace? 
tion has been a wise application of public funds or a waste of | 


The fact is, Mr. Chairman, these Indians are by the action of 
this Government upon the most desolate part of this continent, 
driven back to the very mountains, corralled in the arid deserts 
that will hardly sprout the cacti from its burning sands. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What tribe in Arizona isin sucha 
condition as that? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. The Apaches 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Well, as to the Apaches 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri(continuing). Andthe Navajos; the 
same Indians of which the gentleman has been speaking. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What lands have these Apaches? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Well, the gentleman from Arizona 
has had his time. He can occupy the floor at another time if he 
wishes. I do not want mine frittered away in this manner. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Iwas only asking forinformation. I 
was going to say that I know the Apaches do not live in such a 
country as you have described. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. The gentleman has had ample op- 
portunity here and in the last Congress, and he has iterated and 
reiterated the same arguments which we have heard falling from 
his lips to-day, and which do no credit to his humanity. 

But, now, Mr. Chairman, let us return to the question. The 
proposition here is, exercising sovereignty of the soil, regarding 
these Indians as minors, as our wards, living under the shadow 
of the mountains and upon the arid plains where my distinguished 
friend from Arizona says it is necessary to use water artificially 
for purposes of raising crops to keep the body and soul of the 
white man together, shall we extend to these simple wards of 
the Government the privileges of irrigation to induce the barren, 
reluctant soil on which our generous civilization has placed them 
to yield to their unskilled hands enough to sustain them, or shall 
we, having deprived them of everything, denied them ownership 
of their lands, bound them, as it were, hand and foot, bid them 
starve and die because it is inour power to do so? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Is it time now, Mr. Chair- 
man, to address a word to the point of order? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. As to the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man, with the consent of the committee, I will ask leave to with- 
draw my amendment until we come to those sections of the bill 
relating to the schools, where I think it is more applicable. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








Amend by adding to the end of line 20, page 42, ‘$4,000, of which so much 
thereof as may be necessary shall be expended to put down an artesian well at 
the training school at Pierre, S. Dak., to supply water for the use of the 
school, and for irrigation of the garden and grounds contiguous to the school.” 


Mr. PICKLER. This makes no addition to the appropriation. 
The amount is just the same as that provided in the bill. It 
simply asks that $4,000 of the forty thousand shall be used for sink- 
ing an artesian well in the grounds of the school at Pierre, S. 
Dak. 

This is the largest school in the country of this character. 
The superintendent of Indian schools says that the school com- 


| menced in February, 1891, with an attendance of 14, and before the 
I was born and raised, and passed my young manhood on the | 


spring it had increased to 80, and in September it had reached 
157. The school is capable of caring for about’l62 pupils. 
The school is situated in the greatest artesian belt, probably, of 


' the world, in the James River Valley, on the western side, over 
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toward the Missouri. These Indians come from the Sioux Res- 
ervation to this school. The great Cheyenne Agency is just 
across the river from the school, and there are some three thou- 
sand Indians belonging to that reservation. This being an arte- 
sian basin, artesian wells are being put down everywhere with 

reat success, for agricultural purposes, in and about this local- 
ity. In order that these Indians may learn something of this 
= that they may have an object lesson before them, as has 


en well said by the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] in | 
regard to other irrigation works, in order that they may learn | 


something of the irrigating process, that they may use it on the 
western side of the river when they go back, it seems to me it 
would be well to have this artesian well put down at this school, 
in order to supply it-with water for irrigation purposes about the 
gardens and grounds contiguous to it. 


The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is in favor of this proposi- | 


tion. He tells me he believes it would be a good thing. The 
superintendent of the school is emphatic inasking that this pro- 
vision be made for this school, and I submit to the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. PEEL], who has been over that country, that 
he ought not, and I believe he will not, seriously object to this 
amendment. I think he ought to be willing to accept it. There 
would be no question about the expenditure of this money, but 
that it would put down an artesian well that would supply this 
school, and this kind of object lesson is as necessary as any other 
species of training in reference to irrigation. ‘This adds no 
amount to the appropriation, and issomething that will redound, 
as it seems to me, to the benefit of these Indians. I trust this 
amendment will carry, and that we may be allowed to expend 
$4,000 of the $40,000 in putting down this well. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I believe that in a provision 


which places it in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior | 


to expend the money it would not be wise to parcel it out in 


various places by special limitations attached to this part of the | 


appropriation. I believe that so long as discretion is given to 
the Secretary of the Interior it should remain there and apply 
to every expenditure provided for in the appropriation, and that 
it would be wrong to say that one locality should tie the hands 
of the Secretary and all other localities be subject to his discre- 
tion in that direction. 

But I rose to ask if an amendment is in order now? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order at the present time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifanamendmentisin order at any time, I would 
like to be recognized for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
as soon as the pending amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say, if the gentleman refers to my 
amendment, that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs sanctions 


this and recommends it. I do not know that he recommends it | 


to be taken out of the $40,000 appropriation. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the 
Secretary of the Interior approve of it, then they have the power 
to do it under this discretionary power given, and no amend- 
ment of that kind is necessary. 


Mr. PICKLER. Ido not know whether the Commissioner of | 


Indian Affairs has the power to put down an artesian well under 
this appropriation or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs has told 
me he is in favor of such a provision, and I would like to have it 
provided for in this way. I believe it would be as wise an ex- 
penditure of this money as is possible. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. 
PICKLER, the Chairman announced that the ‘‘ noes” seemed to 
have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. PICKLER) there were ayes 15, 
noes 34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now recognize the gentle- 
man from Iowa to present his amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to present the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. BUTLER. Amend by striking out the word “forty,” in line 20,on 
page 42, and insert in its stead the word “thirty,” so that it will read 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, two or three times, when the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs was on the floor, 


he stated that although the estimates called for $50,000 for this | 


expenditure, yet the committee had decided that it would be best 
to reduce it to $30,000. Now, of course that was not strictly in 
accordance with the bill as it reads, but it indicated to my mind 
that the committee did in fact desire to place the amount at the 
same sum as last year; and no evidence has been given and no 


argument has been offered to show why $40,000 should be appro- ! 
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| priated this year for the same work that called for $30,000 one 
year ago; and on that account I have concluded that their desire, 
or their thought, at least, in the consideration of this measure,was 
to make the bill call for $30,000. I believe, after the argument 
we have heard, that $30,000 would be entirely sufficient. There- 
| fore I have presented this amendment and desire its adoption. 
| Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I will only say in reply that I 
| was under that impression, knowing that the last appropriation 
was $30,000, but I remember now, after conferences with the Com- 
missioner, after going all through these items, that they asked 
| for $50,000, because this is a work which naturally grows to some 
|} extent. As there was only a limited amount, and. confined to 
certain States, I was willing to divide that amount and agree to 
| $40,000. It is only a matter of judgment. I am perfectly will- 
| ing, if the committee thinks the appropriation is sufficient, for it 
to be that way. It is only a question as to whether we shall aid 
or detract from the service. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, there is a question that 
is steadily asked here that I believe this House can very readily 
| answer if it will go tothe root of things and begin at the begin- 
ning. We should review the whole question and begin all over 
again. It has been asked time and again what shall we do with 
the Indians; and I think that if ever there was a time to begin 
in the right direction, and indicate what shall be our perma- 
nent policy, now isthat time. Weshould at once recognize that 
our whole past policy has been a blunder and a failure, and that 
it has led to a vastexpenditure and to needless shedding of blood. 

But before I say anything upon that particular point, I desire 
| to make a statement with reference to a communication, or in- 
| terview which appeared in the Washington Post of last Satur- 
| day, which charged several gentlemen, myself included, with 
having been influenced in the remarks we had heretofore made 
| upon this question in some way or other, either by purchase or 
| by bribery, by the Catholic Church or its officials. 
| For one I will say that no Catholic has ever communicated with 
| me upon that subject, either directly or indirectly, by hint or by 
| innuendo. I donot think and do not believe that that church 
i 
| 








acts by anysuch means. If thatchurch has viewsas to the proper 
management of the Indians it seeks to advance them by as right- 
eous means as any other church. My remarks originated with 
| myself and were in harmony with my own views up#h this In- 
| dian question, to which I have given considerable attention ever 
since I have attended schools and first read anything with regard 
| to Indian history. The proper treatment of the red man has 
puzzled the Government for nearly a century, has aroused the 
| attention of the philosopher and statesman as well as the philan- 
| thropist and will continue to be a live and practical question so 
long as we follow along the present foolish and untenable lines. 
| I think there is a solution to this question and that its only final 
solution must be sought in another road than the present one. 
| So long as you allow the Indians to remain on the reservations 
| under guard of United States troops. so long as you allow them 
| to roam through the boundless territories of the great West at 
| their own sweet will, live as tribes or petty Indian nations and 
| steal, rob and plunder, and murder as they please without prompt 
| punishment for every crime committed, so long as they are only 
sent back to the reservations as their only punishment, just so 
long you will leave the Indian question open. You must first 
make them understand that there shall be nocrime without pun- 
ishment; that we will defend their rights, but that if they leave 
their reservations the excursion must be a pleasure or business 
trip, not a murdering raid. 

How long the people of this country will endure a condition 
such as exists at present no man can tell. We now punish an 
outbreak or a raid by simply sending them back to the reserva- 
tions and again and again supply them with arms. At present 
we are spending for the maintenance or support and the guardian- 
ship of the Indians nearly $8,000,000 every year of the taxes of 
| the American people. This is a heavy burden upon our tax 
| payers, and when they see this vast sum annually thrown away 
without results, and that it is making only a lot of tramps of the 
| Indians, they are disgusted and heartsick with such statesman- 
ship. In addition to this we are called upon to maintain an army 
one-third larger than it ought to be in number and expense to 
keep the Indians in a condition of peace with reference to the 
balance of our people. Some remedy must be found and a wise 
statesman will endeavor to discover some way out of such a di- 
lemma. The remedy should be found now, and it should be put 
in force without delay. 

Now, I think that the American Government should do just 
| the same for the American Indian that the Government does for 
every white and black citizen of this country, and no more. It 
| should provide him with defense under the laws, and with an 
opportunity to make for himself an honest living. The sole 
remedy is this: Cease to bring the Indian up under the idea that 
he is to be forever dependent upon the National Government for 
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support. Break up and destroy the tribal relation. Deal with | have seen numerous others. Is there any furt 


him as an individual not as a nation. 
assume full control, and, he aN ing taken the whole 
responsibility, you will be prepared to act and to go to the very 
bottom of the whole question. Teach him to rely upon himself 
him know that if he will help himself you will help him 
also. If he will not help himself, let him know that nothing will 
be done for him. 

Make him understand that the time is coming when he is to 
conduct himself as a civilized b ing, living under a government 
of civilized beings; that he must strike out and earn his living 
for himself, ju ust as Other people do under our flag. How is that 
to be acc omp ished? Every gentleman knows that this Govern- 
ment is still possessed of a vast amount of fertile public lands. 
Those lands may easily be divided for the settlement or assigned 
as a resting place 
try. The land can be divided among them in severalty. They 
can be assigned their homes, and for three or four years our Gov- 
ernment can supply them with seed, stock their farms, provide 
them with ample provisions, and keep them together, and see 
that they are taught to work for their own living, and not brought 
up to believe that they are to be forever supported by our Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question right there? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly 

PICKLER. Does not the gentleman know that that is 
exactly the policy the Government is now pursuing? That it is 
allotting lands to them in severalty on every reservation, just as 
rapidly as they can persuade the Indians to take those allotments? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ido not believe in asking the Indians’ 
consent to take these allotments. If the Indian desires to wan- 
der around at his will over the Western plains, to commit further 
massacre, and further to steal and plunder; if that is what he de- 
sires, he should be compelled to remain on his reservation, and 
I Government should take hold of him, as a 


If you assume any control, 


and complete 


ana let 
@hU 104 


I believe that the 
guardian does of any other ward, and if he fails to behave, spank 
him sufficiently to make him behave. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman knows, and every other gen- 


| 


or abiding place for the Indians of our coun- | 


her information 
that my friend from Minnesota desires? 


Mr. LIND. No; I simply wished to ascertain what the gentle- 

man’s ee had been for observing the Indians. 

Mr. PENDLETON. My opportunity for observation with re- 
gard + the American Indians has been, in the first place, Ameri- 
can history from the hour of the landing of Christopher Colum- 
bis, and American newspapers ever since I have been able to 
read. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I desire to come back to the question as 
to what should be done with the Indians. In my judgment, after 
the Indians have been placed upon reservations and under Gov- 
ernment tutelage, as our friends maintain they are now, in the 
first place they should be deprived of all their weapons; they 
should be deprived of every temptation to sally forth and live 
in a state of warfare and plunder. Treat the Indian like any 


| other American citizen; put him upon an equality with other 


citizens; see that his equal rights are respected and protected; 
and within ten or twelve years gentlemen will no longer be called 
upon to vote here ten or twelve million dollars annually for his 
maintenance. I desire to see the Indian well taken care of, and 
[ suppose every gentleman here does: but we are tired of finding 
ourselves compelled to face a situation which promises to entail 
upon thisGovernment for a century to come this gigantic annual 
expenditure. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether my friend 
from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] is in earnest about his 
amendment or not 

Mr. PENDLETON. 





[ withdraw my amendment. It was only 


| to strike out the last word. 


tleman of the House knows, that the white man can go where he | 


pleases, but the Indian is kept on his reservation. 
Mr. PENDLETON. Ido not understand that to be the case. 
Mr. PICKLER. That is the case. 
Mr. PEEL. The time for debate on this amendment is cer- 
tainly at an end, and I hope we will have a vote. 


| find that it does 


oe {ea was taken on the adoption of the amendment of | 


Mr. BUTLER: and the ¢ 
to ‘ta it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ceall for a division; and I would like to have 
the amendment again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 45; so 
the amendment was rejected. 

"he Clerk read as follows: 


shairman announced that the noes seemed 


Pay of farmers: To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practi- 
farmer n addition to the agency farmers now employed, at wages not 
eeding $75 each per month, to superintend and direct farming among such 





Indians as are making effort for self support, $70,000; and no person shall be | 


employed as such farmer who has not been f 
suc! 


r at least five years previous to 
mployment practically engaged in the occupation of farming. 

Mr.PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
vord. Ido not quite understand the idea with which these farm- 
ers are b 
for my friend, the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to give us some explanation of the matter. In reply to the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Dakota, I will state that it has never 
been my information or understanding that the Government was 
doing its duty to the Indians in placing them upon reservations, 
because I understand that when a man is placed within a reser- 
vation there should be some proviso of some kind or character 
for his protection there; but I notice that whenever the Indians 
are suffered to leave their reservations, or whenever they do 
leave them, they generally go as a body or a tribe, and usually 
for the purpose of making war upon some person. I donot know 
that there is any law in this country which prevents an individual 
Indian, any more than an individual white man, from going 
where he pleases all over the land, provided he chooses to be- 
have himself as he ought to behave. 

Mr. LIND. Iwill ask the gentleman whether he has ever 
seen an Indian or an Indian tribe? 

Mr.PENDLETON. Ihaveneverseen an Indian tribe together 





because | have never desired to get into the neighborhood of 
one; but I have seen a great many individual Indians traveling 
around the country with shows or by themselves. 

Buffalo Bill’s show, If presume. 

| have seen Buffalo Bill’s show, and I 


Mr. LIND. 
Mr. PENDLETON. 


Mr. PEEL. Weli, I simply say that this provision is the 
amount usually appropriated for extra farmers, and if there is 
any one item in the bill that is perfectly in line with the theory 
of the Government, it certainly is this one, because untutored In- 
dians who know nothing of farming must of course be taught if 
they are to do anything practical in that way. Under this pro- 
vision practical farmers are placed upon the different reserva- 
tions whenever it is believed that they can be profitably em- 
ployed, and I do not think there has ever been an objection to 
this provision before. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to correct my friend from West 
Virginia in one respect. He speaks of this bill as carrying ten 
or twelve millions a year. If he will examine the bill he will 
not carry any such amount, and that the amount 
it does carry, a large portion, is not money appropriated by the 
Government from the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I was only predicting that this expendi- 
ture would amount to ten or twelve milions a year if allowed to 


| man on. 


‘ing employed, and I think this is a good opportunity | 


| cept. After line 4, page 43, add, 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer anamend- 
ment which I think gentlemen in charge of this bill ought to ac- 
‘who shall be a skillful and 
successful farmer.” The bill provides that the farmer shall have 
been engaged in farming for at least five years previous; but he 
may have been so engaged and yet may have failed every year. 
He may be an utterly incompetent farmer. That is not the sort 
of man that the Government wants to send out there; but that is 
the sort of man who is most likely to seek such an appointment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let it provide that he shall have been prac- 
tically engaged in farming for five years last past. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, he might have been engaged as a 
farmer for five years last past, and yet he might have failed eve ry 
year: he might have broken up as a farmer and become a sort of 

vagabond, and for that ver y reason he might seek this situation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will take occasion to reply to some re- 
marks which have been made,charging gentlemen who oppose 
this appropriation of the people’s money with want of magna- 
nimity and want of understanding. The chairman of the Indian 
Committee, genial and kind-hearted as he is, has fallen into the 
habit of saying, ‘‘If gentlemen understood this matter they 
would not object What an ignorant set of men we all are 
except those gentlemen whom the Government sent out to the 
Indian country, who made a single trip, and who went flying 
through the country, I suppose, in a sleeping car! 

It has been reiterated in my hearing ever since I came to Con- 
gress—my friend from Missouri [Mr. WILson] has reiterated it 
to-day—that from the commencement of the Government until 
now we have robbed the Indians. He says further that the Gov- 
ernment is the guardian of the Indian, and the Indian is the ward 
of thenation. If that be true, if we have been robbing our wards 
for a hundred years, is it not time we should make our final ac- 
count and let the tutelage cease? Weare following the example 
of many guardians who have permitted the estates of their wards 
to be stolen 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. 
little restitution. 
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Mr. STOCKDALE. I say that the man who has been arobber 
for a hundred years is not the man to indulge in a sort of death- | 
bed repentance and give afew dollars to the Indian he has robbed. 
The only course is, if these Indians are so highly civilized, to let 
them alone; let them set up for themselves. If our guardianship 
bas been a succession of robberies for a hundred years, it is time 
for the Indian to try to manage his own affairs. These Indians 
are said to be civilized; let them have a civilized government; 
for if gentlemen here have represented the conduct of the Gov- 
ernment correctly it has not acted in a civilized manner. These 
Indians have been impr isoned by aga ts, as has been said; and 
iu is true. Now, if we herd them like attle on the reservations, 
have we not the power to enforce the distribution of their lands 
in severalty and to adopt the plan suggested by my friend from 
Arizona? 

My remarks are not directed against the Indian, but against the 
policy of the Government. These gentleman who want these ap- 
propriations year by year always say to the people who do not 
approve their plan, “Why, you want to rob the Indian?” I say 
that if the policy of the Government has been a failure and a rob- | 
bery for a hundred years, it is time to change the policy. Let 
us is the Indians a civilized government. Let them manage 
their affairs for themselves. Let us give them the money and 
let the 2m use it, instead of giving it to these so-called guardians 
who always rob them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the policy of the gentleman | 
from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] seems to be simply to with- 
draw every Government instrumentality from about the Indians 
and allow them to have their own way. That policy means ma- 
‘auding bands; it means Indians off their reservations here and 
there, robbing and despoiling the whites in the vicinity, terri- 
fying women and children, and driving white settlers from the 
vicinity of these reservations. That is what it means, and it 
means that alone. It means a policy which will endanger the 
lives of the white settlers. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If that is the best result of the policy | 
which the Government has been pursuing for a hundred years— 
if that is the result of the “ civilization ” process—is it not time to 
change the policy? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, if you will review ponery 
of the Indians for the last twenty- five years you will find tl - 
great advances have been made; that there are now very few 
stances in which they break away from the reservation; that 
their children are at schools; that the Indians are in many cases 
earning their own living; whereas twenty-five years ago there | 
was continual trouble with the Indians—frequent warfare and 
bloodshed. 

Mr. PENDLETON. How long do youcontemplate continuing 
these appropriations of seven to ten million dollars a year? 

Mr. PICKLER. In the first place, there are no $10,000,000 a 
year appropriated, and I want to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact, taken from the Indian census, that there are 
only 57,000 Indians in the United States who are drawing sub- | 
sistence from the Government, while there are 187,000 drawing 
no subsistence. Having driven these people from their lands, 
I would continue these appropriations until their children are 
educated and they themselves trained toearntheir living. This 
nation having undertaken to act as a charitable and Chris- 
tian nation I would not now have it adopt a barbarous policy 
and trample these Indians to the earth. They have now been 
driven to the poorest sections of land, the better lands on the 
reservations have been taken away from them, and now gentle- | 
men come here and offer nothing except to allow the Indians to 
starve, or to pursue toward them a policy which will subject the | 
settlers in that country to terror and depredation. Schools 
teachers, churches, and similar appliances are needed to civilize 
these Indians, and whatever money is necessary to do this eco- 
nomically this nation owes to this unfortunate people 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What is that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE]. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. My friend from Missouri [Mr. W1L- 
SON] has made so startling a statement that he will pardon me 
for saying I was surprised. But he has said one thing which has 
given me hope of the final civilization of the Indian, for he has 
said that the Apache, as I have found him, was probably driven 
from his own country to the desert wastes and barren hills of the 
West. Well, inasmuch as he has shown no indication of going | 


ee “ae ard Missouri he probably may yet be educated and civ- | 
111ze 





| toemulate their ex 
| nothing about the 


| age so tender that he 


| to a certainty not the Apache. That is certain. 
| Western Indian tribe. 


| children. The 


| out of this people, and establish such a policy 


' wards I came in contact with #he 


The gentleman says further th: statements on this floor 
in regard to this Indian question have done me no credi M 
Chairman, I am somewhat surprised at any language from 1 
friend falling short of extreme courtes While I am notin the 
habit of suggesting to members what comes or ill-becomes 
them in speech here, and taking no exception to what the gen 
tleman hasseen fit to say ofacritica ture,| il like to suggest 
that the Indians he saw in his youth, and which he affirms wer 
men of like blood, sentiment, and in igence as he sees on this 
floor, the wonder is that he did not admire them more and strive 


Apache Indian. That trouble confronts m« 
always on this floor. If gentlemen knew more they would say 


e 


rp 
ample. Che mntieman, untortunately, knows 


| less in the line of their present argument 


The truth is that the Apache Indian, as every gentleman who 
reads the history of these people knows, did not originate in this 
part of the country atall. The gentleman will cootiiie find, if 
he will take the trouble to study history, that very Like ly the 


Western Indian came across from the Western continent by way 
of the strait. But that is not pertinent here. The anestion ef 
where he came from must yield to the more important one, 
= What shall be done with him or done for him?” The gentle- 


man’s insinuation against me—his assertion that my speech did 
not do me credit—is doubtless because of the fact that I am at- 
tempting to educate the Indian ina sensible way. The trouble 
is the gentleman associated with Indians in his youth, and at an 
declined to name the tribe when I asked 
him to name them. Probably he was too young to remember 
At any rate, that association at that age must account for this 
speech of his. Now, whattribe wasit? Nomatterwhat. [twas 


It was nota 


No matter who his Missouri Indian was, he never crossed the 
Mississippi River to come East. We, of the West, ate simply 
trying to educate the Indian at his own home on the other sid 
the Rocky Mountains, and we think, apart from the advisability 
of educating them amongst their own people that it has also con- 
nected with it a senses of economy. The idea of sending them 





| away here to be educated to return again to home and savag 


barbarism! 

While my speech did not reflect, as the gentleman says, any 
credit on me, he has been in his effort much more successful. His 
speech was a credit to him, because we could know him by it. It 
was old. It was decorated with platitudes written and spoken 
years ago for the edification of young and the amusement of older 
gentleman indulges in fancy, unsupported by a 
single fact. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion on this Indian bill, and 
will not detain the committee further, let me say to my friend 
from Missouri that my purpose in all that [ have said anda t 
I have done is, if possible, to see if we can not make something 
of dealing wit 


them on the part of the Government as will arouse them from 


their degradation and barbarism. That is the object if have i 
| view. His object is. it seems to me, to take the money from th« 


Treasury by expending millions upon millions of 


dollars in s 
port of traveling agents and Easte i 


‘n schools, instead of spens 





| it among the Indians themselves where they can see, as I hav 

| said over and over again, the advantages of edu vation, the nec 
sity for labor, the rewards of industry and of civilization. O 
the other hand, he insists on spending it to br ing: these child 
East and educate them, where their education can be of no p 

| sible value. Thatis the difference between us. 

If my fric nd thought that I was making a tirade against tl 
dians he is much mistaken. It is as much as I can do lef 
my people against unjust aspersions. A true statement of hor 
rible Indian ‘da lons ymmi on our people brings no sig] 

| of sympathy; where p y far wrongs to |] 8 invites a 
river of tea This conditio: will exist until members of thi 
House are willing to believe indisputab e facts of the present, an 
discard from their minds the fancy pictures painted by the nov 
elist. Knowledge of the real facts would soon solve in Conger 
the Indian question. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I am a 
capable, if I know myself, of saying or doing anything r 
upon the delicate sensibilities of my friend from Arizona, who 
has the Apac he Indians for his neighbors 

Now. I thought I understood something of the Indian charact 
But my friend seems to question my knowledge because, not being 


on the witness stand. as he seems to think, | decline to answ 
a question as to the ain tribes of oe If it wi 
add anything to his education on the subject oft » Indians, w 
possibly it would be vain in me to think within my power of 
parting, I will say to him that the Indians with whom as a boy 
associated were the Sac, the Fox, and the 


names O} cert 


Jelawares, and aft 
Lipans, the Comanches, the 
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Cheyennes, and almost all of the Indians who roam upon the plains 
and climb the mountains of the West. 

My friend from Arizona lives in tradition in his knowledge of 
the Indians. In the proud blue-grass region of Kentucky, where 
most of his life has been passed, he filled himself with Indian 


there, as perhaps I would have done under like circumstances; 
went to Arizona, and after spending a few years there ran for 
Congress, and, happily for his people, was elected, and here he is, 
full and overflowing with fresh Indian lore, much of which has 
been imparted to him second-hand, doubtless, by those who have 
seen the scalpless victims of Indian outrages. 

Now, of course all this is quite natural, and I can well under- 
stand and appreciate the feelings of my friend who, as he is fond 
of telling us, has more than once seen his best friends reeking in 
their own blood at the murderous hands of this tribe of Indians, 
this peculiar tribe that came, he says, by way of the west. How 
they got there, from what country they came, whether they 


came in Spanish galleons, or whether they came with the fabled | 


Greeks who sailed in search of the Golden Fleece—indeed, how 


they got there he does not tell us, but he says they came from | 


the west. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How did the eastern ones get here? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. I do not pretend to understand 
these things; I am notas learned in Indian lore as my friend; 
but history tells me it is all speculation at last how the Indians 
‘yeached this continent. Some say that they crossed upon the 
neck of land that extends to the frozen seas of the north; some 
that they came from one country,and some fromanother. Some 
even say that they escaped from the lost Atlantis when it sunk 
into the sea; some that they come from the far East, away back 
in the dawn of history, and to have antedated by hundreds of 
years the discovery of this country by Columbus. But one thing 
my friend should know, and which I| believe all know, and that 
is, this continent is the cemetery of dead nations. This race of 
white men that inhabit it to-day may be the fourth, fifth, or 
twentieth or more that has inhabited it, and exercised empire 
upon the continent. 

The testimony of the Mound Builders, and of the very roeks 
themselves; the testimony of the soil, and other evidences show 
that the same domination of the strong over the weak that my 
friend in his boasted civilization would extend over these Indi- 
ans has come to others, and may come to us some day. I chal- 


lenge the civilization of this race when compared with that of | 


some of those that have preceded us, according to the evidences 
left behind. Andifit be right tostripa race of men of all means 
of defense, and drive them from their homes, it can only be jus- 
tified by— 

The good old rule, the simple plan, 

That he shall take who has the power, 
And he shall keep whocan. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 


Debate on the amendment is exhausted. I sup- 


pose the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] intended his | 


amendment simply as formal. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I withdraw it. 
The gestion being taken on the pending amendment, it was re- 
jected. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
in line 2, page 43, after the word 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I accept thatamendment. 
it is very proper. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill. 
follows: 


*‘vears,"’ insert the word “immediately.” 


[ think 


Pay of Indian police: For the service of not exceeding 850 privates, at #13 
per month each, and not exceeding 75 officers, at #20 per month each, of In- 
dian police, to be employed in maintaining order and prohibiting illegal 
trafiic in liquor on the several Indian reservations and within the Territory 
of Alaska, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, and for the pur- 
chase of equipments and rations for policemen of nonration agencies, #150,600 

Mr. PEEL said: 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 43, line 6, strike out the word ‘*thirteen” and insert the word “ten 

Also in line 7, strike out the word *‘ twenty’ and insert the word ‘‘fifteen.”’ 

In line 13, strike out the word “ fifty” and insert the word “thirty.” 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say to the com- 
mittee that the first two amounts which I desire to change by 
this amendment were inserted in the bill through an oversight. 
‘The rate fixed by law in the last appropriation bill for the pay 


of the privates was $10a month, and for the officers $15 a month; 
but in following abillthat we had reported the words “‘ thirteen” 


and ‘‘ twenty ” were inserted, and that is the way in which the 
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| vision of the Indian Bureau. 
| for all these contracts, and have to inspect the goods. 





Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which | 
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mistake occurred. My amendment corrects those two errors, 
and fixes the rate at $10 for the privates and $15 for the officers, 
the same as in the last appropriation. 

My amendment to reduce the last amount from $150,600 to 


| $130,600 is based upon the fact that in the appropriation hereto- 
lore from the romantic traditions of the dark and bloody ground | 


fore we provided for the payment of salaries and also for rations 
and equipments. If the equipments were purchased out of the 
last appropriation, it will not be necessary to purchase them 
again. It will take $115,000 to pay the salaries and I think the 
additional $15,000 will buy the rations, and no equipments will 
have to be purchased. So I offer this amendment to reduce the 
amount in that respect. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
as follows: 

Telegraphing and ——_ of Indian supplies: To pay the expense of 
purchasing goods and supplies for the Indian service and pay of necessary 
employés; advertising, at rates not exceeding regular commercial rates; 
inspection, and all other expenses connected therewith, including telegraph- 
ing, $45,000; 

Mr. LONG said: 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 25, page 43, strike out the words * 
words “thirty-five.” 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, it will be found, by looking over 
the appropriation under this clause and then referring back to 
page 6, in lines 21, 22, 23, and 24, the traveling expenses of the 
five Indian agents are included in an appropriation of $8,000. 
Then on page 14 there is an appropriation of $6,000 and another 
of $4,000; and on page 16, under another head, $150,000 and an- 
other one of $115,000. 

These all go to the support and civilization of the Indians, and 
not only to their support, but they also include telegraphing and 
other expenses, all following in the same line as this. I move, 
in the amendment just offered, to strike out ‘‘ forty-five” and in- 
sert ‘‘thirty-five.” It occurs to me that there can not be a single 
objection to it. 

If we are going to cut down these expenses at all, it occurs to 
me that in a clause of this kind, where it is not necessary, it can 
be easily done. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire tosay, in reply to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Texas, that the committee who have had charge of 
this bill have used every means in their power to reduce it wher- 
ever it was possible without absolute injury tothe service. This 
item is a very important one. It is known by those who have ex- 
amined the service that all the purchases of Indian supplies and 
provisions, clothing, and everything of that kind, which are re- 
quired to be made under various treaties, are appropriated for in 
this bill, and those purchases are to be made under the super- 
They have to advertise for bids 
There is 
an immense amount of telegraphing to be done. This work of 
attending to the supplies is one of the largest parts of all the 
Indian Office work. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
question? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much have you cut down the Commis- 


Having read 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


forty-five” and insert therein the 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


| sioner’s estimate in this bill? 


Having readas | 


Mr. PEEL. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. PICKLER. That estimate was $60,000? 

Mr. PEEL. That is his estimate—%60,000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit 
me another question, and that is this: If it is cut down still fur- 
ther, would it not to that extent debar the Indian Office froma 
proper inspection of the goods they are purchasing? 

Mr. PEEL. I think so. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. And that would open the 
door to fraud? 

Mr. PEEL. This is one of the safeguards against frauds being 
practiced on the Indians. In this Department the Commissioner, 
in my judgment, has always been very vigilant; and it is abso- 
lutely necessary that he should be, because all these bids have to 
be advertised for. To have this duty thoroughly executed he be- 


| lieved that he needed $60,000; butas we only appropriated $45,000 


| for one character of service and the other for another. 





last year, your committee thought he could get along with $45,000, 
and so we recommended that amount. 

Mr. LONG. [I find telegraphing included in that clause. 

Mr. PEEL. If my friend will examine the purpose he will find 
that there is no connection in the world between them. — a 

e wi 


| find they are not the same in any respect except that they are 
both for telegraphing. 

Mr. LONG. 
priations. 


The very same words are covered in other appro- 
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The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is onthe amendment offered | 


by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of material and employment of labor for the erection of 
houses for Indians; for the purchase of agricultural implements, stock, 
seeds, subsistence, etc.; for breaking and fencing land; for payment of ex- 
penses of delegations of Chippewa Indians to visit White Earth Reservation; 
for the erection and maintenance of day and industrial schools: for pay of 
employés; for. pay of commissioners and their expenses; for removal ot In- 
dians and for their allotments, to be reimbursed to the United States out of | 
the proceeds of sale of their Jands, $150,000. ; 

For completing the necessary surveys within the Chippewa Indian Reser- 
vation in Minnesota, including expenses of examining and appraising pine 
lands, under the provisions of the act approved January 14, 1581, to be reim 
bursed to the United States out of the proceeds of the sale of their lands, 
$50,000. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill what these visits of the Chippewas to the 
White Earth Reservation mean? 

Mr. PEEL. Where is it? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It commences with line 22, on page 
42, ‘‘for payment of expenses of delegation of Chippewa Indians, 
to visit White Earth Reservation.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. We have passed that. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What was the object of that, how 
long was that visit, and who entertained them when there? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I make the point of order 
that that paragraph has been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey calls at- 
tention tothe fact that the paragraph had been passed, and is not 
subject to amendment on that account. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I got up before the Clerk had done 
reading the second paragraph. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
next paragraph, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. He had not read it all when I arose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman states that he rose for the 
purpose of seeking recognition: and he would be entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like to know what that visit 
means. 

Mr. PEEL. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, that I can state to 
the gentleman exactly what its object was: but it is paid for out 
of their own funds. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I make the point that there 
is no motion pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order, as there is no mo- 
tion pending. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I move to strike it out, to make a 
motion pending. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I raise the point, Mr. Chair- 
man, that that paragraph was passed and the succeeding para- 
graph was being read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona has stated 
that he had risen to seek recognition, and the Chair noticed 
him rise. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of NewJersey. Butthe Clerk was proceed- 
ing to read the next paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman stated that he was rising 
to claim recognition. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I donot know that the gen- 
tleman says he was seeking recognition. The Clerk had read 
all of that paragraph and proceeded to read the rest. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And at the conclusion of that para- 
graph I rose and sought recognition of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. PEEL. I am able to state here that afew years ago we 
passed a bill authorizing a commission to visit these Chippewa 
Indians, scattered all over the various reservations, to obtain 
their consent to cede to the United States their lands and go on 
the White Earth Reservation. These Chippewas were some- 
what divided, and this delegation was intended to visit the White 
Earth Reservation, to see whether or not, as a people, they were 
willing to go there. I think that was it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Was that ever in the bill before? 

Mr. PEEL. I think not, because the service was performed 
under the old law. Atall events, the amount is to be reimbursed 
from their own funds. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I withdraw my inquiry. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to continue the Cherokee Commis 
sion, provided for by act approved March 2, 1889, $15,000; this amount to be 
immediately available. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to inquire of the chairman of 
committee in charge of this bill, what is the necessity for the 
further appropriation for this Cherokee Commission, and what 
is the commission doing at present? 


The Clerk was reading the 
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Mr. PEEL. I will take pleasure in answering the gentleman's 
inquiry. Within the lasteighteen months or two years the Cher- 
okee Commission have purchased from the various tribes in the 
Indian Territory about 11,000,000 acres of land. They have yet 
pending negotiations with the Kiowas, the Comanches, the Ara- 
pahoes, the Osages, the Otoes in Missouri, and the Pawnees. 
There are five different tribes yet to be negotiated with, and the 
Secretary of the Interior and the I[ndian Office both believe 
that that will finish up the business of the commission. They 
have been doing excellent work. AsI have stated, they have 
already purchased, under previous appropriations, over 11,900,- 
000 acres of land from the Indians, including the Cherokee Out- 
let and the lands of the Shawnees, the Arapahoes, the Wichitas, 
the Kickapoos, the Towas, the Missouris, and the Sacs and Foxes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does their work include an agreement for the 
Cherokee Strip? 

Mr. PEEL. That agreement is complete, so far as the com- 
mission is concerned. There are only five tribes now left to be 
treated with. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, including pay of draftsman to be em 
ployed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $1,000,000; for the 
construction and repair of school buildings, $100,000; and for purchase of 
horses, cattle, sheep, and swine for schools, $20,000, $5,000 of which shall be 
immediately available: Provided, That the entire cost of any boarding-school 
building, exclusive of outbuildings, to be built from the moneys appropriated 
hereby, shall not exceed $15,000, and the entire cost of any day-school building 
to be so built shall not exceed #600; in all. $1,120,000 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I move to add to line 6, page 47, 
at the end of the paragraph just read, these words: 


Provided, That not more than $200 shall be expended for any one pu 


pl 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chair- 
man, in the appropriation for the support of Indian schools, as | 
understan¢ it, there has been no reduction from the amount appro- 
priated for educational purposes in the last act, but there has 
been a reduction of some $200,000 in the item for school build- 
ings, upon the ground, if I am not misinformed, that sufficient 
appropriations for new school buiidings were made in the last 
Indian bill. I will not now discuss the advisability of this re- 
duction in the amount appropriated for buildings. gut I de- 
sire to point out that the reason given for this reduction, that 
enough new buildings are now in process of construction to ac- 
commodate the immediate increase in attendance, seems to fur- 
nish in itself an unanswerable argument for increasing the ap- 
propriations for purely educational purposes instead of leaving 
those appropriations as they are in the present law. 

The appropriations of last year for new school buildings nec- 
essarily contemplated the expansion and extension of the educa- 
tion of Indian children as well as an increase in the number of 
pupils, and it follows, therefore, that there should have been an 
increase of the educational appropriations made by the commit- 
tee instead of a reduction from the estimates of the Department, 
which amount to something over $700,000, if we desire to have 
the education keep pace with the increase of scholars. It seems 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that this matter of Indian education in 
volves an expenditure where we must reasonably look for a con- 
stant annual increase for some time tocome. Ido not pretend 
to that personal knowledge of the Indian tribes which has been 
so largely exhibited during the debate on this bill, but I think 
that, as a matter of common sense, it is desirable always to make 
liberal appropriations for this object and to follow in some de- 
gree at least the increased estimates for purposes of education 

The Indian is here in this country. We must either extermi- 
nate him or we must try to educate and civilize him. No one 
proposes to exterminate the Indian tribes. Therefore it only re- 
mains to try to civilize them so far as we can. I am not one of 
those who believe that the Indian is incapable of civilization; 
nor do I take a sentimental view of his character or condition. 
In his own interest he should be looked at fairly, just as he 
really is. The Indian has been represented to the world in very 
different guises since we first knew him. Some writers of ro 
mance have depicted him as a being compact of virtue, whil 
others have painted him as simply a crafty and brutal savage, 
whose distinguishing quality was cowardice. Both pictures were 
false. He was a savage with savage vices, but he was neither 
fool norcoward. The philanthropists again regard him as purely 
the victim of white oppr ssion, while the Western frontiersman 
looks upon him as simply a noxious beast whom it is desirabl 
to kill off as rapidly as possible. In both these views, there is 
some truth and some error, but an experience of two centuries 
ought to teach us the real facts. 

The history of the Indian since we have been on this continent 
shows that he is a cruel and crafty savage of remarkable fight 
ing capacity, probably the ablest and most successful fightin 
savage that the white man has ever encountered 
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it fa of history to which I have 
di that n h can be done for the Indian by ed- 
uca i al at tis hopeless, as the gentleman froi 
Al ig Ce an Indian e and there and return 
him to his p 0} , it 1s not hopeless to try to elevate the mass of 
tl d ; 1 t ir reservations. Our treatment of the In- 
dian from t beginning has been a s of mistakes. On the 


one hand, we have dealt with them as if they were a foreign 


sta ‘ of making and maintaining treaties, when they 
W m y rov bands of irresponsible savages; and on 1 1e 
ot * hand, \ i not hesitated to cheat and defraud them as 
i y had no rights that any nation was bound to respect. The 
I t we all know The Indian is a fighter and he has taken a 
barbarous revenge, and has suffered terrible punishments. 

Here the hammer fell. 

ir. BOUTELLI lask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
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man from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] be permitted to proceed. 
ere vas 00 jection. 
LODGE. Mr. Chairman, in passing upon the question of 
the civilization of the Indian we o t to look upon him with a 
large charity in certain directions. We are too apt to forget th: 
( listar that lies betwe our own Civilization and his 
W rst hi “i mé of his own motion some ad- 
Val is D pt in a few instances, at the bottom of 
the scale o Some tribes had risen from the lowest 
state of sa o a stag ch they were capable of work- 
i tals l ‘ l} mass of the Indians had 
ar SO ‘ | 5, a we V ho represent a civiliza 
t ousand irs ago, was capable of producing 
Oo ‘ t at works ol literature the Homeric poems, 
I ‘ with a generous spirit a people who hay 
bi ‘ h civilization for only two hundred and 
hers | hat it is poss to educate him, and seei! 


I 
Vv plainly, as we all must, that we « not extirpate him—no 
i 














é ers se such a icy as that—it is our duty 
to use all the appliances of civilization to elevate his condition. 
The bx ince } n to us is education. I believe firmly 
V a l by the ger n from Arizona, that ws 

\ a e precautions disarm the Indian; that we should 
as 1% possib ak up the system of reservations an 
git } veralty, and that we should aid him to 
turn his activ o those « nels to which he; will most read- 
ily adapt hi [In one word should try to break up the 

sand1 Indians American citizens. ‘It isalong proc- 
ess, I know, but of late years large advances have been mac 
‘ pecially under the guida of the present Commissioner. 
> at ott of this whole matter is the possibility of 
‘ \ an, of giving him the chance which he ha 
t t n "y vo centuries he should 
a a uce Which i is ta our race six thousand 
yi i That isa oo much. It is really a wonder 
as far as he has progressed, not that he 
is s what he is ore it is that, regarding education as 
t ost portant instrument to rove t Indian, I regret 
t] e mittee has not seen fit to give something more tha 
‘ ven in the last bill towa the work of education. I am 
it they should not have met what seems to me the neces- 
the case in making larger appropriations for the educa- 
i the mass of the ] ian children on the ground where the 
i ins We may raise them at first only a little, but I be- 
li that we affect the mass rather than individuals it is 
a t ga and I am therefore very sorry the committee 
( ot} ei crease in these appropriations. 
| will ask the liberty, Mr. Chairman, to print in connection 
v my remarks a table showing the appropriations on this sub- 
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There was no objection. 
Mr. LODG] The increase in the number of pupils t 


y 1 o+ + 
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‘ ‘ 
rr e: G oa, Nebr 
loU more; Ch e, Kans., 20 more; 
J Cotter olo., nearly 
1 i 3 as 1 a has taken 
} in most ie total increase of 
in pupils from the resent is about 
he following table shows the reduction made by the commit- 
tee from the estimates of the Commissic in the case of each 
1. 

Ss now 
Esti Cut Reduction 
S mated dow! made in 
nee to each case 
s Fé, N. Mex £25, 250 $10, 455 
( va, Nebr 63, 000 20, 800 
rrand Junction, ¢ 29, 000 8, 750 
Fort Totten, N. Da 54, 300 29, $25 
e nix, Ariz 38, 625 23, 250 
( wa, Oregon 53, 750 12, 500 
P , Cal ; : 25, 000 15, 000 10, 000 
buquerque, N. Me 9, 350 47, 625 41,725 
Chilocco, Okla 101, 1bO ©, 110 39. 040 
Mojave, Ari i 35, 040 32, 500 | 2.540 
Lawrence, Kans ce ~~ ei 125, 200 88, 600 37, 200 
Carlisle. Pa ne a : 115, 000 105, 000 10, 000 
Mount Pleasant, Mich 25, 000 15, 000 10, 000 
Tomah, Wis 25, 000 15, 000 | 10,000 
Pipestone, Minn ; a 25, OK 15. 000 10, 000 
Pierre, S. Dak 35, 000 33, 200 1, 800 
Flandreau, S. Dak ..... ; 25, 000 20, 000 5, 000 
Carson, Nev a ; 25, 000 19, 250 | 5, 750 
Fort Stevenson, N. Dak 30, 000 30, 000 
Total : 1, O59, 745 741.610 318. 135 


PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to correct the statement 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] that the ap- 
propriations in this bill of last 
year. That is a mistake—a mistake caused probably by myself 
A few days ago I made here a statement 


are some $200,000 less than those 
that the appropriations 
year were nearly as large as those of last year 
appropriated in this bill $150,000 unde ‘treaty stipu- 
with the Sioux Indians which was not in the last bill. 
morning I received a letter from the 


in the bill of this y 
that we had 
lations 


The next 








Commissioner 0 





Indian Affairs, who, knowing that I desire to be accurate, stated 
that my remark was an error—that the $150,000 should be d 
ducted instead of being added, which would make a difference of 
something like $300,000. 

But, upon fuller examination, th mer, correcting 





himself, as he 1s always ready to do ne in another let 
: 4 2 } C not le ans h« } — . , + 
r that I was right in the first place, and that he was wrong in 
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in a general way in this, that we found ir » appropriation bil 
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r purposes, the bill appropriated large 
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as entirely proper. 


We thought, inasmuch as 


amount was expended 
ast year for additional capaci » school buildings, that it 





would be prudent 
increased capacity of the schools, 
pended for buildings and repairs, but 
and support of the puplls at tl 
So by this means we reach in tl ution bill a condition 
which will enable us to use a large proportion of the 
pended for Indian education in filling up tl 


of the ereafter if this policy 


ision for filling up the 
the amount to be ex 


asing the amount for 








care 


is industrial schools. 


noney ex- 
e increased capacity 
shall be found to be a 
iving given it the test which this would en- 
able us to do, we be able to proceed to make additional pro- 
vision for new and increased capacity. That is the theory o1 
which the committee proceeded in frami the bill. We tried 
in every instance to ascertain the capacity of these industrial 
chool buildings, average attendance during th: 
last year, and made the appropriation fit the capacity. So the 
limitations put in this section relating to the schools is for the 
erection and repair of buildings. : 
Mr. Chairman, several gentlemen are anxious that the com 
mittee now rise. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
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mittee rise, will he allow me to offer an amendment to be con- LEAVE OF ABSI 
sidered as pending? 2 aii ain ' ’ 
Mr. PEEL. I yield for that purpose. To FITHIAN \ “te 
Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk ness. 
The Clerk read as follows: To Mr. HARI 
In line 22, page 46, after the word “ buildings,”’ insert the word on It n Mr. GEISSENHAINER a i” 
reservation.”’ iO! adjourn. 
Mr. KILGORE. I have an amendment that I would like to fhe motion was agr 
offer, to be considered as pending in the morning. \ccordingly (at 4 o'clock and 34 the I 1 a 
Mr. PEEL. I have no objection to its introduction at this |. nt to-in ow at | 
time. 
Mr. KILGORE. Then I ask that the amendment be rea REPORTS OF CO 
The Clerk read as follows: (Tr > of J 
Add as a new section: severa 1 from the LV to t ( 
“After the passage of this act no Indian pupil shall be recei latt i ) Con ‘ \ S 
pense in whole or in part of the United States at any school except the res Ru Mr 10 vf ‘ ‘ ) 
ervation schools proper; and after this Indian pupils now in schoo ! ie es ee oe ae es VGMREEE SO 
than reservation schools shall have completed the course as now pr \ bi H. R. 5021) granting a mm to tt J 
for it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to sell all ana nurse. with an R Vo. 42 
of the United States used for such school purposes, and hold t ir. DOLLIVER. frot : ‘ Ang 
arising to be disposed of as shall hereafter be directed by Cengre »S 1. a Aad oS oe Vom on War Claims: s\ 
rit I . rr. O10 ior the r oO i) n 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I make the poi tof order | a nament Report No. 429 
against both of these amendments. By Mr. STONE of Kent cv. from the Con eon Cla 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from | A bill (H. R. 3318) for tl E 1 W. Parish Report 
Texas is not in order pending the otheramendment. The Chair | No. 430. 
supposed it was sent up to be read for information. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tocall the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that the point of order as to the first amendment comes ; iain owes 
too late. Ur ler cli ise 2 of Rule X] an adverse report wa 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. It has not been discussed. | t© the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows a 

Mr. HOLMAN. The objection comes too late. By \ r. Dt — : : matty are a - wre —- War ¢ — - 

Mr. REED. It has not been put to the House. ull H. R. 3235) for the relief of William W. Hardin Report 

Mr. PEEL. I renew the motion that the committee rise " , 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORT 




















The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
sumed the chair, Mr. BYNUM reported that the Committee of Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorial 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under | of the following titles re introduced, severally read twice. and 
consideration the Indian appropriation bill, had come to no reso- | referred as fol : 
lution thereon. By Mr. G SPI \ H. R. 6285) to cor the record 

CENSUS DEFICIENCY APPPOPRIATION. ee ee Se eee oe oo ee an 
tD qaue to ‘m LO i} OTMMmMiLeee on airs 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, L am directed by the Commit- By Mr. HEARD (by request): Ab ht. 6286) to ame 
tee on Appropriations to report back the bill (H. R.5399) making charter of the Rock Creek Railroad ‘ ‘ , Con tte 
an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriations for | on the District of ( mbia. 
the expenses of the Eleventh Census and for other purposes, with By Mr. RAYNER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6287) to va 
Senate amendments. date deeds in the District of Columbia—to the Committ 

The SPEAKER. What is the recommendation of the com- | the District of Columbia. 
mittee? By Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R. 6288) for the erection of a 

Mr. SAYERS. The recommendation is that the Hous m- | public building at t city of Mead Ps to the Comm 
concur in the Senate amendments. | lic Buildings and Gre - 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that we consider thes By Mr. BOWERS: A H. R. 6289) to establish a distri 
amendments in the House as in Committee of the Whole, : e | and ci it court at S 1Di _ Cal. Co . 
simply ask a nonconcurrence in all of the amendments, for the | Judiciary. 
purpose of getting the bill into a conference committee. iy Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. I ' ) l > 7 

Mr. REED. These are amendments to what bill? vide for adjudicating Indian ad ( ( Q 

Mr. SAYERS. To the deficiency appropriation bill. I will | Indian Affairs. 
state to the gentleman from Maine that there is an appropriation iy Mr. CULBERSON (by req Ab H. R. 6291) to 
for the support of the Census Office and it ought to be gotten | vide for an inspector of n it L Indi é 
through and signed by the President by March 1. That is the | other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
reason I am anxious to get this in conference at once. Bv Mr. KILGORE: A bi H. R. 6292) to authorize t ( 

Mr. REED. Is this report of the committee concurred in by | struction of bridges over navigable streams in the United Stats 
members on this side? to the Committee on Interstate and Fo: Commerce. 

Mr. SAYERS. Entirely so. By Mr. SHIVELY (by requ \ bi Ii 62 t] 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- | erection and completion of a: n ( Lin 
tleman from Texas? ton. D. C.. to« 1emorate 1 memory al ry 
There was no objection. the enlisted s sailor 1d { 
The SPEAKER. : The amendments will be considered in th that fell in the wv vr t SsuD] ) to 4 

House as in Committee of the Whole, and if there be no demand | Committee on the Libra 

for a separate vote on any of these propositions, then the vote By Mr. HEMPHILL: t. 6294 the « 
will be taken on the motionof the gentleman from Texas that the | tension of Massachusett t mofal 
House nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask aconference | across Rock Creek. on a ex i » th 
on the disagreeing votes thereon. Committee on the Distri mbia. 

The motion was agreed to. Also, a bill (H. R. 6295) to punish fals ) t 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. SAYERS, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. | boards of the Metropolitan police force an e det mel! 
DINGLEY as conferees on the part of the House. | District of Columbia, and for other purp i—to the Cor 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. | 08. She DEeiracs Of \/OLIERDES. as = ' 
| By Mr. CAINE: A memorial of » Legislative Assembly of 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | the Territory of Utah, asking for th truction of public 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly en- | buildings in the cities of Salt Lake, Ogden, Provo, and Logan, 
rolled a joint resolution (H. Res. 81) for the investigating of | in said Territory—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
mining débris in California; when the Speaker signed the same. | Grounds. 


sy *, DICKERSON: A memorial of the General Assembly 
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. By Mr. DICKERS a neral A : 


| of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, in relation to the election « 





On motionof Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, by unanimousconsent, | United States Senators by a direct vote of the people—to th 
leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, with- | Select Committee on Election of President and Vice-President 
~~ : : ; —_ 
out leaving copies, the papers in the case of John Preston. and Representatives in Congress. 
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By Mr. STUMP: A concurrent resolution for the investiga- 
tion of the recent admission into the city of New York ofa large | 
number of immigrants infected with typhus fever, and for other | 
purposes—to the Committee on Rul “i 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committee was discharged from 
the consideration of the following bill: which was re-referred as 
follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1653) granting a pension to Eliza Conroy—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause | of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 6296) granting a pension to | 
William H. Hottel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6297‘ for the relief of Hugh J. Needham 
to the Committtee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6298) for the relief of James Colvin—to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6299) granting a pension to Alex W. Smith 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6300) to increase the pension of William B. 
Deckert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6301) granting a pension to Mary D. Craig 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6302) to increase the pension of Louis Badger, 
late of the Fourth Indiana Cavalry—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6303) granting a pension to William Daly 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6304) granting a pension to John Stephens 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6305) to increase the pension of Peter Wen- 
del—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6306) granting a pension to Lemuel Stans- 
bury, Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6307) granting a pension to Barnatt Chas- 
tain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6308) granting a pension to William P. Du- 
gan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6309) granting a pension to John R. Wat- 
son-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill(H.R. 6310) granting a pension to John J. Overton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6311) granting a pension to William James 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6312) granting a pension to John Hammond— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 6313) granting a pension to 
John Geibel, late a private of Company K, First Michigan Light 
Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 6314) for the relief of 
James Staggs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6315) granting a pension 
to Sarah W. Hamm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 6316) to increase the pension of | 
Arnold Meyers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6317) to increase the pension of Edward 
Thompson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6318) to increase the pension 
of Marie A. Birney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX of New York: A bill (H. R. 6319) for the relief 
of the heirs of James Murphy, deceased, and William P- Buck- 
master—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNGAN: A bill (H. R. 6320) for the relief of D. M. 
Sprague and William Tilton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 6321) for the relief of Lavina 
Jobe, widow of Robert M. Jobe, deceased—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6322) for the relief of William J. Manly—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: A bill (H. R. 6323) for the relief of Wil- | 
liam M. Dunklee, administrator—to the Committee on War 
Claims 

By Mr. FORNEY: A bill (H. R. 6324) for the relief of Samuel 
Noble, of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 6325) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Alfred Rebsamen—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 6326) granting a 


pension to Eliza Jane Mc W hood—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr.GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R. 6327) for the relief of Marga- 
ret Parker—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYNES of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6328) for the relief of 
James W. Byrd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6329) for the relief of Nicholas Becker—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 6330) to pension Sarah 
Cowgill, a hospital nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. HOAR (by request): A bill (H. R. 6331) for the relief 
of Fannie T. Hazen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 6332) for the relief of A. G. 
Bodiford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6333) for re- 
lief of estate of Warren R. Dent—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6334) for the relief of the estate of Lucinda 
M. McRaven—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6335) for the relief of the estate of Louis 


| Summer—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6336) for the relief of Naney Lewis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6337) for the relief of John Cleary—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6338) for the relief of Annie E. Davis, ad- 


| ministratrix of John H. Davis, deceased, of Hinds County, Miss.— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6339) for the relief of the estate of Charles 


| H. Borland—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6340) for relief of estate of Lucy Cordell—to 
ithe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6341) for the relief of James Dunbar, admin- 
istrator of Celeste Dunbar—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6342) for relief of the estate of Louis Sum- 
mer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOLLEY: A bill (H. R. 6343) granting a pension to 
Mary Jewett Telford, an army nurse—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6344) to increase the pension of Michael Ack- 
erman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6345) granting an honorable 
discharge to Frederick E. Kolter—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LYNCH: A bill (H. R. 6346) for the relief of Emma F. 
Curtiss, widow of Joseph Warren Curtiss, deceased, late of Com- 
pany G, Ninth Michigan Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 6347) authorizing the Presi- 


| dent to place upon the retired list of officers of the Army C. F. 


Gillis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6348) for the relief of the 
board of trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church at Arling- 
ton Heights, known as Hunter’s Chapel—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6349) for the relief of George S. Ayre—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6350) for the relief of St. Paul’s Episcopal 
Church of Haymarket, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 6351) for the relief of Mar- 
tin Buckholder, administrator of Abraham Buckholder, deceased, 
late of Rockingham County, Va—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 6352) for the relief of Charles T. 
Hurd—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 6353) for the relief of Charles 
C. F’. Schroeder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisana: A bill (H. R. 6354) for the 
relief of Fanny Mason L. Janney—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6355) for the relief of John F. Irvine—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6356) for the relief of Fanny Mason L. Jan- 
ney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6357) for the relief of Ann Kennison, adminis- 


tratrix, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6358) for the relief of Dorsin P. Lafleur—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6359) for the relief of Alexis Lague—to the 


| Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6360)forthe relief of Treville Lagrange—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6361) for the relief of Notley C. Devilliers, 
administrator, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6362) for the relief of Jules A. Dejean and 
other heirs of Honore Dejean and wife—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6363) forthe relief of Hypolite Fontenot, 
administrator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6364) for the relief of St. Anne L. Fonte- 
not—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6365) for the relief of Alexander Fournier— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6366) for the relief of John Fahey—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6367) for the relief of Catharine A. Grim- 
mer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6368) for the relief of the heirs of Jules C. 
Gouguet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6369) for the relief of Louis Guidry, ad- 
ministrator, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6370) for the relief of Lucille Guillory—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6371) for the relief of Eliza A. Cochran—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6372) for the relief of Louis Cabrol—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6373) for the relief of Felicite Chretien and 
heirs of H. D. Chretien—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6374) for the relief of W. W. Colbert, his 
heirs, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6375) for the relief of John L. Couret—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6376) for the relief of Joseph M. Carriere—to | 


the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6377) for the relief of Etienne Daigle—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6378) for the relief of Alice Duffy and Ellen | 


Duffy—to the Comimittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6379) for the relief of George W. Dunbar— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6380) for the relief of Francis C. Devilliers— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6381) for the relief of Azelie Bergeron—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6382) for the relief of James Burleigh and 
Augustus Burleigh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6383) for the relief Syphroien Bondreau—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of William Burleigh—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6385) for the relief of Mary E. Jones and 
Fanny Burgess—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6386) for the relief of James H. Gibbens—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6387) for the relief of Jacob Lyons—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6388) for the relief of William G. Knox—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6389) for the relief Clement Hollier, jr.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6390) for the relief of Marshall R. Hayes—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6391) for the relief of Jacob Hirsch—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6392) for the relief of B. A. Martel, syndic, 
etc., of A. Nezat—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6393) for the relief of Barthelemy A. Martel, 
syndic, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6394) for the relief of Marcellin Lafleur, jr., 
administrator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. ° 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6395) for the relief of Ludger Lastrapes and | 


Lucien Lastrapes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6396) for the relief of Jean Pierre Lafleur—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6397) for the relief of Sosthene Lagrange, 
administrator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6398) for the relief of Andreol Landry—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6399) for the relief of Louis Meyer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6400) for the relief of Joseph Mouton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6401) for the relief of Mary R. Meche—to 
the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6402) for the relief of the heirs, ete., of 
Francois Mourland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6403) for the relief of Andrew Mechc—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of the widow and heirs 
of Francis Marks—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6405) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas | 


HU. Maddox—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6406) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Francis Menillon and Maria F. Semelle—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6407) for the relief of Eremise 
ministratrix, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6408) for the relief of Joseph Marks, admin- 
istrator, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of Valery Olivier, admin- 
istrator, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6410) for the relief ot Pierre Alexis Nezat— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6411) for the relief of Abel J. Norwood and 
Joseph E. Norwood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6412) for the relief of Hypolite D. Meche— 


Meche, ad- 


| to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6413) for the relief of Charles C. Pickett— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6414) for the relief of L. D. 
Committeeon War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6415) for the relief of Margaret D. Porter and 
Mary A. Porter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6416) for the relief of Onezime L. Pitre—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6417) for the relief of the heirs, ete., 
rard Prejean—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6418) for the relief of Pierre Pitre 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6419) for the relief of the heirs, ete., 
gene Petetin—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6420) for the relief of the he 

B. Pousson—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6421) for the relief of John Posey 
trator, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6422) for the relief of Napoleon L. Pitre—to 


Prescott—to the 


of Ge- 
to the 
of Eu- 
irs, ete., of Jean 


, adminis- 


| the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6423) for the relief of Francis L. Pitre, ad- 
ministrator, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6424) for the relief of Louis Marks—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6425) for the relief of Li 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6426) for the relief of Joseph Marks—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6427) for the relief of 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6428) for the relief of Albert N. Robin, ex- 
ecutor, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6429) for the relief of Theodore S. Richard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6430) for the rel 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6431) for the relief of James Ray, adminis- 
trator of Dr. George Hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6432) for the relief of Philip Stagg, of St. 
Landry Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6433 of John Roy—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6434 
ence Stelly—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6435) for the relief of Joseph Quebideau— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6436) for the reliet! 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6437) for the 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6438) for the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6439) for the 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6440) for the relief of Joseph P. Colomb—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6441) for the relief of the 
Bonnecage—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6442) for the relief of Charles B 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6443) for the relief of the heirs, ete 
Andrus—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6444) for the relief of Felix Auzieme 
Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6445) for the relief of Duncan S. Cage and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6446) for the relief of John B. Ardoin—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6447) for the relief of the heirsof William R. 
' Barrow, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 





sO, a H. R. 6448) for the relief of the heirs of Mary E. 
t 1 i ar Claims. 
Rt. 6449) for the relief of Benjamin A. Smith, of 
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St. Land: ’arish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
) H. R. 6450) for the relief of the hcirs of Clemense 
{ smiti to the Committee on War Claims. 
.a bi H. R. 6451) for the relief of Theophile Sanvald 
to 1 Lo ‘ oO V\ ( l 
a H. R. 6452) for tl f of Jerome Stelley—to the 
( nittee o1 Clai : 
: 645 ‘ relief of Wesley Steen—to the 
r nitte / A a ( . . S 
a H. R. 6454 th lief of Valmont Stelly—tothe 
( t nV Ciaims. : 
a H .. 6455) for the relief of Alexandre Stelley —to 
t ( ‘ ‘ War Claims 
i H.R 6) for the relief of Jean O. Trahan—to 
+ ‘ ‘ VW Claims 
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Vanhi » the Committee on War Claims. 
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a tl v. OtOd 


0, a H. I. 6458) for th f of Aglae Wartell—to the 
( j ( 1lms. 
. R. 6459) for the relief of Julia G. Wikoff, ad- 
ministrat , etc.—to 1 Committee on War Claims. 
H. R. 64 for the relief of John H. Wilbording 
‘ ( tt VA Clai 
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0, a H. R. 6464) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. ) ( imittee on Invalid Pensions. 
H. R. 6465 anting a pension to Edward Dal- 
’ ) ( mitte ( Inva Pensions 
N Vil \ A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6466) to removy 
( serti I hall D. Mercer oO » Committee on 
) of K \ 1 (H. R. 64 for the 1 
of ( ( ! e on War Clain 
b> \ y LOR i ness A bill (H. R. 6468) to correct 
t f W im H. Nelson, in t I t Ter see Vol- 
\ and 1 Fifth Tent seco Vi iteer Cavalry 
te ( M a ffairs. 
OSEPH D. TAYLOR: A 1 H. R. 6469) granting 
an | scharg San Johnsto to the Com 
‘ ‘ 
\ ‘ H. R. 6470) granting an honorable discharge to 
ph o the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a | (H. R. 647] ranting a pension to J. W. Stewart 
i TT oT | \ bs Sit ~ 
\lso H. R. 6472) granting a pension to Joel T. Davis 
+ ( ! oe | i Pensions. 
5a H. R. 6473) granting a pension to James P. Conn 
{ ( ee on Invalid Pensions. 
oO, a H. R. 6474) granting an honorable discharge to 
I B » the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\lso } H. R. 6475) granting an honorable discharge to 


» Kurt We mmittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 6476 a pension to 
lott he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
[LSON of Missouri: A bill(H. R. 6477) to remove the 

i ym the military record of Patrick Rainey— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


restoring 


\lso, a H.R. 6478) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military 1 lof Peter Young—to the Committee on Mili- 
al Affan 

By Mr. MOORE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6479) for the recog- 
I T P. McManus as a colonel of discontinued com- 
I sir s—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a | H. RR. 6480) for the relief of Vidal 

Hernandez, of Texas—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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following pet ] 


| as follows: 





NDRI Petition of 14 citizens of Boston, Mass 

l system of weights and measures be used 
< 1 customs service after July, 1893—to the Com- 

i Weights, and Measures. 
f the National Society of Boston, Mass., pray- 
@ passa f House bill 186—to the Committee on the 

Po fh id | Roads 

By Mr. BACON: Petition of Frank Chadwick and others, fa- 
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Committee on Immigration and Natur: 


FEBRUARY 24, 


voring a loan to the World’s Fair—to the 
the Columbian Exposition. 
Also, petition of Mrs. W. H. Fillerand and others, favoring a 


conference of foreign governments to sit during the 


Select Committee on 


iy W orld’s 
Fair—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
By Mr. BARWIG: Protest of the mayor and common council 
of the city of Superior, Wis., against the proposition before Con- 
gress to annex the city of Superior to the customs collection dis- 
trict of Duluth, Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign C ce. 
By Mr. BRETZ: Petition and affidavits of Charles McCarty, 
( pension, to accompany House bill 5591—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BOUTELLE: R 
against the removal of the Ut 


4 Taj 


tee on Indian Affairs. 


amr 


for increase of px 
t 

monstrance of citizens of Maine 

s from Colorado—to the Commit- 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of M.T.Smelser and other 
citizens of Grant County, Ind., favoring increased pay to fourth- 
class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of P. B. Grubbs and others, of Fountain County, 
Ind., favoring the passage of the Lutterworth option bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of P. B. Grubbs and some 20 others, of Fountain 
County, Ind., favoring the passage of the Conger lard bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr BRODERICK: Petition of Cyrus Shinn and 50 others, 
' Nemaha County, Kans., in favor of an amendment 
mstitution prohibiting the appropriation of public 

t 


to the Commit- 


4 * 


residents o! 
to the C £ 
money for the support of sectarian insti 
yon the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial and petition by some 75 citizens of Clay County, 
Ind., favoring an amendment to the Constitution with reference 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
resolutions against Chinese immigration—to the Selec 
lization. 
By Mr. BROWN: Petition of citize f Lawrence, 
favor of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on 


\ 
By Mr. BURROWS: Petition in favor of pure food by the ci 


utions - 


1; ; : ,« > 
to religious matters 


Also, 





Ind., in 
Agriculture. 


ti- 


s of Van Buren County, Mich.—to the Committee on Agri- 
Cc ire. 

By Mr. CLOVER: Petition of citizens of the Third Congres- 
sional district of Kansas for the exclusion by law of Chinese emi 

ints—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 


Also, p ion of Fairview Alliance, of Neosho County, Kans., 
for the passage of House bills Nos. 130 and 133—tothe Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of W. C. Richardson and others, 

' ystem of law in and for the Indian reserva- 
sommittee on Indian Affairs, 

iy Mr. COMPTON: Petition asking an appropriation for the 

property to extend and open Thirty-seventh 
, Georgetown, between Brock streetand Tennallytown road, 
with accompanying maps—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

\lso (by request), petition of John Whalan, late of Company 
3, Subsistence Store Guards, Virginia, during the war of 1851-65 
praying that his name may be placed upon the pension rolls, act 
June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, petition of John W. Hartluff, of Baltimore, for pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROSBY: Petition of Henry D. Sedgwick and others, 
praying that courts and systems of law may be established in In- 
dian reservations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of Elizabeth Hilsey, as to her 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIELL (by request): Petitions for free mail deliv- 
ery incountry townsin New Hampshire—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Lincoln County, 
Me., remonstrating against the passage of the bill to permit sein- 
mackerel and menhaden in the inshore waters and rivers 
1e United States—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 


yr courts and asys 


condemnation of 


’ 


ing of 


lso, petition of Minot Grange, that all money authorized by 
Congress be made a full legal tender 
ing and Currency. 

\lso, petition of West Minot Grange, for the passage of a bill 
imposing a tax on lard—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of West Minot Grange, of Maine, for the free de- 
livery of mails in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of West Minot Grange, for alaw to prevent gam- 
bling in farm products and to prevent the sale of impure lard 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. DIXON: Petitions of citizens of Montana, for a law to 


to the Committee on Bank- 





i alain Sam SPS 
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proh 1ibit the immigration of Chinese—to the Select Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the postmasters of Madison County, Mont. 
increase of pay—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. DUNGAN: Petition of David E. Evans and 140 othe: 
of the Thirteenth district of Ohio, for the exclusion of Chinese 
from the United States—to the Select Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: Petition of Leon J. F. Laronze, to accon 
inv House bill 6029—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“By Mr. GROUT: Petition of H. P. Abbott, of the city of Rox- 
o7 and others, praying for free delivery of mails in count 
places—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYNES of Ohio: Resolutions of Gillard Subass 
tion, No. 1203, Patrons of Industry of North America, for exten- 
sion of free delivery of mail to country districts—to the 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of James A.Spenlock, praying that 
his claim for property taken by the Army during the late war 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 








By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Resolu the Railway 
Postal Clerks’ Association of Omaha, urging sage of H 
bill 3629, providing for the reclassification and increase of the 


salaries of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post-Roads. 

ee eee Episcopal ( c 
of Manchest , Lowa, asking that the World’s Fair be close 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the ¢ i ; 

Also, paper from Mr. Ryan Ary, commar 
gon, Iowa, opposing the free coinage of 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, paper ‘from Mr. S. J. Hart, commander of Robert Ander- 


f +) 4 +} 


son Post, No. 68, Ear en soca et of silver—to 
Committee 01 1 Coinag re, Weights, and Measures. 

sy Mr. HERBERT : Petition of Pintlala Grange and others, 
for the passage of the Butterwor th option »ill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture 

By Mr. a AR: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Fannie T. Hazen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrance against the Lapham bi 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and | ‘j 








By Mr. MILLS: Two pet titions of citizens of Bel Vv, Lex. 
praying for the passage of the option bill—to the Committee o1 
— ears 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Charles R. Rogers, M. D., and 


48 other citizens of Plymouth, Mass., that Congress will provid 
laws and the means of enforcing them for the Indians living on 
reservations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Remonstrance by Thomas, Boyden, 
Iowa, against the proposed option bill » the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Robert H. Potter, of Dart- 
mouth and Westport, and others, for free delivery of mails in 
country towns-—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of South Bristol Club, New Bedford, Mass., for 
free delivery of mails in country districts—to the Committee on 
- Post- =e e and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAYNER (by request): Petition in the matter of the 
National rt reedman’s Savings and Trust Company—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Henry J. Lord and others, of Bed- 
ford, Me. , protesting against the proposed law allowing catching 
menhaden and mackerel with purse seines, ete.—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SANFORD: Petitions of citizens of Clifton Park, Sar- 
atoga County, N. Y.; of the Ef of Glen, Montgomery 
County; of the township of Hayfield, Fulton County; of the town- 
ship of Canajoharie, Montgomery County, and of 102 citizens of 
the township of Flariela, Montgomery County, for the enactment 
by the Fifty-second Congress of legislation to provide for the free 
delivery of mails in country districts—to the Committee on th« 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of Daniel W. McKibbin and 28 
other members of Carlson Grange, Ohio, No. 2066, Fish Lake, 
Ind., asking for legislation suppressing dealing in options—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of D. S. Marsh and 29 others, of South Bend., 
Ind., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States to prohibit any State from passing a law r = cting any 
religious establishment—to the Committee on the Judic iary. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of West- 
moreland County, Pa., for passage of the Stone bill restricting 
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FEBRUARY 25, 





Mr. BLODGETT (for Mr. MCPHERSON) presented the peti- 
tion of H. R. Dickerson and 79 other citizens of Denville, N. J., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting the recognition of an established religion or an ap- 
propriation for sectarian institutions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) presented a memorial of the 
Wayne Street Reformed Church, Jersey City, N. J., remonstra- 
ting against the opening of the World’s Columbian Exposition on 
Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro- 
Centennial (Select). 

He also (for Mr. MCPHERSON) presented the petition of Wil- 
liam H. Cronley, of Jersey City, N.J., praying to be granted an 
honorable discharge from the United States Army; which was 
referred to tae Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present a memorial of old soldiers of Broken 
Bow, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of a bill for the re- 
turn of Mexican, British, Confederate, and other flags captured 
in battle. If my memory serves me, a bill covering some part of 
the subject was recently passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A joint resolution relative 
to the return of battle flags to Mexico was recently passed by the 
Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 28 citizens of Morgan 
County, Tenn., praying forthe passage of the Paddock pure-food 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of N. W. Bliss, of Chicago, 
lll., remonstrating against the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL presented resolutions adopted by the Congre- 
gational Club of Western Vermont, favoring the ratification of 
the so-called Brussels treaty for the suppression of the African 
slave trade and the protection of the aborigines of Africa; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of citizens of Benton 
County, Mo., praying for the restoration of the free bimetallic 
coinage of silver and gold coins the same as was the law from 
1792 to 1873; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of Enterprise Grange, No. 181, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
House bill 395, defining lard and imposing a tax thereon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Renville, Minn., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Washburn option bill, 
with such amendments as will make it apply to all products of 
the farm; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
legislation looking to the encouragement of silk culture; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Enterprise Grange, No. 181, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the prompt 
passage of a law to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs as 
demanded by the National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Enterprise Grange, No. 18], 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
the bill prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Enterprise Grange, No. 181, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
a law extending the free delivery of the mails to rural districts; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Enterprise Grange, No. 181, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the passage of a 
law to prevent gambling in farm products; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Minnesots 
Independent Order of Good Templars, praying for the passage of 
a law prohibiting the sale of liquors in soldiers’ homes, recruit- 
ing stations, navy-yards, and at posts and barracks; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Mankato, Minn., favoring the passage of certain amendments 
to the interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition adopted by the Duluth (Minn.) 
Association of Post-Office Clerks, favoring the early passage of 
House bill 3608, in relation to post-office clerks; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Trade and Labor 
Assembly of St. Paul, Minn., favoring the passage of a law es- 


Then I move that the memorial lie on the 


tablishing Labor Day as a national holiday; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of Araham Lincoln Post, No. 
4, Grand Army of the Republic, of Denver, Colo., praying for 
the passage of certain pension legislation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented the petition of T. E. Bonde and 
55 other citizens, of Wheeling, Rice County, Minn., and the pe- 
tition of O. G. Clark and 21 other citizens, of Fillmore County, 
Minn., praying for the passage of the Washburn antioption bill; 


| which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


also presented a petition of Enterprise Grange, No. 181, | 


He also presented a petition of the farmers’ convention held at 
St. Joseph County, Ind., praying for the passage of laws to pre- 
vent dealing in options and the sale of adulterated food; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Mankato (Minn.) 
Board of Trade, favoring amendments to the interstate com- 
merce law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a memorial of citizensof Washington, 
D.C.,remonstrating against granting the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railroad the right to use and occupy New Jersey avenue 
Northwest, between B and C streets Northwest; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of E. H. Phelps. and other 
citizens of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, providing that no 
State shall pass any law respecting an establishment of religion, 
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof,or use its property, or 
credit, or any money raised by taxation, or authorize either to 
be used, for the purpose of founding, maintaining or aiding, by 
appropriation, payment for services,expenses or otherwise, any 
church, religious denomination, or religious society, or any insti- 
tution, society. or undertaking which is wholly or in part under 
sectarian or ecclesiastical control; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of ex-soldiers of the late 
war, citizens of Sumner, I[1l., remonstrating against the passage 
of a free-coinage bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of Peter Runguist, of 
Steilacoom, Wash., praying that Congress reimburse him for his 
donation claims taken by the Government as a part of the Pu- 
yallup Indian Reservation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Lake View Grange, No. 
249, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of 
legislation for the free delivery of mails to rural districts; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Lake View Grange, No. 249, 


| Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of the 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


bill defining lard and imposing a tax thereon; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Lake View Grange, No. 249, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of leg- 
islation to prevent gambling in farm products; which was re- 

He also presented a petition of the Lake View Grange, No. 249, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of an 
act making certain issues of money full legal tender in payment 
of all debts; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition signed by numerous citizens of 
Saco, Me., praying for an amendment to the Constitution pro- 
hibiting any of the States from passing any law respecting an 
establishment of religion, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of citizens of Chehalis, 
Wash.; a petition of citizens of Fairhaven, Wash.;: a petition of 
citizens of Port Townsend, Wash.; a petition of citizens of Col- 
fax, Wash.; a petition of citizens of Port Angeles, Wash.; a peti- 
tion of citizens of Wallula, Wash.; a petition of citizens of Port 
Ludlow, Wash.; a petition of citizens of Cornopolis, Wash.: a 
petition of citizens of Rockford, Wash.; and a petition of citizens of 
North Yakima, Wash., praying for such guaranty as will assist, 
protect, and hasten the completion and secure the national con- 
trol of the Nicaragua Maritime Canal,as recommended by the 
Presidentin his recent message; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BRICE presented the petition of John C. Frémont Post, 
No. 729,Grand Army of the Republic, of Alliance, Ohio, praying 
for the passage of a bill providing that all pensions paid to sol- 
diers of the civil war be paid in gold or its equivalent; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 38 citizens of Hardin County, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of a bill imposing a revenue tax on 


' compound lard; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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He also presented a petition of the Trade and Labor Council 
I 


of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of 36 citizens of Hardin County, 
Ohio; a petition of 18 citizens of Mahoning County, Ohio; and a 
petition of 34 citizens of Allen County, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of what is commonly known as the option bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 35 citizens of Allen County, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of what is commonly known as the Con- 
rer lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
Sane and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Trade and Labor Council of 
Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the passage of laws restricting im- 
migration to this country; which was referred tothe Committee 
on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Trade and Labor Council of 
Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the enactment of a law prohibiting 
Chinese laborers from landing in the United States; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kan- 
sas, praying for the passage of an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States prohibiting any legislation by the States 
respecting an establishment of religion or an appropriation of 
money for any sectarian purpose; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Patrons of Husbandry, of East Woonsocket, R. I., praying for the 
passage of a law authorizing the free delivery of mails in rural 
districts; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Border Grange, No. 3, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of East Woonsocket, R. I., praying for immediate 
consideration and passage of a bill defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of North Kingston, R. 
I., praying for the passage of a law authorizing the free delivery 
of mails in the rural districts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Providence, R. I., remonstrating 
against the opening of the World’s Columbian Fair on Sunday; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial 
(Select). 

He also presented a petition of Border Grange, No. 3, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of East Woonsocket, R. I., praying forthe passage 
of a law prohibiting gambling in farm products; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of South Kingston, R. 
I., praying for the passage of a law authorizing the free delivery 
of mails in the rural districts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Border Grange, No. 3, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Woonsocket, R. I., praying for the passage of 
a law prohibiting the adulteration of food and drugs; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Border Grange, No. 3, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Woonsocket, R. I., praying for the passage of 
legislation for the encouragement of silk culture; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 570) to provide for the removal of the 
remains of the late Ensign D. F. Terrell, United States Navy, 
from Sitka, Alaska, to his home in the State of Mississippi, r 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 982) for the relief of the Southern Railroad 
Association, lessees of the Mississippi Central Railroad Company, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 1458) for relief of Robert Carrick, lat 
first lieutenant of Eighth United States Cavalry, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. — 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1636) for the relief of Noah Seanor, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

SUPREME COURT JURISDICTION IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. MORGAN. On the 16th of this month I reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs the bill (S. 1548) to extend the 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States, as the 
same is defined in section 709 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


States, to include the judgments and decrees of the highest ! 
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| country, and other matters, all of which are 


Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition of Border Grange, No. 3, | 
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courts of the Cherokee, Creek, Seminole, Choctaw, and Chicka- 
saw tribes of Indians, respectively. I asked leave at that time 
to prepare and submit a written rt port. I have it here, and will 
now ask that it be printed. 

The written report is voluminous as to certain appendixes that 


are attached to it. The committee fi essary and useful, 


we thought, in presenting this question to the Senate, to present 


withitrecord evidence of parts of treaties, opinions of Attorneys- 
General, reports of committees, messages of Presidents, commu- 
nications of [Indian agents, extracts from decisions of the Supreme 


Court of the United States of a historical character, with a view 
of presenting the precise political and actual situation and rela- 
tion that the five civilized Indian tribes hold to the Government 
of the United States. Those appendixes have sw 
somewhat out of ordinary proportions. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the matter now for the pur- 
pose of informing Senators that in the appendixes to this report, 
which contain nothing but extracts from such matters as I have 
referred to, they will tind stated in chronological order, I think, 
every fact that really pertains to and will be found to affect or 
influence the various series of questions that are coming up now 
very soon before the Senate on bills which have been referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and other measures that have 
not yet reached the Senate connected with the title of the Indians 
to their lands, their political right of local self-government, I 
will call it, of tribal government in that section of the Indian 
very important and 


elled the report 


very pressing for consideration. 

L wish also to state that at a very early day I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to give this measure the consideration that it deserves, so that 
we may put our affairs in that quarter in somewhat better shape 
than they are at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill being on the Calen- 


dar, the report, with the appendixes referred to, will be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. COCKRELL introdueed a bill (S. 2332) for the relief of 


Frederick Gramm: which was read twice ‘by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2333) for 
iam G. Raymond; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2334) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North 
at Quincy, N. Dak.; which was read twice by its titl 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2335) to grant to the Sea 
Tacoma and Portland Railway Company a right of way through 
the Puyallup Indian Reservation, in the State of Wa 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2336) to ‘reas e pension of 
Cyrus J. Van Laningham: which was rea vice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensior 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2337) fo { » relief of Jacob 
Kern: which was read twice by it title, and referred to t 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2338) for the protection of 
the rights of owners of lots in Columbian Ha ony ¢ ete 
in the District of Columbia: which was read twice by its t 
and referred to the ¢ nmittee on the Dist of Co ibia 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2 Oa 
ion of Amos C, Giltner: w th was rea and 
referred to the Committee on P 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2540) to a nd tion 2289 o 
laws of 1891 in relation to hon ‘ : wi 1 was read twice by 

st e, and referr oO tl Comm e ¢ Pub ! 

Mr. ALLEN intro« S. 2341 5 - 
tary ol the Inte rior to serve ] Ith | blic Sabie © try tain 
lands within the States admitt wt of Con ‘ ) 
ruary 22, 1889; which was read twice by title, and ref ed to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLODGETT. I introduce a bill at t ‘equest of 
league [Mr. MCPHERSON], who is detained by sickness. 

The bill (S. 2342) for the relief of the owners, or t ral 
representatives, of the canal boats Swan and Ls a Butler 
was read twice by its t , and, wi L] 
referred to the Committee on Clai 

Mr. PEFFER (by request) introd ab S. 2343) granti 
a pension to Marion M. Porter: read t 

i title, and referred to tne Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2344) for the relief of H 
East: which was read twice by its title. and, with the accomp 
ing papers, referred to the ¢ ommittee on Military Affa 

Mr. GIBSON of Maryland introduced a bill /S. 2345) to 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi R r at 
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; legal effect to vacate the office of Senator, and thereupon filled PRESIDENT ; a 
s the supposed vacancy by the appointment of Mr. Stanton. Th to the 1 lution. On th sand na \ 1 
oe Judiciary Committee reported in favor of Mr. Stanton, and on | « by the Senat ( t (Mr. PLAT 
o] January 13, 1862, on motion of Mr. Collamer, Mr. Stanton had | tl nd seconded? 
a leave to be heard in person at the bav of the Senate, and ad- ’ yeas and nays v 
# dressed the Senate at length in support of his right Ir. BUTLER. Mr: ’ ) if 
I do not know that these are all the cases. These are some o! ‘ y discourtesy to tl d 
the cases as far as I have investigated the matter, and when the | avoid it; b . yn 
request has been presented it has never been denied. sufficient to act : Ser 
i Mr. CHANDLER. Have there been any since that time: ] el 1 that t a 
i Mr. STEWART. There has been no application since tha a e 
time that I know of. is body, ¢ 2 st e i ent rea- 
Mr. MITCHELL. Before the resolution is acted upon I desire i hy that pr ( n 
to submit an amendment. I move to insert at the en 7, | thi 
after the word “speak,” the words ‘‘ not exceeding two ho aa 3; not pres ie 
so as to read: ! I 
And that he have leave to speak, not exceeding two hours : ’ 
his right to the seat and on the report of the committe i re 1 that , ‘ 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the an tant a 
ment proposed to the resolution by the Senator from Oregon. ns to that 1 gest - 
Mr. SANDERS. I should like to inquire if that amendment |}! t[Mr. PLATT], that this 1 ( - 
is offered in the apprehension that possibly more than two hours eon Priv ( a 
would be occupied by the contestant? rom that <« 3 - 
Mr. MITCHELL. The amendment is offered after a personal | stances, is a wise 0 ( . 
consultation between myself and Mr.Clagett. I inquired of | mis uk ler ady 1 ho t to 
whattime, provided he was admitted to the privilege, he desired. | the Senate whil 
Mr.SANDERS. In that consultation did Mr. Clagett express The PRESID | 
a desire to be limited to two hours? ( 
Mr. MITCHELL. He expressed perfect ss ) LER 
Mr. SANDERS. I presume he would, and also ( 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agt PRESIDENT pr 
' to the amendment of the Senator from Oregon. stan 
The amendment was agreed to. ir. BUTLER. 1 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on ag no T -RESIDE)?D 1 Car- 
to the resolution as amended. olina moves that t tion to the ¢ tee on 
Mr. SHERMAN. Upon the main question I am not disposed | Privi sand I { efer 
for one to deny to a gentleman who comes here with credentials, lhe motion was! 
or claims to have credentials, from his Legislature the right to The PRESIDE? 
present his case, if he wishes todo so. Whether he ought to do | adoption of t l 
so or not is a question for him to determine, but I do not think | ordered. 
we ought to deny him that right. He is interested in the mat- The Secretary proceeded —% call the 1 
ter; hecomes herewith credentials; and we had better give him Ir. BUTLER ws called). [1 a ul 
that privilege. There have been precedents, but none of late | pair with the Senator fr Penns nia |[Mr. CAMi vj], who 
5 years. Idonotknow thata case has occurred of late years wher a f al 
: any contestant desired to be heard. I wish to say that I shall | N wing how he w l vote on this questio 
4 vote for the largest liberty to any one who has a claim to a seat | shall withol vot 
4 in this body, either to appear by himself or by any member of t Mr. COLQUITT (when his na h 
Senate. the Senator from lowa |[Mr. WLLSO wit 
: Mr. PLATT. On that question I should like to have the yeas Mr. DAVIS (when his as [am pa 
¥ and nays, in order that I may be able to record my vote. I do} Senator from Indiana ' nat 
not wish to discuss the matter, but we are making a precedent | from South Caro UT { is with 1 
4 which will be followed in every contested-election case hereafter, | Sena é 3 
I imagine. To my mind the old precedents have been aban- | both t 
; doned of late years, because it was thought that a sound policy Mr. ] 
. would indicate that it was better to decide these cases without Mr. I i The Senator [E- 
their being argued by the party in interest, and this I judge to | RON] will fo mn 1 Sena f 
: be a reversal of what has been understood to be the settled policy | Indiana [{Mr. TurRPD 
3 of the Senate as well as of the other branch of the National Leg- Mr. PASCO (w Mr. FAULKNER’S 1 ( ‘ 
4 islature. { to S ) t \ li 
: The time was, according to my recollection—I have not ex- \ULKNER| is detained f 11 senate ¢ 
amined this matter,as it has come up within a moment—wh a 
contesting members appeared before the House of Represen () 
tives and argued their cases; but I think that has fallen into Mr. GEOR \N his 1 
disuse of late years. We have committees to hear these ques the Senate m O ) 
tions, and before those committees the party appears and is h 1 | should vote 
at the greatest length. I do not believe that it is wis pol to Mr. HANSBROU‘ w ie i i i 1 
now inaugurate what was once an old practice, but which s with the § tor fro linoi P t 
to have been dropped by commonconsentintheSenate. I there- 1 vot 
fore desire that the yeas and nays may be called, in order that ] [GGINS l). I with 
4 may put my views in relation to the matter on record by my vo { Senator from N ir. ] } ' 
at least. sent, I sho 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not think the Senate is likely Mr. BERRY 3 
to be inconvenienced in the future by any precedent that is made | « My « ag 
here. For thirty-one years it seems there has been no applica- | morning, but I am s: 
tion made by acontestant for this privilege, and I do no e- Mr. HISCOCK. I: 
sume that in our service here in the future we shall, any of us, | sta ent of his « 
be called upon to consider any such question as this. Mr. SAWYER th 
The contestant comes with credentials claiming to represent | my colleag 
& State Legislature, and he asks a privilege that is con \ Mr. SHER . 
granted in the House of Representatives. I know in my | Vv the S$ ( - 
service there I have frequently heard the best partof the debate | ized by h 
in such cases by the sitting member and the contestant, and no | t 0} 
inconvenience resulted from it. If the Senate can gain any in- fr. W CH 
formation by listening to this gentleman for two hours, I thir nato Rho : D 
the time will be well bestowed, and that it will not trouble us | present, I should vote “ yea.’ 
hereafter as a precedent. Mr. WOLCOTT (when his ns ’ 
Zz . 
4 
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air with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], but if 
e were present I am satisfied he would vote “yea.” I there- 
fore vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY], but supposing that he would vote “‘ yea” 
if present, I shall take the liberty of voting. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The occupant of the chair 
announces his pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN]. If that Senator were present, the occupant of the chair 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GIBSON of Maryland. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Michigan[Mr.STOCKBRIDGE]. If he were present, I should vote 
** vea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 48, nay 1; as follows: 
















YEAS—48. 
Allen, Coke, Hawley, Pugh, 
Allison, Cullom, Hiscock, Ransom, 
Barbour, Daniel, Kyle, Sanders, 
Bate, Davis, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Berry, Dawes, Morgan, Squire, 
Brice, Dubois, Morrill, Stanford, 
Call, Felton, Paddock, Stewart, 
Carey, Frye, Pasco, Teller, 
Casey, Gallinger, Peffer, Vance, 
Chandler, Gorman, Perkins, Vest, 
Chilton, Hale, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Cockrell, Harris, Proctor, Wolcott. 
NAY—1. 
Platt. 
NOT VOTING—39. 
Aidrich, George, Jones, Ark. Shoup, 
Blackburn, Gibson, La., Jones, Nev. Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Mad. Kenna, Turpie, 
Butler, Gordon, McMillan, Vilas, 
Cameron, Gray, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Carlisle, Hansbrough, Manderson, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Higgins, Palmer, Warren, 
Dixon, Hill, Power, White, 
Dolph, Hoar, Quay, Wilson. 
Faulkner, Irby, Sawyer, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the Senator from Missouri 
{[Mr. VEST] has given notice that Ire desires to make some re- 
marks to-day on another subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the conclusion of the morn- 
ing business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to give notice that at the con- 
clusion of the speech of the Senator from Missouri I shall move 
to take up the contested-election case of Clagett vs. Dubois. 

RECIPROCAL TRADE AGREEMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 

Senate, at the request of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
| 
a resolution which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. HALE, 
January 18, 1892, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, directed to send to 
the Senate, as early as is practicable, copies of all agreements made with 
other countries relating to an interchange of trade and commerce under the 
provisions of section 3 of an act entitled “An act to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,” approved October 1, 
1890; and also to furnish the Senate with all information received as to the 
practical effect of such agreements. 

Mr. VEST. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 

“+ 7 
ported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the resolution the 
following words: 

And that the Secretary of State also inform the Senate whether any steps 
have been taken by our authorities to negotiate a reciprocal commercial 

Also, that the Secretary inform the Senate if negotiations have been 
inaugurated for the purpose aforesaid and have been unsuccessful, what has 
been the cause of failure 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall make no excuse for detain- 
ing the Senate a short time in the discussion of the question 
which we have been notified from the very highest authority 


will become the leading issue in the approaching national can- | re . : 3 
| of the McKinley act, here is what the Senator said: 


vass. In the morning papers will be found the report of an ad- 
dress delivered last night at a banquet in the city of New York 
by the Hon. John W. Foster, former minister to Mexico, in which 
it is stated that reciprocity with the South American States has 
been eminently successful, and that its success has been brought 
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having been an increase of exports of farm products of the United 
States, there has beenadecrease in the exports of those products, 
and that the principal increase in the exports from this country 
to Brazil has been in steam engines, machinery, and agricultural 
implements, upon which Brazil has not and does not now charge 
any import duty. In other words, that the principal increase in 
our exports—and that is the important question—has been in 
articles upon which there has been no import duty at all by 
Brazil, and consequently that reciprocity can not have brought 
about this fact. 

Mr. Foster alsostated in his address that reciprocal intercourse 
with Canada was a very different thing from reciprocal inter- 
course with South America, and he gives us as the principal rea- 
son because Great Britain controls the tariff duties of Canada, and 
Great Britain is under a system of free trade which is entirely 
antagonistic to the system adopted by the people of the United 
States. Mr. Fosterseems to be entirely ignorant of the fact that 
Canada is permitted to impose its own tariff, and that the home 
country has never undertaken to interfere with the import duties 
of her provinces. He seems to be entirely ignorant of the fact 
that to-day, and since the passage of the Canadian tariff, every 
English importer pays as much upon the goods which he brings 
from Great Britain into Canada as is paid by any importer from 
the United States or any other country. 

It is true that under the unwritten law of England the Queen 
possesses a veto, but it has not been exercised for one hundred 
years, and the President of the United States has again and 
again vetoed acts of Congress when the Queen of Great Britain— 
I will not use the word ‘‘ dared ’—has never thought proper to 
exercise that prerogative. It is true the governor-general of 
Canada, who represents the Queen of Great Britain in the ad- 
ministration and autonomy of the Canadian Government, pos- 
sesses a qualified veto, but that does not apply to tariff duties, 
and has never been exercised; and the fact remains indisputable 
that Canadian import duties are levied without discrimination 
upon all foreign countries, placing in that category the mother 
country itself. 

I might very well leave this question of Canadian reciprocity 
to the distinguished Senator from Ohio, who has stated that if 
reciprocity obtained with any country upon the earth it should 
obtain with Canada, but I make these remarks in a preliminary 


| way to dispose of the statements made by Mr. Foster last even- 


ing. 

We were told by the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
in his address some days ago in this Chamber upon reciprocity, 
that we on this side of the Chamber had not heard the last of 
this great question, but that it would be heard from in every por- 
tion of this entire country during the coming Presidential can- 
vass. The Senator from Maine became ecstatic in stating the 
beneficent results of the scheme of reciprocity, and went so far 
as to say that in his judgment the third section of the McKinley 
act, embracing reciprocity, had floated the entire McKinley bill, 
and that without that section in his opinion it would have been 
swamped under the storm which had broken upon it, as he states, 
without cause, immediately after its enactment. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine comes from a sea- 
board State and of course he would resent any nautical criticism 
from a landsman like myself, but I must confess some degree of 
curiosity to know what in the opinion of that Senator constitutes 


| anentire politicalshipwreck. One hundredand fifty majority in 


theHouse of Representatives by the Democratic party; Demo- 
cratic governors in Wisconsin, Nebraska, Iowa, and Massachu- 


| setts: Democratic Senators in place of Republican Senators from 


New York, Illinois, and Wisconsin, seem to my uninitiated mind 
to constitute what would be called a swamping process even upon 


é | the coast of Maine. 
treaty with Mexico; and, if so, Whav has been done and with what result. | 7 


| address. 


about by the fact that the South American States produce tropi- | 


cal fruits and commodities which do not come into competition 
with the farm products of the United States, and that this of it- 
self favors and even necessitates reciprocal commercial inter- 
course, 

[ shall undertake to show by the statistics of the Treasury De- 
partment itself that in ten months reciprocity with Brazil, which 
is the largest of the South American markets, so far from there 


But that is not the most remarkable portion of the Senator’s 
I quote his exact language. After stating that his 
original amendment had been carefully drawn in the State De- 
partment, under the immediate supervision of Mr. Blaine, when 
he felt it necessary, in view of the fate of that amendment, to ex- 
plain to the country that Mr. Blaine had not been treated with 
any coolness or neglect on the part of the framers and managers 


As some attempt has been made to show that the original reciprocity 
amendment received rude treatment at the hands of the Senate, and that its 
original authors were not considered in the legislation of Congress, I may 
state here that, after the changed condition resulting from the repeal of 
nearly all of the sugar duty, the Aldrich amendment was heartily accepted 
by the friends of the original amendment in the Senate, by the Secretary of 
State, and by the President. The basis of the original amendment was the 
retention of the sugar duty till reciprocal treaties could be negotiated. When 
that basis was changed and the repeal became a fixed fact, it is difficult to 
see what other plan than the Aldrich amendment could be devised. 


I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the Senator 
from Maine states here distinctly that so soon as the sugar duties 
were removed then Mr. Blaine and all the friends of the original 


' amendment prepared at the State Department accepted the Fi- 
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nance Committee amendment, known as the Aldrich amend- 
ment, with great alacrity. It becomes then all important to as- 
certain when these duties were removed upon sugar. 

The McKinley bill, which passed the House on May 21, 1890, 

rovided that all sugar up to and including No. 16, Dutch stand- 
ard, should be imported free, and above No. 16 should pay four- 
tenths of 1 per cent per pound. The bill of the Finance Commit- 
tee, reported to the Senate on June 18, 1890, provided that all 
sugar above No. 13 and not above No. 16, Dutch standard, should 
pay three-tenths of 1 cent per pound, and all sugars above No. 
16 should pay a duty of six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

It will be seen that the House made sugar up to and including 
16 free and reduced the duty on sugar above 16 two-tenths of 1 
cent per pound more than it was reduced by the Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate. The bill passed the House on May 21, 
yet on June 19, nearly a month afterwards, the Senator offered 
the Blaine amendment, although he did not call it up for con- 
sideration until September 2. 

The Senator says that ‘‘the basis of the original amendment 
was the retention of the sugar duty until reciprocal treaties 
could be negotiated,” and that after this basis was changed it is 
difficult to see what other plan than the Aldrich amendment 
could be devised; but the record shows that the duty on sugar 
had been reduced and the basis changed before the original 
amendment was offered. 

The fact is, and it is useless toattempt escape, that Mr. Blaine 
opposed strenuously and bitterly the reduction of the sugar duty. 

e appeared before the House committee and insisted that the 
duty on sugar should remain, and it was after his complete fail- 
ure that he stopped on his way from the House Ways and Means 
Committee at the room of the Senate Committee on Finance, and 
inthe presence of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
smashed his silk hat in baffled rage and flung its crushed remains 
across the chamber as he denounced McKinley and his col- 
leagues. 

The full report of that occurence, I will say in extenuation of 
the fact that I allude to it here, was published in an interview 
prepared by Mr. William E. Curtis, chief of the Bureau of In- 
ternational Republics and adjutant-general in the reciprocity ar- 
rangement. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| Senator from Maine to 


1433 


a nation of the American hemisphere, while Cuba and Puerto 
Rico, whose tariffs are made by Spain, are included by the terms 
of the amendment. 

On no public question has there been such acrobatic talent ex- 
hibited by Republican statesmen as in the reciprocity circus. 

The idea when first advanced by Mr. Blaine was received with 
scorn and derision. Governor McKinley of course denounced it, 
for he was the author of the platform of 1888, in which all dis- 
guise was thrown off, and the doctrine boldly declared by the 
Republican party that tariff duties should be imposed sufficient 
to exclude all foreign products competing with those of this 
country, without considering at all the question of necessary 
revenue. 

In all prior platforms the Republicans had announced for tariff 
duties large enough to protect American products and to raise 
the revenue necessary to carry on the Government. The plat- 
form of 1888 was a new departure and followed the school of 
Henry C. Carey, whowished that the Atlantic Ocean had billows 
of fire over which no foreign ship could reach our shores. An- 
other distinguished teacher of this doctrine is the junior Senator 
from Maine[Mr. FRYE], whodeclared in his home market speech 
in Boston that he hoped not one pound of iron or steel or wool 
or silk would ever be imported from any country into the United 
States. It is to be presumed that the friendly spirit of the junior 
international commerce induced Mr. 
Blaine to address him the reciprocity letter of July 11, 1890, to 
which I have alluded. 

Of course the disciples of this ‘‘ New Evangel” looked upon 
any approach to freer markets for American trade with suspicion 
and distrust. Governor McKinley, then chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House, utterly rejected it, although 
afterwards in his Ohio canvass he claimed reciprocity as the 
grandest achievement of the McKinley act, and like the cuckoo 
screamed with delightover theeggsof another bird. Ex-Speaker 
REED lost no opportunity of ridiculing ‘‘ the Blaine idea,” and 
on his return from Europe last summer sneeringly punctured 
the reciprocity bladder by inquiring how American manufac- 
tures could compete with British goods in the South American 


lé 
>? 
> 


markets unless protected by a tariff duty of 50 per cent. 


If any doubt can exist as to the opposition of Mr. Blaine to the | 


reduction of the sugar duty, it is removed by portions of his let- 
ter to the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] dated July 11, 
1890. In it he says: 


It would certainly be a very extraordinary policy on the part of our Gov- 
ernment just at this time to open our market without charge or duty to the 
enormous crops of sugar raised in the two Spanish islands. Cubaand Porto 
Rico furnish the United States with nearly or quite one-half of the sugar 
which we consume, and we are far larger consumers than any other nation 
in the world. To give a free market to this immense product of the Spanish 
plantations at the moment Spain is excluding the products of American 


farms from her market would be a policy as unprecedented as it would be | 


unwise. 

Again: 

But there is not a section or a line in the entire bill that will open the mar- 
ket for another bushel of wheat or another barrelof pork. If sugaris now 
placed on the free list without exacting important trade concessions in re- 
turn, we shall close the door for a profitable reciprocity against ourselves. 

Mr.Blaine saw the gathering storm which afterwards burst upon 
the authors of the McKinley bill, and attempted to avert disaster 
by adopting the principle of free trade in the shape of reciprocity 
with all the countries of the American hemisphere. 

Not the least remarkable feature of this remarkable history 
was the facility with which Mr. Blaine and his friends changed 
front as to the scope of his amendment. 

The following is the amendment prepared in the State Depart- 
ment and offered by the Senator from Maine: 

And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, without fur- 
ther legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open to all 
products of any nation of the American hemisphere upon which no export 
duties are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to its 
ports, free of all national, provincial (State), municipal, and other taxes, 
flour, corn meal, and other bread stuffs, preserved meats, fish, vegetables and 
fruits, cotton-seed oil, rice, and other provisions, including all articles of 
food, lumber, furniture, and all other articles of wood, agricultural imple 
ments and machinery, mining and mechanical machinery, structural steel 
and iron, steel rails, locomotives, railway cars and supplies, street cars, re 
fined petroleum, or such other products of the United States as may be agreed 
upon. 

Nothing can be plainer from the language than that Mr. Blaine 
intended to embrace Canada in his reciprocity scheme, but under 
the pressure of adverse criticism, and the opposition of the Sen- 
ators from Vermont and New York [Messrs. Edmunds, Mor- 
RILL, and Evarts], the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] denied 
in debate that Canada was included, although he admitted that 
Cuba and Puerto Rico were among ‘‘the nations of the Ameri- 
can hemisphere.” In his letter to Senator FRYE the Secretary 


of State also abandoned Canada, and declared that ‘‘our field of | 


commercial development and progress lies south of us.” 


It is certainly a curious conclusion that Canada, although per- | 


mitted to make its own tariff even against British imports, is not ! 


Reciprocity did not have a friend among the Republicans of 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House, and it encountered 
in the Senate the bitter opposition of both the Senators from 
Vermont and the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

The venerable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], father 
of the tariff, not only vigorously denounced the whole scheme, 
but refused to vote for the bill containing the Aldrich amend- 
ment, unless sweetened by a bounty on the maple sugar of Ver- 
mont. 

On page 7887 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for June 30, 1890, 
will be found the following significant utterance from that vet- 
eran protectionist: 

The lesson to be drawn from all this is that the markets we do not find 
abroad we must make at home, and they can only be made by protection. 
W hatever products can be made by machinery we may sometime find a mar- 
ket for abroad, but cattle and wool, wheat and corn, are not made by ma- 
chinery, and we must create a greater market for such products by a greater 
home diversity of industrial employments, and with our abounding mineral 
resources the task would not appear difficult 

In these words is the real object of high tariff statesmanship, 
and itis not strange, therefore, that Mr. Blaine’s amendment 
met with stern opposition, and after lying in the Senate for 
months, deserted and friendless, at last came from the Finance 
Committee so emasculated and distorted that its author could 
not recognize his offspring. 

In order that the full extent of the ravages inflicted upon Mr. 
Blaine’s amendment by its enemies may be seen I will read the 
Aldrich substitute,which is now the third section of the McKin- 
ley act: 


> 


Sec. 3. That, with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries pro- 
ducing the following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the Ist day 
of January, 1892, whenever and so often as the President shall be satisfied 
that the government of any country producing and exporting 
ses, coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, and any of 





sugars, molas- 


uch articles, imposes 












duties or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the 
United States which, in view of such free introduction of such sugar, molas 
SES fee, tea, and hides into the United States, he 1 ‘m to be recipro- 
cally unequal and unreasonable, he shall have the po and it shall be hi 

duty, to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this a “¢ 

lating to the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, 
the production of such country, for such time as he shall deem just; and in 
such case and during such suspension dutie hall be levied, collected, and 
paid upon sugar, molasses, « t and | the product of « p ed 









from such designated « 
Here follow the specit 
hides 


on tnose 





Ws, nan 

luties on ir, Molasses, coffee, tea, an 
(now coming to us free by the McKinley bill) which shall be te 
articles whenever the President shall see fit, to wit: On the 

*.2 cents per pound (and less rates specified on lower grades and cert 

; coffee, 3 cents per pound; tea, 10 cents per pound; hides 
cents per pound | 


led rates of 





d 
collec 1 
t 








rates on molasses 
and skins, 1} 
The most superficial examination of the two amendments will 
show the radical and irreconcilable difference. 
The original amendment opens the ports of the United States 
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| THE NOTICE TO AUSTRIA-HUNGARY AND OTHER COUNTRIES FROM THE STATE | madecextracts. especially ur ( 
F JEPARTMENT. : b call, - trea \ 1 th 1 
DEPARTME \merican republics, in order to increase a ; snialh hrhetneiine ate’ 


The protectionists having claimed so emphatically and continu- | sive new markets to the Am 

















ously that the reduction of the sugar duties has cheapened the | the largest part of the increa eeotes tie . 

product to the consumer, they will surely admit that putting back | steam engines and machi > 

the duties will increase pro tanto the cost to the same people. Statistics. to which I have 
In view of this mathematical deduction how grotesque is the | after April 1. 1891. when the 

practical operat! on of th » third section of the McKinley act, a8 | jno off in avricultural ex 

graphically described in the following from the New York Even- | jike peniod before that di 

ing Post: | The decrease in the ex] tS OL W L 
Secretary Blaine yesterday sent notes to the diplomatic representative f | was 347 bari ( a il 

Austria-Hungary, Colombia, Hayti, Nicaragua, Honduras, Spain (for the | 9 g 1? hows a . 

Philippine Islands), and Venezuela, informing them that the President con- | ~ Oo rreis; of bacon, 1,7», y pe L \ t. 020 

sidered the duties imposed by their respective governments on certain pro pounds. 

ucts of the United States “reciprocally unequal and unreasonable,” in view | So far recil city , 

of the admission by the United States, free of duty, of sugar, molasses, cof , , — 

tea, and hides, and that unless this reciprocal inequality and unreason was MI 

removed before the 15th of March next, the President would on that day issue statis ( ) 

his proclamation suspending the free introduction of sugar, molasses, coffee tj] 2 

tea, and hides, etc., from those countries and imposing on them the duties <s 

prescribed by section 3 of the McKinley bill. = l 
This section puts—under these circumstal ances —on all sugar below13 Dutch | a ( 80) . is 

standard in color, seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound; on all sugars above 13 are not et to tur { a 

and under 16 Dutch standard, 1$ cents per po ind; on all sugars above 16 and Sa - , —— 

under 20,1§ cents per pound; onallsugarsabove 20, 2 cents per pound; on mo 

lasses, 4cents per gallon; on coffee, 3 cents per pound; on tea, 10 cents p » J } LS89, « rts to ’ 

pound, and on hides, 1} cents per pound. It will be observed that these du er 0 

ties have to be paid by American consumers. They will be added to the pric ; ’ “ eae : 

of sugar, tea, coffee, shoes, and other leather goods. In other words, t r A] LSJ 2 yt t 

will be fines inflicted on American citizens by Presidential proclamati Ve ) ) ( ; lan 

order to punish certain citizens of foreign countries for ‘* being recip y n o ne? DY f 

unjust and unreasonable.” It would be hard to surpass this in absurdity ! a : — , : ; 





We do not believe it ever has been surpassed in absurdity. Its perpetra — ; , . 
is made possible by the long habit, on which the whole protectionist systen Lh act 15 that our exports hay are ‘reased wi ! 











is built up, of regarding the products of human industry not as thing a oreicn ¢ n ¢ : my WR RY? 

consumed, but as things to sell, and the privilege of selling as far transcend ae pall oor : p E - - , 

ing in importance the privilege of eating, drinking, and wearing. This vica- | ‘ une averag ) ' city | 

rious punishment inflicted on Americans for sins committed by foreigners, I to do wit it. | l! as ra Ay 

taken in connection with the gospel of dearness preached by the Presiden 1891. when the reciprocal 1 

and Messrs. REED, LoDGE, McKinley & Co. in the last year, makes a Repu Rt et edie gee ae “E* — 

lican political economy the most fatuous and interesting jumble of modern | Pe!#tlveiy With the increas ‘ 

times. which we had no reciprocal trea 

RECIPROCITY WITH anAaEE, ea al 1 ok lk 3 > CQ 
. 4 js ‘ 4 i : Ait abillsliedd t / i i i , ‘ 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] places much emphasis | ending June 30, 1891, on page 27 ow 

upon the increased trade with Brazil by reason of the reciproci vy During the last fiseal vear thers ct 

treaty which took effect April 1, 1891, but contents himself with | in the value of our domestic commodit to cert 

the general statement that the increase has been about $2,000,000. follo lo France, $10,813,875; to Ge ny, $7,369,766; to Ch 6.518 
‘ ra oe 16.177 Spal 1,620 Sstraiasia, $1.7 \ ) 


The important inquiry is of course as to the increase of exports, | Mexico, $1.532,972: and to the Cent 
for the complaint by Mr. Blaine in his letter to Senator FRYE, SO i A a a 3 


and by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in both his speeches pags an p Son aie : es ad ) 3 )} x 
to the Senate, has been the excess of imports from Brazil over | ;, the} ies Antal aes 
exports to Brazil from the United States. The mai in object of aad aan ae : Mare an ‘ 
reciprocity is to increase our exports and to give us larger mar- | pociprocity. to be as cae - 
kets. O ’ rc ot act ¢ : R99 ‘ 
The report of the Bureau of Statistics on foreign commerce | aa gg , ss pos : 
a ( oa ‘ At . 


and immigration for December, 1891, shows that the export ym etl 
this country to Brazil for the nine months from April 1, 1891, to | , He Pe pe eee .m a et me ' 


9 FF 


January 1, 1892, increased $1,483,576 over the exports during a |}... ‘age 
. I pies “ 


like period of 1890. 2 . ee “ i> a . 7 let DS, S » Fano 1, 230,444 
By far the largest part of this increase has been in exports of a ae ars r BEV ON 
steam engines and machinery, the excess for the five months a roy tee sling ya gear a a oo reg: “ 
April 1, 1891, over the exports for the five months befor hat ee , L591, OV D , 18 
date being $800,148. bot, a or ye 1,58 
(I will ask that the table of « amet % Brazil a tha TWatied | =. oe S ) 


States by articles from April 1, 1891, to November 1. 1891, 1 el Bg eee 
I submit, may be printed as an ap] as x to my remark = 

It will be seen by referenc« » to page 125 of Bulletin No. 8, issued | ° yy. cp ; , 4 
in July, 1891, from the Bureau of the American Re publics, that aa 7 E 
Mr. I 











3laine, in his letter to the President transmitting the recip a 
rocal treaty with Brazil, gives a list of imports into Brazil to be- : cence 
“e434 . . P rT . rhe ! Of! Apr 
come free of duty when exported from the United Stat Table ; 
+ ‘ . f ( 
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Strange as it may appear, it will be seen by reference to pag 
104 of the same bulletin that these articles are on the Brazilian 
free list, and instead of being subject to a duty of 15 to 48 
cent, as stated by Mr. Blaine, are admitted free into any port of 
Brazil from any part of the world. al treat; 
it is impossible, therefore, that reciprocity has anything t » took effect Septer > 1, 1891, but 1 aus 
: with this increase of exportsof machinery from the United States. t into operation January 1, 1892 
' Mr. Blaine, in his letter to Senator FRYE, from which I hav By ference to B tin No. 8 of ureau ¢ 
4 
i 
= 


en TO 








' 1436 


publics, ‘‘ Import duties of Cuba and Puerto Rico,” page 6, it will 
be seen that the Cuban tariff on flour is $1.97 on the hundred 
pounds, including weight of package, or about $4.30 per barrel. 

By the terms of the treaty American flour pays a duty after 
January 1, 1892, of $1 on 220 pounds, which gives a discrimina- 
tion to Spanish flour of 93 cents per barrel. 

The markets of Cuba and Puerto Rico are inconsiderable com- 
pared with that of Brazil, but it can be confidently expected 
that the reduction of duty will increase the export of American 
flour, which is by far the largest item in our commerce with those 
islands. , 

The official data for January, 1892, the first month after the 
taking effect of the flour schedule, have not yet appeared, and it 
is impossible therefore to do more than conjecture what will be 
the effect of that schedule, but for the month of December, 1891, 
during which the old import duty of Cuba on American flour 
prevailed, the exports of flour to Cuba from the United States 
amounted to 34,316 barrels, an increase of 22,145 barrels over 
the export for December, 1890. Inthe case of Puerto Rico there 
was a like increase of 22,461 barrels for December, 1891, over the 
exports for December, 1890. 

Thesé increases were not, of course, caused by the reciprocal 
treaty, for the provision in regard to flour did not take effect 
until January 1, 1892, but they show a demand in Cuba and Puerto 
Rico for our flour, and the import duties of Cuba and Puerto Rico 
being lowered, the price will be diminished to the Cuban con- 
sumer, and the market enlarged. 

Thisis Democratic policy, and our Republican friends by adopt- 
ing it to even a limited extent are paying the highest compli- 
ment to our party. 

Nearness of market and natural causes connected with popula- 
tion and production make the prospect for enlarged markets in 
Cuba and Puerto Rico, especially as to flour, much brighter than 
in the South American States, but the future alone will show the 
extent to which we can take the flour market in these islands 
from Spain, and the length of time we can retain it. 

The immediate effect of reducing the import duties of Cuba and 
Puerto Rico on American flour will be large exportations from 
this country, and we may expect to see the exports doubled for 
the first few months after the reduction takes effect, but after- 
wards will come the real commercial struggle between flour from 
the United States and the Spanish peninsula. 

The McKinley act by largely increasing the tariff duties on 
Cuban tobacco seriously injured the great interest of the island, 
and diminished the resources of Cuban planters. The following 
interesting extract from arecent number of the New York Even- 
ing Post states the case fully: 

A central committee representing all the important commercial associa- 
tions of the island, in the course of a ** manifesto to the country” published 
on July 15, when it was known that the forthcoming treaty was to contain no 
concessions to Cuban tobacco, declared: *‘Our tobacco industry is wounded 
tothe point of death. * * * Dissatisfaction and distress prevailin homes 
where wetl-paid labor was before assured, and the outlook is yet gloomier. 
* * * The recent tariff of the neighboring Republic has come to shut us out 
of our only great market. * * * The committee congratulates itself that 
the desired commercialagreement with the United States has been secured 
* * * butthe necessity remains that anagreement should be brought about 


reducing the duties that weigh upon Cuban tobacco.”” This bears out what 
we have before said, that our heavier taxes on tobacco constituted the chief 
grievance of the Cubans. Sugar they did not care so much about. The 


profits of sugar-growing have been greatly lessened under the competition 
with bounty-grown beet sugar, and many sugar plantations have of late 
years been put to the more profitable culture of tobacco. Inthemidstof this 
process came the McKinley law, carrying “‘ dissatisfaction and distress” into 
the homes of Cubans, who, nevertheless, are going to be made so prosperous 
by that law without knowing it, that they will buy three or four times as 
much flour of Americans as before 

Others of the Tribune's “cold facts” are as far from a warming contact 
with the truth. It says that Spanish flour began to be admitted to Cuba free 
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commercial relations are to be made with any country in the world they 
ought to be made with Canada, as I shall show later. 

There are many reasons for this, but mainly because of the similarity of 
our institutions, language, religion, form of government, and mode of living. 

If you cross the Canadian line the country looks very much like that of 
New England, or parts of the Western States. 

This declaration by the Senator from Ohio aroused all New 
England, and both the Senators from Vermont delivered earnest 
and energetic addresses not only against commercial relations 
with Canada, but against the general doctrine of reciprocity. 

Nor was the opposition confined to New England, for the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] used the following language in 
speaking of reciprocity: 

I was delighted with what was said by the Senator from Ohio in regard to 
the reciprocity treaty with Hawaii, because Idd not believe in such economic 
schemes. Iamconvinced they are heresies, and are antagonistic to the prin- 
ciples of protection. Ido not assent to what was substantially said by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] this morning, that two great principles of 
the Republican party are reciprocity and the protective policy. They are 
not compatible. They can not stand together. 

This was the utterance of the Senator from Oregon in 1890, 
but I have no doubt when reciprocity shall be vaunted as the 
greatest exploit of Republican statesmanship, as the Senator 
from Maine notifies us will be done in the next canvass, the Sen- 
ator from Oregon will be found carrying a banner with this 
strange device, *‘ ee the Handmaid of Protection.” 

So long as New England dominates there will never be recip- 
rocal commercial relations with Canada. 

In the first year of Cleveland’s Administration, when the fish- 
ery treaty of 1871 expired, Mr. Cleveland sent to Congress his 
message suggesting that a joint commission should be appointed 
by the authorities of Canada and the United States to consider 
‘**the general questions dependent upon contiguity and inter- 
course, and all their equities,” but the Republicans, by a party 
vote in the Senate, hastily and indignantly rejected the sugges- 
tion. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] afterwards offered 
an amendment tothe McKinley bill, which was reported favorably 


| in the House during the last Congress from the Committee on 
a = 


Foreign Relations in the form of a resolution, providing for « 


| commission to consider the removal of duties on commerce be- 


of duty July 1, 1890; it wasnotsoadmitted until July 14 ofthis year. Then,on | 


the basis of that false statement, it accounts for the falling off in our exports 
of flour to Cuba during the first half of the year of some $300,000, saying that 
we were in a fair way to lose the market entirely but for the reciprocity 
scheme sut this falling off is only in keeping with the great decline in the 
exports of breadstuffs in the past fiscal year—upward of #27,000,000—and is 
thus probably due to general causes; at any rate, it is not due to the nonex 
istent cause assi 1. If any local cause isto be takeninto theaccount, afar 
more reasonable one would be the cutting off of Cuban tobacco from its nat- 
ural market, and the inability of its owners to buy as much flour as before 

The Tribune is willit 








hat the treaty should stand or fall by its effect on ex 


ports of American flour, and is very enthusiastic on that point American 
flour will drive Spanish flour out of the market,” it says. Reciprocity “will 
give our exporters absolute control of the market” in flour. We have ex 
pressed our doubts about this, and see no reason to abandon them. Our ex 


ports of flour to Cuba during the first six months of the present year amounted 
» 40,764 barrels, of a value of £214,503, or $5.25 a barrel. Spanish exports of 
fiour for the first five months of 1891 amounted to 223,228 barrels, of a value of 
187,500, or %.32 a barrel. As the treaty gives the Spanish millers a discrim- 
ination of #1 a barrel, they appear to be at an advantage of 93 cents a barrel, 
and probably will decline to be “driven.” 





CANADA AND MEXICO. 

In the debate upon the third section of the McKinley act the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] after commenting upon the 
inconsistency of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in stating 
that the words *‘ nations of the American hemisphere” embraced 
Cuba, but not Canada, said: 

Whether Canada is included or not, certainly if any reciprocal trade or 


tween Canada and the United States, but it received no support 
from the dominant party in either branch of Congress. 

During the thirteen years from 1854 to 1866, when reciprocity 
obtained between Canada and this country, the citizens of Can- 
ada purchased from usarticles valued at $359,500,000 in gold, and 
we bought from them articles valued at $197,000,000, thus making 
an international traffic of nearly $556,500,000 on a gold basis, with 
a balance in our favor of $162,000,000. 

Notwithstanding these facts,the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] said in September, 1890, after he had come to the conclu- 
sion that Canada was not a nation of the American hemisphere, 
‘*that reciprocity with Canada was an animal of a very different 
breed from reciprocity with South America.” 

In other words, reciprocity which brought free hides and free 
rubber to the manufacturers of New England was very different 
from reciprocity which brought free Canadian products to the 
consumers of the whole country. 

It is greatly to be regretted that legislation required by the 
reciprocity treaty with Mexico of January, 1883, was not enacted 
by the House of Representatives. The treaty provided that it 
should not take effect until the Congress of the United States en- 
acted the necessary changes in our revenue laws so as to conform 
them to the terms of the treaty. The House declined to make 
these changes, and events have since transpired that interpose 
great obstacles to any reciprocal arrangement with Mexico. 

During the last fiscal year our exports to Mexico increased over 
the preceding year $1,532,972, notwithstanding the fact that the 
reciprocal treaty of 1883 was rejected and the additional fact that 
the ruling of the Treasury Department and the provisions of the 


| McKinley act had antagonized what Mexico considers one of her 


vital interests. 

The last construction of the law as to the importation of silver- 
lead ores, by the Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. Windom) re- 
versing the decision of Mr. SHERMAN when Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the unanimous reportof the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and also his own decision previously made, together with 
the provisions of the McKinley act on the samesubject, have not 
increased the friendly disposition of Mexico to this country. 

Under the construction first placed upon the law, mixed ore 
composed of silver and lead was classified according to the pre- 
dominance in value of one metal or theother. If silver predomi- 
nated in value over lead the ore came in free of duty, but under 
the pressure of political exigencies well understood by the coun- 
try this decision was reversed by the Treasury Department prior 
to the last Presidential election upon the demand of the mine- 
owners of the Western States. 

The McKinley act imposes a duty of 2 cents per pound on pig 
lead and 14 cents per pound on lead ore and on the lead contents 
of silver ore. Two-thirds of the mines in the United States pro- 
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duce 
Mexico are necessary for fluxing. 
has been to reduce the price of pig lead to the lowest rates ever 
known in this country, and to injure the business of our smelters, 


dry lead, for the smelting of which the silver-lead ores from 
The result of the present law 


besides increasing the cost of smelting dry-lead ores by exclud- 
ing the Mexican flux ores from American use. 

Before the passage of the McKinley bill there was little smelt- 
ing done in Mexico, but since that ‘bill became a law smelting 
works have been erected there capable of producing 2,500 or 3,000 
tons of pig lead per month, or nearly one-sixth of the entire prod- 
uct of the United States. 

Of course the profits arising from this business are lost to Amer- 
ican smelters, and another illustration is given of the beneficent 
results coming from the so-called protective system. 

In return for this legislation, and for the increase of duties in 
the McKinley act on horses, cattle, and other imports from that 
country, Mexico has retaliated by a higher tariff on hogs, cattle, 
and other importations from the United States. 

The fact that our exports to Mexico have steadily increased in 
the face of blundering diplomacy and legislation, the amount in 
1885 being $7,370,599, and in 1890 $12,666,108, shows that the en- 
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tire Mexican market can be secured to the United States by a | 


wise and conservative policy. 

The amendmentI have offered to the resolution of the Senator 
from Maine is inte nded toe slicit from the State Department the 
y made to 
establish re ciprocity with our aelahibenine raneliie, and if such 
efforts have failed, what has been the cause of failure. 

It seems to me that justice to both countries and to the scheme 
of reciprocity demands the adoption of this amendment. 

RECIPROCITY WITH WRONG COUNTRIES. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] charges the Democratic 
party with opposing reciprocity, and indulge: s in the usual cam- 
aign rhetoric about Republic ans being in favor of progress, while 
emocrats lag behind with the ideas and prejudices of the past. 

Nothing can be more ludicrous than the ‘adl-entacenbdaiian 
now being indulged in by the Republican press and statisticians 
over the enlargement of our markets and the apparent increase 
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the largest of the 
provisions of the 


Brazil, 
has shown that th: 


Nine months reciprocity with 
American markets, 


South 


third 


section of the McKinley act do not benefit the American farmer. 
No act of Congress can change the inexorable law of supply and 


demand, which prevents an agricultural 
agricultural products. 
South America furnishes no markets 


people from purchasing 


for our agricultural prod- 


ucts. 


Every man qualified to vote knows that the for our 


market 


farm products isin Great Britain and notin South America. For 
the year ending June 30,1891, we exported to Great Britain $29,- 
67,491 worth of cattle, and to all South America and the West In- 


die 8 $159, 980. During the same peri 
ain $23,156,737 worth of corn, ( 

Of wheat, during the same 
470,318, and to South Ameri 


inh weakened vo Groat ety 
and to South America $169,408. 
year, we sold to Great Britain $31,- 

a $2,437,227. Of wheat flour for the 


same time we sold to Great Britain $35,428,624, and to South 
America $5,301,853. 
The following statement from of the 


Mr. W. E. Curtis, Chief 
American Republics, and Mr. B ‘incipal assist- 
of reciprocity, fully « 1e South Ameri- 


Bureau of 

ant in the scheme 

can situation: 
Chile— 
Says Mr. ¢ 


aine 


xplains 


‘urtis— 








| has already driven the flour of the United States off the west coast of South 
Am-rica, and now supplies Peru, Ecuador, and Bolivia. The California mil- 
lers are also beginning to feel the competition of Chile at Panama and along 
the west coast of Central America, and unless cheaper freights are offered 
from San Francisco southward we shall lose a large aud lucrative market 
The Argentine Republic was an importer of breadstuffs a few years since, 
but the agricultural development of the D: impas is sor vs and extensive 
that the present product not only supplies the locz ul de m but furnishes an 
annual surplus, valued at $14,000,000, for The same is true of Uru- 
guay, which has also become an export ir within the last 
two or three years, and has an enormous productive capacity now being rap- 


| idly developed by Italianimmigrants. The ti 


me is not far distant when these 


| three countries will deprive the United States of the greater portion of its 

flour market in the West Indies and South America, and will enter into act- 
ive competition with us in Europe 

Obviously, > we can sell breadstuffs to such countries, we can, 


of foreign commerce since the enactment of the McKinley tariff. | 


In the closing hours of the debate in the House of Representa- 
tives on his tariff bill, Governor McKinley expressed a profound 
indifference to foreign trade, and a hope that importations would 
decrease under the operation of the act. 

He predicted that the annual reduction of import duties, in- 
cluding sugar, would be at least $62,000,000 instead of $41,000,000, 
as shown by the customs reports for the last year, making clear 


the fact that the author of the law intended and expected that 


imports would be largely decreased. 

It is notorious that the avow red policy of the Republican party 
for years, and especially since 1888, has been to discourage all 
imamate that compete with the products or manufactures of the 
United States, but we now hear from Republican sources, includ- 
ing President Harrison, exultant plaudits over the increase under 
the McKinley actofforeignimports. In all these effusions care is 
taken to avoid any mention of the reforms in appraisementand the 
changes in regard to duties upon cases and coverings which were 
placed in the McKinley act by the joint action of both parties, and 
about which there was no division. If proper allowance be made 
for the effect of this part of the law, the decrease in the actual 
amountofdutiable goodsimported would be much greater than the 
amount stated in the report of the statistician of the Treasury. 

Nor should it be overlooked by our Republican officials when 
boasting of increased exports under the McKinley law, that in 
1890 the excess of exports over imports was $68,518,275, while in 
1891 the excess was only $39,564,619. 

As the McKinley act took effect October, 1890, it can 
claimed to have increased the exports for that year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will please suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is 
the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill (S. 1) to prevent the adulteration and mis- 
branding of food and drugs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ILIaskunanimous consent thatthe unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside until my colleagu 
cludes his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished busi- 
ness may be temporarily laid aside. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] will 
proceed. 

Mr. VEST. It is not true that the Democratic party is op- 
posed to real reciprocity. On the other hand it has always de- 

manded freer markets and larger commercial intercourse. 

It opposes sham reciprocity which holds out false and delusive 
hopes to the farmer, but does not giv e himamarketfor ‘‘another 
bushel of wheat or barrel of pork.’ 


not be 


> con- 


The Senator from Missouri | 


with like facility, sell them in India, Russia, and Hungary. 

In the same report the writer enlightens us thus concerning 
our market in South America for preserved meats. He says: 

The same countries, Argentine, Uruguay, and Chile, are also large pro- 
ducers of sheep and cattle, and while Chile will supply the west coast with 
beef and mutton, the Argentine Republic and Uruguay will eventualiy have 
a serious effect upon our European trade, being able, from their peculiar ad 
vantages, to underbid the beef-producers of the United States anywhere in 
the world. Already refrigerator ships are sailing nearly every day from the 
River Plate, loaded with dressed beef and mutton for England and Germany, 














and packing houses are being erected on an extensive scale under an #&,000,- 
000 subsidy from the Argentine Government 

The jerked beef supply of Brazil and the West Indies has long been fur- 
nished by Argentine and Uruguay, and the exportations to Europe alread) 
amount to millions of dollars annually. * * * The River Plate valley is 
more to be feared than India, Russia, or Australia as a competitor in bread 
stuffs and provisions. 

There is scarcely a spot in the River Plate country, comprising Argentine, 
Uruguay, and Paraguay, more than 500 miles distant from a navigable river, 
and our advantages in this respect would not be greater than theirs if ocean 
steamers could load at Pittsburg, Kansas City, or St. Pai 

Commenting upon this, the organ of the protectionists, the 
Economist, published by the Tariff League, says: 

To make such a treaty would be to obliter ste the precedents afforded by a 
whole century of progress, and to sli le straight back into that medizvalism 
which Adam Smith condemned. The burden of the argument of the Wealth 
of Nations is not directed, as free-trade recklessly assert, against protec- 
tive duties, but against treaties which give a lower rate of duties to one na- 
tion than to another. For these tre atl es Dr. Smith had no words of indigna 
tion adequate to express his abhorre Since he wrote, and large rh 
the influence of his writings they hat e passed into total d ¢ 

And is it now proposed that the United States shall undertake the propa 
ganda for the revival of this defun ct and ut l of m- 
ination; and this, too, in order that we ma 1ak I ) ed 
meats to meat-packers, and breadstuffs to the exporters of grain 

I suggest to the Senator from Maine that no attack upon the 


reciprocity e xperiment by any De mocrat has equaled in ferocity 





this onslaught from the headquarters of protec tion. 
IF RECIPROCITY IS SUSTAINED PRESENT TARIFF TAXATION IS NAKED ROB 
BERY 
On page 126 of Bulletin No. 8, Import D Brazil, in the 
letter of Mr. Blaine to the President, will be found a table marked 
‘B,” giving details of the reciprocal arrangements between Bra- 
| zil and the United States. It is shown by this table that on nine 
groups of articles therein named import duties would be reduced 
25 per cent upon all such articles imported into Brazil from this 
country. On these articles the Brazilian tariff imposes duties 
ranging from 15 to 60 per cent, with an average of less than 48 
per cent. 
A reduction of 25 per cent, or one-fourth, from the 48 per cent 
would leave the duty under the oe averaging 36 per cent, or 
an actual reduction of onl yi2per cent. This may be verified by 





reference to a table given on pag re 13lof the same bulletin. T! 
table gives the present and also the treaty rate of the various 


items affected by the reciprocity arrangement with Brazil, and 
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other markets without the same protective duties as are given Mr. HALE 
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alone, to say nothing of the other articles included as section 3 of 
the McKinley act. Brazil, Cuba, Trinidad, Porto Rico, and other 
Central and South American countries, were confined to the 
market of the United States. Their great product was sugar. 
The European development of beet sugar had been such in the 
past few years that they were driven out of that market and 
could not compete with the producers of sugar in the European 
countries, and they were confronted with the question whether 
their plantations should go to ruin, whether their main liveli- 
hood should depart from them and cease from the face of the 
earth, or they should make concessions in order to get the mar- 
ket of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President— 

The I *-RESI DENT pro l mpore, 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator, if he will per- 
mit me, why he did not put that leverage in his original amend- 
ment, for which I voted and from which he ran away? There 
was no such leverage as that in the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I went into that subject the other day, and I do 
not care to repeat myself, only saying that the original plan was 
based upon the retention of the sugar duty in order to negotiate 


Does the Senator yield? 
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reciprocity treaties. When the Republican party determined | That is no new thing. I do not know of any great thing that 


| has been done in the last thirty years that the Senator from Mis- 


to put upon the table of the American citizen free sugar and 
thereby also reduce the surplus revenues of the country from 
fifty to sixty million dollars, then the original project had to be 
abandoned. Then the only way to get this leverage that I am 


talking about, to induce the Southern nations to make these | 


treaties, was to give the authority to reimpose duties. If the 
Senator can not see that distinction, and if the Senator can not 
see that after it had been determined to take the duties from 
sugar and deliver it to the American people practically free, the 
whole programme had to be changed in terms, but not in spirit, 
then I am notable to make him comprehend it. Then I accepted 
gladly the Aldrich amendment, because it gave the power by 
the threat, if you choose to call it that, of the reimposition of 
these duties to the President and the State Department to ne- 
gotiate these treaties. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine is always soaccurate 
in his statement about public affairs and conditions that I feel 
quite surprised to hear him say that any treaties have been made. 
Treaties usually come here from the President of the United 
States in the formof a joint negotiation signed by the respective 
powers and submitted to the Senate for their ratification. Now, 
if any treaty has been made with any foreign government in re- 
spect of the tariff I confess that I have never heard of it, and I 
do not think that that is a proper characterization of the little 


private arrangements which have been entered into with our | 


Government and some other governments, which can be blown 


aside ina moment without any notice from one party to the other. | 


They are not only,in my judgment, not treaties, but they are not 
even binding and obligatory agreements, as [I understand them. 

Mr. HALE. Iam obliged tothe Senator for the correctionas 
to the use of the word *‘ treaty,” which has in legislation among 
nations a definitive meaning. We talk of individuals and cor- 
porations treating with each other and making a treaty, which 
is an agreement. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is a contract. 

Mr. HALE. Itisa contract between nations. Undoubtedly 


these arrangements would not strictly be considered as treaties | {6 Northwest and Cuba. The duty on flour going into Cuba up to January 


that need to be brought to the Senate. In fact that was the 


whole force of the Aldrich amendment. Somebody, I remember, | 


who was opposing it, in a very epigrammatic way declared that 
the Aldrich amendment gave to the President and Secretary of 
State the power to negotiate treaties without the Senate and to 
raise revenue without the House. The whole force of the Al- 
drich amendment was that these agreements might be made with- 
out resorting to definitive technical treaties which must be 
brought before the Senate. 

Mr. HIGGINS. And which must get a two-thirds vote— 

Mr. HALE. And which, of course, must run the gauntlet of a 


two-thirds vote of the Senate. The amendment was devised in | 


a wise and true spirit to avoid that. 

Now, Mr. President, as I have said, the moment that this be- 
came apart of our legislation our friends upon the other side 
declared that nothing could be done, that no treaty could be ne- 
gotiated, that no treaty or agreement ever would be negotiated. 
But there were two great authorities in the United States who 
did not believe that. The Administration did not believe that; 
the people of the United States did not believethat. There has 
been nothing in the way of our legislation upon matters touch- 
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ing the everyday life of the people, their prosperity, their trade, 
their manufactures, their products generally that has arrested 
the attention of the American people as this reciprocity plan ar- 
rested it. It was broadening and enlarging our tariff policy. 
It was making a market for the surplus products of ours which 
have been built up by the system of protection. 

We have looked with impatience for years upon the spectacle of 
a great trade of hundreds of millions of dollars in the South 
American and Central American States, in which we had little 
part. In the year 1890 the value of exports of Central America, 
South America, Mexico, and the colonies amounted to $613,024,- 
761. The imports received into those countries were $640,451 ,843, 
and they were constantly increasing. They were our neighbors. 
Their institutions are like ours. They had shown, by their par- 
ticipation in the Pan-American Congress, a desire for closer re- 
lations, for closer trade, and the reciprocity plan, devised by 
whatever brain it was, was a message to these people in the di- 
rection of increasing our trade. The Republican Congress be- 
lieved in it; the Administration believed in it, and the people of 
the country believed in it. 

Steps were taken at once to carry it out, met at the beginning 
by the hostility of the Senator from Missouri and his friends. 


souri and his associates dia not declare that it could not be done, 
and that if it were done it would be evil and not good. Wesup- 
pressed the rebellion against all such protestations and declara- 
tions: we reconstructed against them and over them. When the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in a part of his public serv- 
ice as distinguished as any, most valuable as it is here, was un- 
dertaking to bring about resumption, the Senator from Missouri 
and our friends upon the other side declared that it could not be 


| done, and that the attempt would only involve the country in 


misery, in failure, andin bankruptcy. But the Republican party 
went on with that policy under the leadership of the Senator 
from Ohio, and now one will go far and wide before he will find 
upon that side or anywhere any opposition or criticism of the 
steps that were taken. 

Butit is a part of the duty and the pleasure of the Republican 
party when one task is done to lay it aside and go on to some- 


| thing else, and a year and a half ago it undertook this reciprocity 


plan, and the people believed in it. Let me show the Senator 
some of the things the American people did in order to help is 
this scheme for more trade, because in trade and in legislation 
the processes of nature are justas they are everywhere. Nature 
or Providence helps those who help themselves. The Govern- 
ment, the Congress, the President, the Secretary of State can 
not build up trade; they can give an opportunity to build up 
trade. In this case the American people believed in it and under- 
took it. Here, as long ago as January 28, I find from Chicago 
what shows that the people were not sharing in the aoubt and 
skepticism and despair of the Senator from Missouri about this 
plan. I will ask the Secretary to read the extract. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The extract referred to will 
be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
LOOKING AFTER THE CUBAN TRADE—EXCURSION OF AMERICAN MILLERS TO 

THE NEW MARKET IN THE WEST INDIES. 
CHICAGO, January 28. 

Preparations are being made by the Illinois Central road for an occasion 
which the officials think is fraught with important results, not only to the 
road, but with largely increased prosperity to the Northwestern section of 
the United States. It isan excursion of millers to Havana, Cuba, for the pur- 
pose of opening up a trade in flour between Minneapolis and other points in 


1, when the reciprocity treaty went into effect, was $5.83 for 200 pounds. Such 
a duty was prohibitory, and the Cubans had to import their fiour supplies 
from Spain. By the treaty the duty has been reduced from %5.83 to 1 for 200 
pounds, and it now becomes possible for the flour-producing districts of this 
country to —— te for the trade. It has been ascertained that in January 
of last year the importsof flour at Havana amounted to 41,000 barrels, and the 
consumption for the whole year amounts approximately to 1,000,000 sacks of 
203 pounds each. The larger part of the trade can now, it is believed, be se- 
cured for the Northwest, and it is with the view of capturing it that the ex- 
cursion has been arranged. Should it prove as successful as is expected, 
similar excursions may be arranged with the view of working up a trade in 
other lines of commerce. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that shows how the American 
people welcomed reciprocity and proceeded after the American 
fashion to put it into practical every-day experiment. 

Now, let us see what was the result of that? In the first place 
because of the reciprocity amendment as indicated by the extract 
which I have just had read, the flour and milling interest had 
its direct attention called to Cuba as an opportunity to open and 
increase its markets; and they did in those great flour-producing 
communities what was the extremely sensible thing todo. In- 
stead of lying back and waiting for the waters to move they set 
themselves after a business fashion to take advantage of the re- 
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ciprocity clause in the tariff act, to open up new acquaintance | 
with consumers, with the Cuban planters and with Cuban bro- | 
kers and merchants, and sent their deputations there, which had | 
not been done before, because with the policy that Spain had | 
pursued the tariff that had been placed on flour was prohibitory, | 
being more than 100 per cent, and we had been driven out of the 
Cuban market. 

Now, what was the result of these two things, the legislation 
of the Republican party and the enterprise of the American citi- 
zen joined together? The Senator has brought one of the results | 
of this most beneficent movement as anargument againstit. He | 
says that in December, before the provisions of the reciprocity | 
agreement took effect upon flour, the trade with this country in- | 
sreased, and therefore it was not reciprocity that did it. Mr. | 
President, reciprocity was what sent the gentlemen that the 
Chief Clerk has just been reading about down to Cuba to make 
arrangements for opening trade, and so encouraged were these 
gentlemen by what their representatives reported when they re- | 
turned from there that at once there became a fillip to this trade, 
and it began to increase even before the reduction took effect, as 
shown in December. 

How did itshow afterwards? One instance of the effectof reci- | 
procity upon the flour market of Cuba, as illustrated by what has 
actually occurred, is better than all the rambling statistics the | 
Senator from Missouri has read from and all his prophecies that 
nothing can avail. What was the result after December, when, 
owing to this movement, the trade largely increased? 

In the remarks which I submitted to the Senate the other day 
I stated—because I did not wish to be too sanguine—that I could 
not tell when reciprocity would practically give to the United | 
States miller the Cuban market for his product, but that I be- | 
lieved in the course of a few months we would drive out the Bar- | 
celona miller, the wheat-producer and the flour-manufacturer of | 
old Spain. I was not sanguine enough. I took occasion to ob- | 
tain information direct from Cuba as to what the effect of this 
reciprocity act and this enterprise of the United States flour- | 
millers had resulted in, the two combined, in the month of Jan- 
uary. Here is the result right direct. The consul-general at 
Havana telegraphs January 30 as follows: 

The imports of flour during the month of January of last year at Havana 
were 38,490 bags from Spain and 2,720 bags from the United States. During 
— January to date 62,371 bags from the United States and none from 


We have driven Spain out of the market. The desire of the 
Cuban sugar producer for the American market—not only the de- 
sire, the sheer necessity that he had for the American market 
was such that Cuban sentiment coerced Spain into an arrange- | 
ment by which she reduced the duties upon American flour from 
$5.64 per barrel, or 200 pounds weight, to less than $1, and our 
nearness to the market and our cheap process for manufacture 
was such that it overcame that, and in the first month of the | 
operation of this treaty old Spain was driven from the market. 

Can the Senator from Missouri wink that out of sight as one 
of the results of reciprocity? It tells a great story in itself, be- 
cause we see it cleorty in all its outlines. 

Now take Cuba generally. It is not confined by any means to 
flour, although it shows more picturesquely in this than in any- 
thing else. I have here abusinessstatement, because this thing 
after all is a business proposition. There is nothing mysterious 
about this. Itis not free trade. If it wasthe Senator would not 
be opposing it. It is protection, and a live protection, else we 
on this side should not be favoring it. But while it is this and 
is not that, it is business, and thereis no mystery about it. In 
seeing what is the effect of this scheme or plan I have sought to | 
find out actual details of business. If this is beneficent, if it is 
adding to our trade, the avenues and the vehicles of trade would 
demonstrate it, and I have tried to get its operation as illustrated 
by parties engaged in business. Here is a statement showing 
the shipments made by the Ward Line steamships, which run from 
New York to Havana, a well-known line under good management, 
of certain articles embraced in the reciprocity treaty for the 
months of September and October last compared with the same 
months in the previous year. 

Here are the invoices, and these articles are affected by the 
schedules of the Cuban treaty—I willnot use the word, for it will 
offend my friendfrom Alabama—by the schedules of the “ agree- 
ments” that are entered into. They are under the list of the 
transitory schedules of the Spanish reciprocity agreement, made | 
free of duty by that schedule. 

Of potatoes shipped in 1890, 29,000 and odd barrels. In 1891, | 
for these corresponding months, 56,000 barrels, an increase of | 
nearly 100 per cent. Thefarmers inasmall way up where [ live | 
count potatoes as an agricultural product. The Senator has said | 
a reciprocity has not in any way improved the market for the | 
armer, 
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Of lard the shipments in 1890 for these months were 11,563; for 
1891, 15,845; an increase of 30 per cent. 

Of bacon in different forms, tierces, barrels, and cases, a little 
more than 2,000 in 1890, and about 3,400 in 1891. Lam adding in 
my mind, without giving the exact figures, but only in hundreds. 

Hay, 363 tons in 1890; 971 tons in 1891. 

Oats, 259 bushels in 1890; 1,894 in 1891. 

Pork, 287 barrels in 1890; 385 in barrels in 1891. 

Apples, 768 barrels in 1890; 7,390 barrels in 1891. 

Mr. President, if reciprocity intended anything it intended 
precisely that. It intended that linesof ships running from New 
York and other American ports to the ports of Central and 
South America should have more business. It intended that the 
American industries which supply the cargoes of these ships that 
ply between our ports and the ports of our southern neighbors 
should have a larger market. And this is one of the demonstra- 
tions. 


It is so in regard to Brazil. 


g | have the schedules here. The 
articles that are embraced in the schedules upon which duties 
are entirely taken off or reduced 25 per centare the articles that 


| show the increase. 


[do not agree with the Senator, let me say here, in what he 
states in reference to the duties placed by Brazil upon machinery 
and engines and mechanical instruments of that kind. My in- 
formation is that the duties were from 15 to 48 per cent, and 
that when placed upon the free list a large accession of trade 
supervened. But this should be said about Brazil, and the in- 
crease is gratifying all the more because Brazil has been ever 
since the jagreement went into effect in a condition of ferment, 
uneasiness, almost or quite revolt, with more or less ripeness in 
the different provinces, all of which interferes with trade. Both 
trade and laws are then silent. If, notwithstanding this condi- 
tion of Brazil, with her trade interrupted, her provinces dis- 
turbed, many channels of commerce intercepted, we have gained 
in these months over and above previous gains $1,400,000, it is a 
most gratifying result. 

The Senator may criticise it; he may seek to belittle it; but 


| he can not put it out of sight. 


Aside from the testimony that the American people furnish in 
their belief in the reciprocity plan and in their participation in 
its benefit against the Senator from Missouri and his friends, 
there have been a good many tributes to the wisdom of this 
scheme from parties greatly interested outside of America. The 
European manufacturer and producer, the European government 
that represents him, have been interested in this movement. 
We never could have got the arrangement that was made with 
Cuba out of old Spain if the Cuban planter had not coerced and 
overcome the home government. We never could have got the 
arrangement with Trinidad and Jamaica and the other British 
West India Islands, overcoming all the well-known and prover- 
bial @elays and procrastinations of British diplomacy, if the plant- 
ers of Jamaica and Trinidad and the other British colonies had 
not sent deputations of their brightest business men to Washing- 
ton, who declared to the British minister here that unless under 
this reciprocity act they were admitted to the same privileges 
that Brazil and Cuba were they would undertake to negotiat 
for themselves. That brought England, unwilling as she is to 
concede anything that tends to build up the American doctrine 
and policy of protection, to terms, and the arrangement was con 
pleted, and has had the same result as I have indicated in othe 
countries. 

Great authorities upon the other side in discussing this matt 
calmly have appreciated this, and Il want the Chief Clerk to read 
what I take from aleading paper in Germany’s financial and busi- 
ness metropolis, the Frankfort Zeitung, of December 16, 1891. | 
ask the Chief Clerk to read from the point I have marked, and I 
ask the Senator to see that with all his objections and with all 
his criticism it is recognized by great authorities in business cir- 
cles outside of the United States how con plete has Dee n the scope 
and success of this great plan. 

The PRESIDENT pio fempore. The part referred to will be 


read. 





f 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Blaine’s idea has been successfu ‘ ‘ t} se" 
United States treaties with Brazil, ¢ i vith ot r of the South Am¢s 
ican States, and thus brings Mr. Blaine great Pan-American scheme heare! 
realization, at the same time damaging Euro] nexporters in all Americar 
markets. 

Mr. Blaine’s idea has : vdy fe | Germany Denmark. Austria. and 
France to repeal their prohibitions of American meat, and Italy is on the 








point of doing the same. But the documents we int to-day constituts 
Blaine’s masterpiece. The central European tariff union has been rendered 
ineffective with reference to the United States. The German tariff on ag 


| cultural products was to be reduced only in favor of Italy and Austria, and 


to be retained against Russia and America, because the latter nations do pot 
enjoy ‘‘the most favored nations’ privileges 
This would have been profitable only to German and Austrian I 
and not to the people, because these two nations not raising enough grain fo1 
ee Se 
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would have been fixed, not by Hungarian grain at 3.50 

! y American and Russian grain, at 5 marks, as heretofore 

slaine wever, has completely upset these calculations and madethe | 
f on agricultural products apply to the United States as well, in the | 

hthe United States will profit as follows: 





reduction whit 


Old tariff. | New tariff. 


| Marks. | Pe r 100 kilos 





Wheat ; a 5. 00 3. 50 
Ry« ee : b i 5. 00 3.50 | 
Bran ale 2.00 60 | 

Ho} j | 20. 00 14. 00 
Butter ; ; mas 20. 00 16.00 | 
Me ‘ cima 20. 00 15. 00 4 

Fl | 10.50 7.30 
— ; ieaiatinctabenatedniniens | 
tions will greatly reduce the cost of provisions and food, and | 

the United Sta is, therefore, the victory of the poor man 

rations fortt vor have induced the German Government to 


ncessions 


4 ts . ; 
col They have merely considered the wishes of the 
llionaires whose exports to the United States were #24,000,000 in 








nd $68,000,000 in 1890. This under the old tariff. 

Now the McKinley tariff greatly reduces the tariff on sugar, andin order to 
benefit by tl reducti rmany has been forced to make the treaty, as | 
rr e, Austria, an ther sugar-producing countries will have to do very 
BO 


1 


Mr. HALE. I have other extracts here from European and 
colonia] papers, all in the same direction, and admitting that the | 
United States has outgeneraled the European governments in 
this reciprocal plan. It has obliged them to give up revenues 
for the sake of trade with us. 

In leaving the subject now, I can only say, in addition to these 
demonstrations I have furnished, that time must tell more fully 


as to whether the Senator from Missouri or I am right as to the 


beneficent effect of reciprocity. The Senator is in a dilemma. 
This has been made Republican policy. 
[ repeat, he has not heard the last of it. It will go be- 
fore the people in the next campaign. There is not a laborer in 
any of the American industries, there is not a farmer, there is 
not a shipper who is not interested in it and in its success, and 
hoping and praying for its success, and that isthe attitude of the 
Republican 

We can not command the future, Mr. President. 
say that all the winds shall blow to fill our sails. 


stones. 


party. 
We can not 
We can not 


' + . . . . | 
say that all the tides shall bring our ships in from sea, but we | 
The Republican party | 


can put out our ventures and be hopeful. 
has started this scheme 
lieves in it. 

Now, Mr. President, if there is any good to come out of it the 
Senator from Missouri ought to bid it Godspeed as much as I. 
That is not the fashion with him and with his associates upon 
propositions of this kind. It is to oppose, belittle, to deride, and 
to rophesy evil. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to consume more time of the 
Senate. I know the Senator from Oregon is anxious to go on 
with his privileged case. I can only repeat that the future, and 
the nearer future than I supposed, will tell whether the Senator 
from Missouri or 1am right. Demonstration has come already 
to the extent which we can see sooner than I expected, but it 
has only begun. I shall look to see this reciprocity plan usher 
in nearer relations between the United States and her sister | 
republics and countries to the south of her. That trade ought 


in an earnest, hopeful spirit, and be- 


to be ours. There are $700,000,000 of it. That trade ought | 
largely to come here. Where there is one line of steamers run- | 
ning from American ports to these southern countries to-day 


there ought to be 


| 
twenty. Where there is a light cargo to-day | 
ships ought to be loaded with the products of our farms and | 
manufactories. 

In time these southern people ought to look to us as the great | 
center of the American system, perhaps the arbiterinall things 
that affect the welfare and the prosperity of these people. You 
can not have those moral results unless you have increased com- | 

‘ation and commerce; and, Mr. President, you can not do 
anything that increases communication and commerce without | 
i 





making experiments and trials ina hopeful way, and thatis what 
we are trying todo. Time will tell. 
ition is passed I wish to say thatI think that | 
on examination of the amendment the Senatorfrom Missouri has | 
[ shall be willing that it shall be incorporated with the 
resolution. If the resolution is passed and sent to the Depart- 
ment, when the information comes in more in detail upon the 
bjects that the Senator and I have discussed, I may trouble the 
Senate again, as he may, to more fully discuss it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 
Ir. MITCHELL. Mr. President 
Mr. VEST. I merely wish to say a word. | 
Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to ask at this time to take up the | 
contested-election case, and then I will yield five minutes to the | 
rom Missouri 


before the resol 


offered 








This is one of itscorner | 
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[ move, Mr. President, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the contested election of Clagett vs. Dubois. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the reso- 
lution which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERE. A resolution declaring that Fred T. Du- 
bois is entitled to retain the seat he now holds as Senator from 


| the State of Idaho for the full term commencing March 4, 1891. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 
for five minutes. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] refers to the political school in which I have been edu- 
cated. I donot know that this has anything whatever to do with 
the discussion of this subject, but I can say to him with entire 
frankness that [ have no apologies to make for my political edu- 
cation, and have never seen any cause to regret it. 

[ belong to aschool which believes that the import duties of 
this country should be brought to a revenue basis, and that the 
system of taxation which has enriched classes and put them in 
partnership with the Government at the expense of the large 
body of the consumers of the country is radically vicious. Ihave 
lived in that opinion and expect to die in it. 

Mr. President, it is the school to which a large majority of 
the people of the United States belong to-day. It is the school 


I now yield to the Senator from Missouri 


| which has even invaded New England and given a governor to 


the State of Massachusetts, who boasts of being a tariff reformer: 


| and to-day the very heart and center of New England has be- 


come doubtful territory in the great discussion between the high 
protective tariff men of thiscountry and those of us who believe in 
tariff reform. 

Every word that the Senator has said sneeringly in regard to 
the school to which I belong applies to an immense majority of 
the people of the United States. History will show that this 
school has produced the greatest statesmen and the greatest sol- 
diers and the greatest diplomats who adorn our annals, and just 
as certainly as this country endures for the next quarter of a 
century it will see that school dominating politically every State 
of any importance in the American Union. 

In not one syllable that the Senator has said has he undertaken 
to defend his extraordinary position in regard to the Aldrich 
amendment. The pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD show 
that for three hours the Senator from Maine stood here in 1890 
and eulogized the amendment, which was said then by a Senator 


| not now in this body, Mr. Spooner, of Wisconsin, to have been 


hastily drawn simply for the purpose of eliciting discussion, but 
which the Senator from Maine tells us now was prepared by the 
Secretary of State deliberately and carefully, and sent here as 
his platform in regard to reciprocity. Now, the Senator from 
Maine stands here as the sponsor and defender of a system— 
Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield? 
Mr. VEST. 
Mr. HALE. 


With pleasure. 
I have read over the speech to which the Senator 


| refers in the last twenty-four hours, because it is well to refresh 


one’s recollection about whatone has said indebate. If the Sen- 
ator will do that he will find that at the time when the original 


| amendment was before the Senate and was being discussed by 


myself and others I then and there stated that I did not con- 
sider that the scheme of reciprocity depended upon that amend- 
ment, but that the other amendment which had been shadowed 
forth was one that would cover it,and that I would heartily sup- 
portit. I never expected that the original amendment would 
be adopted if free sugar was made a part of the tariff bill, and I 


| so stated at the time of the discussion. 


Mr. VEST. Reference can easily be made to the speech to 
which I refer, and it was intended to defend the main features of 
the reciprocity amendment prepared in the State Department, 
and it was not until the sugar duties were lowered, according to 
the Senator’s own statement in his last speech in this body, to 
which I have been attempting an answer, that he abandoned that 
amendment and said that the Aldrich amendment, which was all 
they could get, would be accepted by Mr. Blaine and his friends. 

How is it possible that the Senator ever could consistently de- 
fend the original amendment, which admitted into this country 
free of duty imports from all countries that did not put duty on 
American exports? How could he defend that principle, which 
was free trade pure and simple between those countries and the 
United States, and now stand here and defend this amendment, 


| which I say is a narrow abortion and confines reciprocity to 


countries which produce certain specified articles, four in number? 
Mr. HALE. WhatI said in the speech itself was: 
This principle is plainly involved in the amendment which has been offered 


by the Finance Committee. It is a departure from our previous policy. It 
proadens and widens that policy. It is a great step in the direction of open- 


| ing to the production of our labor the markets of Central and South America 


and the islands of the great sea which lie between the continents. It com- 
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mits to the President, whom we know, by his communications tothe Senate 
is in favor of this movement, powers which I am entirely willing sh yuld 
placed in his hands. 


So that, even in the initiatory discussion which I opened here 
in the remarks made then, I stated, and am quoting directly now 
from what I stated, that the Aldric h amendment covered the 
plan ~~ — iprocity and only applied it in anether manner. _ 

Mr. ST. Asamatter of course a Senator from Maine 

ace aa it then; he could not do any better. 

As I say, he was forced by the par ecieine bayonet to take 
this amendment. Mr. Blaine never went b ven the Finance 
Committee of the Senate; he had nothing to do with this amend- 
ment. He drew up his idea in the first amendment, which was 
free trade, and Mr. Blaine and his followers were forced to fr e 
trade by the overwhelming public sentiment of the American 
people. The national Republican platform of 1888 departed fro n 
all former platforms of that party and announced the doctrin 
~— the ports of the Americ ~ canal should be hermeticall 

ealed against the manufactured products whic - came to this 
omnine and competed with the products of the United wen 3. 
In every platform before that the Re ‘publican party had declared 
for prote ection and revenue, Siamese twins to be bound together 
by Congressional legislation; but forthe first time Mr. McKinley 
in that platform initiated the doctrine that we were to close our 
ports against all products that compete with those of the United 
States. 

The McKinley act was framed upon that basis. Then it went 
to the country,and there was ashoutof indignation, even in New 
England itself. 
Hall the two most distinguished lawyers on the Republican side, 
Mr. Evarts and Mr. Edmunds, denounced it as unconstitutional, 
and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], the father of the 





When the Aldrich amendment came into this | 


protective tariff, declared here that it was a heretical innovation | 


and should be struckdown. He wasfollowed by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], who declared that it was utter ly irrecou- 
cilable with the protective system. 

The bitterest enemies of _ amendment were found upon the 
Republican side of the Chamber, and to-day Republicans have 
carried to the Supreme Court of the United States, and it is soon 
to be decided, the question whether the thirdsection of the Mc- 
Kinley act is constitutional or not. And yet the Senator from 
Maine says that we upon this side are opposed to anything that 
looks to an increase of commercial intercourse, when the funda- 
mental doctrine of the Democratic party, without which it would 
not be a political organization to-day, is freer trade and larger 
commercial intercourse with the whole world. 

The Senator sp “aks about an increase of o ir flour exports to 
Cuba. I distine tly stated in the speech which I carefully pre- 

yared and read here to-day that the first result of diminished 
buties upon flour admitted into Cuba would be an increase of our 
exports. Why? Because the Democratic party is right, and 
when you put down tariffs you increase exports, and that is all 
we have ever asked. The fundamental doctrine and basis upon 
which we stand to-day is larger trade, greater markets for Ameri- 
can farm products. Mr. Blaine says that itis the main objection 
to the protective system that it enriches the manufacturer and 
iles up money in the East at the expense of the West. The 
armersof the country-sell in the free markets of the world against 
Indian wheat and South American beef and the production of 
every other foreign country, but they buy of the Eastern manu- 
facturers in a protected market. They sell in the cheapest mar- 
ket and buy in the dearest. Mr. Blaine understood that when 
he said to Mr. McKinley that the House took off the duties on 
~~ wr but made no market for the American farmer. 

As I stated here to-day, and the record shows it, the McKinley 
act as it came from the House reduced the duties upon sugar far 
more than the bill reported by the Finance Committee of the 
Senate, and vet the Senator from Maine, who says that was the 
cause of his abandoning his original amendment, did not intro- 
duce that amendmentuntil one month, lacking two days, after the 
McKinley act came with the largest reduction upon sugar from 
the House of Representatives to the Senate. 

There is where the Republican party were forced by popular 
indignation to adopt free trade to a limited extent. The prin- 
ciple of reciprocity, even narrowed and distorted as it is by the 
third section of the McKinley act, is the doctrine of tr e trad: 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Vi OORHEE S| says ‘in spots. 

In regard to thee xpor tation of flour toCuba, I distinctly stated 
that the first effect of the lowering of the duty was the increase 
of the exports. According to the tables furnished by Mr. Curti 
who is the head of the Bureauof American Republics, the Span- 
ish duty upon flour exported to Cuba is $4.30 and not $5.64. As 
the matter stands now there is a discr iminating duty of 93 cents 
on the barrel in favor of the flour of the Spanish peninsula, and 
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the first effect of redu ‘in 1 e LUtLV W DD to ins } ( » «¢ 
port o1 Chat is the doctrine of the D era > pa 
are not dis Ur d tO ru l ay uy n . I ‘ i }, ul A 
last will come the struggle be en t sof Spai 
and the steamships of Spain bringi uur from panish 
peninsula with a discriminat ng duty their favor of 93 cent 
on tl yarrel when they come in « tion wit lour of 
the United States. \il this stuff a prod p to the 
Northwest, and dining and wining an val umount 
to nothing compat with 93 cents d vniards 
HALE Now let me ask the S Lto spain, i had 
a practical monoply of the Cuban mar duty, 
is not able alter the new arrangem<¢ wi nt to re- 
in that market with | fieldsall ino itio all 
turning out her flour, how, after } t+ toa 1 
this arrangement and have d1 n Spa ( ‘ Z to t 
it back? If she could not hold it whe she had it, how is she 
roing to get it afterwards when we have gotit? What is the 
occult processthe Senator refers to test 
will cor by and by.when \ ha - I 1 at Lave 
rot I Lr What w spa ‘ I one 
dollar discriminati t ( j 1en we 
ot the market. 
| Mr. v EST. Yes. Mr. President, and we have no official data 
to determine what has been the result of that reciprocity arrange- 
ment which went into effect the 1 f Janual 1892. 7 Sen 
ator read a statement which I saw in a Chicago paper befor 

Mr. HALE. This comes direct f i 1 Lmerlk il at 
Havana. 

Mr. VEST. That wasstated in the article, and that no Spani 
lour had been brought in for the month of Jar [am not 
dispos -d to believe that statement | do not belley that - 
acle was performed, and that w n the Spaniards held the larger 
part of that market they suddenly gave up every barrel of flow 
and permitted the United States to take it enti 

[ know something < consular reports. They are ce 
the reports of the n of the ‘l'reasury Depart 
are made for politi Phe me here to - 
ments in favor of this new scheme of reciproci - 
tended to meet the demands of the American ople for larg 
markets for farm products. I prefer to aaa and see what ft 
official statement is from the Bureau of Statistics which i 
out from month to month in regard to the effect of this ‘new 
Evangel” which is now so much boasted of as a re f to our peo 
ple. 

[ say , Without any disposition what rd iora from t] 
effort of the Senator from Maine, that he has not answered 
statement [ made based upon figures from the Departments con- 
trolled by his own officials, and those officials p: diced against 
the Democratic party and determined to overthrow it if possible. 
er say, here as a Senator of the United States, with a full sense of 
my responsibility in st atir ig it, that these statistics show that in 
the ten months since April 1, 1890, when the reciprocity arrange 
ment with Brazil went into effect, American ex} ts of farm prod- 
ucts have diminished to that country. and that th crease |] 
been in manufacture d products, and incipally in steam engi 

| machinery, agricultural implem and hardware, andla 
from the statem tne f the Secretary of Stat Bureau of Ame 
can Republics, from which I quoted, and which the Senator ha 
access to himself, of course, that thos } ‘ments an tes 
engines were free under the Brazilian tari and tl >never was 
any duty imposed upon them of 15 to 4 nt, as state 
Mr. Blaine in his letter to the P 

If the Senator from Maine will refer to Bulletin No. 8—] 
it is of the import duties of Brazi ed i Spanish and in 
English by the Bureau of An an R that 
these articles are pon the Brazilia ist, and reciprocity 
never could have affected them. and he w see that of the $1 158, 
QUO Increase in exports to bra; fr \pril | » to January }. 
1892, eight hundred thousand four hundred ar oa L¢ ar: 
this increase was from agricultural jlements an ul 

ines carried to Braz i Th ] ths alter A 
which there was no duty: but it is by th sort of garbled j 
I e stat cs 1 1 ( 1 i uw to 1 
I Lp ocity nas Doen an ¢ a 
ne residential ca ass i 

Mr. President, it I ) i i ( 
pos d to the Dp ( ( ¥ 
litical faith. Web ve that y I put artificia 
strictions lpon trad ] ore o build yell j 
United States and amass a in certal “ is O 
try. Brazil is the largest of the So Ame in ma 
five or six times larger than a and Puerto Rico ma 
together. I assert here now that instead of ir 
cultural exports to Brazil they have decrea 


in less than six months the struggle will really commence be- | 


tween American flour and Spanish flour. Asa matter of course, 


from April 1 to January 1, 1892. 
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Mr. Blaine said in his letter to Mr. FRYE that the great thing 
to be desired was an increase of the exportation of the farm 
products of the United States; in other words, to benefit the 
American farmer. Lookatthe condition of the American farmer 
to-day! Look at the condition of the country to-day! After ten 
months of reciprocity with Brazil the agricultural sections of the 
country are more depressed than they have been in their whole 
history. Take the morning papers, and you see the proceedings 


deliberations of which has been the outrages perpetrated and | 


being perpetrated upon the agricultural interests of the United 


States. How? Simply by a protective system that piles up the | 
money of the country in one section, and now it is proposed to 


give a larger market to manufactured implements, especially to 
steam engines and machinery, but not one single pound more of 
wheat or pork is to be sent abroad for the American farmer. 


That is the complaint. Look at the condition of the Southern | 


States to-day, to which the Senator from Maine has specifically 
appealed. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The flour exportation was one of the very articles, 
and so were resin, tar, and turpentine. Are they not agricul- 
tural? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. They were increased. Bacon increased from 
$209,000 in 1890 to $326,000 in 1891. Is not that an increase? 

Mr. VEST. What is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. HALE. Iam reading from the statement of trade with 
Brazil, taken from the official records of the State Department. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, I donot know whether they 
issued two editions or not. 

Mr. HALE. Lumber increased from $45,000 to $78,000. 

Mr. VEST. For how long? 

Mr. HALE. For the months since the agreement went into 
effect. 

Mr. VEST. For the nine months? 

Mr. HALE. For the nine months since April. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President,I have given the figures. I went 


through them carefully, and it can easily be ascertained whether | 


they are correct or not. I assert that there has been a decrease 
in the exports of agricultural products from this country to Bra- 
zil.under that scheme. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is entirely mistaken in that. When 
the resolution passes and the detailed information comes in from 
the State Department, if there are any official figures we shall 
get them, and he and I can examine them. We do not disagree 
as to the main details, but only as to particular items. I do not 
agree with him that the exports of the agricultural products of 
the country have not increased in the trade down there, and the 
products of American shops, machinery, ete., have all increased 
very greatly. But there will be a report that will settle that 
‘ estion 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes, it is settled now, Mr. President, because 
the reports have been made, and I had them before me when I 
made the calculations which I laid before the Senate, and | 
quoted and gave the line and page of every quotation that I made 
in the remarks I submitted this morning. 

The radical difference, which can never be taken away, between 
the Senator from Maine and his school and my school is simply 
this: He wants to make the impression on the American people 
that we can sell agricultural exports to an agricultural people 
who produce a surplus. I say we can not. Reciprocity is at- 
tempted now with the wrong country. There is the radical de- 
fect of the whole scheme. You can not make a trade with a peo- 
ple who have got more of what you send them than they want; 
youare taking coals to New Castle, and every intelligent man 
must know it. Our marketfor agricultural exports is with Great 
Britain, and always will be there until the conditions are abso- 
lutely revolutionized. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Is not the only desire of Canada, evinced by the 
commissioners here from time to time, to send the products of 
the farm into the United States when the United States has itself 
‘ irp sr 

‘ir. VEST. Mr. President, I know that in thirteen years of 


reciprocity under the treaty of 1854 with Canada, there was a 
balance of trade in our favor, upon a gold basis, of $162,000,000. 
| have no doubt that agricultural products will come from Canada 
to this intry. but they will be agricultural products that we 
need and that we can not produce. Cattle willcome tothis country, 
and horses of a peculiar breed that are necessary to improve the 
stock in the United States, seed will come here, wheat and other 


articles, but every import will be governed by the self-interest 
of the American cade and of the Canadians. 

Mr. FRYE. Why, Mr. President, ninety-nine horses out of 
one hundred imported from Canada into the United States are 
mere common draft horses. 

Mr. VEST. Very good, Mr. President, if we need them and 
can get them upon better terms from the Canadians than we can 


| raise them, the people of this country willtakethem. This whole 
of the meeting in the city of St. Louis, the whole burden of the | 


tariff system is based upon the idea of paternalism, that Congress 
is a better judge of what our people want than they are them- 
selves. We propose to reach down and say to them *‘ You shall 
take so and so and we will regulate by law what you want. You 
are not the best judges of what is best for your interests, but we 
are the best judges.” 

We had in thirteen years a balance of trade in our favor of 
$162,000,000, and the Republican party took it away because they 
said this sacred white elephant of the protective tariff must not 
be disturbed. If the Senator from Maine wants a discussion, let 
him have it with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who is 
a foeman worthy of his steel, and who says if we have reciproc- 
ity with any country under Heaven it ought to be with Canada, 
and he is now prepared to defend reciprocal relations with the 
Canadian people, and ready to meet the Senator from Maine or 
any other foeman at any time upon that issue. 

No, Mr. President, the whole of this thing is an attempt to 
escape the logical result of high protection on the part of the Re- 


| publican party by stealing a portion of the system of the Demo- 
| cratic party. It is an attempt to make the people of the United 
| States believe that protection is not quite so bad as they believe 


it to be, and if they can take free trade and adopt it, asthe Sena- 
tor from Indiana |Mr. VOORHEES] says,in spots, and make the 
people believe that that is giving them relief, they may be able 
to succeed in the next Presidential canvass, but they never would 
have adopted reciprocity with any country if it had not been for 
the indignation of the people of the United States against the 
McKinley bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I dislike to interrupt the 
discussion—— 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will let the resolution pass. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If it can be passed without any further de- 
bate, I will give way to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Oregon to yield to that extent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If itcan be voted on without further debate 
[ shall not object: otherwise I shall. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask for the reading of the resolution and 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, with the pro- 
posed amendment, will be reported. 

Mr. HALE. If Senators desire to speak upon the resolution 
I shall not ask for the passage of it at this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to hinder or delay the passage 
of this resolution, because I think the information sought is de- 
sirable; but after the observations which have been made re- 
specting the third section of the present tariff act and the an- 
tagonisms which have been described here between that third 
section and some other proposals, I think that perhaps the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] or some member of the 
Finance Committee who is familiar with the processes and prog- 
resses by which that third section got into the tariff law, might 
make some useful observation. Therefore, without delaying for 
any time or postponing the information sought for, I hope for a 
day that the resolution may be laid aside. 

Mr. HALE. If any Senator desires to speak upon the resolu- 
tion, I am willing to wait until the information sought for is sent 
here, or | am entirely willing that it shall lie upon the table, and 
will not ask for its passage now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to delay it if there is any rea- 
son why the information should be brought in immediately. I 
suppose this information is all in a nutshell in one volume some- 
where in the State Department. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose it will come here in a few days. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the resolution had better go over. 
My friend from Iowa evidentiy wants to make a speech upon 
it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Notatall. 1 only wish to make an observa- 
tionor two, unless the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
who [I see is absent to-day, desires to make some observations. 
Those observations, I suppose, can be made upon the return of the 
information. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the resolution may go over. 

Mr. HALE. Very well, I will assent to that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before it goes over I should like to know 
what itis all about. Letit be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution and the amend- 
ment will be read by the Secretary. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, directed to send to 
the Senate, as early as is practicable, copies of all agreements made witt 
other countries relating to an interc hange of trade,and commerce under the 
provisions of section 3 of an act entitled ‘An act to reduce the revenue and 
equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,’’ approved October 1, 
1890; and also to furnish the Senate with all information received as to the 
practical effect of such agreements. 

It is proposed to add to the resolution the following: 


And that the Secretary of State also inform the Senate whether any steps 
have been taken by our authorities to negotiate a reciprocal commercial 
treaty with Mexico, and, if so, what has been done and with what result 
Also that the Secretary inform the Senate if negotiations have been inau 
gurated for the purpose aforesaid and have been unsuccessful, what has 
been the cause of failure. 


Mr. MITCHELL Now, Mr. President, I call for the regular 
order. 

Mr. FRYE. Ithink that the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri should be amended somewhat. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The regular order is called 
for, which is a privileged question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am perfectly willing to have the resolu- 
tion go over now with the understanding that some of the rest 
of us may have something to say upon it when it comes up again. 

SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon[ Mr. 
MITCHELL] calls for the regular order, which is a question of 
privilege. It is now be fore the Senate. The question is on 


agreeing to the resolution which will be reported by the Secre- | 


tary. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Fred T. Dubois is entitled to retain the seat he now holds 
as a Senator from the State of Idaho for the full term commencing March 4 
1891. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections I refused to concur in the report of 
the majority, and, as is the custom, with my colleague, the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who agreed with me, a minor- 
ity report was submitted, giving our views and our reasons for 
refusing to concur with the opinion of the majority. 

I then believed and still believe honestly and sincerely that 
the present occupant of the seat from the State of Idaho was not 
legally elected according to the forms of law prescribed in such 
cases. It was for that reason, sir, that I signed the minority re- 
port, and I shall endeavor to give a few brief reasons, as the hour 
is late. for my action. 

There is no doubt, from an inspection of the journals of the Idaho 
Legislature, that Mr. Dubois received a majority of the votes of 
the members of the Legislature. If he received them according 
to the forms and in the manner and at the time prescribed by the 
statutes of the United States, then he is entitled to retain the 
seat which he now occupies. If he did not receive them accord- 
ing to the forms and in the manner and at the time prescribed 
by the statutes of the United States, then we have to say either 
that he is not entitled to retain that seat which he occupies or we 
have to say that the statutes solemnly passed for the regulation 
of Senatorial elections is of no consequence and need not be 
obeyed. 

I will read, although it is familiar in this discussion, sections 
14 and 15 of the act of July, 1866, which prescribe the method of 
electing Senators, merely premising that it is admitted upon all 
sides that this statute was passed in pursuance of the power vested 
in the Congress by the Constitution of the United States to reg- 
ulate a a of electing Senators: 


SEC The Legislature of each State which is chosen next precedi th 
e xpiration of the time for which any Senator was e lec ted to represent 
State in Congress shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and o 
ization thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress 

SEc. 15. Such election shall be conducted in the following manner: Each 
house shall openly, by a viva voce yote of each member present, name one 
person for Senator in Congress from each State, and the name of t 
so voted for who receives a majority of the whole number of votes cast i 
each house shall be entered on the journal of that house by the clerk or se 
retary thereof; or if either house fails to give such majority to either person 
on that day, the fact shall be e nte red on the journal. At 12 o'clock meridiaz 
of the day following that on which the proceedings are required to take 





l 





as aforesaid the members of the two houses shall convene in joint assembly 
and the journal of each house shall then be read, and if the same person has 
received a majority of all the votes in each house he shall be declared duly 
elected Senator. But if the same person has not received a majority of t! 
votes in each house, or if either house has failed to take proceedi 

quired by this section, the joint assembly shall then proceed to choose 

viva voce vote ofeach member present, a person for Senator, and the pers 
who receives the majority of all the votes of the joint assembly, a ma 

of all the members elected to both houses being present and voting, shall 
declared duly elected. If no person receives such majority on the fir day 
the jointassembly shall meet at 12 o'clock meridian of each succeeding day 


during the session of the Legislature, and shall take at least one v 
Senator is elected. 

That is thelaw. Has that law been complied with in this cas 
from the State of Idaho? Has it even been substantially com- 


plie od with?—for we have had two arguments here to prove that 
the law need only be substantially and not literally complied 





with. An important question in determining whether there ha 
been a compliance with the law is to ascertain wheth the 
second Tuesday after the meeting and oreanization of the Leg- 
islature is the same thing as the first on If it is, then the law 
has been substantially complied wit! One of the things to be 
determined also is, when the law says, not that the houses may 

proceed to vote. but shall pre ceed to vot parately on that 
second Tuesday, whether it is a substantial or any other kind of 
compliance with the law for neither house to proceed to vote on 
that day. When the law says * shall,’ “don’t” a sufficient 
compliance? When the law says ‘‘the second Tuesday,” is the 
first Tuesday the same thing as thesecond Tuesday? Vhen the 
law says that “‘ the journal of the two houses,” after the failure 
to elect acting separately, ‘‘shal! be read” in order to give juris 
diction to the proceedings of th nt a nbly. is ita pli 
ance with the law when it is not read, because there was nothing 
there to read? 

But we are told, Mr. President, that they did vote separately 
on this Tuesday for Senators “as provided by law,” in the lat 
guage of the report of the majority of the committee. hat is 
very true. They did vote for the election of Senators as provided 


by law, but [I submit that there was a disingenuousness about 
that statement that will not bear ser 
man who is acquainted with the history of that election in the 
State of Idaho, and to every man who has read the constitution 
of the State of Idaho and the enabling act passed by this Con- 


itiny. It is known toevery 


geress to admit it into the Union, that the election held on Tuesday, 
the 16th day, in the separate houses of that Legislature, was for 
two Senators to fill the existing vacancies. It was known, of 


course,whatclasses these two new Senators from the State of Idaho 
would fall into. That was known, because an inspection of the 
Journals of the Senate and a knowledge of the law regulating the 
drawing for terms and the arrangement and the assignment of 
Senators into classes was a sufficient notjfication that these Sen- 
ators were to fall one into one class and one into another of two 
classes, but it was not known until after these Senators appeared 
here and drew for their terms which individual Senator would 
draw the one term and which would draw the other. 

So, when they went into the election on Tuesday, the journal 
shows that no nominations were made for any particular term, 
because there could not be Mr. McConnell was nominated, not 
to fill a particular term, because noone knew whatterm he would 
draw. Mr. SHOUP was not nominated to fill a particular term. i 
he was nominated at all, but the record 


I 
| 


does not show that any 





one was nominated, because it was not known what term, if 
elected, he would draw. So, from the record it appears that 
there was a sort of pell-mell, free-for-all race for S¢ nator, not for 
any particular term, not for any designated time, but for Sena 
tor.the term and time and all being to be determined after the 
drawing, when the members elect had arrived here: and in that 
race Mr. Dubois’s name appears as having been voted for. 

The proof of that, if there was any proof needed, is found in 
the various affidavits filed in the case, e language of M 
Gray, a senator, prote against the acti hich finally r 
sulted in the election of Senator for the long term as a viola 
tion of the joint resolution of the two houses to go into the ele« 
tion of Senators ‘to fill existing vacancies,” and after the first 
ballot had been taken by Senator Gunn moving that the senate 
again proceed to elect another Senator to existing vacan- 
cies.” After they had voted in the separate houses to fill the 
existing vacancies; had taken two ballot nh joint assen bly. and 
had still been unable to ct ar then it was, and not 1 
then, that a combinatior is formed between the thi me whe 
afterwards were elect to unite their suy rters me only to 
elect the two men to f <isting vaca es in obedier to the 
joint re solution of th two oO r pro ed D ay put to 
elect also for the rterm begin nthe 4th of March, 1891. 

ir. MIT HELL. “W the Senator te e for amoment? 

Mr. VANCE. Oh. ves 

Mr. MITCHELL. What joint resolution does the Senator 
efer to? He has ken of a joint resolut Does : 
} resolution of th nint convention ¢ elect Senate ; 
existing vacancies? 

VANCE. Yes 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should lik e Senat to 
t” that * ol itis Wt y ; i + 

Mr. VAN( | ( i 
ro into the election of Senators ** as | d ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL. TheSenator is take ( onat that 
as a joint resolution to go into joint « nt l a 
oint resolution passed by the nate and the ‘ 
hat they should proce a to ¢ ct parately ach nous 

Mr. VAN(¢ it is probab! > ito ! i t 

alluded to the resolution by \ ch they iu ated tl 
ings for the electic not Senators. anc tTnat a a arat 0 
an. ¥ bath “age septa arora 








CONGRESSION 


the Senator refers to the Gunn 
resolution did not provide that they should 


r. [ITCHELL. I suppose 
resolution. That 


simply elect Senators to fillexisting vocancies, but it did provide 
that tl should proceed to elect United States Senators as pro- 
vided y law. 

Mr. VANCE. Sol havestated. What I complain of as being 
disingenuous on the part of the majority of the committee was 
in not admitting the fact that it was universally conceded that 


that meant and was understood to fill the existing vacancies. In 





pr {f that [ desire to read the protest of Senator Gray: 
Mr. Gra . i to the balloting for U nit ed States Senator for the term 
1encing March 4, 18 ‘h 3, 1897, upon the ground 
hat ipre tion of the resolutions of the separate 
I 3 i yp m of two United States Senators to fill 
at protest of Mr. Gray was refused admission upon the rec- 
Orr 


Mr. MITCHELI But, Mr. President, the Senator does not 
mean to convey the . impr ssion that the journal of that conven- 
tion shows anything of that kind. 

Mr. VANCE. The journal of the convention first shows that 
Mr. Gray filed a protest. It does not show the language of the 
protest, but the resolution to amend the journal does. 

MITCHELL. It shows the language of the protest. If 
the Senator will look on page 21 of the report he will see that it 
shows precisely what Senator Gray did do, and there is nothing 
in the record or the journal to show that he made any 
ction than the one there stated. The Senator is evi- 
dently referring to the affidavit made in January. 

ir. VANCE. I will come to the affidavitinamoment. Will 
the Senator give me the reference? 

Mr. MITCHELL. On page 21 of the report of the committee 
the proceedings of the joint session are quoted from the journal. 
The Senator will find there that Senator Gunn offered the follow- 
i resolution: : 
it we proceed to elect two United States Senators to fill vacancies, and 
that after such elections we immediately proceed to elect one United States 
Senator to fill vacancy occurring March 4, 1891. 

Senator Gray then offered the following amendment 

i to amend the resolution to read as follows: ‘That we do now pro- 
ceed toelect one Senator from North Idaho, and then proceed to elect one 

t from South Idaho, to fill vacancies now existing.”’ 
lator Gunn raised the point of order that the amendment was not in 
order; which was sustained by the chair. 
ator Gray then withdrew his amendment, and offered the following as 
ute for the original resolution: 
[ move that the resolution read as follows: 
t to fill the vacancies now existing.” 





That we proceed to elect two 


yeas and nays were called and taken, and the resolution 
was voted down. That is the protest, if it can be called a pro- 
test, and the only protest made by Senator Gray. 

Mr. VANCE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. That is not the 
point I allude to. Mr. Gray offered a protest, and the journal 
records that protest, but the language of the protest was not 


? 


given. Then a friend of his offered to amend the record by set- 
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most of whom refer to this subject—all disclose the fact that they 
were proceeding, up to the very moment of the a re of this 
resolution offered by Mr.Gunn, under the ten-day clause or lim- 
itation for the electien of Senators provided for by the constitu- 
tion of the State of Idaho, approved by the enabling act admitting 
them into the Union. Until that moment they were not regard- 
ing the act of Congress of 1866, regulating the election of Sen- 
ators, at all as to time. 

But in order to effect their purposes and to carry out the com- 
bination and elect those three men, who were all ambitious, as 
a matter of course, to come to the Senate of the United States, 
they, by the passage of this resolution and by the reading of 
telegrams which it was said they had received from the city of 
Washington, and which they construed to authorize their pro- 
ceedings, they changed their method of operations by leaving 


| behind them and disregarding the ten-day limitation under which 


they had been proceeding, and proceeded to vote, as they sup- 
posed, under the statute of Congress of 1866. That sufficiently 
accounts, as [ suppose, for the jumbled condition of the record 
and for the confusion which has arisen in regard to the initial 


| proceedings on Tuesday, the 16th day of December. 


ting forth what he really protested, and that was refused, as | 
have said. The n Mr. Ballentine and other members filed affi- | 
davits sustaining Mr. Gray, that he did protest against going 
into the election of a third | Senator, because it was in violation 
of the agreement when the criginal ballot was taken to elect two 
Senators to fill existing vacancies. I will come to that in a mo- | 


ment, as soon as [ find the place which I have marked. 


|{Mr. P 
| interesting manner, too, 


Mr. President, of course it will not be contended, I suppose, if 
they really initiated the proceedings under the statute on what 
they supposed to be the second Tuesday by voting to elect two 
Senators to fill existing vacancies, that by a kind of political or 
vicarious political imputation that could be considered a fulfill- 
ment of the statute with reference to a third Senator who was 
not voted for at all in t separate houses and for an entirely | 
diff t term 

third Senator’s term, as I have stated, was known, and 
therefore there were nominations and elections for the third 
a t was designated in the resolution of Mr. Gunn, under 
which 1 onvention finally acted. After an unsuccessful ballot 
in the two ho parately, and two unsuccessful ballots in the 
joint assem on Thursday, the 18th of December, 1890, Mr. 
Gunn for the first time sprang the following resolution upon the 
be 
mbly of the senate and hous oy represe niatives oy the 
i s f Idaho, That we proceed to elect two United States 


Ss tors to fill vacancies, and that after such elections we immediately pro- 
f ele ie United States Senator to fill vacancy occurring March 4, 


I say that, according to the journal and the common un- 


dersta , this is the first time that the election to fill the 
vacancy for the long term, in all the proceedings of the Legisla- 
ture of t State of Idaho, was mentioned, and that there was 
any st iken to fill that term, because, for a further reason, it 
was W inderstood, and the affidavits—I think there are affi- 
davits here of a majority of the members of the Legislature, the 


| thority in the 


Mr. President, whether or not it is necessary that the houses 
should vote separately for each Senator who is elected before the 
joint assembly convenes for the purpose of completing the unfin- 
ished election in the case of every Senator whose term is differ- 
ent [am not confident. I believe that it I believe if three 
terms are to be filled, as was the case before the Idaho Legisla- 
ture, each one of which was to begin or at least to terminate at 
a different time, and who were to fall into three different classes 
into which this body is arranged, that each one of them would 
have to stand upon his own merits, and the proceedings as to each 
one, as they could not all be voted for and could not all be elected 
at the same moment and by the same process, would have to be 
based upon every requirement and specification of the law just the 
same as if he had been chosen by himself. I can see no differ- 
ence whatsoever. 

The law, it is yan, does not require impossibilities; it does not 
require that all elections should be made on the same day. It 
provides, on the contrary, for a possible protraction of the pro- 
ceedings; but it requires certainly that each man who claims to 
be elected under the forms of law should have his case initiated 
in the same way as if he stood by himself. 

Now, the question is whether the statute was intended to be 

obligatory or not. The operative language is “ shall,” this and 
that ‘‘shall” be done. If itis true, as is contended, that not only 
one house may fail and still the proceedings not be invalidated, 
but that both houses may fail or refuse and the proceedings not 
be invalidated, it simply amounts then to this: The Congress of 
the United States in pursuance of a constitutional power has pro- 
vided that certain things “shall” be done, but they need not be 
done unless the houses see proper todo them! You shall meet 
in separate houses and vote on the second Tuesday after the 
meeting and organization of the Legislature, but it is all right 
if you don’t; you shall by viva voce vote of each member present 
elect a Senator, but you need not do so unless you want to. You 
shall do so upon the second Tuesday, but if it is not convenient, 
the first Tuesday will do just as well! 
This is narrow, say the majority, and the Senator from Illinois 
, who addressed us the other day, and in a most 
said that this was narrow, and that he 
did not expect States rights men to be guilty of judging a great 
question like this with the scales of the apothecary. Why, Mr. 
President, the scales of the apothecary as applied to the princi- 
ple of State rights may be too minute, but if we are to treat a 
solemn statute in this way it seems to me that the hay scales of 
a country town would hardly be big enough. It is narrow. 
Well, if it is narrow, is not that an accusation against the law 
and not an accusation against the minority who are trying to 
carry out the law? It seems to me, sir, that the statute should 
either be obeyed or repealed, that it should not be defied nor by 
false interpretation and construction entirely avoided. 

[ do not know that [should have voted for that statute if I had 
been amember of Congress at the time: Ido not know that | 
should favor anything whatsoever that savors of giving the con- 
trol to the Congress of the United States over State elections of 
any kind or character; but there is the statute, there is the au- 
Constitution for its enactment, and there are its 





| plain and obvious words, and they should be obeyed in my opin- 


ion. If they have not been obeyed, the gentleman who oce upies 
the seat now from that State is not legally and properly here in 
the manner in which you and I, sir [Mr. BERRy in the chair], 
were compelled to come. 

[ say, then, to be brief, that the initial proceedings for the elec- 
tion contemplated only the filling of the two existing vacancies, 
and that those proceedings were begun by a universal under- 
standing, under the provisions of the constitution of the State of 
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Idaho and the enabling act, and without reference to the act of | Chair, occupied by em, 1 ns 
* Congress. Thatis plain, itseems to me, to any man who will ju- bas ; ; 
dicially examine the journal and the evidence in this case, and | ‘ of th ( t 
say that those proceedings, in consequ ice of a combination, were | Of a Legisiat 
abandoned and the election of a member to fill the long term be- ive been elected f i 
ginning on the 4th of March, 1891, was sprung upon the house ae - — 
without having gone through the initial process of a separate Was that the opu ors ‘ ; rt 
vote in the two houses. and was not begun on the right day at | 41 lotion was made to re t 2 in- 
that. The refore, the proceeding is void. ization of the House, wl 1c] as t 
Suppose that we take it for granted that the statute requiring | Speaker rel ised, and decided t 
a separate vote of the two houses is waste paper, is v ful- SPEAKER. It . 
men in the air, and is not to be obeyed, then let us sex stat- : ; ; e ' ; tilt ! 
ute is to be obeyed in regard to the beginning of the proceedall ' H 
on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization. Th Chen from that decision at ' 
one is to the manner and the other is to the ti of the House. : ry ‘ 
I was wonderfully interested, Mr. President, as we all were,in | Gpair. and it beca a Hy 
the eloquent and astute argument of the Senator from Indiana ac : 
[Mr. TURPIE] on the matter of organization. mustsay,asmuch | wow whata pity it was that that | fR 
as I expected, I was surprised at the knowledge he displa not know the fact t : 
i It isa great gratification and satisfaction to me to know a: am’ as ; ‘ ‘ . he 
thing. George Selwyn, the English wit, said: “‘ If I was ascock- | oo. sn that , , é a 
sure of anything as Brougham is of everything, how happy [| .,.,,64 and all the ti ' 
would be.” I have often wondered at and regretted the igno- | 4), i ine 
: rance of the swineherds of Admetus, who, when Apollo stalked taleo oy ouch to drink 
% among them, did not know that they were honored by the so- | “ yy, actof Ca 
ciety of the sun god. They were not what I have heard t ee saicties i see ns a 
‘*knowledgeable people.” Secu 10 w senenaie’ 
Now, sir, the people of America have lived in ignorance « F ened feoen ti a 
since the formation of their Government, and p Laps ¢ r Sl ee 
the first organization of atown meeting after the landing at Ply- | ,, 
§ mouth Rock and Roanoke Island, of all these facts of organiza- Nh ieee 1c 
wy tion which the Senator from Indiana threw open to us and with eae e See 
4 which he enlightened us yesterday. He said that it was not nec F <a s ; ae 
; essary to have any officers at all to effect an organization; that they Here is what Mr. Fessenden sal 
were organized as soon as the members of the house or the senate | POS8e 1t W be admitted Carries son F L With 1t as a 
were sworn in. Theexpression of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. | 48¢ 4 Statesman. 


were assembled. We were treated yesterday to a philological AUT | . Lat 
disquisition about the use of the words “two” and “either, ' 
** either one of two,” and the moons of Jupiter, and so onand so on, | i™1 1a 1 
r and these ‘‘ creatures” who sit around here, the clerks and pages ee ae 
and reporters, sergeant-at-arms, and so on—the idea that they That great man did not | v, he had not any idea, tl 
were a part of the National Congress was laug ; 
Mr. President, I want to say this, that if a body is organized | they were organized. Afterward, in the ¢ de 


PALMER] was, I believe, that they were organized as soon as they [ would suggest to the Sena aon 





hed out of cor rt. eould be such a thing as that as soon as they meta 1 we wr n 
























» as soon as it comes together, without doing anything else, no- | curred. On the next page, 3731 Mr. Truml ano ! 
body in America except the Senator from Indiana and the Sena- | very considerab nsequence and authori lega ut 
tor from Illinois has ever found it out yet. Since the establish- | said what | ud. I wey 
ment of legislative communities in America, colonial or State, | Cla uid just.or aracgra] ) : Mr. ( ( 
there never has been a body assembled for legislative business | t bill, as foll 
in this country that was not organized by the el n of si \n ncy sh f 
officers to pre side over the body, to record its will, and to exe- | on the second T cape yr Mgchee 7 - 

: cut its behests. ill have notice of the wa 
. ; . Tha } } CK 1 ty t ot 
: In my own personal experience I remember to have sat nine hey shall procee ; 
an long weeks in the House of Representatives in the vain endeavor Mr. TRUMBULL. | 
% to procure what we called an organization. We had noSpeaker. en 
We did not know any better. We did not undertake to ] i 
any bills. We could not even draw a dollar of our salaries. Mr. T b ! 
were for nine lone weeks on the borrow from one another and sessi wi é i 
from everybody else. Why? We had all met. There was no Mr. ¢ ‘ 
+ . < esa —. y 4 ’ . ° * ‘ 
doubt about it in the world. Wehadall beenswornin. <A vl I 
many of us had been sworn in and a good many cussed ou ut 
we could not draw a dollar of money: we could not pass a b ms 
we could not entertain a motion for nine long weeks, simply a ee ra ‘ 3 
cause we were not organized, yet we had all met in due form, a ouanath . , 
and as for swearing in, I reckon there was about as much swea es : Rae ’ 
. 1 . + 1 . TO tTnerand tat ¢ ( 
ng@ done about that time as there ever had been in tl history : 
ican Congress. [Laughter.] 
her occasion the House of Representatives had a ¢ . 1 >ry 
, ° . 1 . . > iy 
We were not organized on the p ous oceasion to which : 
q treferred because we had no Speaker, but on this oc- |“), VANCI ne ‘ 
: s'had a Clerk todie. Howell Cobb, of Georgia, a m Fa hie set om os LP tp ella 
1 talents and ability, was Speaker of the House of R - nn a snd * “ter . 
ana what wares) a ce 4 9 . Mr. STEWART. 1] Lo « 
s, and what were the proceedings there? Excuse me for Pye < lls ei ons, at % ; 
reading them again. They are set out in the report, but the eee oe 
z are peculiarly and specially and religiously applicable to the ar- | ,.4,quor™um b 
i gument of the Senator from Indiana| Mr. TURPIE] on the subject hall be entit 
an of organization. After the death of the Clerk had been an- | an orgar 
» , . . 
| nounced, on the day following a deputy clerk began to read th Mr. VAN( f 
| Journal. Objection was made, and the inquiry was propounded | Tgaho ' 
| a to the Speaker by what authority that individual read the Jour- | jze wag to « 
al: é ) 
nai: Mr. GEOR Vi ~ 1 t ( : 
The SPEAKER. TheChair will state to the House that the Journ ws be ! to n ; 
i repared as usual under the direction of the Speaker. The individual at the Mr. VANCI ( I 
esk, Who was reading the Journal, was one of the subordinate officers of the | G F< { TTy : . ‘ 
late Clerk of the House of Representatives. The positions occupied by these Pe EINE. URICS ome senavr at , 
officers previous to the death of the Clerk are still, in the judgment of th ecutive session, I will move that the Senate a 
& 
& 
4 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, is that motion amendable? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BErRry in the chair). It is 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that when the Senate adjourn it 
adjourn to meeton Monday next. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope that motion will 
by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will not insist on it if the Senator from 
Oregon wishes to go on with the privileged question to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam urged on all sides to goon to-morrow. 
As | am in charge of the matter, and as I shall be compelled to 
be absent at the beginning of the coming week, I am very de- 
sirous of bringing it to a vote as scon as possible. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There is urgency in that case. 
draw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Mississippi that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 26, 
1892, at 12 o'clock m. 


not be insisted on 


L with- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, February 25, 1892. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order by 


the Speaker. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, 
D. D 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message, in writing, 
from the President of the United States, relative to the World’s 
Columbian Exposition; which was read at Jength, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on the World’s Colum- 
bian Exposition. 


For the message 


, see Senate proceedings of yesterday. |] 
IMMIGRATION STATISTICS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting information to the House 
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A bill (S. 268) for the relief of C. M. Shaffer—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 273) for the relief of the trustee of St. Joseph’s Cath- 
olic Church at Martinsburg, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 276) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Martinsburg, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (S. 284) for the relief of William F. Wilson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 298) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 
S. Tripler—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 318) for the relief of Joseph Johnson 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 333) for the relief of Henry Unterleiter, alias Cook 
or Koch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 337) to remove the charge of desertion standing against 
the name of Joseph G. Utter—to the Committee on Military Af- 


to the Com- 


| fairs. 


A bill (S. 352) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administra- 
tor of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving part- 
ner of Thayer Brothers, and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 478) for the relief of Mrs. S. B. Duvall, widow of the 
late Rev. W. P. Duvall, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 540) to continue in force all existing laws prohibiting 


| and regulating the coming into this country of Chinese persons 


| and persons of Chinese 


descent for a period of ten years, and for 


| other purposes—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 


zation. 

A bill (S. 547) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Charles G. Sawtelle, 
deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 592) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Bismarck, N. Dak.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 602) for the erection of a public building for the use 
of the custom-house and post-office at Newport News, in the dis- 
trict of Newport News, Va.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 657) for the relief of the estate of A. H. Herr, de- 
ceased, late of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 


| War Claims. 


of Representatives, pursuant to resolution of January 16, 1892, | 


relative to immigration, ete.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


LIEUT. COL. G. H. ELLIOTT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting 


the suspension of $40 against him in the settlement of his ac- 
count, and recommending favorable action upon the accompany- 
ing draft of a bill for the relief of said officer: which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that a large number of 
Senate bills were received yesterday, the titles of which have 
been printed in the RECORD. 
he appropriately referred by the Chair without reading each title 
or laying them before the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bills were referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 12) toauthorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
the claims of the legal representatives of 5. W. Marston, late 
United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Indian Territory, 
for services and expenses—to the Committee on Claims. 


d Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a letter from | 
Lieut. Col. G. H. Elliott to the Chief of Engineers, relating to 


If there be no objection, they will | 





A bill (S. 726) for the relief of P. B. Sinnott, late Indian agent 
at Grand Ronde Agency, State of Oregon—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 730) for the relief of H. W.Shipley—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 734) for the relief of John McBean, of Umatilla County, 
Oregon—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill (S. 743) to establish a marine board for the advancement 
of the interests of the merchant marine—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 744) to amend ‘‘An act to amend section 4400 of Title 
LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 


| regulation of steam vessels,” approved August 7, 1882—to the 


Committee on Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 776) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, 
deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 780) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery—to the 


| Committee on War Claims. 


A bill (S. 781) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams, 
of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 859) for the relief of Capt. James Regan, United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 860) for the relief of Wells C. McCool—to the Com- 


| mittee on War Claims. 


\ bill (S. 17) for the relief of John F. W. Dette—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 46) for the relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. Brien, | 
sr., Thomas Waters. and William T. Haskins—to the Committee | 


on Claim 

A bill (S. 78) making an appropriation for the improvement of 
the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

\ bill (S. 111) for the relief of Orin R. MeDaniel 


Affairs. 


to the Com- | 


ee oI Military 

A bi 5. 209) to place Henry Zell on the retired list of the 
Arm >the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a S. 216) eranting to the State of Washington certain | 
lands therein situated for the purpose of a fish hatchery—to the 
Comm ittec on the Public Lands. ; . 

\ bill (S. 246) for the relief of Thomas A. McLaughlin—to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill (S. 247) for the relief of Henry. E. Rhoades—tothe Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


A bill (S. 1061) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Lewis W. Washington, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 1062) to refund to the State of West Virginia the 
money paid to officers of the One hundred and thirty-third Regi- 
ment West Virginia Militia, for services rendered during the 
rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1079) for the relief of Assistant Engineer Howard D. 
Potts, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1094) granting the right of way to the Duluth and 
Manitoba Railroad Company across the Fort Pembina Reserva- 
tion in North Dakota—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1136) providing for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

\ bill (S. 1189) for the establishment of a beacon light on the 
Government breakwater recently constructed at Bridgeport, 
Conn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1196) to facilitate the settlement of claims for arrears 
of pay and bounty—to the Committee on War Claims. 


: 
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A bill (S. 1222) to protect the wages of seamen—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 1241) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act relative to the | 
Minneapolis Industrial Exposition, to be held annually in the 
city of Minneapolis, State of Minnesota,” approved March 3, 
1887—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1280) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend sec- 
tion 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of vessels’ | 
names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking the | 
draft,” approved February 21, 1891—to the Committee on Mer- | 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 1351) to provide for the purchase of a site and erec- | 
tion of buildings for the Girls’ Reform School of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to navy- 
igation in Tampa Bay, Florida—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1631) to establish a life-saving station at Gay Head, 
on the coast of Massachusetts—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1632) for the establishment of a light and fog-signal 
station near Butler Flats, New Bedford, Mass.—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1775) to fix the compensation of keepers and crews of 
life-saving stations—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2315) to protect foreign exhibitors at the World's 
Columbian Exposition from prosecution for exhibiting wares 
protected by American patents and trade-marks—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 








LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
SNow, for one week, on account of a death in his family. 
PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk's 
desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and is hereby, authorized 
to have printed and bound such documents and papers for the use of such | 
committee as may be deemed necessary in connection with subjects consid- | 
ered or to be considered by the committee during the Fifty-second Congress 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

DISEASES OF THE HORSE. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer aresolution and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read at length. It provides for the print- 
ing of 300,000 additional copies of the work entitled ‘‘ Special | 
Report on the Diseases of the Horse.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- | 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Printing, with instructions to report within five days upon | 
this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That motion would not be in order, because, 
unless the House gives unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the resolution, it must come in through the channel pre- 
scribed by the rules. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to refer to the committee with in- 
structions. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, because the 
resolution is not before the House. It was read merely for infor- | 
mation, in order that the request for unanimous consent for 
present consideration might be made. If the House had given 
that consent, then a motion to postpone, or to recommit with in- 
structions, would have been in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will it be referred to the Committee on 
Printing? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, to the Committee on Printing. 

PENSION INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. WHEELER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, the special com- 
mittee to investigate the Pension Bureau desire leave tosit dur- 
ing the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr.WHEEL- 
ER], chairman of the special committee to investigate the Pension 
Bureau, asks leave for the committee to sit during the sessions 
of the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The committees were then called for reports. 
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NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 
Mr. RAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 


substitute for the bill H. R. 2787, the bill (H. R. 6491) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to create a new division in the northern 
judicial district of Georgia;* which was read a first and second 


time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
and referred to the House Calendar. 


SECTION &8. REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. RAY also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. 5569, the bill (H. R. 6492) to 


| amend section 828 of the Revised Statutes of the United States: 


which read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
report, was ordered to be printed and referred to tl 


ie House ¢ al- 


| endar. 


By unanimous consent, the original bills were ordered to lie 


| on the table. 


DEPOSITIONS IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. 3871, the bill (H. R. 6493) pro- 
viding for the taking of depositions in criminal cases; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed and referred to the House Calendar. 

ENGINEER CORPS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs (for 
Mr. MCALEER), reported back with a favorable recommendation 
the bill (H. R. 378) terminating the reduction in the numbers of 
the Engineer Corps of the Navy; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

FUNDING ACT OF ARIZONA. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois, from the Committee on the Territories, 


| reported back with amendments the bill (H.R.5499) to amend an 


actentitled ‘‘Anactapproving, with amendments, the funding act 

of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890; which was referred to the 

House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

be printed. 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURT AT LITTLE- 
TON, N. H. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 821) to 
provide for a term of the circuit and district court at Littleton, 
N. H.: which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SUBPORT OF ENTRY AND DELIVERY AT WEST POINT, VA. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreig 
Commerce, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. |] 
4004) to establish West Point, Va., a subport of entry and deliv- 
ery in the collection district of Richmond, Va.; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This concludes the eall of committees for 
reports, 


n 
> 
\ 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States, 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries. 

CONTESTED ELECTION CASE—CRAIG vs. STEWART. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I desire, on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, to call up the contested-election case of 
Craig vs. Stewart. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions of the 
majority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Andrew Stewart was not elected as a Representative to the 


Fifty-second Congress from the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania, and 
is not entitled to the seat 
Resolved, That Alexander K. Craig was duly elected as a Representative 


from the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania to the Fifty-second Con 
gress, and is entitled to his seat as such 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Before the 
ana proceeds to make his speech [| think it 
some arrangement be made as to the distribution of time 
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. . . ‘ 
mNnLieman irom indal- 





would he proyp r tha 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Elections have 
directed me to request that there be four hours on each side for 
debate, and that at the close of the debate the previous question 


shall be considered as ordered and the vote taken. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that 


so far as the minority is concerned it is likely that that is more 
than sufficient time, and more than might be used by this side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani 
mous consent that there be allowed four hours debate on each 
side, and that at the close of the debate the prev ious question 
shall be considered as ordered and the vote taken. ITs th: ob 


jection? 
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M1 i is the objec on? 

| SPEAKEI!I Objection is ma yy the gentleman from 
Wisconsil 

Mr. MILLER We do not need so much time 

ir.O°’FERRALI | suppose that afters 1 time is consumed 
l 5 ssion « t case as 1s si i the pre vious question 
ca pe ¢ anaeda. 

SPEAKER [tis « n the power of the House 
to regulate the ti be ed i or tf previous question. 
Tnanimous consent is asked that at the expirationof eight hours 
Li pi . on be cons las ordered. Of course the 

mit e have it in their power and control, with th app! ‘oval 
( he H 3 { ate debate by demanding the previous 
C ating 

COB f Alaba D end the matter for the tir 
oO ie? 

51 KK x U ( is made to there | or ul - 
iy Ss ¢ ~ t: there the Chair recog s the gentile 
fr [r ana t& ( { th hisa ument 

Mr. COBB \ ama. Wi ut limit? 

TI SPEAI . Only na the 1 Debate wi be m- 
it I ri S » des s by ordering the previous que s- 
1 ‘ —— 

M HAUGEN ould to have the attention of the gen- 
tlemar 1 Indi Ch re a number of members on this 
side wh ant to understand definitely about the time the gen- 
tl in W move the previous « stion. If no arrangement is 
made they v it KNOW 

r. BROW can n ake any promise about that. I may 
ao iS Si as thnro Dn 

ir. HAUGEN I want toask the gentleman if he will promis« 
not to move it befo 1 o'clock to-morrow. 


Mr. BROWN [ hoy th entleman from Wisconsin will 
V idraw his objection, because it is desired by all hands, anc 
we may not take up that much tims 
MILLER. Mr. Speal [ would like to make an inquiry. 
Is e power to move t p! ;question limited? Is only the 
ren n fro! | i ( tit i to } » the previous question, 
0 \ i) it ( ; iny men ry 
The SPEAKER \ny gentleman having the floor in his own 
right can demand the previous question. 
Mr ‘HA ‘EN. Do [ understand the gentleman from Indiana | 
to sa ae n wi not move the pr vious q 1estion he fore 1 o'clock 


Mr. BROWN. I can not make any promi 

Mr. HAUGEN. i hope the gentieman from Indiana will be 
able to make that promis« 

Mr. MILLER Vir. Speak r, afte r consulting with gentlemen 
around me, it has been proposed that the gent leman from Indiana 
call it three hours on as {i would not object to that. 

r. BROWN. The ca ( ) agreement reached as to the 
ti 
SPEAKER I nan from Indiana 
OHNSOD Indiana. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to 
he: ) ndiana said 

\ BROW [ said tha ») agreement could be reached. 

DAI i Vi ca nan from Indiana 
a } 

LAUC N isno ob on made on this side a t 
the n \ i t £ 1an n India 

FROWN ‘ ‘ vhatt committee agreed 
to 3 i hours ¢ ‘ Lae 

HAU* . W I ‘ » say that e previous 
que Oo L to-da) 

’ Mr. BROWN [ can} make any agreement. The only one 
Ta auth 1 ike, as a member of the Commit colt - 
tic ( sted [ am not authorized to mak« 
£ ot} , 

H ( I ly isk animous consent that the 
I tT De ca ) ay 
Hii ( eid T oo! 

| sP kK tleman from Indiana will proseed 

hi ( 
OHNSON [ na i nthe Al l yield vom 
fo ' I 
\ sSROWN Che ouble is on your side and not on ours. 
HAUGEN. Itis not on our side; itis on your side. Th 
g n Indiana labors under a misapprehension if he 
tl n is raised on this side. It comes from the | 
gr n own side. 

Ir. BUCHANAN of New Jers y. The objection 1 comes from 
this side of the ai not this side of the Hous 

Mr. HAUGEN. It may be the obje ction is made on this side 
of the center aisle, b t is not made on this side of the House. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the object sought 
may be accomplished by simply announcing that, by direction of 
the Committee on Elections, at the ex xpiration of e ight hours the 
gentleman will demand the previous question, if that is the wish 
committe 

Mr. BROWN. I can make no agreement except that which I 
am authori tomake. ThatI have offered to make, and it has 
been objected to. . 

everal MEMBERS 
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and the vote be taken. 

JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that 
so far as the minority are concerned they donot insist upon any- 
thing exc ept that it be definitely unas rstood before the de bate 
comme s w long a time is to be consumed and how it is to be 
apporti id I trust that my colleague from Indiana [M1 
BROWN] begin his remarks until that question has been 





ae 


termined. 
[he SPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the request. 
| [M . 
it’. 


Che gentleman from Indiana BROWN], on behalf of the Com- 


» on Elections, asks « -onsent that the de 


bate on the pending 
case be continued for eight hours, at the expiration of which time 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered. Is there 
oO )} ction? 


Mr. MILLER. 


L object. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
Indiana | Mr. Brow mj will proceed. 
Mr. BROW? . Speaker, this isa contest from the Twenty- 


fourth Congressional district of the State of Pennsylvania 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be 

ill some misunderstanding as to the time for debate. Willthe 
gentleman [Mr. BROWN] amnounce the agreement? 

The SPEAKER. the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWN] y ield? 

Mr. BROWN. I 
ment as to time. 

M JOHNSON of I 
that the debate proces 

The SPEAKER. It 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, this contest is from the Twenty- 
fourth Congressional district of the State of Pennsylvania. The 
tis composed of the counties of Fayette , Washing- 
ton, and part of county of Allegheny. Theelection was held 
on the 4th day of November, 1890, and the record shows that, on 
tl the election returns, con Andrew Stewart, ap- 
to have been elected over the contestant, Alexander K. 
Craig, by a plurality of 123 votes. The total vote of the district 
was 44,288 votes. 

The grounds on which the contestant bases his contest, as stated 
in h are, chiefly, that the election officers in 
a large number of the polling places of the district received the 
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votes and accepted and counted the ballots of alarge number of 
persons whose names did not appear on the registry list of voters, 
and who did not make, or have made, the aftidavits required by 
the tenth section o! the act of January 30, iy of the laws of 
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‘tion officers 
, and counted them for 


Pennsylvania applicable in such cases. 
th polling p ived the] 


ot suc aces rec 


contestee, of a large numbe r of persons wh were not legally en- 
titled to vote at the « lection, bi cause they had notseverally paid 
a State or county tax within two years preceding such election, 


which they seve! 


State 


© ally were required to pay by the laws of the 
Pennsylvania to entitle them to vote at said election. 
‘tion officers of such polling received and 
counted t wr contestee of alarge number of pe 
were not legally entitled to vote said election, b 
were not citi the United States. 
On the 10th day of January, 1891, the contestee 
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they 
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at cause 
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filed his y meron 


to contestant’s notice of contest,in which he specifical lly denied 
all the statements contained in contestant’s notice of contest. and 
in addition averred that a large number of votes were received. 


pted, and counted contestant which were illegal for sub- 
tially the same reasons given in contestant’s notice of con- 
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On the 26th day of January, 1891, the contestee filed an addi- 
tional answer to contestant’s notice of contest, in which he averred 
that a large additional number of votes were received, accepted, 
and counted for contestant which were illegal for the reasons 
already given; and further, that many of the election officers of 


| some of the for egoing precincts and polling places were not quali- 


fied to hold the election, because the oath of each of such elec- 
tion officers was not attested by the officer who administered the 
oath, if any oath was administered. 

The first question in the case I deem worthy of consideration 
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is, was there votes enough received by the election officers, and 
counted by them for the contestee, which were cast by persons 
whose names did not appear on the registry of voters, and who 
did not each produce the affidavit of at least one qualified voter 
of the dist rict as a witness to the residence of the voter, together 
with such voter’s own affidavit that he possessed the qualifica- 
tions required by law to entitle him to vote, to overcome the 
majority returne d for contestee and allillegal votes he has proved 
ifany. And further, if e ynough of such votes were received by 
the election officers, and counted by them for the contestee to 
overcome his returned m< yjority,and whateve r nut nber of illegal 
votes he a proved if any, were suc h votes illegal, a 
they be deducted from the whole number of votes cast 
and returned for contestee? 

That the number of such votes rec 
for contestee by the election officers was greater tl 
majority, together with all — votes he has p 
be fairly questioned. The evidence in the record 
whole number of votes returned for contestee was 21,708, and the 
whole number re ‘turned for cont stant was 21,585, making the re- 
turned majority for contestee over contestant 123. It is safe t 
say that of this class of votes, vote s cast by persons who were not 
registered, and who did not furnish the required affidavits in 
such cases, there was received, counted, and returned for con- 
testee in the county of Allegheny 442 votes; in Washington 
County 103 votes; in Greene County 73 votes. Making in all, 618 
votes. The contestant admits that he received 188 of this class 
of votes. 

These 188 votes added to contestant’s returned majority of 123 
votes, making 311 votes, and taken from the 618 unregistered and 
unproved votes received by the contestee, shows that 
testant had a majority of the registered and proved votes of his 
district of 307. But to the 618 unregistered and unproved votes 
which I have already stated were cast and counted for conteste¢ 
there should be added 317 of the same class of votes which were 
= for contestee at the First and Second wards of McKeesport 
in Allegheny County, where the ballot@were destroyed by tw 
elie of the contestee upon the miserable pretext that the 
ballot boxes were wanted to hold a Republican primary or nomi- 
nating election for municipal officers of McKeesport. This would 
make contestant’s actual majority 624. 

There ean be no serious contention made, if the method of 
proof resorted to for the purpose of ascertaining the number of 
unregistered and unproved votes cast, and for whom they were 
cast, was correct, but that I have correctly stated the resilt 
nearly so. 

Indeed the committee was unanimous in opinion that if the 
method resorted to by the contestant to prove illegal votes was 
correct and could be safely relied on, that the contestant had 
made out his case. 

[ will state the method of proof employed on this point by both 
parties. 

Upon the subjec ; of holding elections the go ana nnsylvania 
has tegen by law for the registration of her voters. It is 
made the duty of the assessors in each of theelection dist a ‘ts to 
make a list of all the qualified voters of his district. T! vote i 
the original registry list, and the assessor is required to make 
duplicate copies of it, and give one copy to the county oomeanl 
sioners for file in their office and to place the other copy on thé 
door of or on the house where the election is to be held, and r 
tain the original in his possession Pe inspection. The assessor 
is also required to re svise and compl » his original registry list, 
and return it, together with two ex oe: copies, to the co inty eom- 
missioners, who are required to make out a complete regi 
list in alphabetical order and furnish the same to the el 
officers. 

The election laws of Pennsylvania also provide that 
tions shall be by ballot, and that every ballot voted shall b 
numbered in the order in which it is received, and the 
recorded by the clerks on the list of voters opposite the name of! 
the elector from whom it was received. 

Thus it is seen, that by a comparison of the ballots with the 
voters’ list kept by the clerks, there is no difficulty in ascertain- 
ing for whom the electors voted. 

it: is further provided by the Pennsylvania statute, that no 
man shall be per mitted to vote at the election on that day whose 
name is not on the registry list, unless he males proof of his 
right to vote by filing the affidavit of at least one qualified voter 
of the precinct that he has resided in the precinct for a period 
of at tonal two months a — ly preceding the election, _ 
also his own affidavit that jualifics 
tions of a voter. 

As soon as the election is over and the result announced the 
election officers are required to make safe disposal of the ballot 
boxes, ballots, and all papers which were used in the holding of 
the election. To do this it is required that the ballots, the reg- | 
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do this. Nor can it be successfully made for him. For this, if 


for no other reason, the duty of the House is clear and plain to 
award the seat in contest to the contestant, who has been duly 
and fairly elected by a plurality of the qualified voters of his dis- 
trict. 

But it has been suggested that the presumption that the elec- 


ing of ballots, as well as toother matters connected with the elec- 
tion; and that therefore it must be presumed that the ballots 
found in the ballot boxes which had been voted by persons whose 
names were not on the registry lists, and whose affidavits had 
not been found in the prothonotary’s office, did, in point of fact, 
make such affidavits when they cast their ballots, but that the 
affidavits were lost. Thatit must be presumed that the election 
officers would not have received a ballot from a person whose 


FEBRUARY 25, 


the case of contest comes from. This is so not only respecting 
the qualifications of the electors, but is so in reference to every 
essential matter connected with the election. This rule can not 
be disregarded without violating the most sacred rights of the 


| people. It is fundamental that every department of the Federal 


name did not appear on the registry list, and who failed to make | 


the required affidavit in such cases. 
There might be some apparent force in this suggestion if it 


were not for the fact that the law cast a duty of an affirmative | 
character on the election officers, which was, that they would not | 


only receive the affidavits in cases of unregistered voters in con- 
nection with the receiving of their ballots, but that they would 
also deposit such affidavits with the prothonotary soon after the 
election was over. In the discharge of these duties the election 


| Government in construing a State law will adopt that con- 
tion officers did their duty in all respects applies to the receiv- | 


struction which has been given it by the State authority, whose 
duty it was to place a construction on it. 

It is true that the Constitution of the United States makes the 
House of Representatives the exclusive judge of the elections, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members. But the Consti- 
tution does not mean that the House of Representatives is to fol- 
low its own unrestrained will, but that it will follow the laws, 
customs, and regulations that the people of the States have made 
for its government in such matters. 

Therefore the question is, what is the law of Pennsylvania 
upon the subject as towhether the ballots which were cast by the 
unregistered persons who failed to make the required affidavits 
were legal and ought to be counted, or whether they were illegal 
and ought to be rejected? 

That the ballots cast by unregistered persons who did not 


| make and furnish the affidavits required by law are illegal under 


officers were assisting in making a record which was to contain | 


all they did, every act they performed, in connection with their 
receiving affidavits from the voters as well as depositing them 
with the prothonotary. They assisted in making and complet- 
ing the record of the election, and it must be presumed that the 
record so made fully and correctly contains an account of all they 
did in connection with their receiving ballots and the affidavits 
which should have accompanied them. 

And the record shows by the testimony of some of the election 
officers that persons did vote at the election in question whose 
names were not on the registry list and who did not make the 
required affidavits. I will state two instances. 

The testimony of J. Add Clark, judge of the first precinct of 
Franklin Township, Washington County, shows that C. C. Van 
Kirk and fF. S. Van Kirk both voted at that precinct at the 
election in question without their names being on the registry 
list and without making the required affidavits showing that 
they possessed the legal qualifications to entitke them to vote. 

The testimony of D. L. Howell, judge of the West Pike Run 
—— Washington County, shows that G. W. Yorty, H. G. 


forty, D. W. Phillips, J. W. Hopkins, and A. A. Cleaver were | 


ail unregistered and that they voted without making the affi- 
davits required by law to entitle them to vote. Other such in- 
stances can be found in the testimony. 

Thus it is shown without making resort to the affidavits filed 
in the prothonotary’s office that unregistered persons were per- 
mitted to vote, and that their votes were canvassed and counted, 
without being required to make the necessary affidavits that they 
were legal voters. 

This proof breaks down any attempted presumption that the 
oflicers received no ballots except from persons whose names 
were on the registry list or who had made the required proof. 
It strengthens the claim made by the contestant that all of the 
affidavits which in fact were furnished were returned and filed 
in the proper offices. 

[t having been made to appear that a sufficientnumber of per- 
sons who were not registered, and who did not make and furnish 
the affidavits required by the laws of Pennsylvania, voted for the 
contestee to change the result of the election, the question is, 
were such votes illegal, and should they be cast out of the count 
by the House of Representatives. 

The qualifications of voters for members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives are fixed by the laws of the several States. This is 
s0 because of the second section of the first article of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, which provides: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the people of the several States, and the electors in each State 


shall have the qualifications required for electors of the most numerous 
branch of the State Legislature 


It is equally clear that the election of members of Congress 
must be held by virtue of and according to the laws of the sev- 
eral States; that the regulation, the mode, and manner of con- 
ducting the election are all, now at leastgunder the exclusive 
dominion of the laws of the States; the only restriction being 
that the State law must not be in conflict with any of the pro- 
visions of the Constitution of the United States. 

As the States are permitted to prescribe different qualifica- 


tions for their eiectors, and different modes for conducting their 
? 


election case for a seat in the House of Representatives, a case | 


triable only by the House of Representatives, that the House of 
Representatives should be governed by the law of the State that 


elections, it necessarily follows that in the trial of a contested- | 


the laws of Pennsylvania and ought not to be counted, can not 
admit of doubt. The act of January 30, 1874, of the laws of Penn- 
sylvania, which was in force at the time of the election in ques- 
tion, provides for the registry of voters and furnishing of lists of 
their names to the proper officers on the morning of the elec- 


| tion. And the third section of the act provides: 


And no man shall be permitted to vote at the election on that day whose 
name is not on said list, unless he shall make proof of his right to vote as 
hereinafter required. 

No language can be stronger or clearer. ‘‘ Unless he make 
proof of his right to vote,” says the statute. If he fails to make 
such proof he has no right to vote, and a ballot cast by a person 
who has no right to cast it is an illegal ballot, and it should be 
excluded from the cougt. 

But the House of Tepivesdniatives is not charged with the duty 
of placing a construction on this statute. The highest judicial 
tribunals of Pennsylvania have done this, and their construction 


| is the rule for us to follow. 


In MeDonough’s case, which was a contested-election case as to 


| the election of prothonotary in Lackawanna County, Pa., the 


learned Mr. Justice Trunkey, delivering the opinion of the court, 


| SAYS: 


The constitution defines the qualifications of electors, and declares that 
every person who possesses them shall be entitled to vote at all elections. 
And it provides that “all laws regulating the holding of elections by the citt- 
zens, or for the registration of electors, shall be uniform throughout the 
State, but no elector shall be deprived of the privilege of voting by reason of 
his name not being registered.”’ 

The act of January 30, 1874, provides for the registry of electors and the 
furnishing of lists of their names to the proper officers on the morning of 


| the election. ‘And no man shall be permitted to vote at the election on that 
| day whose name is not on said list, unless he shall make proof of his right to 


vote, as hereinafter required.” 

Sec. 3.* * * “On the day of election any person whose name shall not 
appear on the registry of voters and who claims the right to vote at said elec- 
tion, shall produce at least one qualified voter of the district as a witness to 
the residence of the claimant in the district in which he claims to be a voter 


| for the period of at least two months immediately preceding said election, 


which witness shall be sworn or affirmed, and subscribe a written, or partly 
written and partly printed affidavit to the facts stated by him, which affidavit 
shall define clearly where the residence is of the person so claiming to be a 
voter; and the person so claiming the right to vote shall also take and sub- 
scribe an affidavit stating such facts as show he has the necessary qualifica- 
tions.” 

” * * x ae * . 


This statute does not impinge the elector’s constitutional right. On the 
day of the election, if unregistered, he may produce the affidavits, his own 
being sufficient, save as to residence in the district, and to that the affidavit 
of one elector, with"his own, suffices. The public welfare is pro by 
regulations for such proof at the time the vote is offered as will prevent un- 
qualified persons from voting, and thereby defeating the choice of the elect- 
ors for public office. Hence the mandatory provisions that the election offi- 
cers shall permit no man to vote whose name is not registered until he pro- 
duces the required proof, and that any person claiming the right to vote, 
whose name is unregistered, shall produce the proof at the time he offers to 
vote, 

In absence of registry of the name of the voter and affidavits, rejecting of 
the vote by the officers is an imperative duty. Upon conviction of neglect of 
that duty they shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and may be punished by a 
fine and imprisonment. By the natural meaning of the language of the stat- 
utes no unregistered person can lawfully vote until he produces the affidavits. 
All parties agree that the votes of persons whose names are not registered 
and who produce no affidavits are prima facie illegal. Shall such votes be 
counted as legal on the trial of a contested election upon the proof that they 
were cast by persons who possessed the qualifications of an elector? This is 
the only question raised by the assignments of error which this court can 
consider, for questions not appearing in the record are not subjects of review 
in this proceeding. 

- * 7 ~ 7 * * 

We are of opinion that it is the imperative duty of an elector whose name is 
not on the list of registered voters to produce the required affidavits at the 
time he offers his vote, and the election officers have no power to waive the 


| production of the essential proofs. And the vote of such person, offered and 
received without the requisite affidavits, is illegal and can not be made legal 
at asubsequent investigation in the courts. 
The constitution contemplates that the electors shall be ascertained pre 
vious to the receiving of their votes; not that all men, qualified and unqual- 
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ified, may cast their ballots, and the legal be separated from the illegal after 
the election. When an elector’sname has not been registered, upon produc- 
ing the prescribed affidavits to the election officers they shall receive his vote. 
He can not lawfully vote without the proofs; they commit a crime if they re- 
ceive his vote without. The law deprives no elector of his right of suffrage. 
If his vote be thrown out of the count because it was offered and received in 
violation of law, the deprivation results from his own wrongful act. 


The same legal determination is made by the supreme court 
of Pennsylvania in Cusick’s case. Chief Justice Paxson, after 
fully approving Justice Trunkey’s decision in the case | have 
just referred to, in delivering the opinion of the court says: 


It would be difficult to find language more positive or prohibitory than the 
act of 1874. It is negativein form. The third section declares: ‘‘ No man 
shall be permitted to vote at the election on that day whose name is not on 
said list, unless he shall make proof of his right to vote as is hereinafter re- 
quired.”’ Moreover, it is highly penal in its character. The twelfth section 
provides that ‘if any election officer shall refuse or neglect to require such 
proof of the right of suffrage asis prescribed by this law, or the laws to which 
this is a supplement, from any person offering to vote whose name is not on 
the list of assessed voters,or whose right to vote is challenged by any qualified 
voter present, and shall admit such person to vote without requiring such 
a every person so offending shall, upon conviction, be guilty of a mis- 

emeanor, and shall be sentenced for every such offense to pay a fine not ex- 
ceedin. 
at the discretion of the court.”’ 
violate the provisions of the act. 

Section 17 is aimed at the voters themselves. It provides, ‘‘The respective 
assessors, inspectors, and judges of the election shall each have the power 
to administer oaths to any person claiming the right to be assessed, or the 
right of suffrage, or in regard to any other matter or thing required to be 
done or inquired into by any of said officers under this act: and any willful 
false swearing by any person in relation to any matter or thing, concerning 
which they shall be lawfully interrogated by any of said officers or overseers, 
shall be perjury.”’ In view of the positive prohibitions of the act, and the 
severe penalties by which the violators of its provisions are punished, there 
is nothing upon which to construct even a plausible argument that it is 
merely directory. 

* - cd « * * * 

When an unregistered elector offers his vote at the polls the law challenges 
it instantly, and he knows that he can only avoid the challenge by a strict 
compliance with the requirements of the statutes. If he comes to the poll 
without his proof, it is his own folly and neeetenenes. He has no right to 
expect that his indifference to his rights, or indolence in asserting them, are 


So much for the election officers who shall 


#500 or to undergo an imprisonment not more than one year, or both, | 


| signed by the proper officers, is the best evidence as to the 


to be condoned by nullifying the provisions of law which is the main bulwark | 


of the purity of the ballot, and which deprives no qualified elector of his 
right, except as the result of his own indifference to his duties as a citizen 


No stronger reasons, no better arguments can be presented in 
favor of the position that an unregistered person who does not 


make the required affidavit is not a legal voter in the State of | justify the rejection of an entire pole, it is equally wel 


Pennsylvania, than those contained in the opinions of the learned 
Pennsylvania judgesfrom which I have justread. It is true that 
the Legislature can not impose qualifications for voting addi- 
tional to those mentioned in the constitution, but the Legislature 
has the authority to impose reasonable restrictions upon the ex- 
ercise of the elective franchise, and throw reasonable safeguards 
around it for the purpose of protecting the election from fraud, 
crime, or violence, and to the end that the election will unmis- 
takably register the people’s choice. The Legislature not only 
has the authority to do this, but it is its duty to do it. 

This is all the law of Pennsylvaniaseeks to do. Its provisions 
on this point are reasonable, and it denies to no one the right or 
opportunity to vote who is lawfully entitled to do so. It com- 
mends itself to the good will of all who are in favor of fair, honest, 
decent, and orderly elections. It aids the legal voter in exercis- 
ing his right and duty of voting, and in nowise does it unreason- 
ably or unnecessarily delay him. And yet the contestee by his 
counsel asks this House to disregard the main safeguards con- 
tained in this law. To overlook all its features which are des- 
tined to prevent illegal voting, and to especially strike down all 
its provisions which make registration or affidavits of qualifica- 
tions conditions precedent to the rightto vote. With these pro- 
visions gone, the law would be a dead letter. 

When the voters of the Twenty-fourth Congressional district 
of Pennsylvania went to the polls at the last election to vote for 
a member of Congress they knew what the law was governing 
the election. They were confident in the belief, and had a right 
to be, that the election officers would execute the law as their 
Legislature had made it and as their courts had interpreted it. 
They understood what the qualifications were that they must 
possess to entitle them to vote. They also knew the duties that 
they and the election officers should perform in connection with 
their right to vote. They understood that the choice was to be 
made according to their own law, and that none should partici- 
pate in making thatchoice except those whose right to do so was 
clearly within the provisions of that law. They expect the law 
of their State to be respected here, and the choice they have 
made under it to beupheld. [Applause.] ; 

There is another reason, one not stated in the report but is 
clearly stated in the record, which to my mind is a satisfactory 
oné and fully sufficient to justly and legally impeach the returned 
majority for the contestee and award the office of Representative 
to the contestant. While it is true that the public has an in- 
terest in the election of all public officers, it is equally true that 
a person who has been elected to an office according to the law 
of the place where elected has a legal and rightful claim to the 


office superior to any other claim, public or private, that may be 
made against him for it. An office is a franchise which belongs 
to a person who has been legally elected to it, and he has an in- 
terest init. He has an interest in its emoluments, profits, and 
proceeds, as well as its honors, and no power on earth can right- 
fully take it from him, except the power of due process of law. 

As aman must submit his claims for election to office to the 
law upon the subject of holding the election, he has the right to 
demand that the election be held strictly according to that law. 
And if, during the holding of the election, or at a time subse- 
quent, wrongful conduct occurs, with which he is in no wise con- 
nected, sufficient to successfully impeach the reliability of the 
published result of the election at a precinct or precincts, he has 
a right to have those precincts cast out of the count. Especially 
is this so if such conduct was had by the officers charged with 
the safe-keeping and preservation of the election records. And 
if by casting out such precinct or precincts it is shown that he 
is elected he has a legal right to the office, to have and hold it, 
notwithstanding it would have been different if the precinct or 
precincts in question had not been so involved. The only possi- 
ble way by which he could, under such circumstances, be right- 
fully deprived of the office would be for his opponent, in the 
proper tribunal, by legal proof, aside from the return, to show 
what the true result was, and that it elected him. 

McCrary on Elections says: 

Although the return of the vote of a given precinct, made in due form and 
state of the vote 
yet it may be impeached on the grounds of fraud or misconduct on the part 
of the officers of election, or on the part of others. In election cases, how- 
ever, before a return can be set aside, there must be proof that the proceed- 
ings in the conduct of the election or in the returnof the vote were so tainted 
with fraud that the truth can not be deduced from the returns, 

When the result (as shown by the returns) in any precinct has been shown 
to be so tainted with fraud that the truth can not be deduced therefrom, then 
it should never be permitted to form a part of the canvas. The precedents, 
as Well as the evident requirement of truth, not only sanction, but call for 
the rejection of the entire poll when stamped with the characteristics here 
shown 

Paine, on election, says: 


Honest voters may lose the. votes, through the criminal misconduct of 
dishonest officers of election. While itis well settled that the mere neglect 
to comply with directory requirements of the law, or the performance of 
duty in a mistaken manner, without bad faith, or injurious results, will not 
| settled that when the 
proceedings are so tarnished by fraudulent, or negli or improper con 
duct on the part of the officers, that the result of the election is rendered un 
reliable, the entire returns will be rejected, and the parties left to make such 
proof as they may of the votes legally cast for them 
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I call the attention of the House to what occurred in respect 
to the ballot boxes which were used at the election in question, 
in the first and second wards of the borough of McKeesport, in 
Allegheny County, by two partisans of the contestee, who were 
election officers, and sworn custodians of the ballot boxes and 
ballots, and charged by law with the responsibility of their safe 
and honest keeping. 

The election was held on the 4th day of November, 1890, and 
as late as three days after the election it was conceded by all 
parties, Republicans and Democrats alike, that the contestant 
was elected by a majority of a thousand or possibly fifteen hun- 
dred votes. Accurate returns had been received from all parts 
of the district except that part, including the wards in question, 
in Allegheny County. It was on and estimates 
made by both parties of the vote of that part of the district in 
Allegheny County, that the contestant’s election was by a large 
majority, universally conceded. But late on Saturday following 
the election it was for the first time made known that the con- 
testee had in that part of the district in Allegheny County the 
unprecedented majority of 2,661 votes, whereas his majority had 


these returns, 


not been claimed or supposed by anyone, to be more than 1,600 
votes in that part of the district. It was then claimed for the 
first time that the contestee was elected by the small plurality 


of 123 votes. 

I desire to call attention to the testimony of t 
nesses on this point: 

Freeman Brady, jr., testified: 

I reside in the First ward, in the borough of Washington 
County,Pa Ihave resided in Washington Borough all of my lif 
three years; I am a lawyer by profession. After the general election, on 
November 4, 1890, the report was that Mr. Craig had been elected in the 
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Twenty-fourth Congressional district of Pennsylvania to Congres This 
was admitted and believed by Democrats and conceded by Republicans gene 
erally. And that belief was based upon reports of active politicians in the 
adjoining counties, and telegrams from Waynesburg, Uniontown, and Alle 
gheny County. The vote as reported here from Fayette, County was a ma 


jority in favor of Craig of 1,005; and a majority from Gree 
and a majority from Washington County of 3% AVVO 
Then to assure ourselves more particularly, Mr. Hart and myself and ot! 
ers agreed to send a telegram to the Pittsburg Post, inquiring as to the 
vote in Allegheny County, and we received a telegram, signed ‘‘ Post tat 
ing that the majority for Col. Stewart could not be over 1,500 in that portion of 
the district lying in Allegheny County. And the opinion or the belief of Dem 
ocrats in the correctness of that remained until the Saturday following the 
election. Having the official vote for Greene, Fayette, and Washington on 
Saturday morning, I sent a telegram to John B. Larkin, late ystmaster of 
Pittsburg, for the official vote of Craig and Stewart in the Allegheny part of 


ne County of 1,883, 


3.0 in f of Col. Stewart 
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the Twenty-fourth district, and in response to that, I received the telegram 
I hold inmy hand, dated Saturday evening about5 o'clock, reading as follows: 
“Stewart's majority in this county, 2,661, official. Signed, J. B. Larkin.” 
If that vote was correct, thatchanged the result from 1,000majority in favor 
of Craig, which was believed to be correct, to 123in favorof Stewart. We had 
the official vote of Washington County on Thursday at noon. The first re- 
ports that we had from the other three counties were substantially in accord- 
ance with the official count. We got these on the day after the election, from 
leading men and friends in the other counties. In Allegheny County the offi- 
cial vote was substantially 1,000 higher than was reported by party friends, 
and was believed to be the accurate vote—that is, higher for Mr.Stewart. I 
saw a number of Republican papers during the interval between the morning 
after the election and the time the official vote from Allegheny County was 
received, and the general concession was by them that Mr. Craig was elected. 
David M. Snyder testified: 


Ireside in Beallsville, Washington County,Pa. [am aRepublican. Bealls- 
ville is 15 miles from Washington, Pa., and it is 32 miles from Pittsburg. 
The current reports after the election on November 4, 1890, were that Mr. 
Craig was elected to Congress. This was conceded by the Democrats and 
Republican papers which came under my notice, that that was a fact. That 
continued until the Saturday following the election. 

T. Jeff Duncan testified: 

The current report and general understanding of all parties, as far as I 
could learn the same by frequent conversations, was that the election on the 
4th Of November, 1890, resulted in the election of A. K.Craig. This was con- 
ceded by intelligent men and active political workers of both parties. This 
impression continued up until the official vote of Allegheny County was re- 
ceived through the Pittsburg papers. This was nearly a week afterwards. 
We had news from Washington County, Greene County, and Fayette County 
the first and second days after the election, which were substantially as the 
official returns were found to be. 

From Allegheny County we had unofficial reports which were considered 
Satisfactory enough to be relied upon by all parties. These combined reports 
indicated Mr. Craig's election, but when the official report came in from 
Allegheny County some days afterwards it made a difference of fully 1,000 
of what we supposed the vote there was. The correctness of these reports 
were acquiesced in by Republicans as well as Democrats. I mean by that 
that Mr. Craig’s election was conceded by men and active workers in both 
parties up until the official report from Allegheny County was received, 
after several days unexpected delay. Governor Pattison and Mr. Delamater 
were the candidates for governor, and the next day after the election we had 
the reports from Allegheny County on the election of governor, which were 
substantially the same as the official report for the governorship. 


Gen. John Hall testified: 

i reside in the borough of Washington, Washington County, Pa., and I 
have resided here for about thirty-nine years. I ama Republican. Iwas 
United States marshal for the western district of Pennsylvania, appointed 
by President Grant in 1872. Lheld that office for between nine and ten years. 
After the first day after the general election on November 4, 1890, it Was con- 
ceded on all hands that Mr. A. K. Craig was elected to Congress from this 
district. I mean by that that it was after Wednesday, after the election. 
Towards the latter part of the week of the election it was conceded by the 
Republican papers generally that Mr. Craig, the Democratic candidate, was 
elected; and it was alsoconceded by the people generally, as well as the press. 

On Saturday afternoon after the election I met Mr. Craig, and congratu- 
lated him on his election, and I would not have done that if [had not thought 
he was elected. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BROWN. I will hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I agree with the gentleman in his report, but 
I want to ask him whether he thinks that what he has just read 
has anything to do with the decision of the pending case? 

Mr. BROWN. I unquestionably do. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Ido not. 

Mr. BROWN. I might refer to the testimony of other wit- 
nesses, but these are enough. 

The excitement caused by the unexpected change of the well 
supposed and generally believed result of the election led to this 
contest, and on December 10 following, contestant filed his no- 
tice of contest, and personally served it on the contestee the 
next day. One month later gontestee served his original answer, 
and sixteen days afterwards he served his supplemental answer. 
The taking of testimony commenced on the Ist day of February, 
and continued until the 10th day of April. This contest from the 
moment it begun was known throughout the district. It was a 
matter of public notoriety. Not only the newspapers of the dis- 
trict, but those throughout the country, commented onit. And 
it was equally well known that the petition of contest disclosed 
the fact that the contestant relied largely upon the illegality of 
the election held in the first and second wards of McKeesport, 
beeause of willful irregularities and utter disregard of the elec- 
tion laws. 

The ballot boxes used at the election held in these wards were 
at the close of the election sealed up, containing the ballots used 
as required by law, and delivered to A. J. Carver and James H. 
Berry, two Republican justices of the peace, who were the close 
and intimate personal and political friends of the contestee, and 
who were required by law to safely and securely keep the same 
until they were needed for the purpose of holding an election re- 
quired by law, unless they were sooner demanded by some court 
or tribunal, authorized to try the merits of the election at which 
they had last been used. It was the sworn duty of these justices 
of the peace to safely keep these ballot boxes and their contents. 

Yet the fact is, that on the 24th day of January, 1891, only two 
days before the contestee served his final answer, these two sworn 
officers, but zealous partisans of the contestee, delivered up these 
ballot boxes to fellow partisans, and aided and assisted in tear- 
ing them open, and totally destroying the ballots contained in 








them. This conduct of destroying the ballots is significant in 
view of the fact that contestee’s first answer only claims that 71 
illegal votes had been cast for contestant in the entire district, 
and that two days after the ballots were destroyed he filed his 
final answer in which he charges that large numbers of illegal 
votes had been cast for contestant. It is significant in view of 
the further fact that contestant’s notice of contest disclosed the 
fact that illegal votes, in large numbers, had been cast in these 
two wards. 

This destruction of ballots was not only a violation of law, and 
of sworn duty, but it was acrime against the elective franchise. 
It was an unlawful and brutal destruction of a part of the record 
of an election they had sworn to safely keep and preserve. It 
was a cool, premeditated, deliberate murder of ‘‘free ballot and 
fair count.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The time when and the circumstances under which this crime 
was committed are important as throwing a flood of light upon 
the transaction and revealing the real purposes and motives of 
its perpetrators and their aiders and abetters. When these two 
Republican justices of the peace did this dreadful work they 
knew that this contest called in question the honesty of the elec- 
tion held in these two wards, and the correctness of the returns, 
and that they would be required to produce these ballot boxes, 
that the ballots contained in them might be examined, whereby 
it would be ascertained for whom unregistered and unproved 
persons had voted. They knew they would be called upen to 
testify in this matter. And when, fourteen days afterward, they 
appeared in response to legal process to testify and produce these 
ballot boxes and their contents, they were compelled to make the 
disgraceful and humiliating confession that they had with their 
own hands assisted in breaking the boxes and plundering and 
destroying their contents. And when asked why they had done 
this wretched wrong, their answer was that the ballot boxes 
might be used by Republican politicians in holding a primary 
election or convention, to select Republican candidates for some 
municipal offices of the borough of McKeesport. 

It is not only fairly inferrable, but the logical and inevitable 
conclusion the human mind arrives at on viewing this transaction 
is, that it was done to aid and abet the contestee in retaining a seat 
in Congress to which the qualified voters of his district had not 
elected him. 

Negligence, active or passive, may beso gross in its character 
that the law will presume that the negligent act, whether of 
omission or commission, wasfraudulent and fraudulently intended. 
Soitis here. The acts of these two partisans of the contestee, 
who were the lawful custodians of these ballot boxes and ballots, 
who had sworn to safely keep them, by destroying them at the 
time they did, and under the circumstances they did, make their 
conduct fraudulent and criminal. 

Every fair presumption is that it wasdone for the purpose and 
with the design of making it impossible to ascertain how many 


| illegal votes had been cast in these two wards. and for whom they 


were cast, and what the correct result of the election for Con- 
gressman at those two places was. Their conductin destroying 
the ballots makes it impossible to ascertain from the returns the 
true result of the election at these wards, and for this reason the 
total poll of the wards must be rejected, in which event the 
contestant’s election clearly appears. The action of these two 
Republican custodians of the ballot boxes and ballots, in the ab- 
sence of any proof whatever, or any offered proof upon the part 
of the contestee toshow what the real, true, honest, and bona fide 
result of that election was for Congressman, renders the election 


| held in these wards, so far as the contestee is concerned, false, 


fradulent, and void. The fact thatcontestee, after all these facts 
were made to appear, failed to make proof, or even offered to do 
so, greatly strengthens the presumption that the acts of his par- 
tisan adherents respecting these ballot boxesand their contents 
were false, fraudulent, and corrupt, and that he knew it. 

The supplemental act of May 29, 1891, to the act regulating 
elections in Pennsylvania, which is a substantial reénactment of 
the former law, provides for the appointment of overseers of 
elections, and expressly provides that if the overseers are driven 
from the polls by violence or intimidation, all the votes polled in 
such election district may be rejected by the proper tribunal 
trying a contest under such election. This is a much stronger 


| ease for rejecting all the votes. Overseers may be driven away 


from the polls, and yet the returned resultof the eleetion be cor- 
rect. Thus it is seen that the people of Pennsylvania have shown 


| their desire, through their elected representatives, that the en- 
| tire poll shall be set aside if the official overseers of the election 


| 


| 


are driven away by violence or intimidation. May we not well 
presume that, in a case like this, the people of Pennsylvania de- 
sire that the common law be applied and the returned result of 
the election set aside? 

Sir, this burglary committed on ballot boxes, and this crim- 
inal destruction of ballots which were required by law to be 
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complished its intended purpose. It corrupted the voter, pol- | was not only an expensive one, but that it was hazardous. T 
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people from making an honestchoice. Itwas the meansemployed | those who had been closely connected with him at once saw that 


which prevented an honest election, and made it possible to re- | extraordinary measures had to be resorted to, or the impending 
ward with official favor the mendacious scoundrels who were con- | danger would soon overwhelm them. The plans, means, and 
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Democratic side.] into what followed. 


But it was an expensive scheme. It required vast sums of On the 9th day of the following December Judg: 
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money to make it work well. It was expensive to divide the | journed his court forone week, to hold court elsewhere. O 
floaters into blocks of five. It was expensive to put a trusted | 17th day of December he reconvened his court, and continues 
man in charge of each five and furnish him with necessary funds. | in session until the 23d day of that month, when he adjourned 
It was expensive to make him responsible that none got away. | until the 14th day of January, 1889. On the next day, the 1 
4 It was enormously expensive to see that all voted the ticket. I[t | day of January, 1889, Judge Woods humiliated himself befor 
is amazing strange that a scheme named in so few words and so | honest and fair-minded citizens of Indiana, and brought a 
apparently simple should require such extraordinary and almost | and mortification upon the just administration of justi 
incomprehensible sums of money as this one did to accomplish | overruled and reversed his former charg ven to th 
a its object and design. on the 14th day of November preceding. His first cha 
Sut its founder and originator was equal to the emergency. | rect as it was, he had caref and deliberat riven to 1 
Large contributions of money had been secured, alike from the | grand jury. 
good and the bad of the Republican party, and history tells us Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker 
that the subscription list contains the name of at least one emi- The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HaTcH). Di t e! 
nent citizen of Pennsylvania, who has received the reward of | man from Indiana yield? 
official preferment for the part he took and the contribution h Mr. LZRA B. TAYLOR. I rise to a question of o 
made. Mr. BROWN. The gentleman sa ses to 
When the result of the labors of this scheme was ascertained, | order: I must yield for that. 
and it was known that it had placed the party in power in which Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. & 
it had originated, high carnival was held. Joy and congratula- | point of order that the remarks of rent al liana 
tions were the order of the hour. It was imagined that the pub- | are not relevant to the matter ler d ) 
lic Treasury would soon be within the grasp of the eminent pa- | suggested by the pending 1 on. 
triots whose ingenuity had planned and worked this wonderful The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Cha rru 
device, and that their thirst for greed and gain would soon be ap- | of order. The gentleman from Indiana \ oceed 
peased. Mr. EZR B. TAYLOR. I appeal from t ( 
But suddenly dismay and consternation appeared. Its origi- | Chair 
nator and all who had aided and abetted him were confronted The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from O 
with the fearful responsibility of having violated section 5511 of | Ezra B. TAYLOR] appeals from the decision o ( 
the Federal crimes act on the subject of holding elections, and Mr. EZI ; LOR \nd upon tha 5 


that the penalty was fine and imprisonment. Within ten days | to sayaword. Does 
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derstand that this rhodomontade has anything to do with the ques- 
tions under discussion in the case of Craig ts. Stewart? There 
is not a.man in this House, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWN] included, who does not know that my point is well 
made. And now, having said that, I withdraw my appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio with- 
draws his appeal and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] 
will proceed. 

Mr. BROWN. Why was that charge recalled? Was it for 
the purpose of saving some guilty person from indictment, trial, 
and conviction, which would have necessarily followed had it 
been adhered to? In this connection the language used in his 
last charge is worthy of important consideration. It is as fol- 
lows: 

That the mere sending by one to another of a letter or document contain- 
ing advice to bribe a voter. or setting forth a scheme for such bribery, how- 
ever bold and reprehensible, is not indictable: that there must be shown, in 
addition, an attempt by the receiver of the letter, or of some other instigated 
by him, to execute the scheme by bribing, or attempting to bribe, some voter 
in respect to the election of Congressmen, or in such way as to affect such 
election. —~ 

This is the language used in what is known as his supplemental 
charge, delivered on January 15, 1889, by which he placed a very 
different construction on section 5511 of the Federal statute from 
the one he had placed on it by his former charge. 

In addition, Judge Woods in the supplemental charge pre- 
scribed a rule of evidence which if adhered to made it impossi- 
ble, and was so intended, to convict the author of or those con- 
nected with him in preparing or sending out the miserable and 
criminal plan of debauching ballot boxes and corrupting voters, 
as set forth in the disgraceful blocks-of-five letter. 

For whose benefitthe supplemental charge was given is plainly 
inferable from the words it uses. It says: 

That the mere sending by one to another ofa letter. 

The point in question in the case of the blocks-of-five letter 
was that its author was guilty because he had sent it to another, 
and Judge Woods so held in his first charge. But in his second 
charge he repudiated his own words, and said it must be shown 
in addition to the sending of the letter that there was an attempt 
by the receiver, or by some one instigated by him, to actually 
execute the scheme of bribery set forth in the letter by bribing 
or attempting to bribe some voter in respect to the election of 
Congressmen. 

This last charge saved all persons who were guilty of making 
or uttering that infamous letter from even indictment, much 
less punishment. It accomplished its intended purpose. 

But the expense of the original scheme and all of its conse- 
quences had not been fully satisfied. The strain of conscience 
which this supplemental charge produced on its author could not 
be ignored. It must have due compensation. He has waited 
long and patiently for his reward. No doubt this waiting has 
been trying and irksome to him, but he has at last received his 
recompense. The President of the United States, whose election 
occurred at the time this criminal scheme did its wretched work, 
has invited him to step higher up into the temple of judicial 
glory,evenif his presence there diminishes its splendor and casts 
the mantle of shame on its honor. 

[ concede that the scheme adopted by the Pennsylvania justices 
of the peace is less expensive and insignificant compared with 
this one. But when it iscompared with ordinary dishonest elec- 
tion practices it takes high rank. Surely itought not to be per- 
mitted to enjoy the fruits of its victory. 

The people of the whole country demand free and fair elec- 


| 





tions and honest returns which unmistakably register the public | 


will. In such elections, and such only, are the liberties of our 


country assured. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr.Speaker, I have noset speech 
to deliver inthe presence of this House to-day upon the question 
which is now undergoing discussion. I have reduced nothing 
to writing. I have committed nothing to memory. What I 


by law. It was claimed also upon the same side that certain 
ballots had been cast for ‘‘Andrew J. Stewart” and had been 
wrongfully counted for ‘‘Andrew Stewart.” It was claimed also 
by the same party that certain ballots had not been numbered 
as required by the law of Pennsylvania; but in looking over the 
law applicable to the case the committee had no difficulty in 
brushing aside these technicalities. 

It wasclaimed upon the other hand by the contestee that certain 
election officers had not taken the oath of office; that in some 
cases the election had been held outside of the regular election 
precincts, and in other instances without giving the notice of 
the holding of the election which was required by law; but, 
recognizing that the decisions of the courts were plain with re- 
spect to all these questions, that there could not be any possible 
room for controversy over them, and that no elector had been 
deprived of his right to cast his vote in the Twenty-fourth Con- 
gressional district of Pennsylvania on account of these informal- 
ities, the committee dismissed such matters as entirely unworthy 
of serious consideration. 

There are simply two propositions in this case upon which your 
committee has divided. The constitution of Pennsylvania re- 
quires that certain qualifications shall be possessed by electors. 
The statutes of Pennsylvania passed pursuant to this constitution 
provide for a careful system of registration, and then go on and 
provide that any elector who has not been registered shall on 
the day of election be required to furnish an affidavit setting out 
certain facts and showing that he is a qualified elector of the dis- 
trict in which he seeks to vote, and that if he fails to furnish 
this affidavit he shall not have the right to cast a ballot. 

Now, when the election for Representative had been held in 
the Twenty-fourth Pennsylvania Congressional district, the of- 
ficers whose duty it was to canvass the vote and certify the result 
declared that Andrew Stewart had received a plurality of 123 votes. 
It is conceded, however, that there were enough persons voting 
in the Congressional district for Mr. Stewart who were not reg- 
istered, and who voted without filing the affidavits required of 
nonregistered voters, to overcome. this plurality and give the 
election to the contestant, Alexander K. Craig, provided the 
law of Pennsylvania requiring affidavits of nonregistered voters 
is deemed to be mandatory by this House, and provided also that 
the proof that these affidavits were not filed by the nonregis- 
tered voters, which has been made by the contestant, shall be 
satisfactory to this body. 

Before I proceed to discuss the two propositions upon which 
the committee has divided—tirst, whether, conceding that non- 
registered voters voted without filing the required affidavits, 
their votes shall be held to be void; and, second, whether, ifthe 
House holds the affirmative of this proposition, there is sufficient 
evidence before it that these affidavits were not filed—I desire to 
call the attention of both sides of this Chamber to a question 
about which there can not possibly be a shadow of controversy. 
There is not a particle of doubt that every one of these men al- 
leged to have voted illegally in the Twenty-fourth Congressional 
district of Pennsylvania possessed the constitutional qualifica- 
tions of electors. Even if it be assumed that these persons were 
not registered, and that they failed to file the affidavits required 
by law from nonregistered voters—even conceding that these 
two facts are proven {and that the burden of proof is, therefore, 
thrown upon the contestee to show from the record that these 
persons possessed the constitutional qualifications of electors), 
it plainly and clearly appears in the evidence in this case that 
such qualifications actually were possessed by them. 

Each one of the parties to this contest alleged in his notice of 


| contest, not simply that persons voted who were not registered 
people, the permanency of our institutions, and the glory of our | 


i 


shall say will be largely extemporaneous in its character, founded, 
however, upon a painstaking examination of the facts of this case | 
and an earnest endeavor to ascertain the principles of law which | 


are applicable thereto. I trust if my remarks shall seem to par- 
take of the heat of an advocate rather than of the disinterested- 
ness of a judge, it will not therefore be thought by the House 
that I have not impartially sought to ascertain the facts or apply 
the law involved in the case, but that it will rather be thought 
that, having once satisfied myself that my position is right, | 
cling to it with that tenacity which is a part of my nature. 
There were many questions raised in this case with which 
your committee had no trouble whatever, questions of a purely 
technical character, about which there was a consensus of opin- 
ion and which were easily disposed of. For instance, it was 
claimed upon one side that the contestee had failed to file one 
of his answers to the notice of contest within the time required 


and who did not furnish affidavits, but it was therein further al- 
leged that in numerous instances they voted without having the 
constitutional qualifications. The evidence shows beyond _ 


| question that strenuous effort was made on each side to establis 


this fact; yet, notwithstanding these earnest and persistent en- 
deavors, the parties found it utterly impossible to disclose more 
than a dozen of such voters in the whole Congressional district. 

Can this House believe for one moment that men who sought 
to contest this election on the one side upon the flimsy ground 
that the election officers had not been sworn, and upon the other 
side upon the untenable ground that certain ballots which had 
been cast for Andrew J. Stewart were wrongfully counted for 
Andrew Stewart, would not have shown, if it had been possible 
to do so, that every one of these men who voted did so without 
having the qualifications which the constitution of Pennsylvania 
required them to have? Not only this, but is it possible for this 
House to conceive that in an election for Congress in this district, 
where party spirit ran high, where each party was struggling for 
the mastery, where it was known that the election was aclose one, 


| and where it was realized that great interests were involved, 


either party, with its judges of election, with its challengers at 
the polls, and with its interested spectatorssurrounding the vot- 
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{ng places, would have permitted any person on the opposite 
pide to walk up and cast his ballot when it was a recognized fact 
that he did not possess the constitutional qualifications of a voter, 
when it was known, for instance, that he was not a resident of the 
United States, or was not a resident of the State, or had not been 
in the election district long enough to vote, or had not paid his 
tax, as required by the constitution of Pennsylvania as a pre- 
requisite to voting? ; 

here is not a shadow of doubt that these men were constitu- 
tional electors; and if this House to-day, urged on by the parti- 
san feeling which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] has 
unjustly sought to arouse, and cutting loose from those princi- 
ples by which alone this question should be decided, shall expel 
Andrew Stewart from his place on this floor and install Alexan- 
der K. Craig therein, it must be done with full knowledge of the 
fact that the 123 plurality given Mr. Stewart by the voters of his 
Congressional district was given by men who possessed the con- 
stitutional qualifications to vote under the organic law of that 
great State. Aye, more than that: if these nonregistered voters 
did vote without making affidavits—mark you, I say, if they did 
it is as plain as anything can possibly be that they did it because 
it was universally consented that they should do so. 

It is apparent that they were old residents in the wards in which 
they exercised the right of suffrage—wealthy men who had regu- 
larly paid their taxes, men who had been conspicuous in society, 
and who had held prominent offices in the district in which they 
cast their ballots. 
to make affidavits, it was, as I have said, solely for the reason that 
every man of opposite politics who was about the polling places 
recognized that they were qualified constitutional voters, and 
hence did not require the proof of that fact to be made by them 
by affidavits. Unquestionably in every instance where there was 
doubt of a person’s constitutional qualification, the voters of oppo- 
site — at the polls where he —— himself to vote de- 
manded and required proof of him 
affidavits were not filed, it was, lagain repeat, because by common 
consent of both Republicans and Democrats certain men were 
permitted to vote without them, because it was universally and 
certainly known that they possessed the necessary qualifications 
required by the constitution of Pennsylvania. 

Now, then, assuming that constitutional voters of the Twenty- 


fourth Congressional district of the State of Pennsylvania, in | 


excess of the 123 plurality returned forcontestee at this election, 
voted thereat without having registered, and without having fur- 
nished the affidavits required by the law of the State, the question 


with which this House isconfronted is, whatshall be the rule of law | 


to be applied to this state of facts? Right here I concede that 
there isa diversity of opinion in the decisions rendered by the 
courts upon this question. The supreme courts of Pennsylvania 
and Wisconsin have held that where nonregistered voters at elec- 


tions made and furnished affidavits which were defective in ma- | 
terial particulars their votes were illegal, and in thus deciding | 


these courts also held that laws requiring affidavits of nonregis- 
tered voters were mandatory rather than directory. 

This doctrine was held in the election case of Martin McDon- 
ough, reported in 105 Pennsylvania, and the rule was subse- 


quently adhered to by the supreme court of that State in the case | 


of Owen Cusick, reported in 136 Pennsylvania Report. True, the 
decisions of the courts in these cases were rendered uponastate 
of facts which showed, not thatno affidavits at all had been filed 


by nonregistered voters, but that the affidavits actually filed | 


were defective in material particulars. Thesame principle would 
doubtless, however, have been declared by these courts if no af- 
fidavits whatever had been made by the voters. 

The supreme court of the State of Wisconsin has also, as | 
have just stated, held the same doctrine as the Pennsylvania 
courts; but the supreme court of Illinois, as will be ascertained 
by reference to 78 Illinois Report, and also to 88 Illinois Re- 
port, in considering election cases under a law requiring affi- 
davits from nonregistered voters, held that such alaw was simply 
directory and not at all mandatory. That was a case where the 
constitution required certain qualifications for electors, and the 
statute laws of the State also required registration of voters, 
and provided that all voters not registered should not be per- 
mitted to vote, unless at the time of offering their votes they 
filed certain affidavits setting forth certain material facts. In 
that case a large number of unregistered voters went to the polls, 
and, not complying with the law requiring them to make affi- 
davits, voted at the election, and yet the supreme court declared 
that the law requiring these affidavits was not mandatory, but 
that it was purely directory; and that the votes of these voters 


were valid and should be counted, and that to hold that the law | 


was mandatory would be to commit a fraud upon rather than to 
protect the ballot. 


But, Mr. Speaker, we are not left without authority in regard 
to this matter ou the part of this House itself. I hold in my 
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hand the reports of contested-election cases in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and find amongst them the case of Andrew G. Cur- 
tin vs. Seth H. Yocum, a contested-election case which came up, 
if [ mistake not, in the Forty-ninth or Fiftieth Congress. The 
decision of the House of Representatives in that case furnishes 
a direct construction of the very registration laws of Pennsy]l- 
vania involved in the ease now under consideration. In that 
case three reports were made to the House, Mr. Curtin being the 
| contestant and Mr. Yocum being the contestee. The majority 
report was a very long and elaborate report drawn by the ven- 
tleman from Illinois |[Mr. SPRINGER], in which he took the broad 
ground that the statute of the State of Pennsylvania in regard 
to the registration of voters and the requirement of affidavits 

| from nonregistered voters was mandatory and not directory. 
| In that case there had been a large number of votes cast by 
nonregistered voters, and it was ciaimed in the contest, and the 
| evidence showed that many of these voters had not filed the afti- 
davits required by law of nonregistered voters. The question 
came up in the House for determination and that body as then 
constituted was called on to determine the law upon the same 
state of facts as are involved in the case now under consideration, 
viz: whether the failure to file the affidavits required by the law 
| of Pennsylvania from nonregistered voters rendered their votes 
| void. If such was the case it had to be declared by the House 
either that there was no election, and the whole matter would 
then have been remitted to the polls for a new election, or that 

Mr. Curtin, the contestant, as I have said, should be seated. 

Mr. SPRINGER, in the report to which I have referred, took 
the ground contended for by a majority of the committee in the 
present case, to wit, that the law of Pennsylvania was mandatory 
and not directory as to the filing of affidavits. The minority of 
the Committee on Elections, however, submitted a very elabo- 
rate report prepared by a gentleman from Indiana, at that time a 
member of the House [Mr. Calkins], and it was declared in that 
report, as presented to the House, that the law of Pennsylvania, 
in requiring nonregistered voters to file affidavits at the time of 
| casting their votes, was simply directory and not mandatory, and 
| that the votes cast by nonregistered voters without affidavits 
having been received by the officers of election and canvassed 
by the proper authorities, and certificates of election having 
been issued thereon, were legal votes. and must be so held; and 
the House, the majority in which was of different polities from 
the sitting member [Mr. Yocum], adopted this report, and he re- 
| tained his seat. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I hold up tothe members of this body on both 
sides of the Chamber as they are about to pass judgment in this 
case a report adopted by the House in a case in which the same 
question was involved that is involved in the case now under- 
| going consideration and in which report was maintained the 
| same doctrine for which I am now contendir Not only this, 
but in the case of Campbell vs. Weaver, subsequently brought 
b ‘fore the House, being a contested-election case from the State 
of Iowa, reported in the Digest of Contested-Election Cases of 
the House of Representatives of the United States for the Forty- 
| eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses, this House held 
virtually the same doctrine that it had previously laid down in 
the Curtin vs. Yocum case to which I have just referred. 

This was a case in which Mr. Campbell 
right of Mr. Weaver, the sitting member, to hi: 
| In that State there was a constitutional provision defining what 
were the qualifications ofelectors. Pursuantto thatconstitutional 
provision, the Legislature of that State had passed a registry 
| law which expressly provided that if any voter was not registered 
| on the day of election he should be obliged to make an affidavit 

at the polls, and that in the event he did not make such affidavit 
his vote should not be received. A large number of persons had 
voted for Mr. Weaver, who were conceded not to have been reg- 
istered, and who had made affidavits of the most defective char- 
acter, defective in the most important particulars, so defective 
that they were virtually no affidavits atall. The question came 
up before the House whether the votes so cast were valid; which, 
of course, involved the question whether this registry law of the 





was contesting the 


seat in this body. 


State of lowa was mandatory or directory. The minority made a 
report, drawn by my colleague from New York [Mr. PAYNE], in 
which they took the ground that the lav asn andatory, nit the 
majority made a report in which they discussed the question 
fully, being the very proposition involved this case, and in 
which they set forth in a very luminous manner all the argu- 


ments in support of their position, and they declared that that 
law of the State of Iowa was not mandatory, but was purely di- 
rectory, and that to consider it mandatory would be to unjustly de- 
prive the elector of the right to vote instead of muaranteeing the 
| purity ofelections. The House adopted this majority report and 
retained Mr. Weaver in his seat. 

| And now the question comes home here to-day, in view of th 
' conflicting authorities to which I have referred, what is the ru 
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that this House will follow? Why, we have beer implored to 
follow the decisions of the State of Pennsylvania. Do the gen- 
tlemen who make that appeal forget that the State of Pennsyl- 
vania thereby asks more of this House than it has been willing 
to accord to it. Do theses gentlemen forget that the House in 
these cases of Yocum vs. Curtinand Campbellvs. Weaver decided 
this question squarely and fairly and that when the supreme 
court of Pennsylvania subsequently came to pass upon itit took is- 
sue with and departed from the rulings of this House. Is there to 
be no consideration of the dignity, the privileges, or the constitu- 
tional prerogatives of this House in the determination of the 
question now in issue? Is there to be no jealousy of our author- 
ity urged or maintained upon this floor? I grant that it has been 
held by the courts of the United States that in certain instances 
they will follow thé decisions of the State courts construing 
local laws where such decisions do not conflict with the Consti- 
tution or laws of the United States. But I submit that there is 
no just reason why this principle should be applied to the de- | 
termination of contested-election cases in this body. 

Let it not be forgotten that it is not simply a question between | 
the contestant and the contestee, not simply a question in which | 
the constitutional voters of the Twenty-fourth Congressional dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania are deeply interested that we are trying, | 
but that this House is to act upon principle and that we are to 
lay down here to-day a precedent which shall be a safe rule for 
our imitation and for our government inthe future. Let no gen- 
tleman upon the other side of this Chamber make the mistake of 
laying down a rule in this case which he may be compelled to de- 
part from before this session has passed in other cases that are 
going to be presented for his decision. We should follow the 
fule of a State, if at all, not simply because it is a rule of a State, 
but because it is grounded upon the bed-rock of eternal truth 
and is wise and just. It is not a question of locality; it is aques- 
tion of propriety, of justice, and of right with which this body is 
called upon to deal. 

Now, the question is whether this House shall, by following the 
law ofa State, have as many rules for determining contested-elec- 
tion cases as there are States which compose this Union, or 
whether, looking over the entire ground and weighing the argu- 
ments carefully, this House will adopt once and for all a rule 
which shall be immutable, which can be followed in all cases and 
which will reduce to an absolute certainty that which will other- 
wise be largely a matter of political and local influence. 

[ shall not undertake to give the arguments on this question 
which are contained in these conflicting decisions. They are | 
set forth in the reports of these various Committees to the 
House, and, in the decisions of the courts to which I have | 
referred. The question is not whether this House shall now 
establish a precedent, but the question, in view of these decisions 
in the contested-election cases of Curtin against Yocum and 
Campbell against Weaver, is, whether this House shall adhere 
to the precedent which it has already established. For if it 
holds in this case that the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, re- 
quiring nonregistered voters to file affidavits before they shall | 
be allowed to vote, is mandatory, then it is going to retrace its | 
footsteps by overturning two precedents which it has already es- 
tablished and fall a victim to the importunities of partisan pas- 
sion, sought to be excited by the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
Brown] who has just taken his seat. Let it rather decide that 
it will adhere to those rules, which it has itself established, and 
which time and experience have proven to be safe rules for its 
guidance. 

I now pass to the next question for consideration. If this 
House has determined to step back over its two precedents, to 
repudiate what it has already done, to adopt the decision of a 
State whose courts would not pay it the compliment of even con- 
sidering its decisions; if it is determined to do all this, it at least 
owes it to itself to hedge the rule it so establishes about with 
such restrictions as will make it a plain and a safe rule, not only 
to contestants and contestees, but also for all people throughout 
the length and breadth of this great land. 

If it is to be held that a law which requires an affidavit to be 
made by a nonregistered person possessing the constitutional 
qualifications of an elector before he can vote is mandatory, it of 
course results that such person does not have the right to show 
by clear proof, after his vote has been cast, without challenge, 
canvassed by the election officers, and a certificate of election is- | 
sued upon it, that he actually possessed such constitutional qual- 
ifications at the time he deposited his ballot. Such consequences 
are both far-reaching and disastrous. If sostringenta rule is to 
be adopted certainly the House should in all cases insist that the 
evidence that affidavits were not made by the voter shall be of a 
plain and satisfactory character. 

The burdenof proving thatthe nonregistered voters who voted 
for the contestee did not make the affidavits prescribed by law 
is, of course, upon the contestant. He who makes an allegation ! 





must prove it. This proposition is too well settled to require 
any citation of authority. All men will at once accept it as 
true. The contestant, too, must prove not simply a part of his 
case, but his whole case. It will not suffice for him to show that 
certain persons voted at the election for the contestee who had 
not made affidavits, for they may have been registered and hence 
could vote without making affidavits. Nor is it enough for him 
to prove that persons who voted for the contestee were not regis- 
tered, since they may have made affidavits and in that manner 
have possessed the right of suffrage. He mustshow affirmatively 
that there was neither registration had nor affidavits made by 
the voters to whom he objects. 

A voter whose vote is challenged at the polls is at once put 
upon the proof of his right to cast a ballot. He must then and 
there establish that right. No presumptions are indulged in 
his favor. If, however, he is permitted to vote without chal- 
lenge and his vote is canvassed and returned and a certificate of 
election issued upon it, the rule is entirely different. If after 
all this occurs his right to vote is assailed, every reasonable in- 
tendment is indulged in his favor. The reason for this is ob- 
vious. That this position is a sound one is apparent from an 
examination of the authorities. 

In the contested election case of Wilson vs. Gooding, which 
came before the House in the Forty-second Congress a the 
Indiana Congressional district which I now have the honor to 
represent, it was declared in the majority report, which was 
adopted by that body, as follows: 

Evidence which might have been sufficient to put the voter to his explana- 
tion if challenged at the polls is not deemed sufficient to prove a vote illegal 
after ithas been admitted * * * after a vote has been admitted some- 
thing more is required to prove itillegal than to throw doubt uponit. There 
ought to be proof which, weighed by the ordinary rules of evidence, satisfies 


and convinces the mind that a mistake has been made, and which the House 
can rest upon as a safe precedent in like cases. 


In the case of Campbell vs. Weaver, already alluded to, the re- 
port of the majority of the Committee on Elections, which was 
adopted by the House, laid down the doctrine for which I am con- 
tending in the following language: 

It is quite well settled that when the elector offers his vote he must estab- 
lish all legal qualifications to justify its reception. But the act of t 
judges in receiving it is judicial. When it has been received every presump- 
tion is in favor of its regularity and legality. Whoever seeks to cause its 
rejection must assume the burden of establishing the disqualifications, even 
to proving a negative. 

I now cite another authority upon this point, which I deem to 
be good Democratic authority in this House. In the contested- 
election case of Wallace against McKinley, which was decided, 


| I believe, in the Forty-ninth or Fiftieth Congress, the distin- 


guished gentleman from Georgia, Mr. TURNER, an able lawyer, 
laid down the following as the kind and character of proof nec- 
essary to overturn the right of a voter, after his ballot had once 
been deposited in the ballot box, in the majority report of the 
Committee on Elections, which was written by him and adopted 
by the House: , 


It is not sufficient that there should exist a doubt as to whether a vote is 
lawful or not; but conviction of its illegality should be reached to the exclu- 


| sion of all reasonabie doubt. The presumption is that all votes cast are lav- 


ful. 


[am very frank to confess, Mr. Speaker, that I am not willing 
to go to this length. Ido not believe that in order to overturn 
a vote once cast and counted the illegality of the vote must be 
proven beyond areasonable doubt. I believe that that quantum of 
proof isgreater than the law requires. The rules of evidence of 
the criminal law should not be applied, and I do not ask that 
they shall be applied in this case; but I do insist that there is a 
happy medium ground which commends itself to the mind of 
every lawyer on this floor, the principle which is laid down in 
the two decisions I have cited, viz, that a mere technicality, a 
doubt, an inference, a may-be-so, is not sufficient, but that the 
proof must be reasonably plain and clear before the vote can be 
rejected. 

Not only must the proof be clear in order to reject a vote once 
cast and counted, but the law also presumes in favor of the regu- 
larity of the proceedings of election boards, presumes that they 
have done their duty, and that the requirements of the law have 
not been departed from; and that presumption can not be over- 
turned by mere technical proof, but only by proof of a very clear 
and quite conclusive character. 

Upon that point I desire to read a little authority, but I shall 
not consume much of the brief time which remains to me in read- 
ing authorities to this House. I have sought to confine myself 
to the question at issue. It has been my ambition, sir, not to 
descend to the claptrap of party politics, but to appeal *o the 
fair and honest judgment of gentlemen upon this floor. 

I confess, sir, that the temptation held out to me by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana[Mr. Brown], by his stricture upon Indiana 
Republicans, to depart from this course is a very great one. If 
I were disposed to frame an indictment against the Democratic 
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arty for violence done a free ballot and a fair count, it is just 
possible that I might put in so many and such strong counts that 
no Democrat, even, upon this floor, would be willing to sustain 
a motion to quash it. [Laughter.| 

It is possible that if I cared to enter into the question of the 
character of William W. Dudley I might put it before you in a 
yery different light from that in which it has been presented by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNn]. Suffice it 
say that Col. Dudley has always denied the charge that has been 
made against him and which has been repeated to-day upon this 
floor, by certain gentlemen who seem to think that it 
necessary to reiterate that charge in order to make it true. 

it may not, be amiss in this connection if I call the attention of 
the House to the fact that on that sultry day in July many years 
ago, upon the historic field where Pickett and Pettigrew marched 
out to make their last desperate assault upon the defenders of 
the Union, William W. Dudley fell, pierced by hostile bullets, 
fell fighting under the flag of hiscountry and gave his good right 
leg that liberty might be preserved and that the South might 
be conquered back into a Union in the preservation of which she 
is now as much interested as any other part of our common coun- 
try. [Applause.] Do not interrupt me with applause; I have 
but little time left. 

Mr. Speaker, if I were disposed to refer to Judge Woods I 
would say that in intelligence, in purity of character, and in le- 

al ability, there is no man his superior upon this floor. 

erstand very well the spirit which animates this attack upon 
Judge Woods. It is not that he purposely misconstrued the law 
with respect to Mr. Dudley, in order to shield that gentleman 
from punishment, which makes him odious to certain gentle- 
men, but it is that fearlessly, honestly, inresponse to the appeal 
of the good people of Indiana, irrespective of party, he enforced 
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for me to 
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the law against a Democratic politician who had outraged the | 


election laws and who went tothe penitentiary under a sentence 
inflicted upon him because he had altered tally sheets and forged 
election returns. 

It is sufficient for me to say, sir, that Judge Woods's character 


for integrity is such that no honest man ever questioned it or | 


ever suspected him of venality. He has been nominated by the 
President of the United States to a higher place in the judiciary 
than he now occupies, not because of his dishonesty, but because 
of his integrity, because of his high character, because of his 
learning, and because of his ability. I doubt not that he will be 
confirmed, and when confirmed an able jurist and an honest man 
will take his seat upon the high bench, towhich he is so well 
adapted. It is well known that the fight has been made upon 
him for reasons of party policy, and that the gentleman who is 
most active in pressing it here has expressed, when at home, his 
regret for the ignorant sentiment that compelled him to do so, 
and his personal belief that there was nothing against Judge 
Woods to justify the assault that had been made upon him. 

Thus far I have diverged from the line of myargument. Let 
me now return to it. I was proceeding to argue that the law 
presumes strongly in favor of the regularity of the proceedings 
of election boards, and I was about to cite an authority upon this 
point. Here itis. In Paine on Elections, section 762, I find this 
statement of the law: 

The presumption is always against the commission of a fraudulent 
gal act and in favor of the honesty and correctness of the official acts of a 
sworn officer. The true rule, while it may not require the exclusion of all 
reasonable doubt, does require clear and satisfactory proof of frand or mis- 
take before the legal presumption in favor of the correctness of the acts of 
sworn Officers will be nullified. 

Now, then, with the burden of proof upon him to close every 
avenue whereby these constitutional voters might have become 


legal voters; with the burden upon him to show by fair and rea- 
sonable testimony, not by simply throwing out suspicions and 


doubts, that these affidavits were not filed; with the burden rest- 
ing upon him to show that the election officers who must be pre- 
sumed to have done their duty failed to do it, what is the sort of 
proof to which the contestant, through hisattorneys, has resorted 
for the purpose of showing that the affidavits required by the 


statutes of Pennsylvania were not filed in this case by the non- 
registered voters who voted at the election? 
Why, sir, if these affidavits were not filed, there were the judges 


of elections who could have been called to vive their testimony on 
this point. True, the law imposed upon them a penalty if theyal- 
lowed a nonregistered person to vote without filing the requisite 
affidavit; but an examination of the law of Pennsylvania, as well 
as that of the United States, shows that under both these juris- 
dictions they could have been compelled to testify, and would in 
that event have been exempted from prosecution. Did not these 
election officers know very well whether or not nonregistered 
persons had voted without proper affidavits? Where were the 
eg challengers—men who were stationed at the polls having 

een selected because of their party fealty and their wide ac- 
quaintance with the voters of the community? Ina ward hay- 


[ un- | 


not made, if such was the fact? 
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was required to be returned to a public off and there becam 
an assessment of taxes and a p iblic record, and if the names of 
these men had not been noted upon this tax duplicate possibly 
some presumption would have been raised that they had not 

| complied with the law requiring the to fi ffidavits. 
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The law further provides that the prothonotary having re- 
ceived the returns and the affidavits from the return judge shall 
take the returns of the votes and canvass them in the presence 
of the public, by direction of the court, with the assistance of 
officers appointed by the court for the purpose. If there is any- 
thing wrong in the returns a method for their correction is pro- 
vided, and after this canvass has taken place the result of the 
the election is announced. 

Now, what is the kind of evidence to which the contestant has 
resorted to prove that the nonregistered voters who voted for the 
contestee did not make the affidavits required by law? Let us 
see. He introduces the certificate of the prothonotary, in whose 
office the affidavits of nonregistered voters were required to be 
filed by the return judge, made on the 27th day of January, 1891, 
nearly three months after the election. This certificate states 
that the affidavits to which the certificate is appended are true 
and correct copies of the affidavits of voters at the election in 
question as the same appear on file in his office at that date, to 
wit, January 27,1891. Did he call that officer to prove whether 
these were the only affidavits on file in his office right after the 
election? Oh, no; he did not do that. Did he produce the cer- 
tificate of the prothonotary that these were all the affidavits on 
file in his office immediately after the election? Oh, no. 

There is no certificate or direct proof to show whether the af- 
fidavits certified to were all the affidavits that were originally 
filed in the prothonotary’s office. The testimony of a deputy 
was taken in which he swore that the affidavits certified to were 
the only ones on file at the date of the certificate, to wit, Janu- 
ary 27, 1891, but he expressly swore that he did not know whether 
these affidavits were the only ones originally filed in the office or 
not. The affidavits so certified were less in number than the 
nonregistered voters who were shown to have voted at said elec- 
tion for the contestee. This was the only evidence offered by 
the contestant that such nonregistered voters did not make the 
affidavits at the election required by law. 

Now, this prothonotary’s office was a public office, one to which 
all men had access. I do not wish to be understood as saying 
that there is any testimony showing that these affidavits were 
tampered with; but I do say that the testimony shows that these 
records were kept loosely in this office. These affidavits were 
accessible to everybody for nearly three months. Here was an 
important contest pending. Here was a seat in the American 
Congress at stake. Here was a chance, if unscrupulous men de- 
sired it, to have carried away all these affidavits or a part of them, 
and no man would have ever been the wiser. 

But, passing all this by, what is the effectof this proof? Con- 
testant claims that it being the duty of the prothonotary to keep 
safely all affidavits filed in his office, the law presumes that he 
did so, and that hence his certificate that the affidavits were all 
that were on file at the date of his certificate is evidence that 
they were all the affidavits that were originally filed in his office 
by the return judge. 

A mere technical presumption is invoked—passing by the clear, 
the direct,the positive testimony to which I have referred—for the 
purpose of establishing the fact that the return judge did not file 
the affidavits. What does this technical proof show, if it shows 
anything? It rebuts the presumption of regulating in the pro- 
ceedings, so far as the return judge is concerned, by showing 
that he did not perform that portion of the duty which rested 
upon him alone. 

But the contestant claims even more for this evidence than 
this—he asserts that it goes still further back into the proceed- 
ings of the election and establishes the fact that the nonreg- 
istered voters did not make these affidavits, that it proves that 
the officer of the election board did not take such affidavits from 
the voters. 

Right here I take issue with these gentlemen. No logic can 
be found which will sustain their proposition. Such a doctrine 
has never been laid down in any text book. It has never been 
pronounced by any judge upon the bench. No such inference 
can be drawn from the failure of the return judge to file affi- 
davits. The Jaw presumes that the voter cast his ballot legally 
when the vote has been received and canvassed and a certificate 
of election issued upon it. The presumption is in favor of the 
regularity of the proceedings of the election board; that all things 
were done honestly; that the election officers did not knowingly 
and purposely violate the law and subject themselves to a crim- 
inal prosecution. This presumption can not be overcome by 
such evidence as the contestant has produced. 

The effect of the proof offered is simply to show that the return 
judge, aseparate person from the return board, failed to perform 
his duty. Itoverturns the regularity of the proceedings this 
far and no farther. It does not reach back and rebut the pre- 
sumption as to the other officers, as these gentlemen have claimed 
in their majority report, and as they will claim when they come 
to make their speeches, for the act of the board in taking, and of 
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the return judge in filing, affidavits are entire, distinct, and sep- 
arate acts. 

As I have perhaps stated before, the law requires, first, that 
the affidavits shall be taken; second, that they shall be preserved; 
third, that they shall be inclosed in the triplicate returns. 

And next, it requires that they shall be delivered to the re- 
turn judge. That isas farasthe law relates to the board. Then 
the law makes it the duty of the return judge on the day follow- 
ing, possibly in some instances on the day after that, to deliver 
them to the prothonotary of the county in order that they may 
be canvassed. The acts,as I have said, are separable. Itis true 
that if the affidavits were not taken they own not be filed. It 
is not true, however, that because they have not been filed they 
could not have been taken. 

You can not overturn the presumption in favor of the regular- 
ity of the board as a whole, and of their proceedings as a whole, 
because one member is shown to have failed in the discharge of 
a duty imposed upon him by law subsequent to the dissolution of 
the board. Now, what is the legal presumption that would fol- 
low proof that the return judge failed to file the affidavits as re- 
quired by law? Simply that he had lost or mislaid them or had 
deposited them in some improper place. He is already shown to 
have failed in his duty, and this presumption puts upon him no 
additional odium. 

But it has been said that there were so many nonregistered 
voters voted late in the day of the election that it was impossible 
to have taken their affidavits—that there was not sufficient time 
in which to have taken them. Now, if you take the contestant’s 
proof and turn over to it you will find the lists of voters who it is 
claimed were not registered and who voted without making affi- 
davits, and it shows that at least one-half of them voted early in 
the day. This is apparent, because the ballots are numbered in 
the order in which they were voted, and the numbers on the bal- 
lots of the nonregistered voters are, a very large per cent of them, 
among the lowest numbers on the list of votes cast. 

The very question I am now discussing, as to the effect of 
proof of the failure of the return judge to file affidavits of non- 
registered voters in the prothonotary’s office, was involved in the 
contested-election case of Curtin vs. Yocum, from the State of 
Pennsylvania, heretofore referred to by me. In the report of the 
minority presented to the House in that case, which report the 
House adopted, the following principle was laid down: 

The rule of law is that a public officer is presumed to do his duty, the con- 
trary not appearing. Under the law there were several acts required to be 
done by the officers. The first one was to ascertain whether the person offer- 
ing to vote was registered, and if he was not, to require an affidavit of him- 
self and also of a registered voter to certain facts, to see that it was properly 
executed, to take and keep it until the election was over and then return it 
to the prothonotary’s office with certain other papers. Toshow that the last 
act was not performed [that is, the filing in the prothonotary’s office] does 
not show that the rest was left undone, or that proof of failure in this one 
particular is proof of a failure in others. 

Now, sir, in the English and American Cyclopedia of Law, 
which is conceded by all lawyers to be a most excellent work, & 
very reservoir of legal knowledge to which attorneys generally 
resort, the same doctrine is laid down under the head of ** Elec- 
tions.” This Curtin vs. Yocum case is cited there approvingly, and 
the law is declared by the author to be as follows: 

When a series of acts is required to be done by the officer, the fact that 
some were not done does not affect the presumption that the rest were done. 

And in section 762 of Paine on Elections the same authority is 
cited, and the author lays down the rule that— 

The failure of the officers of election to return to the prothonotary’s office 
the affidavits of nonregistered voters does not raise the presumption that 
they also failed torequire such affidavits. 

I say that this proposition holds whether you consider the elec- 
tion board as one official and the return judge as an entirely distinct 
official, with different functions, or whether you consider them 
both as partsof the same machinery. The pointisthatthe acts are 
separable, that the taking of the affidavits may well have occurred, 
and yet the filing may not have been made; and I say again that 
whether you consider the two as an entity, or as separate and 
distinct in their functions, you can not, upon any reasonable prin- 
ciple or presumption of law or of authority, show by the failure 
to file that there was necessarily involved also a failure to take 
the affidavits. Norcan you shiftthe burden of proof in this way. 

The evidence of not filing simply rebuts the presumption of 
filing, but does not go so far as to put upon the contestee the ob- 
ligation of showing that the affidavits were in point of fact taken. 


If it does, then the burden of proof in this case is devolved in the 


first instance upon the contestee instead of upon the contestant, 
where it properly belongs. 

I shall not undertake to argue the points in this case at much 
greater length, but there are one or two other questions that I 
desire to advert to before I sit down. I have not occupied much 
of the time of this House. So far in this session I have deemed 
it more fitting in me, as a new member, tostudy public measures 
and public men than to speak every little while for the purpose 
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of getting my name into the RecorpD. Iam under no such ne- 
eessity in order to maintain my status either in this House or 
with my people at home. 

For the reason that I have not trespassed upon the House here- 
tofore I shall ask some further indulgence on this occasion when 
my time, which I observe is nearly up, shall expire. 

{ am surprised, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BROWN] should have gone to the extent of charging that 
there was any intentional wrong in the destruction of ballots in 
this district, or that the returns were improperly held back in 
the county of Allegheny. If his speech had been extemporane- 
ous and made without his having had an opportunity to investi- 
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ieny County, at Pitt 


prothonotary or any other person in Alleg} 
burg, where the vote was canvassed on 
been telegraphed to. 





ursday at noon, had 


There is nota word of proof that anybody 


| ever sought to find out, as they could have found out from the 


gate the facts of this case, even then I should have been aston- | 


ished at such utterances; but when he addresses this body ina 
set speech, with all the deliberation implied by the reduction of 
his remarks to writing—when he rises before this intelligent 
House, with the proof to contradict him at hand where it can be 
easily obtained, and asserts that there was anything wrong in 
the canvassing of the votes in Allegheny County, or that there 
was any undue delay in the announcement of the result, or that 
there was any intentional wrong in destroying the ballots in two 


indignation. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

By unanimous consent, the time of Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana was 
extended for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, I only advert 
to this subject because if anything I can do, either by preparing 
and presenting this minority report or by the presentation of the 
facts in this speech will lead gentlemen away from partisanship 
in this matter and induce them to look upon it in ajudicial light, 
and make such a decision of the questions at issue as their con- 
sciences will approve, I am determined to do it. 

Now, it is true that certain witnesses who testified in this 
case stated that it was the general impression throughout cer- 
tain portions of the district, among men of all political parties, 
immediately following the election, that Alexander K. Craig 
had been elected, and that the sitting member, Mr. Stewart, 
had been defeated. It is also true that the result of the election 
in Allegheny County was not known in Washington County so 
early as the result in the other counties was known there. This 
district consisted of a portion of the county of Allegheny (no por- 


canvassing officers had it been attempted, what the result was in 
Allegheny County until Saturday night, when a telegram having 
been sent there from Washington County, the answer came back 
that Andrew Stewart had received 2,661 p 
official count. 
My friend talks about the unprecedented majority of tl 

testee in this county of Allegheny. There is notaw es- 
timony before the committee to show whether a plurality of 2,661 
votes for the Republican candidate in this county was unprece- 
dented or not. Nobody speaks on that subject. That may have 
been more or less than the ordinary majority. There was agen- 
eral landslide in that year,and in some places the Republicans 
were largely losers. 


rality. Thi 


s was the 


The sole contest hereis not whether the vote 


| was honestly counted and canvassed and returned, but simply 


whether the votesactually cast were legal votes. Thecontestant 
never alleged in his notice of contest that there was any miscon- 


| duct in the election officers except in the receiving of illegal votes. 
of the election districts, I can not help feeling some considerable 


tion inside the city of Pittsburg—all out in the country) the | 


county of Greene, the county of Fayette, and the county of Wash- 
ington. 

Now, it is one of the most remarkable things on earth—I can 
not understand the system of logic by which it is sought to be 
done—that the contestant undertakes to prove that the sitting 
member is not entitled to his seat, and that the contestant is en- 
titled to it, by showing, that it was commonly reported after a 
close election and before the true and official vote was known, 
that the contestee had failed of election. Ichallenge any Demo- 
cratic gentleman on this floor who has practiced law to tell me, 
when he comes to discuss this case, how he justifies any such 
character of evidence as this. 

How was it that in the county of Washington they ascertained 
both the unofficial and official vote in the other counties of the 
district sooner than they did thatof Allegheny County? Theevi- 
dence shows that the unofficial returns were received at Wash- 
ington County from all the counties in the district except the 
county of Allegheny on Wednesday and on Thursday morning, 
and the official vote came in on Thursday afternoon, because ar- 
rangements had been made to get these returns early from these 
counties, and they were sent in by dispatches and messages pur- 
suant to these arrangements. 

Nopreparations, however,were made to get the returns from Al- 
legheny County. There is not a particle of evidence to show that 
one word was ever telegraphed or written to any person in order 
to get the returns from there. That is why they did not get 
them early. But on Wednesday nightsome Democrats at Wash- 
ington telegraphed to Pittsburg (outside of the portion of Alle- 
gheny County embraced in this district) to a Democratic paper 
known as the Pittsburg Post, asking the result of the election; 
that paper answered that Col. Stewart could not, in its opinion, 
get over 1,500 plurality in that county. That dispatch was not 
founded upon anything official. It could not have been, because 
the dispatch came on Thursday morning, and the law did not pro- 
vide for canvassing the vote until Thursday afternoon. What 
that dispatch was based on nobody knows. It must have been 
predicated upon rumor. 

One thing is sure; it was upon the strength of this dispatch, 
which the official count subsequently showed to be erroneous, 
that the people of the district were led to believe that the con- 
testee was defeated and to concede the election of the contestant. 

Now, then, the official count of Allegheny County could have 
been obtained on Thursday afternoon or Friday morning if the 


No claim was therein made that the vote had been dishonestly 
counted, canvassed, or returned; thatthere had beenany wrong- 
ful manipulation of the ballots or election papers, or any delay 
in canvassing the returns in the prothonotary’s office, or any 
wrongful withholding of the result when once ascertained. No 
evidence of any such things was offered when the testimony was 
taken in this case. 

Nobody contended that these officers did not do their full duty 
in these respects. Where is the proof to show that the vote was 
not honestly canvassed; that the announcementof the result was 
not accurate at the various precincts, or that the vote was not 
regularly canvassed and the result promptly announced in Alle- 
gheny County on the following Thursday according to law? 

Mr. Speaker, this whole system of attempting to prove the con- 
testant to have been elected by showing that somebody conceded 
his election shortly after the vote had been polled and before the 
official canvass had been made is in perfect keeping with the 
method whereby he seeks to prove that the nonregistered voters 
who voted for the contestee did not file the affidavits required by 
law; it is a method of circumlocution, of indirection, and of re- 
mote inference. 

But there is another point to which I wish to address myself 
briefly, and that is as to the destruction of the ballots by certain 
Republican primary election officers in two voting districts of 
Allegheny County long after the election was over. What are 
the facts in connection with the destruction of these ballots? 
Under the law of the State of Pennsylvania, when the ballots 
have been counted the election board is required to deposit them 
in the ballot box, along with certain election papers, and securely 
seal the box, and then deliver it into the possession of a certain 
person known as a custodian, whose duty it is to keep it until it 
may be required for the holding of an election, at which time it is to 


be opened after the members of the election board for that elec- 


tion have been sworn, and the ballots are by them then to be taken 
out and destroyed. 

But in this case, after the notice of contest had been filed, after 
the replies had been filed, and fourteen days after the time, not 
when the contestant had commenced to take proof, but when by the 
law of the United States he was authorized to do so, it happened 
that the Republicans of these two districts were about to hold a 
primary election. They needed the ballot boxes for this pur] 
and repaired to the places where they were deposited and opened 
them and took out the ballots, and in one instance destroyed 
them, and in another threw them into a basket, and then used 
the boxes for the holding of their primaries. The action was 


done not secretly and under circumstances intended to conceal 
the identity of the persons doing this act. Indeed, in one in- 
stance it was done in the very presence of a Democratic inspec 
tor of elections. In the other instance, when those primary ele« 
tion officers took possession of the election boxes and opened 
them, the testimony shows that they inquired, ‘* Whatshall we do 
with these ballots?” and thereupon threw them into a basket. 
This very inquiry shows that the ballots were thrown away, not fon 
the purpose of preventing contestant from proving hi case, but 
simply in order to enable the boxes to be used. There was no 
evidence of wrongin the transaction. It show at the destruc 
tion of these ballots was merely incidental to the opening of th 
box for the purpose of using it at tl ‘ ion about to be held 
This was done, [ grant you, contrary to law, carelessly, n 
gently, if you please, but with no intention to commit a \ 
against any human being. The evidence shows conclus 
why itwas done. Theevidence shows that after the Rep 
held their primary election a Democratic primary was a 
and that this party also used these same boxes for ele 
True, the law provided that the ballots were not to be destroyed 
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butt a al tion officers W hat was the effect of the destruction of these ballots any way? : 
} of a ction pr it; they had their | The poll lists and the registry lists remained. They were on file 4 
( a of election, and they were, as the | in thecommissioners’ and prothonotary’s offices, and acomparisor j 
( a thf scharge their duties. | of these lists wouldshow the names of all the nonregistered voters , 
taken 1 , and supposed that it author- } who actually voted. Therefore the o destroying the 
to destroy the ballots, or it ts was to eliminate them as evid how the voters 
‘ t y th allots on the occa- | had y l If preserved they would whether any of 
ima ti various political | them were castfor Andrew J. Stewart instead of Andrew Stewart, : 
( and whether they were numb das req { but whether 3 
in } nit me to interrupt | so cast or whether numb l or not is Wholly immaterial, as it 
1as been held over and over again thataslight mistake in the 
asurt | name of a candidate on a ticket or the fai e to number it does 
a tention of the gent 1an | not render the vote illegal. Did not the know as well as 
Li Ss! pi le fi know that they lived that t voters M 1 to show 
‘ ‘ sata regular « tion, but t LW they voted? How then was contestan ‘t by the innocent 
iction of the ballots? 
: word f 
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if ‘ 4 it i f 207 yy ft peopl 
7 \ Llto ha Did I « 1in the views that le see to hay at this 
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{ ut cdi countik of ‘ y have chosen a vote to < rv O to VN 
\ e charges were wi Chere is a conservativ« ntiment in this country, t great 
\ t vorkK ¢ alal W el which checks and c¢ rol olitical part 
‘ districts ha eel ashed into madness Dy lead¢ k to dominat 
ou ‘ ‘ ol * persons l That W ( n ti ru ny of eat on 
t of other allegs this fi for he hmen. 
i other « ties of the Con- the very threshold of the discussion it seems proper to m« 
tion been to fraudulently de- | to revert to that part of the Constitution of the United States 
sty s, the work would not | and the laws which relate to the election of members of this . 
I been extended to oth l Ho Is« 
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States to see where the power to elect members of this House is The act of January 
yested, and as to the times, places, and manner of holding elec- | provides for a careful 


tions therefor. 7 third section of 


To properly determine the elections, returns, and qualificatior And1 an sha 
of the members of this House weshould ascertain the laws which | ! be ’ 


should govern. I contend we should be governed by the lav 


the State where the election is held. section 10 provides 
Section 4, Article I, of the Constitution of the United Stat On tl oft t 











is as follows: - “s .¢ z ; = ‘ 
The times, places and manne! ctions for S« ! : ‘ 1a ; 
resentatives, shall be prescri! by the i 
but the Congress may at any e or al r i 
except as to the places of choo 
In section 5, Article I, Con t] ( the Un > 
provided that each House shall he judge of the electior 5 n 10 furt 
turns, and qualifications of it 
Under the provisions of th ition tl 
State shall have the qualification s requisite for ele tors Ot Ui 
most numerous branch of the State Legislature Tl rover! 
of the State commissions the repres¢ itative. Lf the : 
cancy in the representation from any State the executive a 
ity of the State is required to issue writs of election to fill su 
vacancies. He is the representative of the State on this flor 
To prescribe the qualification of the elector and to provi ¢ 
manner and machinery for holding electi is left to 1 | 1 
latures of the several States. Our ps sires, fro ( 





brain was coined that instrument which secured to a liberty-lo\ 
ing people constitutional freedom, never intended that Congr st 
should interfere to make or alter the regulations as to 
place, and manner of holding elections, except when the St 
refused to send representatives to Congress. 


When the Constitution was submitted to the several States fi : : 
ratification some of them refused to do so because the p ( oO ‘ ( 
was granted to Congress to make or alter such regulations. To led to v 
procure the ratification of the Constitution they were most sol- ng elections ¢ 
emnly promised that the power granted to Congress should neve © olen ‘ ) 
be exercised except when the States refused to send representa- | 0» “© PELVMese § ( 
tives to Congress. - ( i ea oO 

We know the partisan purposes for which this power has bee he ma n 2 n wl 
exercised and sought to be exercised. We know it has been ex- vo cr agiee = 7 


ercised in violation of the spirit and purpose of the provisio 











Claiming the right to do so under that provision of the Consti- right Ov ; 
tution, a partisan majority in this House passed a bill to : os 
the control of Congressional elections in the hands of its parti- | ~\ oa 
sans. a ia ( \ ( ( 

[t sought to dominate and control the elections of the count aeons 
if need be to place troops at every polling plac Ye It sought to - mesigeeseat 
prostitute the judiciary of the country by forcing it into part iapiys 
politics. It endeavored todeprive those who were charged wit 5 
an offense against the law a trial by a fair and impartia 
removing every barrier against packing it with its parti 
proposed to dominate and terrorize freemen by inflicting se — 
and excessive punishment for slight offenses, and by forcing t aghast re 
to be tried by partisan judges and juries. 

If the spirit of the dead look down upon the living 
concern about the affairs of this life, then the heroes and patriots a 
who gave imperishable luster and renown to the great str aod 
for constitutional liberty have had their souls torn with 1 yp a 
anguish at the unholy and partisan conduct of th« wl : 
sought to bind hand and foot a free people by the most : 
otic and infamous measure ever proposed in any Cong 

. do not refer to this with a view of stirring up partisa 
acrimonious feeling, but with the purpose of impressing yo 

i <a ‘ 


the importance of letting the power remain where the fat 
vested it, and that we shall respect and b 
of the several States in determining t election of a1 
ative. Having permitted the States to exercise t 
we should be : 
preted by her hichest court. 

I will now proceed to state the provision of the e¢ 
the State of Pennsylvania relating to the qualification of t » be | 
voter and the statute passed in pursuance thereof, d 




























character of evidence the qu 1 voter s } 02 a 
him to exercise his prerogatiy 

Article 5S of the « onstit ition of Ps svival in. relat te f. 7 ee 
frace and election. reads as follows: 1 to which 

Every male citizen 21 year ] g 
shall be entitled to all « nD l 

1. He shall have | itizen of the United Stat ne mont 

2. He shall have resided in the St van ° ha 

; . : i a ( ‘ 

been aqua 1 elector or native-born « of the Stat : 
moved therefrom and returned, then s t n an ¢ or Ww ‘ 





the election. aavit req 
4. He shall have resided in the election district where he shall offer 
at least two months immediately preceding the election 
4. If 22 years of age or upwards, he shall have paid wi 
State or county tax which shall have been assessed at least two months and I ' f registry o 
paid at least one month before the election te by the officers is ani 








+} on election case. 105 Pert 














1464 


of the language of the statute no unregistered person can lawfully vote until for the sitting member whose names were not on the 7 


he produces the affidavit. * * * And the affidavits shall be inclosed with 
the other papers and returned to a public office, subject to examination. 
Thus it is provided that on the registry and in the affidavits kept in a public 
office may be found the prima facie evidence of the right to vote of every per 
son whose name is on the list of voters 
* * * * x * > 

If the act of 1874 be so construed that votes 
produce no affidavits shall be counted as legal on proof in court that such 
persons had the qualifications of electors, it will be little better than the act 
of 1839, and the evil of fraudulent voting will growcontinually. Legal votes, 
in such case, may be cast by persons whose names are not on the registry 


of unregistered persons who 





and who commit no perjury, for they swear to no affidavits. Adherence to | 
the statute, if inconvenient to the elector, is a safeguard against illegal votes 
There is no presumption that all men are electors. It is reasonable that 


there be proof of the right of every claimant before he exercise it 
The State is wronged by evasion or practical nullification of 
proper construction of the statute concerns not alone the individ 
but all 
The statute makes no provision by which 
fications after casting his vote 


the law. A 
ual citizen 
an elector may prove his quali- 
it demands the proof before. 

¥ ~ *“ * * ~ * 

“We are of opinion thatit is the imperative duty of an elector whose 
name is not on the list of registered voters to produce the required affidavits 
at the time be offers his vote, and that the election officers have no power to 
waive the production of the essential proofs. And the vote of such person, 
offered and received without the requisite affidavits, isillegal, and can not be 
made legal at a subsequent investigation in the courts. 


The court ve ry properly 
make affidavits befor 
tion is over. 

In the Cusick case (136 Pa.) 
question involved in the case 
elector to vote: 
‘When anelector 


decides in that case that a —- 
‘voting can 


to 
not be corrected after the elec- 


fully considered the 
right of an unregistered 


the court 
as to the 


has established his qualification in the manner pointed 
out by law, his vote must be received in obedience to the mandate of the 
constitution. Until, however, an unregistered voter has thus complied with 
the law, he is not even prima facie a qualified elector. * * It is 
sufficient to say that the act, being mandatory, must be strictly complied 


with 

I could call your attention to other authorities sustaining the 
doctrine laid down in the Pennsylvania court, but I will not do 
so, as I consider the opinion of the supreme court of Pennsylvania 
the very highest authority on the subject. The statute should 
be rigidly adhered to, its pur pose being tosecure a fair and hon- 
est election by the qualified electors of ‘the State. Fraud in elee- 
tions is a great menace to free institutions. If the purity of the 
ballot can be preserved the country is safe, as the people can cor- 
rect the evils of bad government by placing in power honest, 
faithful, and fearless public servants. 

Menaced as the common people of the country are by the amass- 
ment of vast fortunes in the handsof the few; threatened as they 
are by the insolence of arrogant wealth; oppressed as they are by 
class legislation, their road of safety lies in the enactment ot such 
laws as will enable them to honestly record their will at the bal- 
lot box and to preserve its purity. 

It should give hopes to every patriotic heart in the country to 
see the people fully alive to this great question. 

They demand the enactment of such laws as will enable them 
more effectually to have their wishes stamped upon the legisla- 
tion of the country. 

As this statute was enacted to prevent frauds in elections, it 
should be upheld and the legislative intent carried out. 

To do so we will find our action in consonance with the inter- 
pretation given it by the highest court of Pennsylvania. 

Having stated the law which I believe should govern in the 
trial of the [ will make a brief statement of the facts of the 
case. ‘ 

At the regular election for Representative to the Fifty-second 
Congress from the Twenty-fourth Congressional district of the 
State of Pennsylvania, held in that district on the 4th day of 
Novemlh« 


case, 


r, 1890, there were three candidates for that office, to 
wit: Andrew Stewart, Republican; Alexander K. Craig, Demo- 
crat, and Edward Campbell, Prohibitionist. 

The canvassing officers declared that Andrew Stewart had 


been elected by a plurality of 123 votes. The certificate of elec- 


tion was given to him. Alexander K. Craig contests his right 
to the seat. 
The Twenty-fourth Congressional district of Pennsylvania, 


from which the above contest arises, is composed of the counties 
of Fayette, Greene, and Washington, and all boroughs and town- 
ships lying south of the Monongahela and Ohio Rivers, and the 
boroughs and townships lying between the Youghiogheny and 
Monongahela Rivers and the borough of McKeesport, in the 
County of Allegheny. 
On December 10, 1890, 


contestant served his notice of contest 
at the contestee’s residence at Ohio Pyle Falls, Fayette County, 


Pa., and on December 11 se rve d Andrew Stewart, contestee, per- 
sonally at Washington, D. ¢ 
Contestant was served with answer of contestee on January 10, 


1891, and received an additional reply 
Contestantclaims, among other t 
cast for the sitting me 


yon January 26, 1891. 
hings, many illegal votes were 


mber: that several hundred persons voted 
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list, and who did not present to the election officer the affidavits 
required by law: that there were nearly 500 of such alone in the 
borough of a Keesport; that in the First ward, McKeesport, 

there were 95, in the Second ward 222, and in the Third ward 171. 
There were ane more alleged and shown not to have been reg- 
istered. Other grounds of contest were alleged, but it is unnec- 
essary to mention them as they are immaterial for the purpose 


| of a proper determination of the contest. 


Without going into further details, suffice it to say that there 
were many more persons who were not registered and who failed 
to file affidavits, and voted for the sitting member, than would 
overcome his apparent plurality. Omitting the unregistered 
vote in the First and Second wards of McKeesport, and charging 
contestant with the votes which were not registered, and which 
he failed to show voted for the sitting member, and to further 
charge contestant with the nonregistered vote of Greene County 
which he received, still contestant has a plurality of at least 200. 

To save further discussion of this point I quote from the report 
in which the minority of the Committee on Elections give their 


| views: 


The minority concede that the contestant has shown asufficient number of 
votes to have been cast by aonieereere d persons for contestee, and counted 
for him by the election officers, to overcome his plurality, ete. 


It iscontended, first, that unregistered electors who voted with- 
out being challenged, and their ballots placed in the ballot box, 
canvassed and counted anda certificate of election issued thereon, 
thatthen their votesshould not be rejected without positive proof 
of the voter's disqualification; second, that there is not suffi- 
cient proof that the unregistered voter did not furnish the affi- 
davit required by law. 

Were the first contention right, the statute would be utterly 
worthless. 


The constitution defines the qualification of the elector. The 
fundamental lawmakers wisely left to the Legislature to fix 


| the character of proof that should be produced to establish his 


qualification. The Legislature provided that it could be done in 
two ways—one by registration, the other by proof on the day of 
the election. 

Without this evidence the elector has no right to vote. If he 
had no right to vote, certainly then it should not be counted. 

When the unregistered elector offers his vote at the poll the 
law challenges it instantly, and he knows he can only avoid the 
challenge by a strict compliance with the requirements of the 
statute. . 

If he seeks to vote without the necessary proof, it is his own 
wrong and folly. His improvidence and indifference should not 
destroy the wise purpose of the statute. 

As a further and complete answer, I invite attention to section 
12, act 1874, wherein a severe penalty is denounced when the 
officers fail or refuse to require the proof of the qualification of 
the applicant ‘‘whose name is not on the list of assessed voters 
or whose right to vote is challenged by any qualified voter pres- 
ent.” 

It is evident from this language that the Legislature did not 
intend the officers should escape responsibility because the un- 
registered voters were not challenged, but they are made amen- 
able if the voter’s name is not on the ‘list of assessed voters.” 
[t therefore follows that in settling the question as to the legal- 
ity of the vote, it is wholly immaterial as to whether or not the 
vote was challenged when he offered his ballot. 

The second contention is that the presumption must be in- 
dulged that the election officers did their duty and allowed no 
one to vote unless he was on the registry list or presented the 
affidavits; and this presumption being indulged, the proof is in- 
sufficient to overcome the presumption. 

It can be contended with reason that when the voter’s name 
does not appear on the registry list the presumption should be 
indulged that the registration officers did their duty, and had 
the voters been qualified their names would have appeared on the 
registry list. If this be a proper presumption, the logical effect 
would be that when the contestant showed that the voters’ names 
were not on the registry list, and that they voted for the sitting 
member, then the burden of proof changes, and the sitting mem- 
ber would be forced to show that the affidavits were presented 
on election day. 

[t is, however, 
order to answer 
on Elections. 

Under the law there is a registry list of the qualified electors 
required to be kept in the office of the county commissioners. / 


not necessary to take 
the argument of the 


this view of the case in 
minority of the Committee 


copy of this list is to be forwarded to the officers of election for 
use on the day of the election. The officers of election keep a 
list of all persons who vote and a tally list. Whenaffidavitsare 
presented by voters it is the duty of the officers of election to pre- 
serve them, and at the close of the election they ‘shall be in- 
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closed, with the list of voters, tally list. and other papers required 
by law to be filed by the return judge, with the prothonotary, 
and shall remain on file therewith in the prothonotary’s offic: 

The contestant presents the registration list, the list of voters 
kept by the election board, and the certificate of the prothono- 
tary, together with the proof of the deputy prothonotary thatthe 
affidavits are not on file. 

The registry list shows the qualified electors. The polling list 
shows that several hundred unregistered persons Vot ed: the 
proof shows that they voted for the sitting member. 

The records of the prothonotary’s office show that the affidavits 
of the unregistered voters were not on file where the law re- 
quired them to be. 

The absence of them from the place where the law require 
them to be creates the presumption that they were not made. 

The court in the cases of McDonough and Cusick, to which I 
have called your attention, held that the prima facie right of 
the elector to vote is only shown by his name being onthe regis- 
try list or by presenting his affidavits on election day. 

The constitution and laws of Pennsylvania intended that there 
should be record evidence of an elector’s qualification to vote 
and how he voted. 

It is required thata list of the qualified electors shall be on file 
in the office of the county commissioners; that the election board 
should keep a list of the voters and a tally list; that the unreg- 
istered voters should furnish affidavits, either written, or partly 
written and partly printed; that the election board should place 
anumber on the list of voters and opposite the name of the voter, 
and then to place the same number on his ballot. The law pro- 
vides for the preservation of the ballots and affidavits and other 
records. 

When a vote is cast, and there is an entire absence of docu- 
mentary evidence of his qualification to vote, certainly the pre- 
sumption that the election board did its duty is overcome. In 
other words, there is an entire want of documentary or other 
evidence which shows that the voter had a prima facie right to 
vote. The burden of the proofshifts to the sitting member. He 
has wholly failed to introduce any evidence that the unregistered 
voters presented the affidavits. 

There are other evidences in the record which afford abun- 
dant proof that the unregistered voters did not present the affi- 
davits on election day. Section 10, act 1874, provides: 

If the election officers shall find that the applicant possesses all the legal 
qualifications of a voter he shall be permitted to vote, and his name shall be 
added to the list of taxables by the election officers, the word *‘ tax” being 
added where the claimant claims to vote on tax, and the word ‘‘age’’ where 
he claims to vote on age, the same words being added by the clerk in each 
case, respectively, on the list of persons voting at such election. 

It will be seen that when the officers find that the applicant 
has all the legal qualifications of a voter he shall be permitted 
to vote. 

When he votes on tax, then the word ‘‘ tax” shall be added; 
when he claims to vote on age, then the word ‘* age” shall] be 
added. 

In explanation of this paragraph I call your attention to the 
fact that the law requires the applicant, when he is 22 years of 
age or upward, to state in his affidavit that he has paid a county 
or State tax within two years. 

If the applicant is over 21 and under 22 years of age, then he is 
not required in his affidavit to state he has paid tax. He votes 
on age. 

There was a failure to add the words ‘‘ tax” and ‘‘age” on the 
list by the election officer, the absence of which must create the 
presumption that the unregistered voters did not present the 
affidavits. 

I will call your attention to a fact that furnishes undoubted 
evidence that the affidavits, in many instances, were not pre- 
sented. It was a physical impossibility for them to have been 
considered. The election in Pennsylvania begins at 7 o’clock a. 
n. and closes at 7 p. m. 

The actual time engaged in holding the election would be 
twelve hours. 

At the Second ward in McKeesport there were 951 votes cast: 
222 were unregistered. 

Considering that the election officers were doing their d ity, 

eading both affidavits, examining the registry list and the tax 
receipt, and passing upon the ggg of the qualification of th: 
voters, and recording the vote, I do not overestimate the time 
that it would require when I say it would take four minutes to 
the unregistered voter. . 

At that rate only 15 unregistered votes could be received per 
hour. In twelve hours only 180 votes could be received. 

It required the careful reading of 444 affidavits inone day, out- 
side of considering them, and recording 951 votes. 

; It was a physic al impossibility for the officers to have done so. 
There were 171 unregistered voters voting in the Third ward of 
McKeesport, requiring a whole Jay alone to have received these 
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It seems to me that 


Dallots 


( i os { i A 
and other evidence in the case ov ! I rly establishes the 
fact that the affidavits were rt ! 

The statute r quires that I ) l 
the morning of the next general « 

In the First and Second wards of Mck t ba 
containing th ballots i 1 ( “} 
were in the custody of o Rep , 

asa ed in cont ints no i y 
if unregistered votes were cast in t 

Two days before contestee ed I 

stices of the peace opened the ba t boxes and destro 
ballots in violation of law under prete! wal { 
oxes to use ata Re ! ima ( Thes 

s of the peace were engaged in the conduct of the Novemb 

( oO! Ch y Knew s ites Vas 9olne on, and there vas 
juestion of a large numb r of illegal votes cast at these two wards. 

This conduct, to say the least that can be said, was suspicious. 
{ have no doubt from the circumstances in relation thereto that 
the ballots were destroyed with the view of making it impossible 
for the contestant to procure the evidence nec ssary to show the 
fraudulent conduct of the officers of election in permitting per- 
sons to vote who were not rally qualified to do so. 

The conduct of these parties is but another fact to show tha 
the election laws had been disregarded in holding the election. 

In conelusion I desire to say that | believe the contestant wa 


duly elected by the people of Twenty-fourth Congressiona 
district of Pennsylvania to represent them in the Fifty-second 
Conan ss. 

A pone guilty to the charge of being a partisan, but if I know 
myself I can, with absolute truth, say that | in any case 
evchuals report to the House thata Democrat should be given 
a seat to which a Re With the hid- 


vil rot 
Ww no 


yublican has been elected. 


eous picture before us of a partisan majority outraging the Con- 
stitution and laws of our country by giving seats on this floor to 
those who were never elected, and depriving those of their seats 





whom the people of their districts had sent here to represent 
them; while in that picture we see ‘* general parliamentary law ” 
+ then administered showing its elastic qualities — nting 
itself in questionable shape; while our minds are filled with the 
recollections of a violated Constitution and laws, o eed of 
precedents of a hundred years, of outraged constituencies, yet 
that picture should not fire our heartsor excite our minds so that 
we shall wrong the humblest voter in the land. 

We should not let partisan feelings influence us to do wrong, 
yet the fear of being charged with partisan conduct and political 
wrongs should not deter us from doing exact justice toone though 
he be a Democrat. [ \pplause on the Democratic side of the 
House. | 

The SPEA K ER pro te Htpol ( 
tucky desire to reserve the balance of 
has twenty-five minutes remaining 


Mr. PAYNTER. : 


[ reserve the balance of my time. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. 


sion. See Appendix. | 


Does the gentleman from Ken- 


his time? The gentleman 


5 , . = 
vithholds h 


STONE 3 remarks for rr 
The SPEAKER pro tenpore. The gentleman from Pe nsyl- 
vania desires to reserve his time. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAK ER pro le Wepore. The 
{| Mr. COBB] is entitle d to the floor 


centleman from Alabama 


Mr. COBB of Alé —— If some other gentleman on that sid 
of the House desires to be heard, I will yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . Does any other member of the 
committee wish to address the House? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama, I will proceed. I had proposed, Mr. 
spe aker, to occupy very little time in the argument which |] 


shall attempt to present in this cas 


Do I understand that the gentlema Indiana desir 


re oO 

vield to another ventleman on his side? 

} JOHNSON of Indiana. Iwill yield to the gentleman from 
Vermont |Mr. POWERS|. 

Mr. POWERS. | do not desire to address t I] 
side of the case. 

The SPEAK ER pro tempore. Does t a \la 
bama yield to the gentleman from V« nt? 

Mr. COBB of Aisbe uma ] ield tl oO - 

The SPEAKE R pro tempor Does t centleman from Ala 
bama yield part of his time to the gentleman from Vermont? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. [ ask that he be recognized in his 
own time, and J will address the House later. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I am happy that I can 
to the request of my friend on my right who took his seat 
minutes ago [Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana] and consid 
tion upon its merits, irre spec tive of political considerat 
ques tion its If very well iustrat the fact that contester CC- 
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tion cases have no business to be settled bya political body. In- 
deed, the very differencesin the decisions which have been quoted 
here only arise from the fact that the majority of the House in 


one Congress was One way and the majority in the next perhaps 
entirely different. Some better course should be provided; but 
it not having been provided, the only thing we can dois tosettle 


the question as best we may. 
[It seems to me, sir, that the question presented tousisa judi- 


cial one, and that, irrespective of sentiment and partisanship, it 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 
| 
| 


s ld b ttled and decided ma judicial basis. It seems, as 
I gather from the report of the major ity and the m inority, +e 
in the State of Pennsylvania there isa ~ gistry syste m, whicl 
provides in substance that no person shall be permitted to vote 
unless his name is duly registered. 
An« ption has been provided for, by which a person who | 


fails to get his name upon the registry list is permitted to vote 











o sp cific proof of certain facts. That proof consists of 
al t, which is to embody certain specified facts, covering 
the question of his residence and several other questions, and 
when that affidavit has been presented to the election officers 
they are bound, if the aflidavit is in proper form, to receive his | 
vote. But the law goes a step further. It requires that this 
affidavit, together with the other papers connected with the 
election mut y, shall be filed in ac ‘rtain office, the office of 
the prophonotary. Now, the gentleman from Indiana on my 
right |Mr. JOHNSON] argues that this statute is merely directory, 
and that whether itis complied with or not is unimportant. 
Right there, sir, I take issue with the ge ntle man. 


nsist that all statutes which prescribe the methods that must 

be adopted by a voter in order to entitle him to cast his ballot 
are mandatory, and that this statute is just as mandatory as the 
law which requires the voter to be 21 yearsofage. InsomeStates, 
my own among the number, we have a law re quiring voters to 
be registered, and we have no law that gives the voter any right 
to vote unless his name is on that registry list. Perhaps the 
Pennsylvania statute is the better one; but in our State, and I 
think in other States where the same system prevails, no man 
can vote unless his name is on the list, and it has been uniformly 
held that the requirement of registration is just as essential to 
the right to cast a ballot as the re quirement of the requisite age. 
So, Mr. Speaker, I insist, first, that the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. JOHNSON] is wrong in his assumption that this is 
merely a directory statute. Secondly, the gentleman argues that 
if that be not so, then there is acertain presumption arising from 
the facts of this case which authorizes the contestee to assume 
that he is entitled to the seat. The gentleman has much to say 
about the prima facie righ tof the contestee or sitting member. 
He reminds me of a remark of a witty lawyer in our State, who 














| contestee without making their affidavits 
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law says they should be found the pre sumption is, if there is any 
presumption at all, that they do not exist and that they never 
did exist. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I dislike to vote against my peer sym- 
pathies, but when a question is presented which is purely a dry 
question of law my oath requires me to act as I see the Lent, and, 
reading these reports, both the reportof the major rity and that of 
the minority of the Elections Committee, it seems to me as clear as 
sunlight that there has been no proof in the case on either side 
that the men whose votes determined this election ever made 
the affiday ite required by law. 

Mr. ¢ OX of Te nnessee. Speaking of the affidavits, I want to 

ill the gentleman’s attention to this point. Is it not as impor- 
tant under the statute to preserve the affidavits as it would be to 
preserve the list upon which the voters were recorded? 

Mr. POWERS. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. 
It seems to me thatit is equally important that the evidence 
which sustains a man’s right to an office should be on file, if the 
absence of that evidence will throw him out, if it happens to be 
missing inagiven case. Sothat in the case of the law requiring 
a voter to have his name upon a registry list, and requiring fur- 
ther thatthat list shall be recorded in the office of the clerk—it 
seems to me perfectly plain, Mr. Speaker, that if you go to the 
office of the clerk, where the law says the list should be deposited, 
and it is not found there, the presumption is not only strong, but 
it is violent, that no such record was ever made. 

Some of the argument presented here by gentlemen in supportof 
the minority pepers goes, it seems to me, upon a wrong basis, and 
that is, that the presumption of regularity in the proceedings is 
to be invoked in behalf of the sitting member. I have already 
alluded to the fact that when you attack a man’s right to an of- 

ice, the very vital question is, was he elected; and there is no 
middle ground whatever for presumption—the question is solely 
one of dry, naked fact. And if either of these gentlemen, in the 
progress of this controversy, omitted to prove a fact which was 
open to them to prove, that is their fault, not the fault of the 
House. The business of the House is to decide the case precisely 
as a court of justice would decide it. If a party in a court of 
justice fails to produce proof which he might have produced it 
is his business to ask as a new trial; but on the trial of the facts 
as presented he is bound to take the result which law and rea- 
son point out as necessarily following. [Applause.] 

Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to what seems to be the main and control lling que stion 
in the case and which is submitted to each member of this body 
for consideration and judgment. It arises upon the issue joined 
by the majority and minority reports of thecommittee. The ma- 
jority of the committee maintain that the evidence taken before 
them and reported to the House shows conclusively that the 
election laws of the State of Pennsylvania were disregarded in 
this, that a large number of nonregistered electors, sufficient i: 
numbers to overcome the majority of the contestee, voted for the 
, as required by the elec- 


| tion laws of the State of Pennsylvania. 


once defined a prima facie case to be a case that was ‘‘good in 
front but bad in the rear.”’ 

The gentleman from Indiana says that the contestee has a 
prima jacie right to a seat here. Why? Because he holds the 
certificate of election. That would be true, sir, if this question 
cam » betwe the sitting member and some third party; but 
when tl tion goes directly to his right to a seat at all in 
this H , then there is no presumption whatever in his favor. 
He stands like every officer whose right and title to an office is 
attacked by a quo warranto proceeding. There are no presump- 
ti in! favor. There would be in a contest arising between 
him and outside persons; but when his right to the office is di- 
X ‘ ked, it de ves on him to show his right. 

so, when the committee in this inquiry came to the point 
W they had to ascertain whe the r these affidavits had been 
filed—because it has been confessed here that there was no regis- 
tr voters—when they « came to the question whether | 
these affidavits were on file, they applied to the very office where 
t says that the affidavits should be filed, but they were not 
f I e gentleman from Indiana says the pre- 

ffidavits were duly made by the voters. 
at the presumption, if there is any pre- 
s yt bout it, is that they wi never made by the voter 

W hene | ‘ esa paper to be deposited in a particu- 
lar ot * whom it may concern, if you go to that office and 
l ing from the very place where the law says it 
D he presumption is that no such document exists. 0 | 

t case reduces itself right down to a nutshell. The 
n Indiana[ M1 5 RA A N vho opened the discussion, 

a lered the case of Judge Woods with such eloquence, 
a ntleman from nih on my right [Mr. JOHNSON] 
who d Judge Woods with equal eloquence, have both gone 
ent e of the question atissue. The question here is 
this t Pen vania statute which requires that these af- | 
fidavits shail be taken a mandatory statute? And when you | 
ome to the proof of 1 question whether the affidavits were 


4 
taken or not, then if they are not found in the office where the 


This position of the majority is strongly controverted by the 
minority, who maintain the evidence insufficient to establish the 
fact that nonregistered voters failed to file their affidavits as re- 
quire d by law; but, upon the other hand, insist that the prepon- 
derance of the evidence shows that such affidavits were filed. It 
is agreed by both the majority and the minority of the commit- 
tee that ballots were cast for the contestee by nonregistered 
voters, and = on calling on the prothonotary nearly three 
months after the election for such affidavits for use in this con- 
test they were not to be found, and it is further conceded that 
these ballots of nonregistered electors were taken and counted 
by the election boards, and upon the faith of them a certificate 
of election was issued to the contestee. 

t is maintained by the supporters of the majority view of the 
case that the fact of these affidavits not being found with the 
prothonotary raises the presumption that they were not in fact 
taken, and is sufficient to throw the burden on the contestee of 
showing they were taken, and on his failure to assume this bur- 
den and make this proof, the contestant ought to prevail in this 
contest. 

Mr. ceereetes do not believe the doctrine of the shifting of 
the burden obtains in this case. The contestant starts with the 
burden and can not safely lay it down short of proving his entire 
case by such proof as when weighed by the ordinary rules of evi- 
dence convinces and satisfies the judgment of this House. He 
an not prove a part of the material facts in his case and then say 
to the contestee, ‘‘ You must prove a negative as your defense; on 
failure to do so you lose the case.” 

The majority, in arriving at the conclusion that the evidence 
showing that these affidavits were not found with the prothono- 
tary raises the conclusive presumption that they were never in 
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fact taken, ignore all other evidence and presumptions arising | REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
therefrom in the case. | Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. private bi ind resolutions were 


The fact conceded by both the majority and minority that these | severally reported from committ sail tite Aiea ied nd 
~, 7 . : v7. * baliy LC} rotrl lilt Oo é rk, al 
ballots were cast, received, and counted by the election officers | referred to the Committee of the W is { ws 


raises thestrong presumption that they were legal, thattheelec-| By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committ TT an § 
tion officers did their duty, and required the proper affidavits to} <A pill (H. R. 1772) for the r ( an 
be made. We are therefore met with two conflicting presump- | amendment. (Report No. 433. —— 
tions. Which of the two is the stronger and should prevail, be- A bill (H. R. 5287) for 























comes a pertinent subject of inquiry. The value and strength to | 434 , 
be given a presumption must depend upon and have some relation \b H. R. 3398) for the 2 
to the value, strength, and relevancy of the facts from which it | No, 435. 
is drawn. A bill (H. R. 5458) to nd s | 

The members of these election boards were officers sworn tO | act making appropriations for sundrv cit sata 
do their duty and fill every requirement of the law. The law | eynment for the year endi1 lune 30. 1867. a 
laid a heavy hand on each member, in that it imposed upon ! im | noses.” approved July 28 L86¢ Re . 43¢ 
the imperative duty to require affidavits of a lelectors that voter By M SNOW from t ( 
who were not registered under the pains and penalty, on failure H. R. 1742) for the relief of Mrs a 
so to do, of fine or imprisonment or both. These are some of | No, 437.) ea =. 

he strong and cogent facts and conditions out of which arises Bv Mr. BELTZHOOVER. from t { on War Cla 
the presumption that the members of these election boards per- | A bill (H. R. 3333) for tl X 
formed their duty and required affidavits of a ! istere Rem Yo. 438. 
electors. The presumption that the majority claim 1s contr Bv Mr. WINN. from the Com \ 
ing arises out of the simple fact that these afiidavits were not H. R. 5262) for the relief of Mount : Ponort No 
found with the lawful custodian of them when called for to | 139. e 
used in this case. By Mr. WILSON of M uri, from the Committee on Pe 

No one is liable to fine or imprisonment for their loss. The la sions: A bill (H. R. 1737) to increase the pension of Anna Ma 
simply directs the returning judge to deliver them to the pro- | Y« , a Revolutionary pensior R t No. . 
thonotary, whose duty it was to keep them. Here: 
bility ends. No fine, no imprisonment for the ret u ie eis ae 

a eee eee ILLS. RESOLUTIO ‘ »M 

or the prothonotary for failure to perform their duties. 2 5 

Now, I submit to the House that the presumption arising that Under clause 3 of Rule XX] 
the election officers did their duty and required affidavits in each of the following titles were introd , Severa read 1 nd 
of these cases in dispute is as much stronger than the presump- | referred as follows: 
tion that the returning judge and prothonotary did their dut; By Mr. HARVEY: A H. R. 648] ( 
as are the injunctions, mandates, and penalties of the law rest- s of the town of Elreno, Okla., a ol to tl 
ing upon them to do their duty, over and above the requirements | Committee on the Public Land 
of the law resting upon the returning judge and prothonotary By Mr. CADMUS (by {. R. 6482) toa 
do their duty. act to incorporalg the ' 5 ! Na 

Suppose a man is required to preform two distinct duties which | 5“: Railroad Compan) ot : Vist 
he voluntarily assumes to perform, an omission to perform the one | ‘ nbla 
subjecting him to fine and imprisonment, un omission to perform By Mr. HAYNES of Oh H. Ix. 6453) to 
the other involving no liability whatever. He omits to perform | PC’™anent preservation a1 Istody « ‘ S r 
one. Which of the two would naturally be charged to his omis- | Cr armies, and tor ot tot 
sion? I think every presumption would settle this question con- | +*!!41rs 
clusively in favor of the duty he was under the least obligation By 4 DURBOROW , H. R. 6454 
and compulsion to perform. " — , ibitors at 1 M : Nn I 

In a prosecution agai one of these election officers for fail- | “e“**S°y * eee A : : ; , 
ure to require an affidavit in case of a nonregistered elector I do ‘ t Committee ¢ A ‘ 
not think you wiil find a lawyer anywhere who would conten By Mr. TILLMAN: A H. R. 648 
that the failure to find the aftidavit of such elector with the pro- | 2 rsat the World's‘ bian | 
thonotary would be sufficient to raise a conclusive presumption 7 ee 
of such officer’s guilt. a A; 

The contestant seeks to destroy the ballots of over 123 elee rs ' : ; 
of the Twenty-fourth Congressional district of the State of Penn- ee ee a 
sylvania, and defeat the will of the majority as determined by a || = rer ' 
count of the votes according to the forms of law, and impea Sempre ges tce : 
the title of the contestee to his seat as a member of. the Fi os er ia? 
second Congress. This should not be done upon doubts or s ne on at ‘ 
picions. Nothing short of clear and cone isive proof w tigi. | ee eee a 
tify such action. ee eee ee en ot 

Mr. Sp: aker, this case should be lifted out of the domain o ai . Sa a > 7 
polities and beyond the touch of party prejudice and passion, and UU —— Sass — to 4} : ‘ % 
decided upon its merits, having a du > I soard ior a inte st ro a’ ‘ Tem a? NC ; 
concerned. [Applause.] ; Pret tag engage 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to continue 1 in the R oe Mr. WAUGH: A 

. y i . vy ‘ £4 


ORD, if there is no objection. { 
Mr. O°YFERRALL. I object. ed March 3. 1877 Pee 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has fi By Mr. HEMPH 

minutes of his hour remaining. Does he d ‘e to rt e the estal 

time? National ¢ ( 
Mr. WAUGH. Yes, sir. th ref ce tot 


xf ‘ ™m . 1 *44 +3 — { 
[Mr. COBB of Alabama withholds his remarks for revi = ; 
. . I \ { 
See Appendix. | a : 
* ( ( Columbia 
Mr. O°FERRALL. I move that the House do now adjourn, {4 new sewera ( 
District of ¢ Dia 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. By Mr. PICKLER 
Pending the announcement of the vote, liseases of the He o the | tte ri 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. By Mr. GREENLEA b 
CUMMINGS, indefinitely, on account of sickness. vices rendered in the « I 2—to 4 
The motion of Mr. O’FERRALL was then agreed to; and accord- eounts. ) 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned By Mr. CAIN 
until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. the Territory of 1 tal asking’ no ang ‘ 


hls > aera el 


aes ee ——————— 
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vation of the Southern Utes of Colorado, such as shall involve 
their transfer to the Territory of Utah—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Requesting the Committee on Agriculture 
to inquire into and report to the House as to the advisability of 
publishing and distributing 300,000 copies of the work entitled, 
Diseases of the Horse—to the Committee on Agriculture. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 6494) granting a pension to the 
widow of C. F. oon the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6495) for the relief of S. D. Chelf and oth- 
ers—to the Saeaciien e on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: 
Sanford Graham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 6497) for the relief of 
James Stewart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6498) for the relief of 
Edward Cahalan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6499) for the relief of Samuel 
H. Sentenne and Paul Boileau—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6500) to place Elijah J. M. Button on the re- 
tired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: A bill (H. R. 6501) granting a pension 


A bill (H. R. 6496) for the relief of | 
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to John H. Foster, of Campbell County, Ky.—to the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6502) for the relief of Mary L. 
Ross—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: A bill (H. R. 6503) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of James Bell, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R.6504) granting a pension to Mary 


J. Morlon, widow of Gilbert Morlon—to the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions. - 
By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 6505) for the relief of Andrew 
L.. Francisco—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 6524) to pension Alpheus A. 
Bramell—to the C a on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6525) granting a pension to Philip W. Lewis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6526) increasing the pension of Andrew J. 
W. Lyons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6527) granting an increase of pension to Dan- 
iel W. Hilligoss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6528) granting a pension to Milton 8S. Daven- 
port—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6529) to correct the military record of 


| Ireneus Shortridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6530) granting relief to Robert P. Horn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLCOX: A bill (H. R. 6531) for the relief of Louis 
H. Bristol, administrator—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. YOUMANS: A bill (H. R. 6532) to permit Lewis Scho- 
field, jr., to prosecute his claim against the United States in the 


| Court of Claims—to the C ommittee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARWIG: Memorial of the mayor and common council 


| of the city of Superior, against the proposition before Congress 


to annex the city of Superior to the customs collection district 
of Duluth, Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of citizens of Coronado, Cal., of 
Los Angeles, of Santa Ana, of San Luis Obispo County, of E isi- 
nore, of Riverside, of Lemoore, of Bakersfield, of Tustin, of Pas- 
adena, of Traver, of Merced, of Los Angeles, of San Luis Obispo, 
of Santa Paula, of San Buenaventura, of Los Alamos, of Los An- 
geles, of Santa Maria, of Santa Barbara, of Pomona, of Tehachapi, 
and of Santa Monica, for aid to the Nicaragua Canal—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Papers to accompany House bill 6314, 


for the relief of James Staggs—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 6506) granting a pension to Ellen | 
Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 6507) granting a pension to Sarah 
A. Hagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 6508) granting a pension to Joseph 
Fortier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6509) granting a pension to Herman Heinze— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H. R. 6510) for the relief of James 
H. Elgin, of Washington County, Md.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MCRAF: A bill (H. R. 6511) to pension Rebecca M. 
Youngblood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6512) for the 
relief of Emily T. 
sions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: 
relief of the estate of Leander Black, deceased, late of Fayette 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Ciaims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6514) for the relief of John A. Farley, of 
fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill | 
G. Johnson, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6516) for the relief of E. C. Oakley, adminis- 
trator of W. H. Neal, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAYNER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6517) granting 
compensation to William T. Miles of Baltimore, Md., for the 


Affairs. 
By Mr. BUSEY: Petition of 150 citizens of the Fifteenth Con- 


| gressional district of Illinois, for the passage of a bill granting 


160 acres of land to honorably discharged soldiers and sailors not 
holding land under preémption or homestead acts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lock Haven, Clinton County, Pa. 
asking that the World’s Columbian Exposition be kept open or 
Sundays—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposis 
tion. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Papers to accompany House bill for 


| the relief of Edward Cahalan—to the Committee on War Claims. 


MeMurtrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


A bill (H. R. 6813) for the | 


'H. R. 6515) for the relief of the estate of Dudley | 


seizure and taking away by the Union forces of the war of 1861 to | 


1865 his property—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6518) for the relief of William T. 
o the Committee on War Claims. 


Miles— 


By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 6519) for the relief of 
John W. Malone, sr., of Tennessee—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R? 6520) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth A. 
Gill, executrix and trustee of William H. Gill, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. RIFE: A bill (H. R. 6521) for the relief of Michael J. 
Fitzgerald—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6522) grant- 
ing apension to Mrs. S. G. Mather—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TA Y LA mR of Tennessee: 


A bill (H. R. 6523) for the re- 
lief of Alexander Cawood 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. CADMUS: Petition of H. R. Dickerson and 79 others, 
of Denville, Morris County, N. J., asking for an amendment to 
the Constitution prohibiting the recognition of any established 
religion or an appropriation for any sectarian purpose—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of tobacco merchants of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, asking for the amendment of section 26 of the act 
of Congress of October 1, 1890—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Petition of F. T. Lockheart, L. C. Rog- 
ers, and 43 other citizens of Wirt County, W. Va., praying for 
the passage of the proposed form of the sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, to prohibit any State from 
enacting any law respecting an establishment of religion or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof, etc.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of L. F. Stone, A. Williamson, and 23 others, 
for the same purpose—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial to accompany House bill 4860, for the relief of 
the Methodist church of Point Pleasant, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of many citizens of Louisville, 
Ky., favoring the passage of an amendment to the Constitution, 


to be known as the sixteenth amendment, against the appropria- 


tion of any moneys for any institution under sectarian or ecclesias- 
tical control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICKERSON: Papers to accompany bill granting pen- 
sion to J. H. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Remonstrance of J. W. Crocker and 800 
others of Knox County, Me., against the passage of a bill to per- 
mit purse seining of fish in inshore waters and rivers—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Also, petition of citizens of Lake View, Me., for the passage 


of bills prohibiting dealings in future products and defining lard— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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of Pennsylvania, for a law to make certain issues of money a full 
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Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Perry Wright Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Coon Rapids, Iowa, against the free coin- 
age of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 


tain pond be granted the State of Iowa for certain purposes—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Chicago, asking legislative action on certain changes of spelling 
the English language—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial to Congress for a national alphabet—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Petition of citizens of South Carolina, pray- 
ing for the improvement of navigation between North and South 
Santee Rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers to accompany the bill for the relief of 
Lavina Jobe, widow of Robert M. Jobe, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: Statement of C. M. Boothe in the matter of 
Mary J. Morton’s claim for a pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Rev. Dr. Byngton, against a reduction of ap- 
propriations for Indian schools—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of Sarah Cowgill, for relief—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTER: Papers to accompany House bill 1345—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 
Wellsboro, Tioga County, Pa., protesting against the opening 
of the World’s Columbian Exposition on the Sabbath and sale of 
liquors, and asking that the art gallery be managed according 
to the American standard of purity in art—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of the congregations of the United 


Bretheren, United Presbyterian, and Presbyterian Churches of | 


Scottdale, Westmorland County, Pa., protesting against the open- 
ing of the World’s Columbian Exposition on the Sabbath, and 


the sale of liquors within the Exposition, and also requesting | 


that the art department be managed according to the American 
standard of purity in art—to the Select Committee on the Colum- 
bian Exposition. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of citizens of Martin County, 
Ky., for the relief of B. L. Davis, of Johnson County, Ky., to ac- 


company House bill 4882—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of Henry Busse and 200 others, of 
Auglaize County, Ohio, praying for a ship canal along the route 
of the Miami and Erie Canal from the waters of Lake Erie tothe 
Ohio River at Cincinnati—to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of citizens of New York, for the 
adoption of the metric system of weights and measures—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Affidavit of Charles F. Mulner to ac- 
company House bill 6101, for relief of Capt. Charles Reece—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Resolution of Gravelly Hill Alliance, of Lit- 
tle River County, Ark., in favor of the Livingston subtreasury 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Oakland Alliance, No. 1, of Clark, Ark., in 
support of the same bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petitionof Mrs. Eli Hutchins and 107 other 
ladies of South Wabash, Ind., for the closing of the World’s Fair 
on the Sabbath day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 
Exposition. 

Also, affidavits of W. H. Sutton, John O. Spurgeon, D. B. Snod- 
grass, A. D. Kemball, Abram Mills, W. C. Barnes, C. F. Mather, 
John Comer, J. Middleworth, B. H. Jones, J. J. G. King, William 
J. Conner, Leander Lawson, Isaac Hamilton, and H. Burk, in 
support of House bill 1682, forthe relief of William H. Sutton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrance against the passage of the 
Lapham bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eriles, 

Also, remonstrance from the town of Searsport, Me., contain- 
ing 149 names—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of Benninger Grange, No. 829, 


| in rural districts 
Also, petition of J. A. Gallahan and others, asking that a cer- | 


| silk culture- 
By Mr. DURBOROW: Two petitions of citizens of the city of | 


| Republic, Department of Maryland, 


> passage of a bill for the free delivery of mails—to the Commit- | legal tender for the payment of debts—to the Committee on the 
3 tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | Judiciary. 

2 Also, remonstance of Bath Board of Trade, against the pas-| Also, petition of the same grange, for the enactment of a law 
ES sage of abill permitting purse seining of mackerel and menhaden | defining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on 
7 in inshore waters and rivers—to the Committee on Merchant | Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the same grange, for the e1 
to prevent dealing in futures or options—to 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same grange, for the fr 
to the Committee on the 


tactment of a law 
Committee on 


e delive ry of mails 


Post-Office t 


and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the same grange, for the encouragement of 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same grange, for the enactment of a law 
preventing the adulteration of drugs and food 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania: 
urtrie, asking for a pension 
sions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of Rebecca F. 
Taylor, executrix of Thomas Taylor, deceased, of Fayette County, 
Tenn., for reference of claim for stores and supplies used by the 
United States Army during the late war to Court of Claims un- 
der the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 250 members of the Methodist 
and Baptist churches of South Dakota, protesting against the 
opening of the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition by way of resolution, of the South Dakota Chris- 
tian Endeavor Union, for the same purpose 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of 56 members of the Catholic churchesof South 
Dakota, for the same purpose 
Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Protest of Hartley Post, No. 451, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Hartley, Iowa, against the free coin- 
age of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

By Mr. RAYNER: Petition of William T. Miles, of Baltimore, 
Md., for compensation for the seizure and taking away of his 
property by the Union armies during the war of 1861 to 1865 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of G.C 
and protest against the taking by purse seines of menhaden and 
mackerel—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of Charles Leigler, Du- 
quoin, Ill., to keep the Columbian Exposition open on Sunday 
to the Select Committee on the Col 

By Mr. SPERRY; Memorial of D. C 
Department of Connecticut, 
bill 4408 and Senate bill 897 
fairs. 

By Mr. STUMP: Petition of D. C. Gilman, Esq., president of 
Johns Hopkins University of Baltimore City, and John Glenn, 
Esq., against the removal of the Utes—to 1 In- 
dian Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of 


to the Committee 


Petition of Emily T. Mon- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


to the Select Com- 


to the Select Committee on the 


Andrews, of Saco, and others, 


imbian Exposition. 

Rodman Post. 
Kast Hartford, in support of House 
to the Committee on Military Af- 


- . 
No. 65. 


. : 
the Committee or 


Denison Post, No. 8, Grand Army of the 


against the passage of the 
free-coinage act—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights. and 
Measures. 
By Mr. VAN HORN: Petition of Eliza Conroy, for widow 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. WAUGH: Petition of members of Stilwell Post, No 
375, Grand Army of the Republic of Colfax, Ind., against the 


of silver to the Committers 


passage of a bill for the free coinag: 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


Also, petition of citizens of Medaryville, Ind., agains pas 
sage of abill for the same purpose—to the Committee on Cx Lor 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Clinton County, Ind., for the passage of the 
bill for the relief of Capt. James E. Southard—to the Cor 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hamilton County, Ind., for the pa 
sage of a bill increasing the compensation of fourth-cla 0 
masters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Row 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts: Petition of 9 citi s of 
Weston, Mass., praying for courts and system of law in and for 
Indian reservations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: Resolution of the Chamber of 
Commerce of San Diego in reference to the action of the Pacif 
Mail Steamship Company’s violating its contract with the 1 
States Government—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Post-Roads. 
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BENJ {ARRISO 
HISTORY ¢ i RTSMOUTH (N. H.) NAVY-YARD 

The PRESIDING‘ FI ER laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secreta f the Navy, transmitting, in compli- 
an witha ) of the 23d instant, three volumes, in manu- 
SC! ‘ ng **'] History of the United States Navy-Yard 
at Portsmouth, N. H., prepared, by order of the Secretary of the 
Navy and under the direction of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
by George Henry Preble, rear-admiral United States Navy;” 
which was read, and, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, with the ae- 
company lo ents, referred to the Committee on Naval 





PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


lr. SHERMAN presente 





l the petition of J. H. Hollander, of 











New York City, praying for the passage of legislation in respect 
to hisclaim against Guatemala, for inju 3 done him, ete.: which 
was referred to the ¢ ttee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memori the Cleveland (Ohio) Vessel 
Owners’ Association, remonst ig against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill 1755, relative tot amendment of certain sections of the 
Ri ised Statutes: which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce 

He also presented a memorial, numerously signed by citizens of 


Dresden, Ohio, remonstrat 


Columbian [Exposition on 


ng against the opening of the World's 
Sunday; which was referred to t 


Committee on t 1e Quadro-Cer ntennial select 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers and Deal- 
ers’ Association, of Fremont Nebr. ; ‘emeuwedion against th: 
passage of a bill to admit binder twine into the United States fre 
of duty; which was referred to “te on Finance. 
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136, Grand Army of the Ik 





He also presented a mem« 


rial of James A. Garfield Post, No. 


public, of Ohio, remonstrating against 





the enactment of a law for the free coinage of silver: which was 
ref a to ti Co! itt on Finance. 

He also prese1 a petition of 37 citizensof Mahoning County, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
refe 1e Com t on Agriculture and Forestry 

He l ia tition of 95 citizens of Defiance, Ohio. 
praying for the adoption of aconstitutional amendment prohibit- 
ing any State from passing laws respecting an establishment of 
re ion, ete.: which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion a 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented resolutions adopted by the Cigar- 
ma Union of Muskegon, Mich., and resolutions adopted by 
the trades and labor unions of Detroit, Mich., favoring a re- 
newal of e Chinese ex sion act: which were ordered to lie 
\) ‘ ta ‘ 

He a d 1 petition of Rev. J. M. Barclay, pastor, 
and the oftiecers « hird Avenue Presbyterian Church of 
D ra he closing of the World’s Columbi 
| ( S i Ww was referred to the Committee on 
th Jua a > ‘ 4 

Hea 1 th tion of ¢ . Waters and 78 other 
Ci ‘ a». N . yr for -p ohibition of the 
Sek i L ors on tht eyroundas ol the World's (\0- 
l i . and the closing of the Exhibition on Sun- 
tial i 1 oT 1e 4 oli ittee on the Quadro-Cen- 

es ns adopted by the Union Veterans’ 

[ ‘ 1 favoring a per diem pension law and 
P 5 var: which were referred to the Com- 
Lof Em ry Wendell, president 

of it sank of D troit, Mich., and 20 other presi- 
( Detroit, Mich., remonstrating 
a yhibith the purchase or sale 
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of grain, cotton, and hog products for future delivery; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
HIGGINS presented a petition of C apital Grange, No. 18, 
atrons of Husbandry, of Delaware, and a petition of Hs wring- 
on Grange, No. 19, Patrons of Husbandry, of Delaware, praying 
or the passage of a law to prevent the adulteration of food and 
drugs; which were ordered to lie on the table 
He also presented a petition of Harr ington Grange, No. 19, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Delaware, and a petition of Capital 
Grange, No. 18, Patrons of f Husbandry, of Delaware, praying for 
the passage of House bill 395 defining lard and imposing a tax 
1 hich were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 


Lhereonh, while 
\ 


> 
i 


and Forestry. 

o presented a petition of Harrington Grange, No. 19, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Delaware, praying y for the passage of legis- 
ation encouraging silk culture; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Harrington Grange, No. 19, 

atre f Husbandry, of Delaware, and a petition of Capital 
Grange, No. 18, Patrons of Husbandry, of Delaware, praying for 
the passage of a law to prevent gambling in farm products; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

He also presented a petition of Harrington Grange, No. 19, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Delaware, praying for the passage of 4 
aw making certain issues of money full legal tender in paymen 
of all debts: which was referred to the Committee on Finance 

He also pri sented a petition of Harrington Grange, No. 19, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Delaware, praying for the passage of 
islation extending the free delivery of mails to rural districts; 

*h was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. HA NSBROUGH pi resented a petition of 37 representatives 
of the press and 210 night employés of the Government Printing 
Office, and 2 petition of 109 night telegraph-operators of W ash- 
in zion, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill 2238, pro- 

See an all-night street-railway service in the cities of 
Ww nollie ton and Georgetown, D.C.; which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of Boston (Mass.) ministers, 
praying that there may be no reduction in the amount appro- 
priated for Indian education; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Serene. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, pray- 
ing that F de ‘ral liquor licenses be not granted in Kansas, ex- 
cepting for such purposes as are prescribed by the laws of that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented the memorial of G. F. Binthusen and 
‘2 ex-soldiers and citizens of Halstead, Kans., remonstrating 
against the passage of any bill which provides for the free and 
unrestricted coinage of silver; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented the petition of William E. Lee 
and 20 other citizens of Todd County, Minn., praying for the 
passage of the Washburn antioption bill; which was referred to 
the Pg on the Judiciary. 

PADDOCK presented a petition of Star Alliance, No. 507, 
of Dieekilin County, Nebr., representing 85 members, praying 
for the passage of a bill for the free coinage of silver; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers and Deal- 

s’ Association of Fremont, Nebr., officially signed, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of a bill to admit binder twine free of 
duty: which was referred to the oe 5 a on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of J. M. Bentley and other 
citizens of Linecola, Nebr. , remonstr eres the removal of 
the Ute Indians from Colurado, and praying for increased appro- 
priations for Indian education as the best means for the most hon- 
est and humane solution of the Indian problem; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of the New York Stata 
Christian Temperance Union, of Orleans County, N. Y., praying 
for the ratification of the so-called Brussels treaty; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the East Ave nue Congregational 
Church, of Lockport, N. Y., praying for the closing of the World’s 
Columbian Fair on Sunday, the prevention of the sale of liquor 
t 





herein, and that the art department be managed according to 
the American standard of purity in art; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

He also presented a petition of 100 citizens of Sparrowbush, 
N. Y., praying for the closing of the World’s Columbian Fair on 
Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro- 
Centennial (Select). 

He also presented the petition of Albert Koenner and other 
citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying that the charge of desertion 
standing against him be expunged, and that authority be granted 
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the Secretary of War to issue him an honorable discharge; whic! 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorialof the Buffalo (N. Y.) Merchants 
Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of the bill to pro- 
hibit dealing in future contracts, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of William P. Clyde & Co., 0 
New York: the petition of the Quintard Iron Works of N 
York; the petitionof Samuel E. Ward & Co. and other citiz 
of New York, praying for the passage of the bill to transfer tl} 
Revenne Marine to the Navy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of D. Harrington and other cit- 
izens of New Berlin, N. Y.; the tion of S. K. Jones and other 
citizens of Cortland, N. Y., and the pet 
other citizens of New York City, praying for an adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting any State f 
ing any law respecting an establishment of religion, ete.; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of W. E. Brown and other citi- 
zens of East Windsor, N. Y.; the petition of G. W. Calkins and 
other citizens of West Sand Lake, N. Y.; the petition of John E. 
Fort and other citizens of Saratoga County, N. Y.; the petition 
of William B. Lewisand other citizens of Madison County, N. Y., 
and the petition of E. B. Sanders and other citizens of Montgom- 
ery County, N. Y., praying for the passage of legislation provid- 
ing for the free delivery of mailsin country districts; which wer 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of E. H. Mead, president of the 
Pennsylvania Coal Company, and 100 other citizens of New York, 
praying that the Secretary of War be authorized to contract wit 
Charles Stoughton for the completion of the Harlem River im- 
prevement and for the construction of the Harlem Kills Canal; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Charles W. Hodges 
and other citizens of Fairfield County, Conn., praying for the 
free and more frequent delivery of mails in country districts, and 
for the classification of mail matter into two parts, viz, written 
and printed; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post- Roads. 

He also presented the petition of H. P. Stearns and 37 other 
citizens of Hartford, Conn., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
mentto the Constitution forbidding the establishment of religion 
by any State; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Elgin (Ill.) Board 
of Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the free-coinage 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of T. W. Moore and 20 other 
citizens of Iuka, ‘Tishomingo County, Miss., praying for the pas- 
sage of what are commonly known as the Washburn-Hatch anti- 
option bills; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Chickasaw Indians, 
relative to the President’s message of February 17, 1892, praying 
for the passage of certain legislation for their protection and re- 
lief; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had this day approved and signed the following act and joint res- 
olution: 

An act (S. 1183) to extend the privileges of the transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the port of San- 
dusky, Ohio; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 45) to regulate licenses to proprietors 
of theaters in the city of Washington, D. C., and for other pur- 
poses. 





ition of D. C. Morrell and 


rom pass- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom were referred the following bills and joint 
resolutions, repprted them severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 1758) to provide for the erection of an additional fire- 
proof building for the National Museum; 

A bill (S. 828) authorizing the purchase of a site for a building 
for the accommodation of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 15) for the erection and location of a 
bronze statue of Christopher Columbus, and the removal of the 
Naval Monument to a new site. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1866) to incorporate 
the Georgetown, Arlington and Falls Church Railway Company 
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adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
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Mr. HAWLEY,ifirom the Committ on Milita Affairs, to 

om was rete} | the bi S. 1721) to increase t ay of cer- 
tain noncommissioned officers of the Army, reported it th a 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred th 
joint resolution (S. R. 13) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
issue ordnance and ordnance stores to Howard University, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to: and the 
joint resolution was postponed indefinit 

Mr. CAREY. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was recommitted the bill (S. 
393) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
public building thereon at Boisé City, in the State of Idaho, to 
report it with amendments and submit a report thereon. Unde 
the order of the Senate the bill is to be restored to its former 


place on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. T 2 placed on the 


Calendar as ordered. 














Mr. MORRILL, from the Com ‘lie Bui nes and 
Grounds, to whom was referred }) for the erectio 
of a public building at Brockt } l vithout 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom w: red the )} S. 1574) to pro le f 
the purchase of asite é ‘tion of a pub uilding the ) 
at Grand Island. in the Sta of Nebraska, reported it without 
am il 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUS 

\ mess ‘om the House of Repres itives, by Mr O 
TOWLES s ¢ ef ¢ ra yunced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 12,500 copii 
of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon Hon. W. H. F. Lee 
late a Representati from t State of Virginia 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2352) to punish intruders in 
either of the five civilized tribes: which was read twice by it 
tit . and re erred to t e Com1 i+¢ > I} liar Affa se ; 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bi S$. 2353) for the relief of 
Narsario Gonzales; which was read by its title, and referre« 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. SHERMAN intro a 5. 2354) to rest the pen- 
sion of George |] ius th: which ‘ tw y tit 
are referres to tl (Co y ( Pens 
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Mr. FRY! [ ask that the bi M t ( 
on Commer Ly to sa relat ) t i t t 
which LI ha t 2 ) 2 as sentto1 
Sailors’ | of tl P: n | 

TI I raft 
n [ P t, 0 yf toa 
por ne Vv t t I ) 
furni We, by ex ri 
Saliior hence tl 4 I LI 
into the mari vs I G 
Danish, and S st 

The bill will f ad te ( t 1 the b 
COl ittes t a ( ft ) 
opinion in reference to it. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th be 
T Committee on Comm«e 
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Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2356) granting an increase 
of pension to William Polk; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2357) granting a pension to Mat- 
thias Reed; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2358) for the relief of legal repre- 
sentatives of John Wightman, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘He also introduced a bill (S. 2359) to place John M. Cunning- 
ham on the retired list; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2360) to increase the pension 
of Benjamin Brink; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (S. 2361) to provide for the sale 
of a portion of Lime Point Reservation, adjoining the town of 
Sausalito, in the county of Marin, Cal.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2362) to restore to the pen- | 
sion roll the name of Mary F. Prindle; which was read twice by | 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2363) granting a pension 


to Nancy Patterson; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2364) to provide for allotment of 
lands in severalty to the Seneca Indians, in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2365) making appropriations for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Seneca Nation of Indians; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 2366) for the relief of Rob- | every large owner and builder of ships, every board of trade, 


ert Swan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2367) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles H. Webster; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2368) to punish false 
swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police force 
and fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2369) granting a pension 
to Newton M. Allen, guardian of John M. Allen, insane; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2370) correcting the military rec- 
ord of Ireneus Shortridge; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 2371) for the relief of the heirs 
of Dr. Nathan Fletcher: which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 2372) to provide for the set- | 


tlement of accounts with the Atlantic and North Carolina Rail- 
road: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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(S. 1755) to amend certain sections of Title LII of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States and tocarry into effect certain ree 
ommendations of the United States delegates to the International 
Marine Conference, introduced by me and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, where it now is. Senators are inquiring 
of me every day in reference to this bill, they having received 
criticisms from their constituents. I desire to make a statement 
in reference to that bill so that Senators can answer inquiries 
without difficulty. 

We had in this city a maritime congress a few years ago which 
made certain recommendations for amendment in shipping laws; 
and in addition to that, our own delegates made additional sug- 
gestions in the same direction. The Committee on Commerce 
considered the recommendations of that congress and of our 
delegates, and so far as they could understand and approve them 
reported them by bills favorably to the Senate. The bills have 
passed the Senate and the most of them have become laws. But 
of course there were many recommendations it was utterly im- 
possible that Senators could understand anything about. They 
were technical largely—the inspection of boilers and engines, 
signals, laws of the road, and things of that kind. 

The Committee on Commerce directed me to offer a resolution 
in the Senate directing the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint 
a board of experts to take into consideration all of the recom- 


| mendations of that congress not acted upon and report by bill. 


A committee of experts was appointed. The committee had 
been some five or six months in consideration of those questions, 
and at the early part of this Congress made a report of a bill. 
That bill was presented by me without ever having read a line 


| of it. It was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and then 


by the Committee on Commerce the experts were requested to 


| make a report to accompany the bill. That report was finally 


made, and then both bill and report were sent to every expert, 


and every maritime association known to the committee or the 
clerks of the committee, with the request that they would ex- 
amine it with care and send to the committee such criticisms as 
they had to make on the bill. 

Those criticisms have been coming in now for the last four 


| weeks, and when they seem to be completed then the committee 


will refer all of the criticisms to the same board of experts for 
their reply and report; and the country may rest assured that 
the Committee on Commerce will report to the Senate no bill 
changing and affecting the existing laws unless that committee 
is fully satisfied by evidence before it that such changes and 
amendments ought to be made. 

INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLIC CONFERENCE, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 24) to provide for an international 
bimetallic agreement was announced as first in order on the Cal- 
endar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed 
its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question pending is upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. Is the 
Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have it read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 


| from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] to his amendment, so that he will 
| know what action is being taken upon it. 


Mr.W ARREN introduced a bill (S. 2373) to establish the bound- | 


aries of the Yellowstone National Park, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2374) for the relief of 
Ernest Ulrich: which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 55) to 
encourage the establishment and endowment of institutions of 
learning at the national capital; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

CONDITION OF DISTRICT BRIDGES. 


Mr. MCMILLAN submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 





Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be instructed 
report to the Senate the condition of the various public bridges in the 
of Columbia as regards strength and safety under the loads they are 

ear; and also whether, in the judgment of the Commissioners, 

ition that horses shall not pass over said bridges faster than a walk 


is a necessary one in all cases, and especially in the case of the new bridge 
: s if ern Branch of the Potomac 
REGULATION O 
The PRESIDING OFFICE! 
business, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to say a word or two in 
reference to a bill which is pending in Congress. It is the bill 


STEAM VESSELS. 


iv 
t. 
Ri 


| ent time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 


| pending amendment to the amendment of the committee. 


The CHIEF CLERK. In the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Finance, line 4, after the word ‘‘ and,” strike out 
the words ‘‘to maintain at all times a parity in the value of its 
coins of both metals,” and insert: 

The established policy of the United Sates to maintain the two metals on 
a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio, or such ratio as may 
be provided by law 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the absence of the chairman of the Com: 
mittee on Finance and the other members of that committee, I 
hope that the joint resolution will not be acted upon at the pres- 

[ hope it will be put over for the present. How does 
it come up? 

Mr. FRYE. It is the regular order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the joint resolution had better lie 
over. I donotthink the Senate is ready for a discussion of it this 
morning, and it can not well be discussed under the five-minute 
rule anyway. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thechairman of the committee is nothere; 


| the subject is a very important one, and I think it ought not to 


If there be no further morning | 


be taken up in this hurried way. 
had better lie over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I think the joint resolution 


Holding its place on the Calen- 


| dar? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; going over without prejudice. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that 
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course will be pursued. The joint resolution will go over with- 
out prejudice, holding its place on the Calendar. 
SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is the morning business through? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is 
through, and the Calendar is being proceeded with under Rule 
VIII. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I move that the Senate proc 
consideration of the Idaho contested-election case 

The motion was agreed to. 

PHILADELPHIA HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. FRYE. The next business on the Calendar is a joint res- 
olution touching the improvement now being carried on at Phil- 
adelphia. It is of the utmost importance that that joint resolu- 
tion should pass the Senate and go to the other House, because 
the work is now stopped. It will not probably take more than 
ten or fifteen minutes to pass the joint resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will yield for that purpose, if the Senator 
thinks it will not take longer. 

Mr. FRYE. If it takes longer I will withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 23) relative to the improvement of the harbor at 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Phare belnx no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, in section 1, line 8, to strike out the word ‘‘designated” 
and insert ‘‘approved,” and in line 10, after the word ‘‘material,” 
to strike out all down to and including the word *‘improvement,” 
in line 12, and to insert, ‘‘to be deposited and spread on League 


ed to the 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUS! 


A message from the House of Representatives, by M 


i r.O 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the I 


louse had passe d 


a bill (H. R. 4288) authorizing the payment of the pension of Ed- 
ward S. Smith, accrued at the date of his death, t6é his mother 
Catherine: in which it requested the c I ice of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
| The message also announced that the Speaker of the Houss 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 435) to provide an additional 
mode of taking depositions in causes pending the courts ofdhe 
United States. : 
SENATOR FROM IDAHO 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senat sumes t Ol 
sideration of the report of th (‘ommitt oO Pri ¢ an 
lections on the contested s om es of Idahe The 
question is upon agreeing to the fi res ition reported from 
he committee, upon which th > ator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VAN‘ | has the floo 
Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, in the course of my remarks 
yesterday I had stated that Senator Gray, of the Idaho Legisla- 


Island, as provided for under the existing contract, shall be so | 


deposited and spread before the completion of the work covered 
by the contract,” so as to make the first section of the joint reso- 
lution read: 

That the material removed in improving the harbor of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylivania, and New Jersey, in accordance with the plan adopted by Congress 


ture, had entered his protest upon the jour 
ing to the election of the third Senator for t] 


al against proceed- 
That 


ie long term. 


was denied by the Senator from Oregon |Mr. MITCHELL], and at 
the moment [ could not lay my hand upon that portion of the 
journal to which I referred. | have it now, and I desire to sub- 


stantiate the statement which I made yesterday by a referenc 
toit. On page 30 of this pamphlet, which contains the extracts 
from the journal which has been furnished us, I find the follow- 
ing entry: 

By request of Senator Gray his objection to the ection of a ird United 
States Senator is entered on the journal 

On the same date in the proceedings of the house of 
sentatives on Friday, the twelfth day of its session, is the protest 
of Senator Gray itself, which, as I stated yesterday, was offered 


repre- 


| as an amendment tothe journal and was refused admission to that 


| journal as an amendment. 


in the act of September 19, 1890, under appropriations heretofore made, or | 


any part of said material, may be deposited in any place or places approved 
by the engineer officer in charge of the work: Provided, That the full amount 
of material to be deposited and spread on League Island, as provided for 
under the existing contract, shall be so deposited and spread before the com 
pletion of the work covered by the contract. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

URGENT DEFICIENCIES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives nonconcurring in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5399) making appropria- 
tions to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the expenses 
of the Eleventh Census, and for other purposes, and asking a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said 
bill disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to 
the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be ap- 
pointed by the Presiding Officer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLI- 
SON, and Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. HALE subsequently submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5399) having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 5, 15, and 16. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “ For care and subsistence of animals for 
the National Zodlogical Park, tiscal year 1892, $1,000, one-half of which sum 
shall be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia, and the other 


half from the Treasury of the United States;”’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


, and 


EUGENE HALE, 

EF. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS 

N. DINGLEY, JR., 
Managers on the part of the Hor 


The report was concurred in. 


XX UI——93 


As I read that yesterday, it is not 
necessary to read it again. 

| was proceeding yesterday, when I gave way for a motion to 
adjourn, to discuss the question of organization, and was reply- 
ing to the position assumed by the Senator from Indiana | Mr. 


TURPIE| that the election of no officers whatsoever was nec >ssary 


| to the organization of a body within the meaning of the act of 


Congress, and that they were really organized as soon as the 
members of either house came together and had taken the oath. 
[ wish now, sir, to see what the learned and the technical people. 
the philologists, say in regard to the meaning of this word ** or- 
ganization,” and then I shall proceed as well as I may be able to 
show what the common understanding among the people of this 
country has been in regard to the meaning of that word. Inthe 
first place I cite Worcester’s Dictionary in relation to its mean- 
ing. The first word that I shall quote a definition of is the word 
‘organ,’ the noun. 

Organ, 7. 

* = * + a % 

1. A part of an animal or a vegetable body fitted to perfor! 
action; a limb, arm, hand, eye, etc., the performance « 
function, as ‘“‘the eye is the organ of vision 

2. A medium of communication, as “an officia 
government 


, 
I La part llar 
which is denot« 


Those are the meanings of the 
meaning is: 

3. (Mus.) A large wind instrument blown b 

Of course that has no connection with the organization of a 
Legislature, where the members usually furnish their owr 


word 


ya bellow 


j 


wind 
instruments. [Laughter.]| Then we come to the word ** orgar 
ization:” and Worcester defines that to be: 
Organization, ? 
= * > * * * 
1. The act of organizing or endowing with organs, or instrument } 
ation 
2. The condition of an organized body, or the totality of the parts whi 


constitute, and of the laws which regulate, an organized body 


3. The act of systematizing or putting in readine 
ciety, a legislature, or public body 


A writer of distinction on the organization 


operatior 


. power, and author- 


ity of legislative bodies, Mr. Cushing, gives the following in r 
lation to the organization of a legislature on page 106 of the Law 
and Practice of Legislative Assemblies. Section 275 is as fo 
lows: 

The mode of organizing a le tive asser y ma subtless be re 
as it has been in Massachusetts, by jaw, whether express authority is give 
to this effect or not by constitution; but it has been deemed so important 
Rhode Island and Ohio, that in the constitution of the former State it is pr 
vided that ‘‘the organization of the two houses may be regulated 
and the constitution of the latter declares that *‘ the mode of organizing 
house of representatives at the commencement of h regular se 
be prescribed by law.”’ 

Says section 276: 

The three essential parts of an organization a i Wis 








meé rs, ar tl g and recording officers. In son 

ou iv 8, the speaker ident is first chosen, then the men 
be qua i lastly, the clerk or secretary is chosen; in others the 
m are i 1en the clerk elected, and lastly, the presiding 












offi: and ther izain, the membérs being first qualified, the election 
ofthe speaker or president precedes that of clerk 
ain, says Judge McCrary: 

O the first organization must be temporary, and if the law 
‘ not designate the person who shall p ide over such temporary organ 
i ion a ersons assembled and claiming to be members may select on 
of the ir 1um ber for that purpose. The next step is toascertain in some con 
vel t way the names fthe persons who are, by re ason of holding the proper 
cre@enti ais, prima facie entitled to seats, and therefore entitled to take part 
in the per ent o7 iz er In the absence of any statutory 
or other regulation upon this subject, a committee on creden lly 
appoints to whom a credentials are referred, and who re * body 





own by suc h credentials to be entitled 


arollofther 10 a 
being adopted "the body is prepared to proceed to the 


toseats. TI 








election of permanent officers by such mode as the rules of the body maj 
prescribe 

Sec. 612. Of cours » business other than that which pertains to the o1 
ganization of the body can be properly transacted until after the members 


Y 


have been sworn according to law. 


This is what the technical 
meaning of the word “‘ ors 


and the learned say in regard to the 
ganization.” It means to supply a body, 
whether natural, social, or artificial, with the organs which are 
necessary to enable it to discharge its functions. The functions 
of a legislative body are to enact laws, and this election of Sena- 
tors to the United States Senate, although notalegislative act, is 
expressly by the Constitution and laws of the country devolved 


4 whose constituent members were elected by the I 
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gislatures, to 
judge as to that organization. 

During the course of my remar ks yesterday I was interrupted 
by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STE Ww WART] to read a provision 
in the constitution of the State of Idaho, which required that 
after a quorum had appeared, if the Legislature failed to organ- 
ize within four days, then the members should rec eive no pay for 
their services as le gislators from the end of that fourth day until 
they had organized, and I had commented at some length upon 


| the application of that fact to the position of the Senator from 


upon the body which is possessed of the legislative function, and | 


when the word * organization ” is used, on a certain day ‘‘ after 
the meeting and organization ” of a Legislature they shall proceed 
to elect a Senator, it means, after that legislative body has soen- 
lf with the organs which are necessary to enable it to 
discharge its functions, that itshall then be in acondition to pro- 
ceed to the election of a United States Senator. 


dowed itse 


Mr. President, [ have shown you what great legal authorities | 


Sa) [ have shown you what the great philologist of the coun- 
try says as to the meaning of this word. Now, what is the com- 
mon acceptation by the people of the United States upon whom 
ties of obedience to the law of Congress and to the Con- 
stitution devolve 
of this term’? 
and the usage 
American U 
which the 
the Senate 
able speec 
support of that report, a challenge.was made to show an instance 
where any Legislature in any 
itself organized, either by the usual express and direct announce- 


these du 


That we shall have to gather from the conduct 
of the Legislatures of the various States of the 
nion, and in the opening of this case, in the report 


as the 


ment that it was organized or indirectly by proceeding to enact 
any law or the transaction of any business whatsoever, except 


that which led directly to the purpose of organization, before it 
had permanent pre siding and recording officers. That chal- 


lenge has not been answered. 

\t great labor and pains the minority had the journals and 
t ‘O ings of all the States of the American Union which 
were to be found in the Library of Congress since the passage of 


1866 exam 
found 


been done, ! 


ined, being twenty out of thirty-eight States, 
thatin every single oneof them no business had 
o announcement of organization directly had been 


made until after there was effected what was called a permanent 
organization of the body; that is, at least by the election and 
qualification of a speaker and a recording officer, and in most 
cases of a doorkeeper or sergeant-at-arms. This has been the 
unbroken usage. Innocase has any business been done. There 


was found 
was mad 
been effected, but in each case th 
ruled that that 
in order un 


upon examination three instances where the attempt 


e speaker of the body properly 
business was out of order and that nothing was 
til a pe rmanent organization was effected. 


Now, Mr. President, when we find that the original and philo- 
logical aning of the word is such asis given by Worcester, 
when we find that the great law-writers lay it down that the es- | 
sential parts of that organization are the endowment of the body 


vith the organs necessary to discharge its functions, which con- 
sists in the election of a presiding officer, of a recording officer, 
and of a sergeant-at-arms, and when we find that such has been 
the unbroke n practice of every State and Commonwealth in the 
A, can Union from the time that free government was insti- 
tuted upon this continent up to the present day, how can it be 
said that the Legislature of the State of Idaho was “ organized,” 
within the meaning of the law, before it had supplied itself with 

the organs necessary to discharge its functions? 
[t has been argu . here, and strongly and ably argued, not 
only that a Legi lat >was organized as soon asits members were 
that the ? gislature itse lf was not the judge of its own 


sworn, but tl 
organization , that it remained for the Senate of the United States, 





| ganization. 


what is their understanding of the meaning | 


Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and I laid before | 
views of the minority and in the lengthy and | 
*h which was made by the Senator from Delaware in | 


American State had ever declared | 


to do business before the permanent organization had | 


Indiana[Mr. TURPIE]. Ifthe very * ting and coming together 
constitute an organization, why did the Legislature of that State 
provide for any further organization and impose pains and pen- 
alties upon the members in the shape of the deprivation of their 
pay if they did not do what they could not do, because they were 
already organized, and therefore they could not organize any 
further 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me at that point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The time for the meeting of the Legisla- 
ture is always fixed by law. oe on the day fixed by law for 
the meeting of the Idaho Legislature a quorum of either house 
had failed to come, and had failed for four days or for a week to 
come, then, we should all agree that under any rule which has 
been proposed here, there would be no organization of the Legis- 
lature, and consequently they could under the constitutional pro- 
vision receive no pay after four days had elapsed until they did 
organize, either under the rule laid down by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], by a coming together of a quorum of both 
houses and the swearing in of that quorum, or by some other or- 
So, it seems to me, the provision in the constitution 
to which reference is made has no possible bearing upon this 
question. 

Mr. VANCE. Then it was not a question but an argument 
that the Senator desired to interpose. Now, I wish to say that 
in the course of my researches I came across the constitution of 
Indiana. Well, from the days of Hannibal and ScipioI believe it 
has been considered good policy now and then to transfer the war 
into Africa and I thought I would examine the constitution of 
the Senator’s own State. I didso, and I find a precisely similar 
clause in the constitution of Indiana, which I will read: 

Sec. 11. Two-thirds of each house shall constitute a quorum to do business; 
but a smaller number may meet, adjourn from day to day, and compel the 
attendance of absent members. A quorum being in attendance, if either 
house fail to effect an organization within the first five days thereafter, the 
members of the house so failing shall be entitled to no compensation from 
the end of the said five days until an organization shall be effected. 

What sort of an organization? An organization enabling them 
to do business. But, says the Senator, the Legislature of Indi- 
ana can not judge of its own organization; it can not determine 
when it is organized and when it is not organized, and in order 
to relieve themselves from the penalties imposed for a failure to 
organize after the first five days and to enable them to draw 
their pay, they would have to apply to the Senate of the United 
States for its determination as to whether they were organized or 
not. When that question comes up here it will be one of some 
doubt perhaps as to what committee itshould be referred, whether 
the Judiciary Committee, the Finance Committee, or the Com- 
mittee on Woman Suffrage. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, if the Legislature of a sovereign State has not 
the power to pronounce when it is an organized body and when 
ready to proceed to the public business of that State, which it is 
presumed to legislate for, then I confess that all the doctrine per- 
taining to State rights which has been dinned into my ears since 
the time that I could read to the present day passes for nothing 
and worse than nothing. 

Mr. President, I respectfully submit if it is not competent and 


| within the power of the Legislature of the State to determine 


for itself when the two houses thereof are organized and ready 
to proceed with the public business, that ‘they never would 
know when to proceed with the public business; they never 
would know when that which they did would be in order; when 
any law that they proposed would be properly enacted if they 
were not vested Ww ith the power to declare when they were ready 
so to proceed. I have always understood, sir, thatit was the first 
duty of a court to hold that it had jurisdiction. In fact, the as- 


| sumption of a judge upon the bench to try a case or to dispose of 


a cause is tantamount to a declaration that he has the authority 
and jurisdiction to dispose of that cause, and how could it be that 
the Legislature could enact a law unless they had the power to 
declare when they were in a condition to enact a law? 

I confess, sir, that it is not perhaps out of the power, but, on 
the contrary, it is perhaps the duty, of the Senate of the United 
States, in determining the election and qualification of its own 
members, to determine whether the Legislature which purports 
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to have senta member to this body has been legally and properly | 
organized within the meaning of the act of Congress. To that 
extent, as I conceive, the Senate is vested with a judicial power; 
that is to say, the Senate is vested with a judicial power because 
it determines upon the character of a past act, and that the Leg- 
islature has not the power to do, because in that respect it has 
not judicial power; but it has the power to fix upon a certain 
state of organization; each house has the power to prepare itself 
for the enactment of a law, and it has the power, I believe, toan- | 
nounce to the cotrdinate branch of the government and to the 
executive branch of the government, which is also a coirdinate 
branch, when it is in a condition to enact laws and proceed wit 
the public business. 

Therefore, having no judicial power to judge of the charac 
of its own acts after they are passed, any declaration directly or 
indirectly thereafter that it was duly organized on acertain day 
would conflict to a certain extent with the power of the Senate 
of the United States to decide whether it was properly organ- 
ized on that day or not. I do not know that I make myself clear 
upon this point. I have the idea clear in my mind, but whether 
I make it so to others or not I can not tell. 

The attempt has been made here to hold that because the 
Legislature did proceed to elect this Senator on the sixteenth 
day, being the second Tuesday after the meeting, but, as we say, 
not the second Tuesday after the organization of the Legislature 
of Idaho—because it did so proceed to elect a Senator, and be- | 
cause the speaker of the house of representatives included in his 
certificate of that election the fact that it was the second Tues- 
day after the organization, that that is conclusive of the subject. 
I deny—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not only the speaker of the house but the 
chief clerk of the house. 

Mr. VANCE. But the clerk, we were told by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], is a mere creature and not a part of the 
organization. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And the president of the senate and the 
secretary of the senate and the governor of the State ali concur. 

Mr. VANCE. And the governor of the State. They are all 
‘creatures ” except the governor, and he is an alien, a stranger 
to the Commonwealth. [Laughter.] 

If the whole Legislature had declared they did organize on 
Monday, the 8th, instead of Tuesday, the 9th, 1 say that would 
have been a declaration or a determination which would be sub- 
ject to review by the Senate of the United States in determin- 
ing the legality of the election of one of its members here. 

Mr. President, I think it is shown that the Legislature of a 
State of necessity is vested with the power to declare when it is 
ready to proceed to public business. When was that event ac- 
complished? When did that event transpire in the history of 
this case? Let us see from the journal itself which has been 
submitted to us here. On page 2 of that journal I find: 

Mr. Gray moved that the rules of the legislative council of the fifteenth 
session be adopted, as far as~consistent, for the regulation of the senate 
until the report of the committee on rules be adopted. 

The motion was carried. 

Mr. Brigham moved— 

This was on Monday, the 8th day, in the senate. 

Mr. Brigham moved that the president appoint a committee of three on 
organization, to designate and determine the number and order of offices to 
be filled by the senate. 








Which motion was carried, and the committee was appointed. 


On the second day, Tuesday, the 9th, I find the following 
entry: 
Mr. White moved that the officers and attachés of the senate be in the sen- 


ate chamber at 2 o’clock this afternoon to take the oath of office. 

And at 2 o’clock the following entry, I find— 

The oath of office was administed to the attachés by the president 

That was on Tuesday at 20’clock. Later on we find that— 

Mr. Gunn moved that the secretary proceed to the chamber of the house of 
representatives of the First Legislative Assembly of the State of Idaho and in- 
form them that the senate is now organized and ready for the transaction of 
business. 

And on page 5 I find the following, on the same day, the after- 
noon of Tuesday, the 9th: 

Mr. Wells moved that a committee of two be appointed to act with a like 
committee of the house to wait upon his excellency the governor, toinform | 
him that the Legislature is now organized and ready to receive any com- 
munication he desires to make. 

Mr. Wells was evidently ignorant of the fact that nobody could | 
say that they were ready to proceed with the public business ex- 

~y + . ’ ‘ g 
cept the Senate of the United States. That was in the senate. 
In the proceedings of the house I find the following on Tuesday, 
the 9th day of the month: 


| 

On motion of Mr. Stunenberg, the attachés-elect of the house, Miss Hunt | 

excepted, were brought forward, and the oath of office administered. 

; . 

There was the first qualification. All of them had been elected 
except the chaplain on the day previous. 
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On motion of Mr. Jones the « wa ! lt 


Meaning the senate 


that the house was permanently organized a udy t 
action of legislative business 

Wn the ne I d tl | 

On 1 i 4 
bly were adopted 






And on page 


* 


Mr. Mills offere ig res 
ved, That e of t tl 
speaker to join a like committee whi 
wait I n his ¢ t £ Y i wi lr 
4 regal t A I A i 
} : pl t 
“hose are the proceedings that I find in either house, and now 
srl VE f +} ; f ry ’ ¢ y ‘ ry) . ‘ 1m) 
I will read for the information of the Senate a message which 
was it by the senate of Idaho to the house to inform it of its 
organization in obedience to a resolution to that effect. The 
nat f-\11 —s » 4 . 
senate sent the following me ssage to the house: 
STATE OF IDAHO, SENATE CHAMBER, 
A City December 9, 1890. 
Mr. Sp r, Lami ructed to body that the sen- 
ate has permanently organized by the elect following officers and 





attaches 
Secretary of the senate, M. C. Athe: 
Assistant secretary, Robert Larimer 
Sergeant-at-arms, G. W. Hunter 
Doorkeeper, E. F’. Calahan 
Engrossing clerk, S. B. Smith 
Assistant engrossing clerk, Miss Permeal Frenc! 
Kurolling clerk, Mark Leonard 
Assistant enrolling clerk, Miss Maggie Reve} 
Pages, Sydney Fuld and W. W 
Janitor, James Lawson 
Chaplain, Rev. L. W. Gowen 
And has proceeded to the transaction of gislative busines 

Respectfully 








M.C. ATHEY, Secretary. 


The senate there not only informed the house that it was or- 
o to procet d, but informed the house and the 
whole world how it was ‘* organized,” the method and the means 
of its organization, to wit, ‘‘by the election of the following 
officers ’—not, as was contended by the Senator from Indiana, by 
the mere coming together of itsmembers and they being sworn, 
but ‘‘ by the election of the following officers,” naming them. | 
find while that was the message sent to the house by the senate, 
the following message was sent to the senate by the house: 


canized and was ready 











OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CLERK OF TH! 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE 
Boisé City, Idaho, December 9. 189 

M E lent, I instr ) that t 
] Se ¢ rey 1 n t f the 
fT win i 

speakel nl 
( ef cler hte 

\ ant ir » 

Sergeant-: H t 

Doorkeepe cson 

ins Duniwa 
. Miss Flor | 
rheresa O' Far 
1g? M Anna B 
aster John Tonkin 
Master Harry Shellwort! 
v. J. H. Barto 
ceeded to the ranhsa 
fnlic 
CHA H. RY} ) 

There, Mr. Pi ‘ O i 3 i - 
te stabl evi n¢ hat th i ses a { a Or y I i 
ind W have their own « laratiorz Tact S I ) 
verify that declaration, that they did organize on Tuesday, an 

| sO announced to each other; that they we eady to pi ] 
with the public busine a O announced to the KE tlve 
codrdinate branch of the government and to all t vorld. Now 
shall we say that they did organize the day before and bef 

| they had qualified and inducted into office any of their office 
and attachés, and before they themselves consi themsely 
organized? 

Shall we say, for the purpose of gratifying the ambition of o1 
man and seating him his Senat y ‘ 
when they said themselves thatthey were not, because the decla 
ration of the journalis to the effect that they were not organized? 
If you grant that we have the power to ervise in any way the 
action of the Legislature of a sovereign State, then are you not 
compelled to follow the precedents? Vill you follow them or 
not? The challenge still exists for ito show a single soli 
tary case in the history of legislation in all these forty-four Ame1 
can Commonwealths where the Senate of the United Stat 

| overruled the solemn declaration of a Legislature a 


and manner of its organization. 
There is an unbroken line of precedents to the effect that 
Legislatures of the States have exercised this right by dete 


ing for themselves when they were organized and ready to 


ceed With the public business, and there is no instance bi 
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the Senate of the United States has undertaken to overrule that | Stenographers, doorkeepers, and messengers of the sergeant-at-arms. All 


decision, and to decide for any purpose of its own whatsoever 
that there had been an organization sooner or later than on the 
day on which the Senate, simultaneously with its action, an- 
nounced its readiness for public business. 

If it is held that it is of any value, if a declaration made subse- 
quent in a judicial capacity was of any value, then I have the res- 
olution of the Legislature itself passed directly by each house 
separately in a concurrent resolution on the 6th day of February, 
1891, the same Legislature, and I find the following entry: 


By order of the president, senate concurrent resolution No. 12 is spread in | not organized, that is to say, that it has not supplied itself with 
: 


full upon the journal, as follows 
Whereas the present session of the Legislature was organized on Tuesday, 
December 9, 1890; and 


these officers, with the exception of the subordinates, who are usually ap- 
pointed by their principals, and, in some States, the presiding officer of the 
senate, who is otherwise designated, are chosen by the assemblies them- 
selves, in virtue of the constitutional provisions. 

It is not necessary for the minority in this case to contend, as 
was stated in the submission of our views, that all the officers 
whom at any time a legislative body may deem essential to its 
comfort or convenience, should have been elected before organi- 


| zation, but we do maintain that there are some officers without 


Whereas the State constitution and the admission act require that two | 


United States Senators should be elected within ten days after the organiza 
tion of the Legislature; and 

Whereas on Tuesday, the 16th day of December, 1890, the Legislature pur 
suant to the requirements of the constitution and the admission act, voted 
for a United States Senator, in the two houses acting separately, and there- 
after, as provided by law, met on December 17, in joint assembly, and voted 
or a United States Senator, and thereafter on December 18, 1890, again met 
in joint assembly, and within ten days after its organization, elected, in the 
manner provided by law, the Hons. George L. Shoup and William J. McCon 
nell United States Senators; and 

‘Whereas the Legislature thereupon immediately proceeded to vote for 
Hon. Fred T. Dubois for the term beginning March 4, 1891, in advance of the 
drawing for terms by the two Senators elect, in advance of the time fixed by 
law, without first voting in the two houses acting separately, and against 

test of the members of the joint assembly; and 

‘Whereas, upon full consideration of the facts, it is the opinion of the Leg 
islature that if the alleged election of said Hon. Fred. T. Dubois is not void 
there is at least grave doubts as to its validity: Therefore, 

** Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), That at the 
hour of 12 o'clock meridian of the first legislative day after the passage of 
this resolution, the Legislature will proceed to elect a United States Senator 
to succeed Hon. William J. McConnell, for the term beginning March 4, 1891, 
and that such election shall be conducted in all respects in the manner pro 
vided in section 15 of the Revised Statutes of the United States.” 

On motion of Mr. Finch, the senate adjourned until 10 o'clock a. m. to 
morrow . 





JOHN S. GRAY, 
President of the Senate 
Attest 


M. C. ATHEY, Seerefary 

There is the declaration. To sum up: beginning by the state- 
ments of the journal of the disorganized condition of the house, 
continued by the solemn averment of the house at the time that 
it had organized on the 9th day of December by the election of 
these officers, naming the officers, and the induction of them into 
office; then here is a solemn declaration made by a majority of 
the whole Legislature, after open discussion and debate, declar- 
ing that the Legislature was organized on the 9th day of Decem- 
ber, 1890. 

Now, what more is required? If we have the power to say that 
the Legislature was organized the day before, we should not dare 
to do it in the face of the declaration by the Legislature itself: 
we should not dare to do it in the face of the record which they 
kept, and which is impeached, I suppose, for accuracy; we should 
not dare todoit in the face of the fact thatthey never announced 
themselves ready to do the public business; either directly, by 
resolution, or indirectly by proceeding to enact laws, or do any 
public business before that day. 

Mr. President, let us look for amoment at some of the author- 
ities on the subject of organization. | have shown that in the 
opinion of Mr. Cushing the three essential parts of an organiza- 
tion were the qualification of the members and the choice of pre- 
siding and recording officers. Again, in section 284, he says: 

The principal officers necessary to enable alegislative assembly to perform 


whom there can be no organization, without whom the body is 


the organs which are necessary and enable it to discharge the 
functions for which it was created. 

There are certainly a presiding officer and certainly arecording 
officer to record the will of the body. But when the term ‘‘or- 
ganization” is used by the Congress of the United States in the 
enactment of this law, when it is left without specification to the 
discretion of a body as to what its officers shall be to constitute 


| its organization, then I maintain that every officer which that 


| body. 


its various functions are three, namely, a presiding officer, called the speaker | 


or president 
an executive officer, sometimes known as the messenger, but more com 
monly as the sergeant-at-arms. 

Here is what the same author, Cushing, says in regard to the 
orderly proceeding of a body, in section 277, on page 107: 

When either branch is duly organized to proceed to business, which takes 
place when the members returned have taken the necessary oaths, and have 
chosen their presiding officer, a message is then to be sent to the other branch 
to inform it of the organization of the former; and when the two branches 
are organized, they join in sending a message to the executive, to inform the 
latter that a quorum of each branch has assembled, that they are duly organ- 
ized to proceed with the public business, and are ready to receive any com- 
munication he may make to them 

Each branch should at the same time, or by separate message, inform the 


executive of the name of the presiding officer of Whom they make choice. | 


rhe name of the clerk of each branch, when chosen, should be notified to the 
other and to the executive. This is done afterwards, whenever a change, 
either temporary or permanent, takes place in these officers. This notifica- 
tion is not a mere ceremony, inasmuch as the names of these important offi- 
cers ought not to be left to find their way to the executive by chance or acci 
dent, but is necessary, as a matter of business, in order that the latter may 
be informed to whose signature as attesting officer of the two branches credit 
Me to! wiven 
| have already read what is said in section 284: 

‘The principal officers necessary to enable a legislative assembly to per- 
form its various functions are three, namely: A presiding officer, called the 
speaker or president; arecording officer, denominated the secretary or clerk; 
and an executive officer, sometimes known as the messenger, but more com- 
monly, the sergeant-at-arms. Besides these, thereare officers of a less essen- 


tial character, such as the chaplain and printer, and others of a subordinate 
description, as the assistant clerks, engrossing clerks, committee clerks, 


a recording officer, denominated the secretary or clerk; and | 


body of the Legislature shall deem to be necessary in order toits 
proper organization, shall have been chosen before it can be said 
to be truly organized. Whenever there is adiscretion left in the 
Legislature by the constitution and laws of the State as to 
what and how many and what character of officers shall con- 
stitute its organization, then, I say, it is not organized, clearly 
not organized, until the Legislature has exercised thatdiscretion, 
has declared what officers it deems necessary, and has elected 
and inducted them into office. 

Again, I say there has never been a case found in the history 
of American republics where any organization has been an- 
nounced directly or indirectly—let me repeat that every time— 
until the body has elected all the officers that it deems necessary. 
[ will not re-read, but just refer simply to the precedent of the 
House of Representatives, a body which was already organized, 
and which, in the opinion of the Speaker—and that opinion was 
sustained by a majority of the members themselves, in fact by 
all of them, for there was not a vote against it—became disor- 
ganized by the death of their Clerk and no business could be 
transacted. 

But it is said that there was a president of the senate in Idaho 
provided by law, the lieutenant-governor. That is very true. 
[t is said they had a secretary pro tempore. That is very true. 
They called Mr. Athey, who was an old clerk of the Legislative 
Assembly, to take charge, and the next day they elected him and 
swore him into office. That is very true. It is said—it was ar- 
gued by the Senator from Illinois |Mr. PALMER] and that argu- 
ment was referred to and indorsed and approved, as I understood, 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]—that there was no 
difference practically between a temporary secretary and aregu- 
lar permanent secretary, because both classes, those which we 
call temporary and those which we call permanent, hold at the 
will of the house; either of them can be removed. 

Mr. President, that is true. Every employé or officer of the 
Senate of the United States ean be removed at the pleasure of this 
So it is in the House of Representatives.” They have no 
fixed term insured to them by law, but at the same time it isa 
fact which no one willdeny, that in common use there is a univer- 
sal distinction made between the two, and we must suppose that 
Congress had thatin view when it used the word *‘ organization.” 
[t is a fact, so far as I have been able to ascertain by examining 
the records and the history of legislation in this country, that no 
Legislature in all this land ever began its session without a tem- 
porary organization, and never ended its session without a per- 
manent one. 

Naturally the first thing—and so says MeCrary, whose work I 
have before me—the very first thing to be done when a body 
meets is to ask some one to preside and some one to act as sec- 
retary or recording officer and some one to act as doorkeeper or 
sergeant-at-arms or executive officer. Thatisthe very first thing, 
and if there has been acase in the history of American legislation 
where a Legislature has begun without calling temporarily upon 
some persons to act as officers, [ have never heard of it and have 
never been able to find it. 

So I say, sir, it being the universal usage and every man un- 
derstanding it, we must presume that Congress, when it passed 
a law providing for certain proceedings with regard to the elec- 


| tion of Senators beginning at a certain time as to the meeting 


and organization of a Legislature, had in view the common 
understanding of that word, the common practice of American 
republics to begin by the temporary selection of a speaker or 
a presiding officer or a recording officer, as the case might be, in 
order to enable them to elect officers to serve them during the 
session, and that such temporary arrangement was not the or- 
ganization intended. 

Mr. PUGH. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him a ques 
tion? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Alabama? 
Mr. VANCE. Oh, yes. 


Does the Senator from North 


Mr. PUGH. Ishould like the Senator to inform the Senate 
what is the difference between the powers and the duties of a 
temporary and a permanent clerk or a temporary and permanent 
presiding officer? What is the difference between the powers 
and duties of the two? 

Mr. VANCE. So far as I understand, Mr. President, and can 
comprehend the Senator’s question, there is no difference what- 
soever legally. The duty is performed by a presiding officer who 
is called there temporarily for the purpose of preserving order 
for a certain time or for a certain purpose. For the time being 
his powers are just the same and are as valid. Otherwise there 
nevercould be anything but a temporary organizatéton. Nothing 
could be done at all if the officer temporarily selected to perform 
a certain duty had not the power to perform that duty. But 
what I am trying to show to the Senate is that that is not what 
Congress meant by “ organization.” Congress meant by “‘ organ- 
ization” that selection of the necessary officers which were to be 
the permanent servants or agents of the body. 

Mr. PUGH. Then, I would ask the Senator, with his permis- 
sion, what is the difference, in legal effect, or in fact upon the 
question of the existence of organization, as to whether there is 
a temporary or a permanent clerk, or a temporary or permanent 
presiding officer? 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I do not know that I understand 
the question of the Senator rightly. 

Mr. PUGH. In the make-up of organization, what is the dif- 
ference, essentially, in the creation of the organization, in having 
a temporary or a permanent clerk or presiding officer? 

Mr. VANCE. Well, if I comprehend the Senator's question, 
the difference is that one is a compliance with the act and the 
meaning of the law of the land, and the other is not; one is a per- 
manent organization or is an organization, leaving out the ad- 
jective, and the other is a makeshift, a tide-over, an instrument 

y which organization is obtained; one is not the vessel that 
makes the voyage across the sea, but the tug that carries the great 
ship out to the winds; one is the mold that holds the plastic ma- 
terial in form until it hardens and becomes an instrument, the 
other is the instrument itself. 
to me, sir. 

Now, as I said awhile since, and I believe I said it truthfully— 
of course these general assertions which range over the whole 
universe are aptto have exceptions to them—there never has 
been a body political and legal or social assembled in this free 
land of ours, accustomed to free speech and free institutions, that 


That is the difference, as itseems 


| President of the United States and to the Senate 


did not begin with what we call a ‘‘a temporary organization.” | 


Suppose we are all met here now, not as a Senate, but as friends 
for the purpose of promoting acertain object. After we have 
sat and communed with each other for a few moments, some 
gentleman rises and says, ‘‘I move that the Senator from Ala- 
bama take the chair.” The Senator from Alabama, with his 
usual modesty, assumes the chair, calls us to order, and asks us, 
‘‘ What is the further pleasure of themeeting?” Thensomeone 
moves that the Senator from Mississippi be requegted to act as 
secretary, and the Senator from Mississippi goes up to the desk 
and arranges his paper, pens, and ink and proceeds to act as sec- 
retary. Then the question is asked,‘‘ What is the further pleas- 
ure of the meeting?” Uprisesthe Senator from Floridaand pro- 
poses that acommittee of two or three or five be appointed by the 
chair on organization and to suggest permanent officers for the 
meeting, if the meeting is to act for any length of time. Where 
has there ever been an instance in America, as I have said before, 
that this was not done? Andif it is deemed necessary to the 
orderly proceeding of mere unofficial bodies of citizens, for how 
much stronger reason is it necessary in the organization and prep- 
aration of a legislative body for the enactment of the laws of the 
country? And whocan doubt that the men who enacted this law 
had thatinview? The record shows that that was what they had 
in view. The record shows, as I stated on yesterday, that the 
original bill provided only for the meeting of the Legislature, and 
on the suggestion of Mr. Fessenden, supported by Mr. Trumbull, 
Mr. Clark, who had the bill in hand, agreed to add the words 
‘fand organization” after ‘‘ meeting,” so as to make it “ the 
meeting and organization of the Legislature.” 

Now, what was the necessity for that if they were already or- 
ganized as soonas they met and were sworn in—what was the ne- 
cessity to add the word “‘organization ” if it was known, as it must 
have been known, because the history of the country never showed 
an exception to the rule, thatthe very moment that the Legisla- 
ture came together they were organized after a fashion or tem- 
porarily by somebody? There was a temporary chairman and 
there was a temporary clerk, and some steps were taken in order 
to proceed to an election effectually and a permanent organiza- 
ticu. If we are to be told that anything they do is an organiza- 
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tion: if we are to be told that the Legislature is organized within 
the meaning of the act as soon as A B is requested to preside and 
if that is the organization, 
what was the necessity for this eloquence on the part of these 
great lawyers and statesmen here in changing this bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me long enough 
to state in a very few words what the House of Representatives 


| did in the Thirty-fourth Congress? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It bears right on the point the Senator 
speaking on now. 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will be brief, 
to yielding to him. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Thirty-fourth Congress met on the 3d 
day of December, 1855, and proceeded in an attempt to elect a 
Speaker. They failed in that effort until the 2d day of Feb- 
ruary, 1856, when Nathaniel P. Banks was elected Speaker. He 
was escorted to the chair, delivered an address, and the oath of 
office was administered tohim. The House then adjourned until 
the next day. Onthat day 

At 12 o'clock m. the Speaker called the House to order ind the Journal of 
Saturday was read 

The oath or affirmation to support the Constitution of the United States, 
as required by the Constitution and prescribed by the act of June 1, 1789, en- 
titled “An act to regulate the time and manner of administering certain 
oaths,” was then administered by the Speaker to the following-named mem 
bers of the House.”’ 

[Immediately after that was done, 
adopted: 


On motion of Mr. Israel Washburn, jr., 
Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate to inform that body that a 
quorum of the House of Representatives have assembled, and that Nathaniel 
P. Banks, one of the Representatives from the State of Massachusetts, has 
been chosen Speaker, and that the House is now ready to proceed to busi 
ness 


[ have no objection 


the following re so] ition was 





Then immediately after that the following resolution was 
adopted: 

On motion of Mr. Pennington 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed on the part of the House to join 
such committee as may be appointed on the part of the Senate, to wait on 
the President of the United States and inform him that a quorum of the 
House of Representatives has assembled, and that Congress is ready to re- 
ceive any communication he may be pleased to make 

Mr. Pennington, Mr. Aiken, and Mr. Broom were appointed the said com- 
mittee on the part of the House 

Mr. Thurston submitted the following resolution, viz 

Resolved, That the House do now proceed, vira voce, to theelection of Clerk 


Mr. VANCE, Just so. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I think they adopted their notice to the 
of the United 
States before any Clerk was elected, immediately after the mem- 
bers were sworn in and before anything else had been done, to 
the effect that a quorum of the House had appeared and elected 
a Speaker and that the House was ready to proceed with busi- 
ness. 
Mr. VANCE. 
I thank thee, Jew, for teaching me that wor 


Was there not a ( They proceeded to elect one, 
but did they not have a Clerk who held over by law and organ- 
ized the House? 

"Mr. MITCHELL. Not at all. 

Mr. VANCE. And who conducted its journal? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not at all. because one house. IT think the 
Senator will agree, can not elect a Clerk who can continue in 
office in the next House of Re] 

Mr. VANCE. Oh, yes, n can under th l es of the House. 
Joint rule No, 2 prov ides that the Clerk, Doorkeeper. ete.. sha 
be elected to hold until their suecce 


Very well. 


lerk there? 


presentatives. 


ssors are sworn and qualified. 


Mr. MITCHELL. They only hold until the end of the term, 
or else the provision in the Constitution amounts to nothing, 
which is to the effect that each House shall choose its own ofti- 
cers. 

Mr. VAN‘ EK. If the provisions of the Cor stitution are con 


trary to that rule then the House of Representatir 
in contempt of the Constitution for about 
rule has been in existence 


ves has been 
sixty vears, for that 


just about that time in one form or an- 





other. I have the rules here and will read them to the Senate. 
In 1839 the following rules were adopted by the Twenty-fifth Con- 
gress: 

The Clerk of th House na ta an oath for the true and faithfu il 
charge of the duties of his office tothe best of his knowledge and ability. and 
shall be deemed to continue intil another be appointed C i 
tion, Rules, and Manual, Twe fifth Congress, p. 67 

A Sergeant-at-Arms shall ! sppointed to hold h fice during the plea 
ure of the House, whose duty it shall be to attend the House during j 
tings; to execute the commands of the House from time to time, tozeth 
with all such powers issued by authority thereof as shall be directed to hi 





by the Speaker. 
gress, p. 59.) 
These rules were adopted, by special order, by the Twenty-sixth ( 4 
(Congressional Globe, vol. 6, p.56), by the Twenty-seventh Congress (( 
gressional Globe, vol. 8, p.4), by the Twenty-eighth Congress ) I 


(See Constitution, Rules, and Manual, Twenty-fifth ¢ 
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1 each house and after 1 two ballots had been taken in the joint 
ssembly, when acom binatior 1, more or less corrupt, was made be- 


een th I 1 by which > present incumbent was to receive 
the long term in consideration of the support of his friends for 
Senators for the two existing vacancies, and that that combina- 


n was redi } 


ced into writing, signed, sealed, and delivered with 


1e formalities of a legal document. Whether it was admitted 

probate a gistration Ido not know. [Laughter]. 

But all that was done; and I] have the affidavits here of more 
than one member of the Legislature who refused to sign the 
agreement. One of them was followed and importuned by the 


ing rember himself and begged to make no opposition to it, 
for, he said, it was the only way that he could be elected; and the 
affidavit of another who said upon oath, and I have it here, that 
he did not believe the election of Dubois was legal at the time, 
and he so told Mr Dubois, but Mr. Dubois said h would take 
care of that, and he would risk it. 

Now, under all those circumstances, knowing as they did that 
they were operating in defiance of the law; knowing, as the ma- 

‘rity of them did, for they said so by the pamage of concurrent 


; . y » 4 47 "OG , “ } 
solution No. 12, that there was grave doubt about whether 
they were right or not, do you say it was an honest effort to com- 


ply w ith the law wh n the majority of the men who violated the 
law acknowledged under their hand and seal in that way that 
there was grave doubt about its legality? Was that an honest 
rt? I say, sir, that it was a dishonest e to evade the law 
and not an honest effort to observe the law. Why would they 


take this risk? Why would the sitting monene r say that ho 
lity of the lrse Was sug- 


would take the risk when the illeg: 
gested to him? Simply because, as he said, it was the only way 
he could possibly be elected. Why? 

it went to the next Tuesd ay there would have been no trouble 
about it; five days longer would have enabled them to comply 
with the law; but it is a matter of common charge and notoriety 
in that country, as I am informed, and it is so stated in the affi- 
davits, that before the next Tuesday had occurred the combina- 
tion would have broken down with its own oe" ght. It was im- 
possible to hold it together; and hence, after they had balloted 
in separate houses and after they had taken two ballots in the 
joint assembly, this contract was signed in the dead hours of the 
nicht in 1 writing, and the next day Mr. Gunn moved that after 





—_ - 


T 
i 


in 


Senators to fill the existing vacancies the house 


mediately proceed to elect a Senator for the long term begin- 
ning the 4th of March, 1891, which, against the protests of nearly 


vil 
one-half, not quite, and over the votes of nearly one-half the 
i f 


members, was carried by the skin of the teeth. Every adverse 
motion was voted down, and the electi is forced throu gh in 
ty about it, for “they 


that way. knowing that there was illeg 





have allsaidso. The conteste« says so, accordin x to this affidavit. 
That is the honest effort to co ny ly with the law by virtue of 
vhich we are appealed to to treat a new and a sovereign State 
ith liberality, and the scales of the apothecary are rejected in 
eighing these questions! Am re sulatalce ade about the date 
of their organization! 


President, there was no mistake. They knew that they 
not organized on Monday,the 8th, because they said so. 
y began the election under the ten-day clause 
constitution and the admission act of Congress and not 
‘and according to the law of July, 1866. They knew that. 





[They knew of all these things; and now by the admission to a 
seat and the retention of the contestec in this case in his seat we 
declare that the words of the solemn statute of the Congress of 


the United States w hic th has regulated the election of honor- 


1 ail! 
able Senators who si 





>and with me in this body ever 


since that time to the ] t day are void a nd of no effect; that 
although it is comn | election shall b begun on the 
second Tuesday aft tion the first Tuesday will do 
just as well, if it is if it suits the purposes of some 

mbination or some man who can not get elected otherwise by 
waiting until the regular time; that though the language of th« 
act requires that there shall be a separate vote taken in both 
houses or at least in one mouse on that day before the joint as- 
sembly s all have jurisdi i , yet if it is entirely convenient it 





may be obeyed, but if not it may be set aside! 
Sir, this man was not elected upon the second Tuesday after 
rganization. He was not voted for on the second Tuesday in 
either house, or in any other house. He was voted for and a 
majority of the ballots were cast for him in defiance of the law 
of the land whicl itrols all the other States of this eames 
For these reasons, sir, [am opposed to the resolutions reported 
yy the majority of the committee. For these reasons I shall 
to seat W. H. Clagett, and I am nee to know that the Senate, 
ith a spirit of fairness, has given the contest ant the « oppor tunity 
to speak for himself, which he can do so much better than! can. 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I present William H. Clag- 
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vow 


ett, the contestant. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the | primary assemblages « 
resolution of the Senate passed yesterday. Legislature were c 
Tho Secretary read as follows: twenty years of strife bet < 


4 
ih Rite 








4 Resolved by the Senate, That William H. Clagett, the contestant for the seat | and south, there w i 

4 fp the United States Senate now occupied by Hon. Frederick T. Dubo i ha been no « 

} 1aVo leave to occupy a seat on the floor of the Senate pending the discussion | , a Sta 

i of the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and that he have | ! : a 

i leave to speak not exceeding two hours to the merits of his right to the seal that 16 Was necessary tha 

¢ and on the report of the committee least the future of th stat ) 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the authority of the res- | warring sections, which had b a 
olution just read the Chair recognizes the gentleman from the | action was taken, and 1 Seni 
State of Idaho. on t { 








t) W ri 
Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). Mr. President, I thank theS The: ts which ar i 
ate in behalf of the State which I represent for the privilege which | ha ‘emained h inco ate 
has been accorded me, not so much to present to the Senate any Ww « ‘ 
personal claim, but more particularly for the purpose of vindicat- 
ing the action of the State of Idaho in holding a second « m | direc t of the ac of t 
> inthe month of February, 1891, and sending me here to repr nt In reply to the q n whi 
that State. Senator trom UOreyor | VT L, 
If there were nothing in this controversy except the mere ¢ ne evervtl contain n those affi . : 


tion as to whether the sitting member or myself is entitled to | ing it had upon th al « inv 
this controverted seat, I would not have ventured to ask the | [ wish to say addition to the answer t 
: privilege at the hands of the Senate to present to the Senate the | in my judgment was conclusive as tothe po 


reasons why this controversy should be determined in the manner | that it is a broad principle of la 
which is recommended by the minority of the committee. It is | to take advantage of his « \ \ 


because there are matters involved in this controversy compared | ing to the manner or time of an¢ ind vecia 

with which the personal fortunes of any man are absolutely im- | ner, which unde 

material that this privilege has been solicited and has been | directory only be« 

granted. direetorv provision iF | ‘ of 1 

Neither do I take it that the questions which are involved in | where vy that violation h 

this record, and to which I shall speak somewhat at length, affect | As bearing upon that pro] tion | 

. only the State of Idaho. I shall take the position that it not | Senate toa case by preme ¢ t « 
only affects that State, but that it vitally affects every State in all read a short extra [tis 1 ‘ 
this Union. It is the boast of our people that we live under a | vs. The People, found in 29 
government of laws, and if we do live under a government of If an irre rit fw 
laws then it is absolutely necessary that in all parts of our com- | no legal voter of his rig u di 
mon country, and above all in this, the highest and most con- oS Et COE Ce SOTOe, Bae Nae noe ™ 
servative legislative body that is to be found upon earth, thos this kind. wi 
laws shall be vindicated and their substantial requirements ob- | for subscription or that 
served. That it was not done in the State of Idaho at the Here we hi a decision by t 






























‘ s i i ‘ 
, December election of 1890 has been demonstrated by the able | largest States of this Union enunciat 
arguments which have been made upon this floor, and to which vhich [have just stated, namely, that ) 
I shall endeavor to add something in the course of this discussion. | have been violated, even tho provi \ a 
Not only does this case involve the que stion of the due character, they bee of vital import 
/ larity in the perfor mance by the State Legislaturs 8 of t] e highest | whethera party has or has n een 
function which they are called upon to perform, but involves an- | he himself was the con 
other question which has been hinted at and to some extent dis- | ceived a direct ber t from it. 
cussed here, and that is the question as to whether our dual form Apply th ctrine to t “a 
of government shall be preserved, and whether the two chat facts whic are di 
acters of government, State and Federal, shalleach be kept mov from al 
ing in its own proper sphere without interference by one wit out « i 
proper functions and powers of the other. 
It is for these reasons that this question rises far above any | ago), that t { 
: question of personal concern to the persons who are here claim violation of the la 
ing this 5 it,or eventoth State of [daho, a5 0n ot th sSOYV ri ie tati 
States of the Union. 
The general nature of this case has been stated m« ‘ i n l \ 
larly by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] Lb That ish to sa t 
Senator from North Carolina[Mr. VANCE]. The si g } case tha rn 
does not present himself at this bar with clean hands, nor is h rned. Before | uf 
entitled to any consideration by reason of any sympathy. H: ints which I propo 
presents himself here claiming a seat in the Senate of the United | tent 1 manifold errors at 
>: States by reason of a transaction which has torn the public sen ch are contail 
timent of that State into tatters, divided the membership of a te i 
political parties, and which, if it shall receive the sanction of relating to the fa 
Senate, will establish a precedent that will return to plague the | f ‘ 
Senate time and time again as long as the present law cont { 
~ governing the election of Senators. 
: When the Legislature of Idaho met in 1890 it was the « 
belief that the Legislature woul itself with 
to the law of the land t! f that t ob 
that Legislature would t 
the hands of that body. t - 
ture, starting out as it w: ( ( 
tablish a precedent for oO oat 3 
ture polici 3; were to { 
a i have lived uj 
3 to bring more tl] nm ate in ) ) L890. a 
served that as the State first starts of the « tion, t 
s0 it continues for years afterwards. Hen ! v la { 
4 after this performance in the month of Dec: of that bod 
action should be taken Dy that first Legi | Dp i 
evils which had been wrought and to at test That is th a ) 
against their repetition. It was because d | « 1in extentitis b 
election oecurred; and had it not been I Li 1ons ¢ of the State has « tif t fact 
law, had it not Been for this flying in the face of the express com- | held December 18 was initiated « 
mands of the people of that State, as spoken through their great | organization of the Legislat i f 





dition to that, that the State Legislature itself, in February, 1891, 
when I was elected, did not consider any question of time as af- 
fecting the election, but proceeded only under the objection of 
the alleged lack of power on the part of the Le gislature to elect 
until there had been a drawing for terms in Washington. 

f the report of the committee is correct in all of these asser- 
tions and asseverations, it would still be s ibject to the objection 
that these matters are immaterial in a certain sense: but when 


it is shown, as | shall show, that the entire basis of this report is 
made upon pure assumption both of fact and law, then I submit 
most respectfully to the Senate that the rule which prevails 
here of accepting as a matter of course the report of one of its 
standing committees should not prevail in this case, but that it 
! luty of each member of the Senate to pass 
upon it according to his individual judgment. 
The first matter to which I will direct the attention of the 
Senate_is the statement in the report with reference to a certain 
contenfion, or rather confession, which is claimed to have been 
made by me in my argument before the committee. I wish to 
inquire, before proceeding to this, what figure concessions in 
argument cut or should cut in aquestionof thissort. Whenever 
a case is sent to a committee to investigate and report upon its 
own judgment as to what is and what is not the law, what are 
and what are not the facts, I wish to inquire how it is that astand- 
ing committee of the Senate can justify its action by dealing in 
questions of concession made in the line of argument. I under- 
tand as a lawyer that binding admissions of fact may be made 
by a party or by counsel, but surely whenever a judge is called 
upon to adjudge a question he must judge it by its merits, or else 
we shall have the singular spectacle presented of a case going 
off entirely not upon the judgmentof the judge but upon the poor 
argument of the attorney. 


] 
pecomes ti ‘ wounds n ¢ 
‘ 


President, this entire report when it is sifted to its ultimate 
atoms amounts to this, that there was on Monday, December 8, 
i890, a temporary organization in the senate and in the house. 
If there is anything but that that is left in this report I have been 
unable to ascertain where or what it is. This entire question 
with reference to the election of Mr. Athey, a fact concerning 
which the journals are entirely silent, rests not so much upon 
the affidavits which have been brought in and which are incor- 
porated in the report as upon my direct and positive assertion. 
{ knew months before this session of Congress convened of that 
defect inthe journal. It was called to my attention by a member 
of the senate who is my personal friend, and I then stated to him 
that whether the election of Mr. Athey was in the journal or 
not it was in the truth, and that I would make no claim of any- 
thing contrary to the truth where I knew what the truth was. 
‘y first brief which was submitted by me, and which is 
the first paper that was submitted to the committee by either 
party, there is found this statement: 


| wish to say this in limine, before proceeding any further. Mr. 


In the ve 


‘he journals show that on Monday, December 8, the senate was called to 

ler by the lieutenant-governor (who was ex officio president of the senate 

! r the State nstitution a secretary pro tempore was then elected, but 
1 V« I 

his is the first time that question ever came into the record 


n this ease, and it came into it by reason of my own refusal to 
take advantage of adefectin the journal. In the supplementary 
brief, which was submitted afterwards, this statement is reiter- 


ated, and this page 22 is referred to. Yet, notwithstanding the 
act that the committee had this statement before them, in speak- 
ing with reference to this matter they used this language. | 


tT - « 4). 
read from page 





‘ int. Mr. Clagett, has abandoned this contention, and now 
es no point on this omission in the record in his supplemental brief filed 
vs 
d, again, on page 10 there is quoted from my supplementary 
i f th [ wing 
I 4 point on t mission of the senate journal to say that Mr 
\ ‘ ecretary 7 t ( on Monday, December 8 
[ had ] onal knowledge that he was so elected, and, although 
the journal does not show the fact, in my brief, on page 23, I so 
tat 
Notwithstanding the fact that this entire case, so far as the re- 
portof the majority is concerned, rests absolutely upon the ques- 
tion of the election of Mr. Athey, and notwithstanding the fact 
that so far asthe proof of that fact is concerned it stands upon 
my own statement largely, the committee did me the injustice 
f placing me before this body as first having personal knowledge 
of a fact, then contending that it was not true, and then finally 
abandonir t when I was compelled to do so. I say, with all due 
respect to ft committee, that this statement is most unjust. 
I wish efer at this time to another misconception which is 
found in the report of the committee with reference to alleged 
oncessions in argument upon my part. Here, upon page 12, in 


speaking of that question, which is absolutely no question at all, 
but which seems to have been made to serve the purpose in this de- 
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bate which a tub is made to serve when flung in front of a whale in 
the hope of diverting his attention from the point of real danger, 
namely, the question of the test of the organization of the Legis- 
lature by the question as to whether it could or could not ata 
given dateenactalaw. Thereportstates, with reference to that 
matter, as follows: 

Counsel for contestant, Mr. Shellabarger, conceded on the hearing that the 
temporary organization effected on Monday, December 8, was sufficient to 
enable the Legislature to enact laws, and that such laws would have been 
valid; while the contestant, Mr. Clagett, virtually, if we do not misinterpret 


his language, concedes the same thing, when, in the printed brief last filed 
with the committee (p.5). he says 


Nor have I ever held that a State Legislature is not organized within the 
meaning of section 14 until both houses have supplied themselves with all 
the officers and assistants which they may choose to provide for themselves 
during the session. nor even with ali [the italics are Mr. Clagett’s] official 
force Which the laws of the State may provide where such provision is made 
by State law 

So far is it from being correct that I have at any time conceded 
any such proposition, | refer the Senate to both of my briefs, 
which from the beginning to the end are devoted to its denial; 
and there can not be found in either one of those briefs nor in 
oral argument any declaration or statement to the contrary. 
W hen | turn to the original brief I find, what I wish to call atten- 
tion to here more particularly, the fact as set forth in the supple- 
mentary brief upon that subject on page 5. I read first the ex- 
tract which has been taken by the committee from this brief and 
which stops at the end of the sentence: 

Nor have I ever held that a State Legislature is not organized within the 
meaning of section 14 until both houses have supplied themselves with all the 
officers and assistants which they may choose to provide for themselves dur 
ing the session, nor even with all the official force which the laws of the State 
may provide where such provision is made by State law. 

The quotation that is contained in the report of the committee 
is simply the quotation of a singlesentence. After that sentence 
and immediately following it my position is stated in the follow- 
ing terms: 

[affirm that the word *‘organized,’’ as used in this section 14, and as ap 
plied to a legislative body, is used to signify that the entire body had come 
into the condition where it was authorized andenabled to proceed according 
to settled parliamentary usage in enacting laws. 

And in speaking with reference to this matter it should be 
borne in mind 

Mr. MITCHELL. Would itdisturb the gentleman from Idaho 
if I should call his attention to a fact? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the gentleman from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). It does not disturb me in the 
least, provided it is understood that it is not taken from my time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the gentleman to claim that 
the committee incorporated in its report, on page 13, only one 
sentence of a portion of the gentleman’s brief, and omitted the 
other portion, which other portion the gentleman has just read. 
If he will turn to page 17 of the report he will find that all the 
other portion just read is quoted, so that the committee has given 
full credit to the whole position taken by the gentleman. 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). That is precisely what Il am com- 
plaining of here in a proper way and argumentatively. I am 
complaining here that so far as this specific point is concerned, 
namely, with reference to the enactment of laws, that this other 
matter which is vital upon that point is left out and not referred 
to, and is then simply brought into the report subsequently with 
reference to another point; and I say that the inevitable effect of 
that character of statement must have been to have persuaded 
every Senator upon this floor who has taken occasion to read the 

report that I had conceded upon the argument that the Legisla- 
ture of Idaho was organized on Monday, December 8, sufficiently 





to enable it to enact a law. 

What I was about to say, however, Mr. President, was this, 
that the entire supplementary brief was a reply to a brief that 
was made by Mr. Paine. and I was then treating only of one 
question, namely, that it was not correct as stated by Mr. Paine 
that I contended that it was essential to the organization of a 
legislative body that all the officers which it might see fit to pro- 
vide for itself during the session should be first elected before an 
organization could be held to have been completed. 

This argument has proceeded in extenso upon the theory that 
it is competent for the Senate to pass upon the question as to 
what is or is not necessary in the organization of a State Legis- 
lature or legislative house. Nearly all of this argument on the 
question of organization has proceeded upon the theory that the 
Senate has this power: and assuming the existence of the power, 
we have gone back to the text books and to the precedents, both 
Congressional and State, to show that if it does possess the power, 
then that such power necessarily must be exercised judicially 
within the line and rule of the precedents which have been estab- 
lished. When it does so, it finds (so far as my knowledge or in- 
formation goes), in an unbroken line of precedents for more than 
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a century, that there is not one where a legislative house has ever | are the parliamentary law of the body, without statute and 
been held to have been organized until there was a permanent | out written rules. Ever since t Twenty-fifth Congress 
presiding and recording officer duly chosen and sworn into office. | one of these officers with the exception of Speaker has | 

This challenge which has been thrown out here upon the floor | stantly in office except in the two \ which t 
of the Senate repeatedly by Senators who have spoken in oppo- | one in the Senate and one in the House, and thenall p S 
sition to the views of the majority report remains to this hour | of a legislative character were stopped, as how! 
unanswered, and it can not, in my judgment, be answered. It | nority report, for the reason that it was h L Instane 
may be replied to and words may be multiplied and piled up word | that the aan election and qualification of rding offic 
upon word until the patience of the Senate is exhausted, but no | was essential to the organization of the bod) 
answer can be found to it; and in the very case here in this book, Mr. President, I desire to refer very briefly to anoth utter 
which was referred to recently by the Senator from Oregon, in | in which this report is most incorrect, and that is that portion of 


the Thirty-fourth Congress—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Thatis another book, butitis equally good. 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). I do not know whether it is 
equally good or not. I want the precise case referred to by the 
honorable Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That isin the Thirty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). The Senator referred the Senate 
to an alleged precedent in the Thirty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will send for the book. 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant I will state it and you will see 
that my statement is correct. The object of that citation was to 
show that in this particular precedent in the Thirty-fourth Con- 
gress the House of Representatives held that it was properly or- 
ganized when it had no Clerk in office. That is the point, be- 
cause the objection that was made was that it was not until after 
the notice had been sent by the House to the Senate of its organ- 
ization that it proceeded to the election of a Clerk. I now refer 
the Senator to the fact that on the very first page of that Jour- 
nal and the very opening of the proceedings of that Congress it 
appears that the Clerk of the House called the roll of members. 

Mr.MITCHELL. Wasthata temporary Clerk or a permanent 
Clerk? 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). He was the permanent Clerk 
who was holding over under the rule and custom of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But the House elected a permanent Clerk 
immediately afterwards? 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). I beg the Senator’s pardon; | 
say that the Journal when it is examined discloses the fact that 
they had a permanent Clerk when the House met. He was the 
permanent Clerk who had been elected by the last preceding 
House, holding over under the rule and custom of the House, and 


i ft 


the report in which it is alleged that this entire proceeding of 
the Idaho Legislature, resulting in my election and appearanc 
here upon the floor of the Senate, was an afterthought. I have 
some little degree of feeling upon this subject 
like to be presented before the Senate of the United States, and 
through it before the country,as having cooked up a case and 
taken alvantage of amistake made by inexperienced legislators; 


eCcause [ do not 


and yet that is precisely the view in which this committee pre- 

sent me here. On page 19 of the report I read as follows: 
So far as appears from the journals of either senate, house, or joint as- 
bly, no protest based on the ground that the Legislature was not organ 





zed ¢ 


i m Monday, December 8, 1890, or that the organization did n ccur uD 
til Tuesday, December 9, was ever made by anyone, nor was that question 
ever suggested by anyone opposed to the election of Mr. Dubois or anyone 
else until long after December 18, 1890, the date \ I 

t 


aims to 


And again, on page 20: 
Nor was this protest 


Referring to the protest of the 231 vers that came on 
the 9th day of January and is laid Senate the 
10th 

Nor was this protest, it will be observed, the action of the Legislature or 
of either house thereof, nor was it ever made a part of the record proceed 
ings of the Legislature or either house thereof; and not until February 6 
4. D. 1891, just fifty days after the date on which Mr. Dubois claim » have 
been elected, was the question ever raised by either house to the effe that 
he Legislature of the State had not been organized 

This matter has been gone into to a considerable extent in the 

| remarks which were made by the Senator from Nevada [Mr 


| the day after the election, or alleged election, of the sittir 


on the day when that House of Representatives convened it had | 


all the officers who are essential to an organization with the ex- 
ception of the Speaker. It had the Clerk; it had the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, and it had the Doorkeeper; and the only thing that 
was necessary for it to do was to elect a Speaker, who does not 
hold over, and upon that election being made the organization 
of the House of Representatives was complete. Therefore this 
precedent disappears, like all the rest of them, absolutely in 
smoke. 

[ know, Mr. President, that an effort has been made here by 
suggestion to show that it is constitutionally impossible for any 
House of Representatives to control the action of its successor, 
and therefore that the term of the Clerk who was elected at the 
last preceding House expired on the death of the old House and 
before the meeting of the new. That is the proposition, and on 
that question I have very little to say. That little is, that what- 
ever may have been the theory with reference to this matter, it 
is a fact that Congress has legislated upon this subject; and by 
turning to the law relating to the organization of the House of 
Representatives it will be found that the Clerk of the last House 
of Representatives is continued for certain purposes in the suc- 
ceeding one; for in this lawit is prescribed how he shall preside 
in the organization of the new House until a presiding officer is 
ehosen; how he shall prepare the roll of the members and keep 
it, and how, upon his determination, the roll of members is to 
be made up from the credentials. 

. This law of the United States establishes the fact that the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives is a continuing officer 
until his powers are removed by the same authority which cre- 
ated them, namely, the House itself. Not only is this true, but 
this law goes further, and I will read to the Senator from Oregon 
from section 32 of the Revised Statutes upon this point: 

Sec. 32. Incase of a vacancy in the office of the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, or of the absence or inability of the Clerk to discharg 


duties imposed on him by law or custom relative to the preparati n of th 
roll of Representatives, etc 





Says Mr. Speaker Onslow (cited in Jefferson’s Manual, con- 
tained in the Manual of the Senate), ‘‘ instances make order.” 
When since the Twenty-fifth Congress each House adopted the 
rules of the preceding House, which continued the old officers in 
office until their successors were elected, it became an established 
custom and standing order of that body to so continue them by 
reason of the fact that well-established parliamentary customs 


STEWART], and I will simply go into it to a somewhat greater 
extent, but will not occupy ground which has already been cov- 
ered. When we turn to the house journal containing the rec 
ord of these proceedings, we find that on the 19th of December, 
ber took place, one of the members of the house of representa- 
tives undertook to obtain a correction of the journal in order 


that the journal might show in detail and specifically what were 


| the grounds of objection made by Senator Gray on December 


18, when, acting for the minority of 25 members, he protested 
against the further proceedi: 
the sitting member. 

[t is true that this protest is not formulated in as full fo 
it might have been. Nevert 
read that protest without seeing that the second subdivision stat- 
ing one of the objections made by Senator Gray applies abso- 
lutely to the question of time, of its being in advance of the sec- 
ond Tuesday. Not only that, but we have here the affidavits of 
sixteen members of that Legislature showing that the specific ob 
jection of time was made, and inasmuch as those affidavits have 


not been read I shall take the liberty of reading extracts from then 


;which resulted in the election of 


heless no member of the Senate can 
‘ing 











n 
which deal with this particular point. I read first from the affi 
davit of John S. Gray, the president pro npore of the senate 
In stating the grounds of his objection, as stated by him on Di 
cember 18, he testifies that one of them was as follows: 

Third. Because in the actof C ress it Was illegal to anticipat e@¢ 
for the election of the third Senator. or to t him prior toth é i'l 
day after the meeting and organiza n 1e Legisla th I tur 
having been organized on Tuesday kocember 9 “) i tl e | 
day thereafter fa ig on December 24, 1890 

Mr. Martin, on page 45 of the memorial referred to e com 
mittee by the order of the Senate, testifies as follows: 

I did not read the paper signed by Mr. Duboi friends and then 
to Mr. MeConnell’s room and signe by u the paper was read li t 
ence by Mr. Brown, and its purp is I ha I 
Mr. Dubois was to be elected, not at that tir 

That is, the 18th day of December 
not at that time, but when the | 
tion of the third Senator 1 ! I i tl fr. Du i 
his chances on being able t 1 com l I er ul t 

hould arrive, and I for on tha i m 
combination toexist long I iva 
ing and organization of the ul I had 
that Mr. Dubois should be 1ed ‘ 
not under any circumstance h cone 
knew such election to be contrary 

So it appears from these affidavits that not only dik ‘ 
jority, obtained by reason of that combination, spring tl 
and take by absolute surprise the minority who were entitled to 


be apprised in advance of the proceedings that wer 
the Legislature, but that the signature « 
































1 1 cOmDinatilo! was ( ained by reason < 

4 ¢ ) V. 
YD 31 e effect 1 V \ elect ONLY 
t $ t day, being the time prescribed 
} } 4 ‘ 4 4 ; } 
i and liwa itl 1e time provided D 

l I 
ih l 1 Oo tne th ~enat« nam , the second 
i } ‘ it , ‘ i Bb tt 5 id Bii 
i A . ult \ t. a 
t "i McCo l 

! por s,l am entirely i 
1 nca l wal ntil the time came around 
Pp t rd Senator, that 101 efore thi 

t ] own herent weak! 

; oa of this wledge evidently on the part of Mr. D 
ul é r¢ ‘ 16 programme after I and other of Mr. McConn« 
fr ‘ per ‘ he had deliberately obtained our signa 
tu : tat mad effect that ras 
w to t hol , ft ation together until the 
re i r electirz t penator 

Mr. MITCHE] W the gé nan state the date of tha 
Qf 
«ali ‘ 

Mr. CLAGETT (co stant I do not cé anything about the 
date of t affidavit he dates have been stated he affidavit 
‘ dra shout ¢ . or 18th of February 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Arkansas in tl 
chi Does the gentleman from Idaho yield to the Senator fro 
‘ r 

N ( AC CT ontestant ( tainly, but I have a 
a t ( 

\ ( Lal iy f t < tlon 18 whether there are any 
( to t afl vits as a matter of fa 
Cl ( ["] mntest T | ere is no <« 1est nas to at 
MITCHELI A) they sworn to without date? I 
without date? 
CLAGETT ( t ant No, sir: they are all dated. 
MITCHELI [ should be ad to know the date. I think 
stan? +] ; ‘ Sco wrilli ‘ h i< 
t :porta if the gentleman is willing to state the dat 


[ have already stated in response 
tot Senator from Oregon that all these affidavits are dated some- 
| 
































} + +} we . +} ‘ , ea 1 
v rea ab ie 17th or 18th of February, 1891. am read- 
ng fr a containing the extracts and have not time to 
t 1 ute 5 Owl! my memoria 
TCHELI 7 itisa Ll want to knov I ould 
‘ Lot <7 +} rent un it. of wh 
( 4 4 ‘ tant T ' time runs thro ith a few 
d not remember; they were all made in Febr 
[ wish to read in addition to that the affidavit of Senator W 
{ 17% Ly D 
li ‘ ‘ United States S 
ai nalitair1 totl ‘ 
fe ft f Decer 
I ‘ ( il H B ( »> be 
l Wi l cor 
I 
rT ers ol Lit t n 
t I iting t presel te ul arate 
the y for three | ed States Senator on the first bal t 
Mr. St t Bg i elect Mr. McConnell, to fill the ex 
i VCAI » futur ne, no one stz when in my press 
D n thet l ballot, to filla vacancy w 
exist March 4, 1891, and for the t yf six years 
eS t. 4} affia: » % 
t allidavit er, Who was a 
ty , "wy r of Senati 
t 
e¢ two Sena ‘ tine vaca 
ys } y ver I ulr the ] n te out vy th n 
sti ~ ea t ent re rw! the I 
t y 1 ele i 1b vas legal « l 
y iS i underst i v t t 
nd 1 secur 16 ¢ t 1 of Governor SHOUP 
LI ’ I sad ‘ I ntsin( { “4 ‘ 
i Y M LJ t NN ‘ 
ul other affidavits here to the sar effect I 
+ < \T ‘ l< 77 ‘ 
i ‘ a ur. Ua S allidavit, pag 620 l 
) I iy era t I itl to 
‘ to ref é Ave any z 
reas I 
‘ is ntrary to law i 
: DD Y 9. 189 
4 ¥ 7 Tit" 
1 as aay ( s ya ti Ne) 
ol rp UP, and V - \ 
‘ f ‘ a to of « Oo ( 
' Cc ant 3B ow 
vw t iw was y 
v ncy t t arisen, tl 
LV r pec it en 1 t i 
y tha tu Gy itors t / 
‘ t tl Le iture W l be ca r¢ 
ring the session, but when or how had never 
I ip in discussi When Judge Gray oppos« 
t 1 ) was, for t first time »faras I know 
a \ f electing the third Senator at that time and 
wi f s after the organization of the Leg- 
isla e, a Ib satisfied that the whole proceed 
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I shall not weary the Senate by reading all these extracts. I 











wish simply to say upon this point that here are the affidavits of 
te members of the Legislature, al! testifying, and their tes- 
timony has stood here upon the files of the Senate for a year to- 
icted, and going directly not only to the 
buteven to the public morality of this trans- 
iber 18,1890, and still thes xteen affidavits are 
n referred to the r h the excep- 
is 1 ‘ lavit of Mr. Gray In proof of 
I true— 

la ! t of the committee— 
It ist rember of the senate of th rislature of 
I made on the 19th day y, A. D. 1891, 
I t rial of Mr. W 1m H. Clag contestant, 


ites that he, on December 18, 1890. when the int assemblv met opposed 





ition offered by Senator Gunn go i the election of the third 

at ‘ged several obje I y others, as he states, 

att Lit 10torganized unt 9.1890; but the record 
e 16 joint assembly of t i with your commit- 





> contestant, fails to disciose any opposition, etc. 


[t does not seem to me to be entirely consonant with that spirit 


offairness which ought to characterize the report of a standing 


committee of any legislative body to deal in this way with ques- 
tions of this sort, and least of all is it proper, in my humble judg- 


ment, to deal with them in this way where the effect is to cast re- 
proach upon a Senator elected by one of the sovereign States of 
this Union. Itis true the journals say nothing with reference 
to the objection of time of electing the third Senator, but the 
affidavits do, and these affidavits prove conclusively the facts 

hich have been stated here repeatedly upon this floor, and yet 
these affidavits and what they show, so far as the report is con- 

kept from the view of the Senate. 


1 
Mr. STEWART. Is there anything in the record to contra- 





Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). No, sir, not a shred of testi- 
y has ever been presented to the committee of which I have 


knowledge or information, except the record from which I 


am quoting here. 








Mr. MITCHELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 


him right there on that point? 


} 
gh 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIsinthechair). Does 
7 to 4] 


e gentleman from Idal » the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). With the greatest pleasure in 
+} UW *} ’ 

itt wt ul 


rid. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I desire at this point t 
h precisely what the journal 


1e,and precisely what the journal 


tleman’s sp 





at that ti l 
said and did at that time. 
Mr. CLAGETT (contestant 
to ask me a question 
Mr. MITCHELL. It is very brief: it will simply take a mo- 





The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the 


decline to yield for the purpose indicate: 


Ir. CLAGETT (contestant). I 5 
Mr. MITCHELL. ‘This is what 


d, Mr. President. 


the journal states: 














Senator Gunn offered the following r tion 
Resolved by the joint assembly of t s of 
¢h Legislature of the State of Idah I ited 
> lators to fill vacancies, and W i 
1 to elect one United S 
M the 4th, 189 
Se i Gray then llov 
I move amend the 1 tol do now pro 
i to elect one Sena North 1 to elect 01 
Senator from South Idaho, to fill vacan 
Senator Gunn raised the point of order that the amendment was not in 
rder; which was sustained by the chair. 
Senator Gray then withdrew his amendment, and offered the following as 
i titute for the original resolution 
I move that the resolution read as follow That we prot 1 to elect two 
5 rst 6 vacancies now existing 
j question being on the adoption of the ibsti te, the ea ind na 
were called for and taken, with the following result 
} Festina ese 7 7 } — y 4%. a4 .. 7 
And the resolution was voted down. WOW, toa iS pl clse.y 
+ ‘ ’ ‘ lid 7 ‘ 7 } 7] 
wha did say and what he did do at that id that is all 
at I }! irnié shows on the subjec ° [in the a fiday l 
ide by Senator Gray two months after t <¢ place is in 
tradiction ot the ( rnai. 
Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 
r) PRESIDING OFFICER. Do the Senator from Oregon 
and t an from Idaho yield to the Senator from North 
Car nas 
Mr. VANCI [ simply want to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon to the fact that on page 30 of the house jour- 
nal he will find Senator Gray’s objection to the proceeding was 





entered upon the journal, and I wis h to remark also that inas- 
much as the time of the gentleman who is the contestant in this 


il 
case is limited by the rule permitting him to speak to two hours, 





tanga 
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i and he will have no opportunity to interrupt the Senator from | too far in my criticisms upon 3] ive to read fro 
, Oregon when he comes to reply, I do not think it is fair to break | 9 of the report. 
in upon his speech with constant interruptions. } os i committee be et : 


; The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the re a 
; : Speaking of these affidavits ; 





pe time consumed by Senators shall not be taken or considered as | , oe Be 
4 taken out of the time of the gentleman from Idaho. se Sane eoanae a tae which 
Mr. VANCE. That is fair. jurisdiction of judging of the elect st 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He shall have his whole two | Very truth of a case when clea 
hours. tt n that of the record its 
Mr. MORGAN. In view of what has taken place here to-day, When it is essential to make a case i lf of t sittine 
I move that the limit be withdrawn, and that the gentleman | member this evidence by affidavits is in 
from Idaho be allowed to proceed ad libitum. | prominently to the view of the Senate, « la dilat 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, Ishould like tomakearemark | upon through a space of four pages of printed mat and do 
in that connection. for the purpose of aiding the journal and prov a fac 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asks the gentleman | which the journal is silent, and then when sixt membe1 
from Idaho if he yields to these various suggestions? the same Legislature present their affidavits for a purpose p 
Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). I especially yield to the last one, | cisely similar, namely, to aid the journal by s orth 
to withdraw the limitation upon my time. grounds of the objection made by Sena GRAY to the eleet 
Mr. BUTLER. Iwas merely going to remark that there is | of a third Senator on the 18th day of De t ‘ 
great force, it seems to me, in what has been stated by the Sena- | brushed aside, kept entirely from the view of the Senate, and 
tor from North Carolina. The gentleman from Idaho will have | spoken of, I submit, with some degree of contempt by 1 rril 
no opportunity of replying to the point made by the Senator from | to them as *‘ ex parte affidavits.” 
Oregon, and ldo not think it is altogether fair that he should be Mr. MITCHELL. The honorable gentleman courts interr 
; interrupted in that way. The Senator from Oregon will have | tion. Will he yield to me a moment 
: the speech of the gentleman from Idaho in the RECORD to reply | The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the gentleman yi to 
4 to when the time comes. | the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. MITCHELL. In viewof that suggestion I shall not inter- Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). I do, with th eatest plea 
rupt the gentleman again. He may proceed in his own way. ure. ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Alabama Mr. MITCHELL. It is true an issue was raised inthis 
moves that the limitation as to time allowed the gentleman from | that may be material or may be immaterial. I desire to ask 


ad} Idaho be withdrawn. gentleman a question. Suppose it is true, as contended by hi 
Mr. BUTLER and Mr. STEWART. That is right. that this protest was made at the time the vote was taken, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the | pose it is also true, as the journal shi 


Ws, that ail e memp 





question on the motion of the Senator from Alabama? [Putting | of the Legislature were present on that nd all voted, th 
the question.] The motion is agreed to, and there is no limita- | gentleman himself taking his chance with the balance of th 
tion as to the time the gentleman from Idaho shall occupy. candidates and receiving votes on that day, and suppose a ma- 
Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). Mr. President, I thank the Sen- | jority, or five more than a majority as the fact is, of all presen 
ate for its courtesy, and in response to it will state that asI have | voted for Mr. Dubois for United States Senator, what effect, | 
“Sa no desire in this argument to do aught than sift these questions | inquire of the gentleman, would this protest made at the 1 
_ thoroughly to their bottom, I do not wish to be understood as ob- | have on the legality of that election provided in all oth 
*t jecting to being interrupted pertinently by questions or by sug- | spects the election was legal? ; 
és gestions. Anything which will tend to throw light either upon| Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). Then I ask the qu 
; the controverted facts in this case, if there are any, or upon the | ply, Mr. President, if it had no bearing whatev ‘up 
conclusions of fact arising upon those probative facts or to the | why was it put in the report of the committee? 
ar law and which will enable the Senate to come to a just conclu- | Mr. MITCHELL. Counsel brought i 
sion, I am not only willing to have it take place, but am desirous Mr. CLAGETT (contestant Il bee pardon of th sehr) 
| from Oregon. If it is an immateri matter, th 


that it should do so,even though it should result in establishing W 
the fact that I am not entitled to the seat. put in the report of the committee? Was it put her > 












The point that I was making with reference to this report when | purpose of prejudicing this case in adva 2 I will not 
@ I was interrupted was not that the journals failed to show these | I say it was probably put here beca act, wl 
facts with reference to the second Tuesday, but was with refer- | from the inherent evidence furnished by the report itself, 1 
x ence to the proposition that it does seem to me that when the | the examination of this case by the committee must have bes 
g committee was called upon to report the facts in this case it | most superficial, most hasty, and th togetl 
a should not have made some brief mention at least of these affida- | does not entitle it ti receiver 
@ vits, instead of leaving them entirely out of the view of the Senate | Senate. 
4 and falling back upon a misleading statement that the journals Mr. MITCHELL. But then, if t { al 
4 did not show it. me, that is no answer to my quest t 
4 It is in the record; it is a part of the case. If it is pro] r to | of the argument, tl the ¢ mn Lt i n 
; bring in at all any question relating to an alleged afterthought, | propriety in bringing in an immater 
5 if it is proper to say anything at all upon that subject, and much | repeat again, would that protest 
“9 more to devote page after page to it, then I ask whether itis con- | election? 
5 sistent with that decorum and dignity which is due from one ot Mr. CLAGETT (contesta 
Vg the organs of this body to the body which creates it to make tl tion of the protest is concern 
: point and then keep from the view of the Senate the facts upor oint with reference to it in i 
which the proper solution of that point depends? has nothi » do wi 
1 wish to call attention to another matter connected with thi ing to the attention 
~ report. In the statement on page 21 the committee say that an clection a law contemplates, b 
4 is true that John S. Gray in an ex parte affidavit says so and so, | cooked up in t) recy of night 
¢ and yet the reportso far as the question is concerned upon which t in good faith, a efore the 
2 it is based, and upon which only it is based, viz, the election of | from claiming his seat upon tl 
Mr. Athey, the affidavits to show such election are not spoken | himself was the conscious a ving age 
of in the report as ex parte, neither were they kept from 1 ical violations of the law. Thatis mya 
3 view of the Senate, but are brought forward with great particu- But, Mr. President, I desire to go or 
larity for the purpose of proving the election of that secretary | invite the attention of the Senate to 
pro tempore, upon which hinges the entire question which is in- | racy which it contains 
volved in this controversy. most respec vy, a vi 
Nay more than that, if it shall be contended in argument—for | my State 1 
it has not as yet been suggested—that because these matters ar id form 
of an ex parte character, and therefore will be rejected as evi- | osition, or rat} 
dence by the committee—how does it come that in another por- | it—fully a ( t ta : 
tion of the same report, when precisely the same character of ques of ( ( 
evidence is submitted and upon which this entire report is pred- in advan the 





icated, that these affidavits are spoken of not only as being evi- as I 
dence, but evidence of an indisputable character, namely evi- | that was ever considered, either Ol ; 
dence which is incapable of being disputed. That I may not go! or even when the Legislature held th 
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ary, was that it was illegal to elect a third Senator until the two 
Senators elected to fill the existing vacancies had proceeded to 
Washington and drawn for terms. 

Now, then, let us look at this. I read from page 9: 

But the contestant, Mr. Clagett, * * * alsoin this paper 

That is, the supplementary brief— 
abandons the point which was really the only one originally urged against 
the election of Mr. Dubois at the time of his election, namely, that he, Mr 
Dubois. was not elected because his alleged election was had before the two 
Senators elected to existing vacancies had drawn for terms 

Again, on pages 20 and 21, upon the same subject, the report of 
the majority of che committee says—and here comes in a most 
remarkable fact in connection with the report, which I am con- 
strained to believe must have been the result of a typographical 
error, although it completely changes the entire nature and char- 
acter of the reasons which animated the Legislature in holding 
the second election in February, and upon which, if a typographi- 
cal error,a certain very grave charge against the Legislature was 
made. 

[ read from the report as follows: 

Various other matters were recited in the preamble to the resolution, such 
as that the State constitution and the admission act required that two United 
States Senators should be elected within ten days after the organization 
of the Legislature; that such Legislature had, on the 16th day of Decem- 
ber, 1890, voted for a United States Senator in the two houses, acting sepa 
rately, and thereafter, as provided by law, met in joint assembly on December 
ik, and within ten days after its organization elected, in the manner provided 
by law, the honorables GEORGE L. SHOUP and William J. McConnell United 
States Senators, and thereupon immediately proceeded to vote for Hon. Fred. 
T. Dubois for the term beginning March 4, 1891, in advance of the drawing 
for terms by the two Senators elected in advance of the time fixed by law. 


The reason given by the Legislature was that the election of | 


Mr. Dubois in December was in advance of the drawing for terms 
by the Senators elect and in advance of the time fixed by law for 


his election. That second reason thus given by the Legislature | 


is simply wiped out in this report, the word ‘‘ elect” is changed 
to ‘‘elected,” and the whole nature and character of that legis- 
jative proceeding is entirely changed. In addition to that it 
goes on and says further: 

It is very plain to your committee 

Still speaking with reference to what transpired in February 
and the motive of the Legislature in electing— 

It is very plain to your committee that even at this time no reliance what- 
ever was placed upon the question now urged as the one on which main reli- 
ance is placed, namely, that the Legislature was not organized on Monday, 
December &, as claimed by Mr. Dubois 

The real ground of this protest evidently was that the Legislature had no 
right to elect a third Senator until after the drawing had taken place be- 
tween Senators SHouP and McConnell. 

Now, let us see precisely what itis that the journals show with 
reference to this matter. 
Legislature: 

Whereas the Legislature thereupon immediately proceeded to vote for 
Hon. Fred. T. Dubois for the term beginning March 4, 1891, in advance of 
the drawing for terms by the two Senators-elect, in advance of the time fixed 
by law, without first voting in the two houses acting separately, and against 
the protest of the members of the joint assembly 

7 * * * - . * 

Therefore erolved. ete 

And that is transformed here in the report intoa statement to 
the effect that the reason which was urged by the Legislature, 
and upon which only the Legislature acted, was that it was in 
advance of the drawing for terms for the two Senators elected in 
advance of the time fixed by law. 

[ call the attention of the committee to this matter in the hope 
and with the belief that they will correct it and show it to be 
merely a typographical error, or one of those mistakes which the 


st careful : ‘udent writer will occasionally be betrayed | be ; 
most careful and prudent writer will occasionally be betrayed | regular, orderly, legal method of ascertaining the will of the 


into. 

Let us see whether it is correct, as stated in this report, that 
that was the reason and the only reason in February, 1891, why 
the Legislature held the second election. I call the attention of 
the Senator who has this report in charge again to this protest 
of 23 members of the Legislature which was presented here upon 
the 10th day of January. It is true that this protest is not dated, 


but it is also true that the certificate of the secretary of state to | 


the extracts from the journals is dated on the 25th day of Decem- 
ber, and therefore the time of its ary payrenen must have ante- 
dated that, because it is accompanied by those extracts from the 
journals which were not obtained until the 25th. 

Mr. GRAY. January, 1891? 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). January, 1891. 

Mr. MITCHELL. January 9, 1891. 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). Of course, Mr. President, I 
know very well as to when these papers were drawn, but I do not 
intend in this argument to even pass the breadth of a hair be- 
yond the limits of the record in the case, for it is upon that record 
the Senate is called upon to act, and I call the attention of the 
distinguished Senator from Oregon to the fact, that in this pro- 
test, made immediately upon the adjournment of the Legisla- 


Here are the reasons as recited by the | 


ture, after the election of Mr. Dubois, sent here by 23 mem- 
bers of the Legislature, there is not evena reference made to the 
fact or to the objection that the election of Mr. Dubois was held 
prior to the time that the two Senators elect should draw for 
terms—not even a reference toit. An inspection of this docu- 
ment will further show that the only ground of objection made 
by these protestants was the very point which I have made here 
repeatedly, and which has been made so eloquently and so ably 


| by Senators upon this floor, namely, that in the election in De- 


cember, 1890, the day of the election was anticipated by five days. 
The election, therefore, was absolutely null and void. 
Reference has been made in the course of this debate, not once 


| but many times, to the fact that in December, 1890, Mr. Dubois 


actually received a majority of the votes for the position of Sen- 
ator; whether they were his votes or whether they were the 
votes of the combination it is immaterial to inquire, and an 
effort has been made to produce a kind of sympathy for the sit- 
ting member on the ground that there is nothing here except a 
mere matter of technical law which stands in the way of his re- 
taining his seat. I beg leave to read from the original brief sub- 
mitted to the committee as to what an election is. I read from 
the case of Foster vs. Scarff, 15 Ohio State Reports, wherein Mr. 


| Justice Brinkerhoff gives the definition of the term ‘‘ election” 





as it is known to our American system: 
The term “election” implies a choice by an electoral body at the time and 
substantially in the manner and with the safeguards provided by law of a 


qualified person to an office. Avacancy may exist or may be about to occur 
in an office 


Just as there was one here to occur on the 4th of March ensu- 
ing— 


A vacancy may exist, or may be about to occur in an office, Which vacancy 
a given electoral body may have the unquestionable right to fill by an elec- 
tion, and that electoral body may manifest its choice in a manner which 
leaves no doubt of the fact of its choice; but by means unknown to our law 
* * * as by a viva voce vote, or by a vote at times ani places not recognized 
by law, and yet no one would contend for the validity of such an election. 
The act of choice must be done, the election must be conducted as prescribed 
by law, and under the safeguards which the law affor | Without the erist- 
ence of these, at least jn substance, however unmist.ivble the fact of choicé, 
there is no election in law. The act of Congress c. es all its force and va- 
lidity from its substantial conformity to the Cons ‘ion and law. 





On the broad proposition as to what it is that constitutes an 
election under our Americen theory and system of government 
| wish to read simply a ‘brief extract from the master mind of 


| this Republic and the great expounder of the Constitution. I 








refer to the speech of Daniel Webster made in the celebrated 
Dorr rebellion case in the argument in the Supreme Court of the 
United States: 


But the people limit themselves also in other ways. They limit themselves 
in the first exercise of their political rights; they limit themselves by all 
their constitutions in two important respects; thatis tosay, in regard tothé 
qualifications of the electors, and in regard tothe qualifications of the elected. 
In every State and inall the States the people have precluded themselves from 
voting for everybody they might wish to vote for; they have limited their 
own right of choosing. They have said we will elect no man who has not 
such and such qualifications. They have also limited themselves to certain 
prescribed forms for the conduct of elections. They must vote 2t a partict- 
lar place, at a particular time, and under particular conditions, or not at al 

It is from these modes that we are to ascertain the will of the America’ 
people, and our Constitution and laws know no other mode. We are not to 
take the will of the people from public meetings, nor from tumultuous as- 
semblies, by which the timid are terrified, the prudent are alarmed, and by 
which society is disturbed. These are not American modes of signifying the 
will of the people, and they never were. If anything in the country not 
uscertained by aregular vote, by regular returns, and by regular represen- 
tation has been established, it is an exception and not the rule; it is an 
anomaly which I believe can scarcely be found. 


This language, on all fours with the nature and character of 


| the ease which is now before the Senate, draws the line of dis- 


tinction and demarcation broad and wide between that proper, 


people either in a Legislature or otherwise on the one hand, and 
on the other the kind of election which the record in this case dis- 
closes, a combination where the time provided by law is changed 
and the manner pointed out by law is violated, and which in all 
its essential moral attributes can be described only by that com- 
mon phrase of ‘* Get there, Eli!” 

Mr. President, Iam compelled from the necessities of the sit- 
uation, perhaps, to call the attention of the Senate to another re- 
spect in which this report is most radically defective. Over and 
over again has it been stated in this debate, and this report es- 
pecially sets it out in full, that in the certificate of the governor 
of the State of Idaho it is duly certified that the election of the 
sitting member was held upon the 18th day of December, and 
that the 16th day, when the proceedings were initiated, was the 
second Tuesday after the organization of the Legislature. In 
order that I may not overstate the case, I will read from page 24: 

The governor of the State of Idaho certified twice under his hand and the 
great seal of State that Mr. Dubois was duly elected Senator Thursday, 
December 18, A. D. 1890, and that the preceding Tuesday was the second Tues- 
day after the organization of the Legislature. 

I venture with some diffidence, Mr. President, to differ with 
the report of the committee in this regard, but still I am com- 
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elled to make the statement here, in which I am borne out by 
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} elect, we re compelled to hang thems lves upon the 18 votes vhich 


he record, that the governor of the State of Idaho has never | 
| took place, in order that there might be some species of certifi- 


certified to anything of the sort either once or, much less, twice, 
as stated in this report. Now, let us get at the facts and see 
whether I am correct or the committee is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state 


that I believe the report in that respect is defective, and I make | 


the statement that I did not discover it until to-day on examina- 
tion, sofarasthe governor isconcerned. Butsofaras the speaker 
of the house, the president of the senate, the chief clerk of the 
house, and the secretary pro tempore of the senate are concerned, 
I think the gentleman will concede that they all certify that the 
Thursday on which the election took place was the first Thurs- 
day after the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization 
of the Legislature. 
to-day, and I intended to correct it. 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). I had no idea, Mr. President, 
that the committee in making these repeated errors to which in 
part I have called the attention of the Senate intended to make 
them, because it is perfectly apparent on the face of the report 
that the report itself was not well considered, and I trust, now 
that the Senator who has the report in charge has found out one 
error and has frankly admitted it in manly fashion, that in the 


| two gentlemen and be certified by the 


[ discovered the mistake referred to myself | 
| his certificate even does not certify of his off 


were controlled by the sitting member: but after the election 


| cation which would bring the matter favorably to the attention 


of the Senate and lay the foundation for a prima facie case, the 
whole thing changed, and then it was necessary that the sitting 
member should declare himself in with the certificate of these 
e presiding officers. So, 
whichever way we turn, from the beginning to the end of this 
record, we find that there is absolutely nothing in it which is 
plain or straight or square or according to those ideas which we 
speak of as being the ideas which should govern and control 
Americans in the exercise of their political rig 

There is no certificate here by anybody who was authorized to 
certify to this election of the third senator, and the governor in 
ticial knowledge that 
the sitting member was ever elected; but, on the contrary, he 
certifies that, whereas it is certified to him by these gentlemen, 
who had no power to make any certificate at all, therefore he 
proceeds to certify to the same thing. Henee it is, when you run 





hts. 


| the matter back to its ultimate point, you find this to be true, that 


recess between now and Monday, to which the Senate is to be ad- | 


journed, he will go carefully through this record and see whether 
all the criticisms that I make here are not equally well founded. 

The admission that is made by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] makes it unnecessary for me to refer to the gover- 
nor’s certificate; but there is another matter to which he directs 
the attention of the Senate to which it is proper to refer. 

I want to know where the law is which authorized the presiding 
officers and clerks of that session of the Legislature to certify to 
the election of a third Senator atall. If there is no law which 
authorized that certification, then where is the certificate going 
to show that Mr. Dubois was elected in the manner which was 
required by law? So far as the two Senators are concerned, 
special provision was made for them by the constitution of the 
State, which was adopted and incorporated into the enabling act, 
to which reference has been made. 

This special law covering the special case of the election of the 


two Senators at the outset of the career of Statehood changes all | 


of the provisions relating to the election of Senators which are 
found in the Revised Statutes of the United States, except the 
matter of voting in the two houses separately and taking a vira 
voce vate. I read from the State constitution: 

Within ten days after the organization of the Legislature both houses of 
the Legislature shall then and there proceed to elect, as provided by law 
two Senators of the United States for the State of Idaho. 

There the time that is fixed by the Revised Statutes is changed. 
Instead of the time fixed being the second Tuesday after the or- 
ganization of the Legislature, a plastic period is given, a period 
of ten days within which, in the discretion of the Legislature, 
they might proceed to elect as provided in this provision. 

The next sentence is as follows: 

At said election the two persons who shall receive the majority of all the 
votes cast by said senators and representatives shall be elected as such 
United States Senators, and shall be so declared by the presiding officer of 
the said joint session. 

Now, the enabling act changes the provisions of the Revised 
Statutes with reference to the quorum, and provides that the two 
men who shall receive a majority of the votes of the members 
who may vote shall be elected, instead of the quorum, which is 
provided for in section 15 of the Revised Statutes, viz, a majority 
of all the members elected to the Legislature, and having thus 
made such — and detailed provision with reference to this 
matter, the law proceeds to prescribe a certain method of au- 
thentication as to the result of the election for these two Sena- 
tors, which is as follows: 

The presiding officers of the senate and house shall issue a certificate to 
each of said Senators, certifying his election, which certificate shall also be 
signed by the governor and attested by the secretary of state 

Is there anything in the Revised Statutes which confers upon 
the presiding officer of any State Legislature the power to cer- 
tify to the Senate of the United States the election of a Senator? 
And does not this special act here have reference purely and 
solely to the election of those two and the certification of the re- 
sult of that election? And when those two were elected, was 
not the power of those two officers exhausted when they had cer- 
tified to the election of the two? And when they came to certify 
to the election of the third, where is the law that authorized any 
such certificate? There is none. There was not even a joint 
rule of the two houses at that time, for it was not until the 7th 
day of January that they provided for the holding of any joint 
convention or the method of certifying the result. 

When we come to take the entire record, Mr. President, two 
things are perfectly apparent. Prior to their election Governor 
SHOUP and Mr. McConnell, in order to secure the 28 votes to 


the certification of the sitting member and his certiticate rests, 
as was stated by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] in his 
remarks the other day, upon the certificate of two clerks and 
presiding officers who had no legal authority to make any cer- 
tificate at all. 

Attention has been called, Mr. President, to the requirement 
of the law and the rules that were adopted by the senate of Idaho 
with reference to the swearing inof the members. Here, in this 
regard also, | am compelled to come to the conclusion that this 
veport is unintentionally misleading. I will read from page 16: 

It is suggested by the contestant, Mr. Clagett, that an old Territorial stat 
ute of the late Territory of Idaho requiring officers of the respective houses 
of the Legislature of the late Territory to be sworn is still in force and ap- 
plicable to the officers of the respective houses of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho. It isa matter of very grave doubt, in the first place, whether the 
statute referred to can be held to be in force and applicable to the officers of 
the Legislature of a State. Your committee believe it can not be, for the 
reason that the offices of clerks of a Territorial slative council and house 
are different offices from those of secretary pro lempore of a State senate and 
of chief clerk of a State house of representatives, and therefore the Territo 
rial statute does not apply 

Let us see what this Territorial statute is 
revised statutes of Idaho provides: 

At the hour of 12 0’clock M., on the day appointed for the meeting of any 
regular session of the Legislature, the presiding officer, or, in his absence, 
the chief clerk, of each house of the last session must call the same to order 
and preside until a presiding officer is chosen; or, in the absence of both of 






Section 122 of the 


| said officers, the senior member present must perform such duties 


Section 123 provides: 

The president and president pro tempore of the council, and the speaker 
and speaker pro tempore of the house, may administer the oath of office to 
any member and to the officers of their respective bodies 

There by necessary implication and legal requirement all of 
these officers of the Legislature are required to be sworn. The 


| committee, however, seem to be of the opinion, as expressed in 


the extract which I have read from their report, that this pro- 
vision of the Territorial statute did not apply to a State. 
Again, [have to call attention to the fact that in stating my 


| position with reference to this matter, the committee has been 


| again unfortunate enough not to state the real point of that po- 


sition, which is this: The provisions of the Territorial law were 
made the law of the States by section 2, article 21, of the State 
constitution, which provides: 

All laws now in force in the Territory of Idaho, which are not repugnant 
to this constitution, shall remain in force until they expire by their own lim- 
itation, or be altered or repealed by the Legislature 

The reason given by the committee for the belief that that Ter- 
ritorial statute did notapply to the State was because a secretary 
of the council and a clerk of the house of representatives were 
different officers from those of the same character ina State Leg- 
islature, and therefore that did not apply. 

What is the object and purpose of that provision of our State 
constitution? When we turn to the journals, Mr. President, we 
find that both branches of the Legislature in 1890 treated the 
provision of the Territorial law as engrafted into and constitut- 
ing a part of the law of the State. We find that Mr. Burkhart, 


the speaker of the last Territorial house of representatives, called 
the house of representatives of the State to order. 
We find that Mr. Reed, the chief clerk of the last Territorial 


house, acting as clerk along with the speaker, in obedience to this 
provision of the Territorial law, and in the senate the same pro- 
Cc edings were followed precis y.except in the single particular 
where the Territorial law was repugnant to the constitution of 
the State in that the lieutenant-governor had been made the pre- 
siding officer of the senate, which necessarily was repugi ant to 
the idea of a president of the council elected by the members of 
that body. 

What is the object and purpose, may I inquire, of any State 
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constituti ncorporating t laws of a Territory upon thechange John Schiller, to be postmaster at Cumberland, in the county 

of jurisdiction? As I understand the law—I may be wrong, for | of Allegany, and State of Maryland, in the place of J. William 

I bave not looked at it for tw nty years, but as I understand the Shuck, removed. 

law it is this: That whenever the political jurisdiction of any| Charles F. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Boonton, in the county 

co y is changed the laws remain the same in all respects ex- | of Morris, and State of New Jers y. in the place of Alonzo W. 

cept those which relate to the political character or departments | Doremus, whose commission expires February 28, 1892. 

of the government. If the United States Government to-day,| Eugene A. Marsh, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county of 

either by purchase without reservation in a treaty or by con- | Tompkins and State of New York, in the place of Giles M. Stod- 

quest, should obtain territory from another power, all the laws | dard, whose commission expired January 19, 1892. 

which were prevalent there relating to the tenure of property, Thomas W. Pierce, to be postmaster at Morristown, in the 

to the protection of the lives, liberties, and property of the people | county of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the place of 

would still be laws without anything whatever being done in the | James Garvin, whose commission expired January 19, 1892. 

I ses | Henry C. Moulthorp, to be postmaster at Conneautville, in the 
it was to bring into the la of the State of Idaho the laws of | county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 

the Territory of a political character, that is to say, those relating | Maurice Fitzgerald, whose commission expired February 9, 1892. 

to the political department of the Territorial Legislature as far| Joseph A. Worsham, to be postmaster at Henrietta, in the 

as they were applicable, or similar to those same departments in | county of Clay and State of Texas, in the place of William A. 

the State, that the State constitution putitin. There was none- | Squires, whose commission expired January 31, 1892. 

cessity nor object to put it in for any other reason or purpose, COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

and if it is true, as stated by the committee in their report, that 


these laws are notapplicable because there is adifference between 

the legislative bodies of a Territory and the legislative bodies of | 

State, although in both there are two houses, each exercising | 

the same functions under both jurisdictions, then it is equally 

true that to-day we have no laws in the State of Idaho except 
4 : f | . . 


j 
4 


those passed at the last session of the Legisiature, for a Territory 


is different from a State. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. President, if it meets the desire of the 
gentleman from Idaho, I will now move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. SHERMAN. We want an executive session. 
Mr. STEWART. I will withdraw the motion for an adjourn- 


Mr. STEWART. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
atleman from Idaho has concluded his remarks, or that he 

y gives way to a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 


witharaw tne tion to adjourn? 


S51 ) 





Mr. STEWAR'. IL withdraw it,to enable the Senator from 
which he indicated. 





\DJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. | 
On motion of Mr. MITCHELL. it was 
/ 7 7 4 the Senate a rn to-day it adjourn to meet on Mon 

. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
\ [ERMAN move that the Senate proceed to the con- | 
sideration of executive business. | 
lhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the | 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in | 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and | 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February | 
29, 1892, at 12 o’ . 


POST STERS 
, . , | 
Fanny W. Byrd, to be postmaster at Eutaw, in the county of 
Greene ¢ State ol abama, appointment of a postmaster | 
for the said offic iaving, by law, become vested in the President | 
ol da Ji y 1, 1892 
W. to be postmaster at Ozark, in the county | 
of Dale and State of Alabama, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said oftice havi , by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1592 
John A. Brouse, to be postmaster at Lonoke, in the county of 
Li nd State of Arkansas, the appointment of a postmaster 
fc he said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on a ifter January 1, 1892 
Lizzie M. Calder, to be postmaster at Willow, in the | 
co of Glenn and State of California, in the place of John Cal- 
der, deceas 
Ralph F. Bradford, to be postmaster at Pontiac, in the county 
of vingst and State of Illinois, in the place of John A. Fel- 
( p, to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the county 
ol ymntgor and State of Illinois, in the place of John T. Ross, 


) be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of St. Clair ar state of Illinois, in the place of Elizabeth D. 


Sena Gidley, to be postmaster at Malvern, in the county of 
n the place of Sena Gidley, whose com- 


)? 


Homer C. Powers, of Mississippi, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Louisiana, to succeed Augustus T. 
Wimberly, removed. 

CHAPLAINS IN THE NAVY. 

Frederick Francis Sherman, a resident of Massachusetts, and 
William H. Ironsides Reaney, a resident of Maryland, to be chap- 
lains in the Navy, to fill vacancies in that grade, subject to physi- 
cal examination. 

ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS IN THE NAVY. 

Thomas S. Jewett, a resident of Missouri, and Frank T. Armes, 
a resident of Connecticut, to be assistant paymasters in the Navy 
(subject to the examinations required by law), to fill vacancies 
in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 26, 1892. 
SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 

Francis MacNutt, of the District of Columbia, to be secretary 
of the legation of the United States at Madrid. 

Harrie R. Newberry, of Michigan, to be secretary of the lega- 
tion of the United States at Constantinople. 

ASSISTANT. REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 

Henry H. Smith, of Michigan, to be assistant register of the 

Treasury. 
DEPUTY JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL. 

Maj. John W. Clous, judge-advocate, to be deputy judge-advo- 

cate-general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Electus B. Howard, of Michigan, to be collector of customs for 

the district of Superior, in the State of Michigan. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 26, 1892. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

WICHITAS, CADDOES, ETC., OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message in writing from 
the President of the United States: which was read by the Clerk, 
as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Re 


p 
[I transmit herewith copy of amemorial of the Wichitas, Caddoes, and afi! 


resentatives: 


| jated tribes of Indians in Oklahoma Territory in the matter of their claim 


to the lands they occupy, for consideration in connection with the agreement 
concluded by and between the Cherokee commission and said Indians, and 
also with my communication of the 17th instant relative to the acts to pay 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians for certain lands now occupied by the 
Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians. 

BENJ. HARRISON 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 25, 1892 

The message, with the accompanying documents, was ordered 
to be printed and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

DEFICIENCIES, INDIAN SERVICE. 

The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting acopy of a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, with its inclosures, sub- 
mitting estimates of deficiencies in appropriations for the Indian 
service for the fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee 


‘on Appropriations. 
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DEPUTY MARSHALS, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. ard tot Choctaw and Chickasaw matte! was 1 ) 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the rily laid on the —. ie : 

i . TT itti , ; he Ez ea l Chair 1s lnfoi i that this m are 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting acopy ofa com- the Sik \ KI R. T som 1 that this 1 nm 
munication from the Attorney-General making report and esti- | W& ten Ly laid upon ub ww b nitt 
mate upon the claims of persons alleged to have rendered serv- | ‘0 *"' Fic ‘HARI 
ices in Oklahoma as deputy marshals since the lands therein “ir. ona dN. | 4 me message has aiready Bs ad. 
were opened tosettlement; which was referred to the Committee Mr. I als. ia gentieman tron ana HOLMAN] 

§ be lald upon the tad 


I 
a asked that i 
on Appropriations. a eats : 
— -EAKER. 


Che SI [t has been 1 





a re ae Sn Pe em tele Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 
. The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication Mr. HOLMAN. It was temporar ow ty a 
% from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of | J yy fe ee ee , 
x the court in the case of A. J. Newson against the United States; | ° "The SPE AKI R a ' he referred to the Co 
q which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. q borin Affairs nis : ; ’ : : 
e THOMAS H. CARPENTER. Mr. RICHARDSON. That “" ' 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 614) au- | printing of the message, a it? 
thorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas H. Carpenter, The SPEAKER. There has been no order to print, as the 
late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the rolls of | Chair understands. 
the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of retired Mr. RICHARDSON. The message was laid before the House 
officers; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- | the other day by the Speaker pro tempore {Mr. MCMILLIN}, and 
fairs. it was ordered printed, with the accompanying documents, and 
EDWARD S&S. SMITH. that order has been executed. 


Mr. PEEL. Of course it will not be printed again. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it was printed 
by order of the Senate. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
House. 
The SPEAKER. There is no order now 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
order for printing. 
The SPEAKER. 
rection to print. 
Mr. PEEL. In connection with that, on 
before I submitted a memorial of the 
gard to the same matter. 


Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a private bill in reference to a pension 
claim, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be reported by the Clerk, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection to its present con- 
sideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of section 4718, regulating the pay 
ment of accrued pensions to the date of the death of a pensioner, be, and the 
same are hereby, suspended, and suspended only for the purpose of this act 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to cause to be paid to 
Catherine Smith, mother of Edward S. Smith, the pension accrued to said 
Edward S. Smith, a pensioner under the provisions of certificate numbered 
402056, to the date of the death of said pensioner, as fully asthe same might 
have been paid to the said Edward S. Smith for the same time were he now 
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living. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Reserving the right to object, I ask for 
the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. VAN HORN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
4288) authorizing the payment of the pension of Edward S. Smith, accrued 
at the date of his death, to his mother, Catherine, submit the following re- 

ort: 

’ Edward S. Smith, on the 30th day of August, 1862, enlisted as a private in 
Company H, Fifth Regiment of New York Heavy Artillery, in the war of 
1861, and was honorably discharged at Harpers Ferry, on or about the 22d 
day of June, 1865. Afterwards, and on the 27th day of June, 1888, a pension 
at the rate of $ per month, from June 23. 1865, on account of injury to right 
ankle, chronic diarrhea, and rheumatism, was allowed to the said Edward S. 
Smith, by certificate No. 402056. 

It appears from the affidavit of Mary L. Smith, the sister of the said Ed 
ward S. Smith, and also from the sworn declaration of Catherine Smith, the 
mother of the said Edward S. Smith, now on file in the Pension Department 
that the said Edward S. Smithdied at New York on the 4th day of June, 188s, 
leaving no widow, child, or children him surviving, and that the said Edward 
S. Smith was never married. 

It also appearsfrom said proofs and affidavit that the said Catherine Smith 
is now 78 years of age and isin very poor health and requires constant at- 
tendance; that she is poor and has no property or means of support; that 
the said Catherine Smith has made an application for a pension on account 
of the death of the said Edward S. Smith: which claim has been rejected by 
the Department on the ground that the said Edward S. Smith died from ac- 
cidental drowning, and that his death was therefore not chargeable to his 
military service; that before the pension certificate herein mentioned was 
issued to the said Edward S. Smith he died, and the accrued pension has 
never been paid by the Government. 

In view of the fact that the said Catherine Smith, the mother of the a 
ceased soldier, is old, feeble, and has no property from which she can receive 
the necessary care and attendance, your committee are of the opinion that 
it is just and equitable that the Government pay to her the amount which 
has been determined by the proper authorities to have been lawfully due her 
deceased son, the soldier. 

Your committee therefore return the bill with the recommendation that it 
do pass with the following amendments: 

Strike out all of lines 3, 4, 5, and 6 of the first section. In line 1 of the 
second section strike out the words ‘Sec. 2,” and in same line, after the word 
“Interior,” insert the words “ be and he,’ and in the same line, after the word 
“hereby,’’ insert the words “authorized and.” 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ments reported by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CLANCY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CHOCTAWS AND CHICKASAWS. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask to take from the Speaker's 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


Mr. PEEL. 


table the message from the President, received a few days ago, ! 


committee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be ref 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PEEL. It was printed in 
ferred. 

The 


to the Committee 


rred 


the RECORD, but it was not re- 


SPEAKER. will now be made. 
OF FICE. 

Mr. ALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, [ desire unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which [sens 
Clerk’s desk. It will not take more than a.moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Superintendent of the Eleventh Census f 
House a statement showing: 


First. The names of all persons wh 


That order 


CENSUS 


send up the 


irnish to thi 





signed from service in the Ce 












sus Bureau since November 4, 1890 place residence of each of such 
person en appointed as claimed by him or he he compe ition paid t 
each while in service; how long each of such pei ns was service who 
oe appointment of each h perso! ind when the service 
| began and ended in each case. 

Second. That he furnish also a statement showing same facts as to person 
discharged from said Bureau since November 4, 1890 

Third. That he also furnish a statement showing the names of persons wh 


have been appointed to office or employment in the ¢ 
vember 4, 1800; the place of residence 
as claimed by him orher; the 
ices of each of said persons 


‘nsus Bureau since No 
of each of such persons when appointed 
compensation paid to each; theterm of serv 
who recommended the appointment of ea 






such persons; when the service began, and which « persons are 1} 
service. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the resolution? 


Ir. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I think that wl subject i 
being investigated, and I do not see the necessity of this resol 
tion. It had better be referred to a committe: 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the resolution is not 
before the House. 

The committees were called for reports 

LEAVE TO PRINT 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present conside1 
tion of the resolution which I send to the ¢ rk’s dé 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Merchant Mat ind | f e allows 

» have printed and bound for its use books, testin y, and other matter 
pertaining to questions before that committee 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM TH ) 

A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of 

secretaries, announced that the Presid had approved and 





tion (H. Res. 81) inv 





signed joint resolu stigating mining débri 
in California. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one 


ries, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
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ments to the bill (H. R. 5399) making appropriation to supply a | 


deficiency in the appropriation for the expenses of the Eleventh 
Census, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and had agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5399) 


making appropriations to supply a deficiency in the appropria- | 


tion for expenses of the Eleventh Census, and for other purposes. 


[t also announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution | 


(S. R. 23) relative to the improvement of the harbor at Philadel- 
phia, Pa.; in which concurrence was requested. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker- 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ENLOE. [rise for the purpose of making a motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider 
business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN. I object. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make that motion. 

Mr. O°OFERRALL. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee to 
withdraw his motion for a moment, to enable me to present two 
reports. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has the right 
to make that motion under the rules, if no motion of a higher 
privilege is made. 

Mr. BROWN. I call up the contested-election case which was 
under consideration yesterday. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Pending that, I ask unanimous consent to 
present two reports from the Committee on the Library. 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection, the gentleman will 
submit the reports. 

There was no objection. - 


MONUMENT TO GEN. DANIEL MORGAN. 


Mr. O°'FERRALL, from the Committee on the Library, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 482) 
to preserve the grave of Gen. Daniel Morgan and erect a monu- 


ment over the same; which was referred to the Committee of the | 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 


nying report, ordered to be printed. 
MONUMENT TO MAJ. GEN. NATHANAEL GREENE, 


Mr. O’FERRALL, from the Committee on the Library, re- 
ported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 3958) to provide 


for the erection of a monument to Maj. Gen. Nathanael Greene | 


on the battlefield of the battle of Guilford Court House, N. C., 

fought March 15, 1781; which was referred to the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee fMr. ENLOE] 

moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 

for the purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar; 


and, pending that, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowN] | 


calls up for present consideration the contested-election case of 
Craig against Stewart. That being a matter of the highest privi- 
lege, the Chair will submit that motion first to the House. 
Mr. ENLOE. I will make the parliamentary inquiry whether 
the contested-election case will take precedence? 
TheSPEAKER. Unlessthe question of consideration is raised, 
it will. 


Mr. ENLOE. Then I raise the question of consideration, and | 


hope that the House will sustain it, as we have but one day a 
week for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brown] | 


calls up the contested-election case— 

Mr. O7FERRALL. I hope the House will allow us to get 
through with that case. 

The SPEAKER (continuing): And the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee on that raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire whether the 
question of consideration can be raised against this case? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

The question was taken: and the House determined to proceed 
with the election case. bs 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CRAIG VS. STEWART. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague from In- 
diana |Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE]. 

The resolutions were again reported. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, Mr. Speaker, I concur entirely 
with my friend from Vermont [Mr. POWERs] in the statement 


] — 


that this case ought to be decided apart from any partisan con- 
siderations, and upon a judicial basis. But I do not agree, Mr. 
Speaker, with the legal propositions upon which he would base 
his conclusion. He states to us that the sitting member of this 
House has no presumption in his favor, and that the notice of 
contest operated as a writ of quo warranto to place upon him the 
burden of showing by what warrant he occupies a seat upon this 
floor. I can not agree that there is no importance and no force 
| to be attached to the certificate of the returning officers; to the 
| proclamation of the governor of Pennsylvania; to the broad seal of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania upon his certificate of elec- 
tion, and to the oath of office which he has taken at the bar of 
| this House, as against the simple notice that some one else 
claims the seat to which he was elected. 

The writ quo warranto is a writ of the highest degree, a man- 
date from the sovereign power directed to the citizen, command- 
ing him that he show by what warrant he exercises an office or 
enjoys a franchise; but there is nothing of similarity to this in 
the character of the notice of contest served upon the sitting 
member in this case nor any presumptions in favor of the con- 
testant, and until he proves by competent and satisfactory evi- 
dence that he has a better right, the presumptions are in favor 
of the man who holds the certificate, has taken the oath of office, 
| and occupies the seat. Nor do I agree with my honorable friend 
| that the act of the Assembly, the law under which we are acting, 
| is entirely mandatory in its provisions. 

{| amaware of the fact that it has been argued, and argued plaus- 
ibly, by the gentleman to whom I have alluded and gentlemen 
on the other side of this Chamber, that the supreme court of the 

| State of Pennsylvania has so decided. I know that the gentle- 
| man from Alabama [Mr. COBB] asserts, in his allegiance to the 
doctrine of State rights, that the adjudications of the courts of 
| the State of Pennsylvania are conclusive upon this matter. I 
think he forgets that the Constitution of this nation reserves to 
this House the power and the right to determine the election as 
| well as the qualifications of its members, and that it is perfectly 
competent for this House to determine the legal principles upon 
which it shall decide those questions. It has determined them. 

In two cases it has determined and laid down a uniform and an 
intelligible rule upon which this case may be decided. It is com- 
petent, entirely competent, for this House, if it chooses, to decide 
in a case which may come from Illinois one way and in a case 
which may come from Pennsylvania under identically similar 
facts another way. It is perfectly competent for the House, if it 
sees fit, to adopt that seesaw, varying rule of procedure and of 
interpretation; but I say that it can not adopt it upon any adju- 
dication of any case in the State of Pennsylvania. The gentle- 
| man cites the Cusick case. 

[tis true that in that case the supreme court of the State of 
| Pennsylvania did say that, upon the facts as there presented, the 
| law governing the admission of votes and the proof of the quali- 
| fications of voters wasmandatory. Butin that case affidavits were 
| presented, and the only question at issue was whether those affi- 
| davits conformed to the requirements of the law. The court an- 
| nounced, and it announced only as a dictum, that in all eases the 
| provisions of the law weremandatory. lassertthatthatissimply 
| a dictum, and that it is in exact contradiction to the principle of 


previous adjudications of the same court; and further, that such 

a construction as that must inevitably, under certain circum- 
| stances, result in a direct violation of the provisions of the con- 
| stitution of the State. ; 
| The constitution of Pennsylvania provides that ‘‘no elector 
shall be deprived of the privilege of voting by reason of his name 

not being registered; and where no question is raised, where 
| no challenge is presented, where no issue is framed, I assert that 
that court has not decided, and will not decide, that that statute 
is in all cases and under all circumstances mandatory. 

The gentleman from Kentucky|Mr. PAYNTER] asserted, under- 
took to demonstrate, and possibly did demonstrate, that it wasa 
physical impossibility for the election boards of certain districts 
to have complied with the law in relation to the reception of 
affidavits from every one of the unregistered voters at these sev- 
eral polls. Does he undertake to assert that the voter is to be 
deprived of the right of franchise because the election officers do 
not or can not perform and fulfill the conditions of thelaw? Does 
he undertake to say that what is a physical impossibility as im- 
| posed upon the election officers will operate as a means of dis- 

franchising the voter? I apprehend not. 

But sir, let us go further. Suppose that there were no regis- 
try list present at the poll and that there was no means of deter- 
mining whether the voter who presented his vote was registered 
or not, would the gentleman exclude the poll? Would he ex- 


| clude a single voter simply because it afterwards appeared that 
he was not registered? If he would, he must go exactly in the 
teeth of the decision of the supreme court of Pennsylvania, that 
tribunal to which he bows with such unlimited homage, where 
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they decided, in the Wheelock case, discussing this very consti- 
tutional provision, this very statute of 1874, upon a state of facts 
where there was no registry list at all present and no possibility 
of determining whether the voter was registered or not, that 
that statute was not mandatory, and that not asingle vote in the 
oll should be rejected except upon proof that the voter present- 
ing his vote was disqualified by law. 
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tion of the act of 1874, which provides that the election officer 
shall take the affidavits with him and file them with the prothon- 
otary; but a subsequent section providing just 


the returns 
shall be made up—the section which the elec 


how 
tion offic 


rs usually 
's usually 


consult when they are performing that duty, and the one which 
is before them as their cvuide makes no m« ntion whatever of 
| this list or these affidavits as a part of the proper contents of the 
triplicate envelopes which the election officers are directed to 


I assert that while there is a dictum in the Cusick case, not | 


upon the facts presented but outside of the facts, which gives 
plausibility to the argument that this act of assembly has been 
construed as mandatory, yet, when the question comes distinctly 
before the court upon other facts definitely and positively involv- 
ing a decision of this question, it has not been and it will not be 
so decided. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
ence to that case. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. It is the case of the contested 
election of E. R. Wheelock, reported in 32 Pennsylvania State 
Reports, page 297. The facts of that case were that at the elec- 
tion poll upon which the decision of the case rested there was no 
registry list present at all and no possibility of determining 
whether the voter who presented his vote was or was not regis- 


Will the gentleman please give me a refer- 


tered, and the courtsustained the election and sustained the poll. | 


Mr. HAUGEN. This seems to be a pretty old case. Was it 
not decided before the present law? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. That decision was rendered in 
1876. The present constitution of the State of Pennsylvania was 
adopted in 1873 and the act of Assembly which we are seeking to 
construe was passed in 1874 and was directly discussed and passed 
upon in that case. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I assert thatitis entirely immaterial whether 
we construe this act of Assembly to be mandatory or directory, 
for the reason that it has been complied with. We must assume 
from the facts and from fair deductions and presumptions from 
the facts proved in this case that the law has been complied 
with. Lassert this first, pon the presumption which always ob- 
tains, that the officers of the law perform their duty. That prin- 
ciple is inveked by the gentleman from Kentucky |[Mr. PAYN- 
TER], and properly invoked, when he concedes that the pre- 
sumption does obtain that the election officers have done their 
duty, and answers that the presumption also obtains that the 
registering officers have done their duty. 

| concede the application of that rule just so far as it goes; but 
it does not go far enough to be of the least earthly use to him in 
this case. The presumption is not that the registering officers 
placed upon the registry listevery name of every qualified voter, 
butsimply that the names which they did place on itare the names 
of legal dnd qualified voters; and this for the reason that the law 
itself provides another tribunal and another method of supple- 
menting that list and adding names thereto. But whether that 
were so or not, the presumption which the gentleman from 
Kentucky invokes is as to an entirely immaterial fact, because it 
matters not in the least whether the name of the voter is on the 
registry list or not. The constitution of the State of Pennsylva- 
nia by express provision declares that the right of voting shall 
not be taken from any man simply because his name is not on the 
registry list; and hence the presumption is as to an entirely im- 
material fact, and has no bearing upon this case. 

But let us go further. The presumption rests not simply upon 
the general rule that the officers are presumed to do their duty; 
it rests upon stronger ground than that. The law of 1839, pre- 
scribing the duties of officers of election boards, compels them 
to take a solemn oath that they ‘“‘ will not receive any ticket or 
vote from any person other than such as they shall firmly believe 


according to the constitution and the laws of this Commonwealth | 


entitled to vote at such election without requiring such evidence 
of the right to vote as is directed by law;” and it further pro- 
vides that the violation of this oath of office shall be punished 
as perjury. Not content with that, the Legislature of the State, 
in 1874, added the further provision that these officers shall not 
simply be amenable in cases of the willful violation of the law to 
the pains and penalties of perjury, but in cases of the negligent 
violation of the law they shall also be subject to indictment, fine, 
and imprisonment. 

Now, I submit that where there is a duty prescribed in such 
solemn and positive terms, enforced by a double penalty, and 
there is another duty to which there is no penalty attached, pre- 


election officers performed the act the nonperformance of which 
would visit upon them the pains and penalties of perjury and the 
unishment of fine and imprisonment, and that this presumption 
is stronger than of the performance of the other act, the neglect 
of which is not visited with such penalties. 
There is no definite and positive provision in relation to the 


transmission of these returns to the office of the prothonotary ex- | 


cept, as read by the gentleman on the other side, in an early sec- 
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prepare. Hence, as a fact of everyday experience, o1 


and mistakes are made in this part of their « 


nissions 


You have evidence on the records of this House—I might say 
you have positive evidence—that it frequently occurs that the 
election officers instead of transmitting those aflidavits t 


S to the pro- 
thonotary, put them into the ballot box with the ballot 
them there. 

Let me read, not simply as an authority, but as 
fact in acase adjudicated in this House—a fact 
ably be found upon : 
case—let me read from the 
question arose, and the case 
question involved here, 
of the affidavits of the nonr 
The committee say: 

Happily, however, it appears in the testimony submitte 
every instance direct proof was made that the oft did require the affida 
vits, but that they mistook their duty, and instead of returning them to the 
prothonotary's offi ealed them up in the ballot box with the tickets and 
deposited the box with the nearest justice 


ots and leave 


a statement of 
which would prob 
careful investigation to exist in this very 
Yocum, where the 
to some extent turned upon the very 


d the 


case of Curtin vs 


as to the exis 


gistered vot 


ence ar transmission 
rs to the prothonotary. 


i that in nearly 


So, sir, apart from the legal presumption, it does frequently oe- 
cur as a matter of fact, as a matter of common experience in the 
administration of this law—it has occurred not only in th 
but in almost every instance where the facts have 
vated—that while affidavits were taken as provided by law they 
were not transmitted to the prothonotary, but were inclosed with 
the ballots in the ballot box; and if the kind of proof had been 
resorted to which under ordinary rules ought to have been re- 
sorted to, the probabilities are that those 
been found. 

But, sir, whether found or not, here is ad ity imposed upon five, 
or atleast three, sworn officers of the law 
by double penalties; and the subsequent duty of merely trans- 
mitting the affidavits to the prothonotary is imposed simply upon 
one officer without any penalty, without any provision for punis} 
ing him for the nonperformance of y, and with very 
and indefinite directions as to its performance. Are we going to 
put ourselves in the position of declaring that there is more prob- 
ability that three men or five men will neglect a duty and com 
mit perjury, and lay themselves liable to the penalties of this law, 
than that one man in the absence of any such provision and sub 
ject to no such penalty will simply neglect to perform a duty? 
Or will we go further and say there is more probability of that 
than that the custodian of the affidavits, when filed in the office 
of the prothonotary of the court, may have been carelessof them 
and neglected to perform the duty imposed upon him of preserv- 
ing them? 

The provision of law does notmake them, as has been asserted 
on the other side in this discussion, a record. They are simply 
filed and open to the examination of any person, and, as a matter 
of fact, it has been disclosed here that they were so open to the 
examination of the public in this particular case that they had 
been taken and pawed over, you may almost say, by the accred 
ited agents of the contestant in this case without restriction o 
precaution before the certificate of that officer was asked as to 
their nonexistence. It is very easy to suppose that they might 
have been mislaid or lost or overlooked; that they existed, but 
were not found at the particular time when required: I say it i+ 
much more probable to assume that than to presume that five or 
fifty men (because this involves ten or a dozen or twenty districts 
had committed the crime of perjury. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another presumption, and it was in 
dicated in the question propounded by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. WATSON] on yesterday to the gentleman from Alaban 


Is Case 


been investi 


affidavits might have 


imposed and enjoined 


thisduty, Oost 


ub 
|{[Mr. COBB] when he was occupying the floor, and to which, 
my judgment, that gentleman made no adequate answe1 I as 
| sert that the same presumption which attaches to the verity of 
| every record and the proceedings of every court attach: 
proceedings of the election officers in this case. They are a 


| quasi judicial, and not, as the 
scribed only in an indefinite way, the presumption is that the | a ministerial body, charged with merely ministerial duties. Th: 


| judge of the elections, under the 


gentleman from Alabama has said, 


laws of Pennsylvania, is termed 


by the prov isions of the law itself a a idge.”’ These off 


icers are 
authorized to administer oaths. They are enjoined to 
into the qualifications of the voters who present themselves 


cast their ballots. Itis provided by law that they sha 
mine, and that upon evidence submitted to them, th: 


as to the qualifications of the voters who offer 
They have clerks to record their findings 


and W 
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the qualifications of the voter and have determined the fact as 


provided by law, they register their decision upon the list of 
voters, or the clerk does, and that is practically the recording 
of a verdict. 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia propounded the inquiry 
whether you would set aside in a court of 
judgment of the court simply because a deposition which had 
been offered in evidence, upon which judgment may have been 
rendered, did not appear on file some weeks or months after- 
wards; and it was a question which to my mind carried almost a 
o0sitive conclusion. The affidavits of the voters are nota record. 
They are simply an instrument of evidence, exactly like a depo- 
sition in acourt. They become no partof the record; they have 
no further power, scope, significance, or pertinence than simply 
as an instrument of evidence. And the very sante presumption 
and the same rule of law which will justify the setting aside of 
the record of the judgment of the election officers upon the ad- 
missibility of these votes would justify the setting aside of the 
verdict of a jury, or the judgment of the court, simply because 
a deposition, an instrumentof evidence on which the verdict may 
have been founded, did not appear weeks or months afterwards 
among the files of the papers in the case. 


It does not seem to me, sir, that this House is going to indorse | 


any such assumption or presumption as that. But there is an- 
other feature to which I ask the careful attention of the House. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me the 
privilege of asking him a question? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman has been likening the 
decision of the inspectors to a judgment of a court? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. I have. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you think that a fair analogy? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. I think if the gentleman from 
Alabama had been present alittle earlier in the course of my re- 
marks he would have understood the reasons I had for making 
that assertion and would not have found it necessary to ask the 
question. 
Pennsylvania the election officers constitute a quasi judicial tri- 
bunal; that one official is termed a judge of election; that he is 
charged with 
thorized to administer oaths; that they are enjoined to determine 
the qualifications of the voters who offer to cast their ballots: 
that they have clerks to record their judgment, and that they 
have in all respects the functions, qualifications,and character- 
istics of a judicial tribunal. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
tions has nothing whatever to do with receiving and counting the 
votes 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Certainly. He is the man who 
exercises the jud , the man who renders the verdict, who 
decides the The inspectors receive the votes. If the 
inspectors differ as to the qualifications of a voter the question 
is submitted to the judge, and the judgment he renders is final. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But that is simply a ministerial 
duty-—the receiving and counting of votes. 

Mr.CHARLES W.STONE. To receive the votes where no 
question is raised and no contest as to the qualification of the voter 
is presented is simply a ministerial duty; but when the functions 
of the judge of elections are called into operation, when evidence 
is offered, when witn sworn, when he is charged with 
the duty of investigating and deciding the possession of the nec- 
essary qualifications on the part of the voter, then it becomes a 
judicial act, involving a knowledge of law and necessarily in- 
volving a decision of fact. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
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[ respectfully submit that whenever 


these afiidavits are made and filed there is no judgment entered | 


except the fact that the act required by the law has been done. 
You can notadmit any testimony contradicting the affidavit itself 
when it conforms to law. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. The judgment is entered and 
the record is made by the admission of the vote and the placing 
of the name of the voter upon the list of voters or excluding it 
therefrom, and if the evidence is not sufficient, if the affidavits 
do not conform to the law, the decision may be reviewed in the 
court of highest resort, as was done in the Cusick case, which the 
gentleman cited. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But if they do not conform to law 
they should for that reason be rejected by the inspectors of elec- 
tion. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. If they do not conform to the 
law they are rejected, and that is the decision of the judges of 
election upon that point, subject also to review as a judicial ques- 
tion. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 


That would not be a judicial act, but 
8 ministerial one, 
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The gentleman and I differ on 
that question, simply for the reason that I assert that when the 
testimony has been taken and the entire investigation made, it 
matters not whether the judgment be rendered in favor of the 
voter or rendered against the voter, it is a judgment, a finding 


| of fact and a conclusion of law, rendered by the judge of the elec- 
record a verdict or a | 


tion, and reviewable only in the way I have stated. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Both the counsel for the contestant 
and for the contestee before the Committee on Elections admit- 
ted that these were merely ministerial officers. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. The only answer I have to make 
to that, Mr. Speaker, is that I anticipate that the counsel for the 
contestant and the counsel for the contestee possibly made some 
other admissions which I would not have made in the investiga- 
tion of that case before that committee, and the admissions of 
the counsel for the contestant and of the counsel for the contes- 
tee do not bind me nor influence my judgment of the legal prop- 
osition which I am undertaking to state. But I want to go one 
step further, and I want to say that whether this act of the as- 
sembly be interpreted as mandatory or directory in my judgment 
it makes not the least bit of difference, for the reason that no 
competent evidence was submitted to that committee upon which 
any conclusion could be reached making that an important or 
material question. 

By the report of the majority of the committee and by the can- 
did statements of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CoBB] it ap- 
pears that there was no evidence adduced before that committee 
of the fact that unregistered voters voted without making affida- 
vits, except the certificate of one John Bradley, signing himself 


| as prothonotary of Allegheny County. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to call the attention of the 
House to the character of that certificate. I ask the careful at- 


| tention of gentlemen on this floor, because of the fact that it is 


| this case. 


the only item of evidence on which they are asked to determine 
The contestant undertakes to prove that certain affi- 


| davits were not made, because the prothonotary of Allegheny 


" | County makes a certain certificate. 
[ said that by the provisions of the law of the State of | 


the investigation of certain questions and is au- | 





| on file in his office. 


What is it? Why, he cer- 
tifies— 

That the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the list of voters, oaths of 
officers, and affidavits of voters, all of the First ward of McKeesport, as the 
same now remains on file in this office 


He does not certify that they are copies of all the affidavits, but 
simply that they are copies of affidavits, all being affidavits of 
the voters of the First wardof McKeesport. He does notcertify 
that the papersattached are copies ofall the affidavits which were 
filed, but simply that the copies were all affidavits of the voters 


‘ ; ; ; : ‘ | of a certain district. 
But what is called the judge of elec- | cortain district 


Then, to go further, in another instance he certifies— 

That the following is a true and correct copy of the list of voters, oaths of 
officers, and affidavits of voters in the First ward of Homestead at the ele 
tion held on November 4. 1890 

Not a lisp, not a hint that they are copies of papers on file in 
his office. The prothonotary of Allegheny County can not cer 
tify to or undertake to prove by his certificate the existence of 
an independent fact; he can not prove by a certiticate that these 
were the affidavits of the voters of any precinct. He can certify 
simply to the copies of the papers on file in his office, and hi 
does not certify, he does not hint or lisp that these are affidavits 
Still less does he certify that they are copies 
of all the affidavits on file in his office. But the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. CoBB] says practically that we ought to receive 
this certificate, that there is a presumption to be attached to 
it because it is acopy of arecord. I have alluded to the fact 
that it is nota record. He also says practically that the contest- 
ant ought to be relieved from the necessity of producing any 
other evidence, because it would be inconvenient, and that he 
must resort to the partisans of the other side. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CoBB] either has forgotten 


|or he neglected to notice that in the State of Pennsylvania, 


whatever the rule may be in Alabama, or in any other States, 
the election boards are nonpartisan. Two-fifths of the election 
officers at least were Democrats, and could not be otherwise; 
and in many of those districts a majority of the election officers 
were Democrats. He has forgotten or neglected to notice that 
there are two officers, two men, who are protected from any 
question of self-incrimination; two clerks, one of each political 
party, whose special duty itis to notice and record what is done. 
Why, I ask you, not call the Democratic clerk of your election 
board, upon whom rests no obligation in the performance of his 
duty of responsibility for those ballots, who has not resting on 
him any liability to self-crimination, and who knows, as a matter 
of fact, whether unregistered votes were received or not? He 
would be an entirely competent witness. Why should he not be 
called, a man who was sitting there to watch, to know, and to 
notice every vote deposited, and to make record of it? Why 
should not he be called and required to testify as to whether 
these affidavits were made or not? 
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Then I want to go further. We have been talking about reg- 
istry lists. The registry list, as provided by law, must be pres- 
ent with the election officers at every poll. It is the duty of the 
election officers, when a man presents himself and offers to vote, 
whose name is not on the registry, to put it there when he votes, 
and to mark opposite to it whether it is put on because of proof 
of payment of tax, or of age, or some other designation which 
will indicate why it is puton. Now, why was not that corrected 
registry list presented in evidence? That would be the best of 
evidence. It would be affirmative evidence of the highest char- 
acter. Why did they not bring the registry list which was pres- 
ent at the polls, and upon which the board must, if they per- 
formed their duties, have put the names of every man whose vote 
was admitted on affidavit? It was not presented in a single in- 
stance, 

The gentleman says they must not be called upon to prove 
negative facts. But you remember that the presumption of regu- 
larity and validity attached to the fact that a vote is received is 
so strong that it overcomes the strongest positive evidence fre- 
quently. For instance, it is established by authentic and undis- 
puted authority that the fact that a man is alien born does not 
raise the presumption that he is an incompetent voter after his 
ballot has been received. If aman is admitted to have been born 
in a foreign country, the presumption after his vote is received 
is that he was a legal and naturalized voter, and the mere proof 
that he was born in England or in Egypt does not destroy that 
presumption. ‘ 
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The obligation is imposed upon any man who seeks to show | 
| Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W.STONE] this morning takes issue 
with that proposition, and as I regard that as the key which un- 


thatsuch vote is an illegal vote to establish the negative fact, not 
simply that the voter was not naturalized in that county, but 
that he was not naturalized in any one of the hundreds or thou- 
sands of counties of this great nation of ours. There is vastly 
greater difficulty and apparent hardship in proving such a 


nega- 


tive fact than in simply proving a fact that was easily established | 
| of certain affidavits at the time they cast their votes, is amanda- 


by any election officer, that these affidavits were not taken, if 
such were the fact. 
And so, sir, as I look at this case, we are to decide whether we 


shallexclude this man from his seat in this House upon a pre- | 
sumption, upon an inference, a violent presumption, an unjustified | 
and unjustifiable presumption, founded on incompetenttestimony, | 


and to a fact which, under the adjudications of this House, under 
a fair interpretation of the law and of the meaning of all the 
adjudications in the State of Pennsylvania, is an immaterial fact. 

But, sir, there is a single further point to which I desire to al- 
lude and then I havefinished. The reportas presented, we may 
naturally assume, presents the grounds upon which the majority 
in this case asks us toact. The gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
BROWN], in a carefully prepared speech, has undertaken to assert 
that other reasons exist. He has said to us, with a great deal of 
flourish, with positive statements and strong adjectives, that an 
outrage had been committed because two partisans of the con- 
testee in this case had destroyed the ballots of a certain district 
or certain districts in the county of Allegheny. 

The facts are, that not partisans of the contestee, but two jus- 
tices of the peace, who had nothing to do with the election, who 
were not officially present, but who were simply custodians of 
the ballot box, whether correctly or not I do not say, in whose 
office the ballot boxes were, who are not shown to have known 
or had the least connection or sympathy with the contestee, had 
simply known that two officers of another election recognized by 
law, a regular election governed and regulated by law, had come 


there and taken these ballot boxes merely for use in a primary | 


election, and instead of destroying these ballots and wiping out 
important evidence, as stated by the gentleman, had simply 
emptied the ballot boxes so that they might be used by some- 
body else. There was no attempt to destroy them, and nobody 
knows to this time what became of them, and no serious attempt 
seems to have been made to ascertain. 


Now, sir, to deduce any inference of wrongdoing from that is | 


to draw an inference unsubstantiated by the evidence in this case. 

But, sir, the gentleman goes further and says that certain 
things have occurred in the State of Indiana. Well, now, Mr. 
Speaker, it is a surprise to me, it is a tax upon my credulity, to 
be asked to believe that anything which occurred in Indiana three 
years ago, or any adjudication of any court, right or wrong, in 
the State of Indiana upon utterly dissimilar questions has the 
least thing to do with this case. I know that it made a conven- 
ient text to the gentleman for a piece of declamation. I know 
and the gentleman knew that he was privileged to make those 
utterances here, because the Constitution provides that he shall 
not be amenable in any other place or at any other time for any 
utterance that he may make upon this floor. For that reason he 
knew that he was privileged to say whatever he chose tosay, but 
i to tell him that in the State of Pennsylvania, about which 

e talks so fluently, some Democrats have learned, and they are 
meditating now behind prison bars upon the fact, that unsubstan- 


| House and to the country as a fair sample of 
| the logic, of the reasoning and the reasons, 


| jority of this House propose to deprive aman who was duly elected 
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tiated and reckless assaults upon personal character are crimes 
in some places in this great nation of ours. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ] 

Now, sir, I will not undertake to say a word in reply to the at- 
tacks which have been made upon gentlemen who have merited 
wellof this nation by services in war and in peace, because I antici- 
pate that the shafts of malignant partisan jealousy will fall harm- 
less at their feet; but I do want it noticed that, by a solemn de- 
cision of the Speaker of this House, it has been held that the 


adjudications in a court in Indiana upon an entirely different 
question and that transactions and occurrences in Indiana three 
years ago are pertinent and proper arguments to be adduced before 


this House as reasons for unseating the Representative from the 
Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania. I want that to goto this 
the argument and 
upon which the ma- 


to his seat therein of that seat and to deprive over 21,000 of the 
honest citizens of Ps nnsylvania of the services of the 


ir chosen 


tepresentative upon this floor. [Applause upon the Republican 
side.] 


Mr. BROWN was recognized, and yielded to Mr. MOORE. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. POWERS]. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, in the few remarks which [had 
the honor to submit upon this question on yesterday, I advanced 
the proposition that the election law of Pennsylvania governing 
the case in hand contained mandatory provisions. Myfriend from 


locks this whole matter, I desire to address myself for a moment 
to the question whether the statute of Pennsylvania, which re- 
quires that her voters shall be registered, or, in case they are not 
registered, shall supply the want of registration by the making 


tory or a directory statute. My friend has the fairness to con- 

that the supreme court of that State, by repeated decisions 
in the construction of this statute, has hled that the act is man- 
datory. 

Now, sir, when I remember that the supreme court of the State 
of Pennsylvania has been adorned by the names of such men as 
Chief Justice Gibson, Chief Justice Sharswood, Justice Wood- 
ward, and scores of others who have added luster to the annals 
of American jurisprudence, I might safely that the d 


cisions of that court would command respect on the floor of thi 
- ; 
' 


cede 


assume 


House. But, in addition to that, sir, it must be remembered 
that the Suprs 1e Court of the Uni d States i bound, by alon 

standing rule of its procedure, in the construction of State stat 
utes to follow the decisions of the State courts; so [ assume tha 
if thi very qu ‘stion were brought before the highest tribunal 
in the land the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States would follow in the trend of the Pen syivania cases. My 





friend also says that even if that be the law, the law itself is un- 
constitutional. Upon that point I ask to have the Clerk read a 
paragraph from Judge Cool 
tations, which tou 
ality of a registration law, but alsothe qu 
of the law, whether it be 





»y’s work upon Constitutional Lim 
] 


hes not only the question of the constit 
estion of th 


mandatory or directory. I therefor 
















y Moe dask and aulr hi aad +} ‘ 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask him to read the passac« 
[ have marked in that work, and which states the do 
much better than I can that I will adopt it as a part of my a 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
DIRECT AND MANDATORY PROVISIONS 
The important question sometimes preset itself, whether we are a 
th i ix y case, When the meaning of a uu yf ( 
rived at, to give it such practica nstruct 4S Will leave it opti ul \ 
the department or officer to which it is addressed to obeyit or n l 
see fit. Inreé pect to statutes it en at it Lr i pl 
sions may be regarded as direct ; by whit i ut y at ) 
be considered as giving directior ug t a ) 
| limiting the power in respect to whicl lire; ! wn 
be effectually exercised without observing the ‘I f 


| decisions on this subject will be 





readily assen 





sometimes thought to go to the extent of nullifying ie Le 
lature in essential particulars. It is not our purpose t 16 SEVE 
cases critically, or to attempt—what we deem impo to! ncile th 
all; but we shall content ourselves with quoting fr a viev 





practicable, to ascertaining some line of principle upon 1 
classified. 

There are cases where, whether a statute was to be reg 
tory or not Was made to depend upon tl ying or failing my] 
tive words which imported that the act should be done ina particul 
of time, and not otherwise. The use of such words is very often conclusive 
an intent to impose a limitation; but their absence is by no means equal 











conclusive that the statute was not destined to be mandatory Lord Man 
field would have the question whether mandatory or not depen upon whetl 
that which was directed to be done was or was notof the essence of the thir 


required. The supreme court of New York, im an opinion afterwards 
yroved by the court of appeals, laid down the rule as one settled by auth 
ty, that “statutes directing the mode of proceeding by public officer 
directory, and are not regarded as essential to the validity of the procé 
ings themselves, unless it be so declared in the statute.” This rule strikes 
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us as very general, and as likely to include within its scope, in many cases, 
things which are of the very essence of the proceeding 

The questions in that case were questions of irregularity under election 
laws, not in any way hindering the complete expression of the will of the 
electors; and the court was doubtless right in holding that the election was 
not to be avoided for a failure in the officers appointed for its conduct to 
comply in all es with the directions of the statute there in question. 
The same court in another case say: ‘Statutory requisitions are deemed 
directory only when they relate to some immaterial matter, where a com- 
pliance is a matter of convenience rather than of substance.’’ The supreme 
court of Michigan, in a case involving the validityof proceedings on the sale 
of land for taxes, laid down the rule that ‘what the law requires to be done 
for the protection of the taxpayer is mandatory, and can not be regarded as 
directory merely.’’ A similar rule was recognized in a recent case in Ili- 
nois. Commissioners had been appointed to ascertain and assess the dam- 
age and recompense due to the owners of land which might be taken, on the 
real estate of the persons benefited by a certain local improvement, in pro- 
portion as nearly as might be to the benefits resulting to each. 

By the statute, when the assessment was completed, the commissioners 


were to sign and return the same tothe city council within forty days of their | 


appointment. This provision was not complied with, but return was made 
afterwards, and the question was raised as to its validity when thus made 
In the opinion of the court, this question was to be decided by ascertaining 
whether any advantage would be lost orright destroyed, or benefit sacrificed, 
either to the public or to any individual, by holding the provision directory 
After remarking that they had held an assessment under the general revenue 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


law, returned after the time appointed by law, as void, because the person | 


assessed would lose the benefit of an appeal from the assessment, they say of 
the statute before the court; ‘‘There are no negative words used declaring 
that the functions of the commissioners shall cease after the expiration of 
the forty days, or that they shall not make their return after that time; nor 
have we been able to discover the least right, benefit, or advantage which the 


property-owner could derive from having the return made within that time, | 


and not after. No time is limited and made dependent on that time, within 
which the owner of the property may apply to have the assessment reviewed 
or corrected 

“The next section requires the clerk to give ten days’ notice that the assess 


ment has been returned, specifying the day when objections may be made to | 


the assessment before the common council by parties interested, which hear- 
ing may be adjourned from day to day; and the common council is empow- 
ered in its discretion to confirm or annul the assessment altogether, or to 
refer it back to the same commissioners, or to others to be by them ap- 
pointed. As the property owner has the same time and opportunity to pre- 
pare himself to object to the assessment and have it corrected, whether the 
return be made before or after the expiration of the forty days, the case dif- 
fers from that of Chestnut 8. Marsh, at the very point on which that case 
turned, Nor is there any other portion of the chapter which we have dis- 
covered bringing it within the principle of that case, which is the well rec- 
ognized rule in all the books.”’ 
> * > * > > - 

This position, however. has not been accepted as sound by the courts. The 
provision for a registry deprives no one of hisright, but is only a reasonable 
regulation under which the right may be exercised. Such regulations must 
always have been within the power of the Legislature, unless forbidden 
Many resting upon the same principle are always prescribed and have never 
been supposed to be open to objection. Although the constitution provides 
that all male citizens 21 years of age and upwards shall be entitled to vote. it 
would not be seriously contended thata statute which should require all such 
citizens to go to the established place for holding the polls and there deposit 
their ballots and not elsewhere, was a violation of the constitution, because 
prescribing an additional qualification, namely, the presence of the elector 
at the polls 

All such reasonable regulations of the constitutional right which seem to 
the Legislature important to the preservation of order in elections, to guard 
against fraud, undue influence, and oppression, and to preserve the purity of 
the ballot box, are not only within the constitutional power of the Legisla- 
ture, but are commendable, and at least some of them absolutely essential 
And where the law requires such a registry, and forbids the reception of votes 
from any persons not registered, an election in a township where no such 
registry has ever been made will be void, and can not be sustained by mak 
ing proof that none in fact but duly qualified electors have voted. It is no 


answer that such a rule may enable the registry officers, by neglecting their | 


duty, to disfranchise the electors altogether; the remedy of the electors is by 
proceedings to compel the performance of the duty, and the statute, being 
imperative and mandatory, can not be disregarded. The danger, however, 
of any such misconduct on the part of officers is comparatively small, when 
the duty is intrusted to those who are chosen in the locality where the regis- 
try is to be made, and who are consequently immediately responsible to those 
who are interested in being registered 

Mr. MOORE resumed the floor. 

Mr. CHALES W. STONE. If the gentlemanfrom Texas will 
yield for a moment further, I would like to explain to my friend 
from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] what he seems to have misappre- 
hended as to the basis on which I made my statement. 

Mr. MOORE. I can not yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas declines to yield. 

[Mr. MOORE withholds his remarks for revision. 
lix.] 
aix.] 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. O° FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman pro- 
ceeds I would like to come to some understanding as to when the 
previous question shall be regarded as ordered and a vote taken 
in this case. It is now nearly 2 o’clock. A great deal of time 
has been consumed in this discussion, and I think it is time we 
should come to some understanding as to when the vote can be 
had, so that the gentlemen who desire to vote upon the case may 
know when their attendance may be required. I ask the gentle- 


See Appen- 
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to speak for the minority, I am willing to say that that hour will 
be satisfactory. 

Mr.O’FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I have just learned that there 
are several gentlemen in the House who are compelled to leave 
the city this afternoon on the 4 o’clock train, so that we can not 
well fix upon 4 o’clock as the hour of taking the vote. I think 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] will agree with me 
that there has been great latitude given to this discussion, a 
great deal of time consumed, and that we ought now to bring 
the matter to a conclusion as soon as possible. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. [I understood the gentleman him- 
self to propose 4o0’clock, and I thought I was merely assenting to 
his own proposition. 

Mr.O’FERRALL. Thegentlemanis correct. I did make that 
suggestion, but I find that a number of gentlemen desire to leave 
the city on the 4 o’clock train, and therefore I now suggest that 
the vote be taken at 3o’clock: the time from now until then to be 
divided equally. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It strikes me that it will be im- 
possible for the gentlemen upon this side who desire to speak to 
get through in one hour. I have no disposition to unnecessarily 
protract this debate, but certain gentlemen have appealed to me 
to secure them an opportunity to be heard, and I have promised 
to do so, and if it is possible with due regard to the proper prog- 
ress of this case, I am, of course, very anxious to keep my word. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania[Mr. DALZELL]close upon the other side, and 
that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] close upon 
our side. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 


| [Mr. Brostus] desires to be heard for about twenty minutes, and 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] for five minutes, and 
I do not know how much time the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] may desire to occupy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why do you wantto limit your own people? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am not proposing 
to limit my own people. If the gentleman has paid any attention 
to what I have said, he must know that I have been protesting 
against the limitation proposed by the gentleman from Virginia. 


| Mr. Speaker, we can not fix the time for closing the debate at 3 
| o'clock if gentlemen who wish to speak are to be heard. 


Mr. O°FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to be unreasona- 
ble in this matter, or toappear so, and therefore, although a num- 
ber of the gentlemen desire. as I have said, to leave the city at 
4 o'clock, I will agree that the vote shall be taken at that hour, 
with the understanding that the time remaining between now 


| and then, two hours, shall be divided equally between the two 


sides of this case. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, have I been recognized? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PENDLETON). The gentle- 


| man from Pennsylvania has been recognized. 


man from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] whether we can not come to | 


an agreement to take a vote at 4 o'clock? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. In reply tothe gentleman I will 
state that, so far as I know, there are only two members on this 
side of the Chamber who desire to speak in this discussion, and 


Mr. O'FERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] to yield to me in order that 
some arrangement might be made as to the time for taking the 
vote. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 


| vania did yield, but the Chair understood that it was simply for 


the purpose of giving an opportunity to the gentlemen in charge 
of this case to come to an understanding. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I give notice then 
that when the gentleman from Pennsylvania concludes I will 


| take the floor and, after saying a few words in reply, move the 


previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] is recognized for an hour. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the questions involved in this 
case are questions of law. They do not relate to the merits or 
the demerits of the Republican party or the Democratic party 
in either Pennsylvania or Indiana. They can only be intelli- 
gently considered and honestly decided if they be regarded 
merely as, what they are, questions of law. 

There was no reason to anticipate that any other than Col. 
Stewart should be elected member of Congress from the Twenty- 
fourth Congressional districtof Pennsylvania. Itisa Republican 
district by a large majority. Nothing appears in the evidence in 
this case to disclose any reason why the result should have been 
otherwise now than it has been heretofore. 

There are no questions of fraud involved in this controversy. 
The pleadings do not disclose any allegations on either side of 
fraud upon the part of the other. There is not ascintilla of 


| evidence which goes to show that there was any unfairness or 


fraud upon the part of anyone, and the cry of fraud is to be found 
for the first time and only in the mouth of advocates of the con- 
testant on the floor of this House. This is a country district in 


[ have no doubt that the time between now and 4 o'clock will en- | Pennsylvania, in which the elections are customarily and uni- 
I doubt not that there are loose practices pre- 


able them both to be heard. 


Therefore, so far as Il have any right ' formly honest. 
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l 
vailing, for the reason that neither party anticipates from the 
other any unfair practice. 

But this case has been discussed by the gentlemen who have 
preceded me on the other side in utter ignorance of the record 
and without any reference to the testimony. The questions in- 
volved, as I have said, are simply questions of law, and the case 
is to be tried, and the case can only be fairly decided if we try 
it and decide it as we try and decide cases at law, by a reference | 
to the record, to the question where the burden of proof lies, 
and by a consideration of the testimony on either side. I pro- 
pose to discuss the case in that way. 

The contestant charges that certain persons whose names did | 
not appear on the registry of voters and who did not make or 
have made or have returned the affidavits required by law, voted 
and that their votes were counted. This is the charge of the 
contestant. I state the simplest kind of a proposition when I say 
that if he would succeed the burden of proof is on him to estab- 
lish that charge. I had supposed until yesterday that there was 
not a lawyer in the United States who would deny the proposi- 
tion that Col. Stewart's certificate of title to his seat is conclu- 
sive until it has been successfully assailed. I learned for the first 
time from the remarks of the gentleman from Vermont [| Mr. 
POWERS] that there is an easy way of getting possession of an- | 
other man’s property by simply calling in question his title and 
making him prove it. But I argue this case now upon the as- 
sumption that except the gentleman from Vermont every other 
gentleman in the House will assent to the proposition that if the 
contestant is to succeed he mustestablish by evidence the charges 
made in his notice of contest. 

The charge involves the proof of four things. It involves the 
proof, first, that certain parties voted; it involves the proof, 
secondly, that those parties were not registered; it involves the 
proof, thirdly, that those parties who voted without being regis- 
tered voted also without filing the affidavits required by law; 
and it would involve, if we followed the charge literally, the 
proof, fourthly, that these parties did not have the affidavits re- 
turned in accordance with law. But we eliminate this fourth 
matter for the reason (and this is an important consideration 
that has been entirely lost sight of in the discussion of this case 
we eliminate the fourth matter, for the reason that the voter 
has nothing at all to do with the returning of the affidavits. 

The man who comes to the polls armed with the constitutional 
right to cast his vote and whose right to cast it is questioned be- 
eause he is unregistered, succeeds to his full constitutional right 
when he files the affidavit that discloses his citizenship. His 
right accrues then, and it can not be defeated by the malfeasance 
or misfeasance, the negligence or the fraud of any public officer. 
We have then, I say, three things as to which the burden of proof 
lies upon the contestant; and the first relates to the parties who 
voted and to the question of registry. 

Now, a word only as to the law. Pennsylvania had years ago 
a law which provided that a man unregistered could not vote. 
The supreme court of Pennsylvania, whose.decisions I am will- 
ing to follow in this case, declared that such a statute was un- 
constitutional; that the right to vote was a right existing under 
the constitution of Pennsylvania, and could not be taken away 
after that fashion. 

Ve then had passed the statute which now regulates voting in 
Pennsylvania, and the supreme court has held that statute to be 
constitutional, because it does not affect the right of the voter to 
exercise his franchise, but simply regulates the mode in which 
that right is to be exercised; and I have no disposition in this 
case, nor do I consider it necessary, to call-in question the deci- 
sion of the supreme court of Pennsylvania, which says that the 
requiring of those affidavits upon the part of an election officer 
is mandatory. The voter who comes to the polls and finds him- 
self not registered has no right to vote unless he makes a certain 
affidavit and produces others, and the law prescribes the kind of 
affidavits. When he makes and procures the affidavits his right 
accrues. The law requires that these affidavits—the affidavits 
of the voters and the affidavits of the witnesses—shall be pre- 
served by the election board, and at the close of the election shall 
be inclosed with the list of voters and taken to the prothonotary’s 
office. 

The law also prescribes that the ballots and the list of voters 
and certain other papers shall be inclosed in the ballot boxes, 
and shall be delivered to a custodian designated by law, and be 
safely kept until the next election, at which time the ballots 
shall be destroyed. 

Now, as the first charge made by the contestant relates to the 
registered voters, I address myself to the question, how has he 
sustained the burden of proof with respect to that question? It 
was necessary, you will observe, for him. to show that certain 
parties were registered voters and certain parties were unregis- 
tered voters. 


Now, how did he dothat? The election officers, under the law 
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of Pennsylvania, get a list of registered voters in each district 
from the county commissioners’ office. That list itself would 
have been the best evidence and the most conclusive evidence as 
to who were registered and who were unre 
election. No lawyer within the sound of my 
proposition. That list, though accessible, was not produced and 
is not in evidence. What is in ey Upon what does this 
contestant rest to sustain the charge that title vests in him and 
not in the sitting member upon the ground that unr 
voters cast their votes unlawfully? 

Why, on this I beg your attention to thi 
at the very foundation of this case. Failing to prove by 
tent evidence who were registered and who were unregistered, 
the contestant has failed to take the first absolutely essential step 


cistered voters at this 
voice will deny that 
idence? 
cistered 


s point. because it lies 


compe- 


towards reaching a successful conclusion in his own case. On 
page 154 of the record, and this is merely a sample, you will find 


this: 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Allegheny 

i do hereby certify that the within is a true and « 
registered voters of the First ward of the borough of 
A. D. 1890. 

In testimony whereofI have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the commissioners’ office, of the said county, this 4 day of February. 1891 

SEAL. P. W. SIEBERT 


orrect copy of the list of 


¢ 


McKeesport for the year 


Observe this certificate bears the signature of P. W. Siebert. 
Observe further it is a certificate as to 


a true and correct copy of the list of registered voters * — 


g the year 
| 8YO 


Now. how ave voters registered, and how was the registry 
list to appear and remain on file in the commissioners’ office? 
Early in each year the assessors of the various municipal divi- 
sions of the county take the registry list then on file in the com- 
missioners’ office, go out through their separate several districts, 
go from house to house, and make a list of the householders who 
do not appear on the registry list that they procured at the office 
of the commissioners. After that is done they return the two 
lis‘s to the commissioners’ office. 

Now. observe all of this time, as far a3 I have gone—taking 
the year 1890 to illustrate—there are two separate registry lists 
in the county commissioners’ office; there is the registry list that 
that official furnishes to the assessors, and there is the registry 
list that the assessors return to the county commissioners. There- 
upon the county commissioners add on their books, to their orig- 
inal lists, the names additional appearing on the assessors’ list, 
and from these make up a third list. This third list is furnished 
to the assessors, who again, by publication, endeavor to ascertain 
whether or not it is complete, and who attend for two consecu- 
tive days prior to the day fixed for election, so as to have it cor- 
rected. On the sixty-first day prior to the election the law re 
quires that corrected list to be furnished to the county commis- 
sioners, from which they furnish new lists to the election officers. 
Now, you have the original list; you have the supplemental list; 
you have the corrected list, and you have the official and finally 
revised list to be furnished to the election officers, all on file in 
the commissioners’ office and all covering the year 189). 

Now, let us go back again to the certiticate— 

I do hereby certify that the within is a true and correct copy of the tof 
registered voters * * for the year 1890. 

What list? If that was the list 
law, revised and corrected on the 
election, why did the clerk not so certify 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Does he not practically say so wl 
he certifies to it as ** the list?” 

Mr. DALZELL. Notatall. He certifies to the list in ey 


dence furnished, but there are four lists 


prepared in accordance with 


sixty-first day preceding the 


i 


I submit further, Mr. Speaker, in answer to my friend fro 
Alabama, and in support of the position [ take on this question, 
that this election occurred in November. The municipal elee 
tion occurs in McKeesportin February. The duties of tl y 
commissioners, with respect to the McKeesport election in Feb- 
ruary, are precisely the same as are their duties with respect to 
the election which is held in November. Will my friend from 
Alabama answer me whether or not that certificate—the cert 
list or the list of voters designated by the certifi 


le Coun 





of voters for February or for November, both bei m7 in the ame 
year? He does not say for the November election, but he says 
the list for 1890. It might have been either one of those. But 
let us go further. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Will my colleague yield for a question? 


Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. My colleague will admit that it was the 
duty of the certifying officer to certify to the correctness of the 
list? 

Mr. DALZELL. The duty of which officer? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. The duty of whichever office: 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 
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MUTCHLER. Is not the presumption of law that a pub- 
| fficer does his duty? 
Vir. DALZELI Certa 
* MUTCHLER \y 3; it not his duty to « ify to the 
nat SL: 

ZELL. Iv answer that point in a moment in con- 
1 anot [ ha ween arguing upon the assumption 
tlicat ‘ ied the proper information, as 
lence in th But I go a step further and say 
icate has no more to do with this case than the 
nent or than if it had no existence. I say that no 
nany civ ed community, presided over by an} 
man with a nowledge of the law, would have admitted that 

certificate as evidence; and why? 
lhe commissioners’ office is not acourt, either of record or not 
of record No authority exists by law to certify what is con- 
tal i in that office It has no record as such; and I do not need 
surely toars the proposition thata certificate isnever evidence 
nless it has been made so by law. And let me just press home 
again here at this point, if Mr. P. W. Seibert,who made the certifi- 
cate, had any knowledge on the subject that was of any availin this 
case why was he not sworn and examined? But I will go a step 
further. Assuming that the certificat > containe d what it ought 
to have contained and was relevant, assuming that the commis- 
sioners had aright to make a certificate, P. W. Seibert is not the 
commissioners. Nobody pretended he was. So far as this record 
discloses he is a clerk in the commissioners’ office. Addressing 


r’ 
myself to my friend from Alabama [Mr. COBB], who is a 


Oo ml 
food 





lawyer, how often has it been decided that the record of a court 
in another State,made up to be evidence in a Federal court, is 
not admissible even though certified under the seal of the court, 
if signed by the deputy instead of the clerk himself? 

No in | fw 1 reference to this first point. The evidence 
as to who were registered and who were unregistered was to be 


fo ind 
to the 


commissioners 


The certifi- 
ib Cel Lil 


under law 
it was not 


stry list issued 


by th 
produced. 


+3 anc 
1ectulon, and 


cate in evidence was inc mee tent for three reasons: 

First, because it did not relate to the list, the only list that 
was relevant; 

Secondly, because the matters sought to be proved are not 
capabie of prool by a certificate; and 

Thirdly, because even if capable of proof by a certificate, it wa 











no to by the proper officer. 

Gentlemen of the majority, if my proposition is not sound, then 
rise up and refute it; I am open to conviction. If my proposi- 
tion is sound, this case is gone. The foundation on which it 
rests has u disappeared. The first count in the indictment 
is that men registered voted without filing affidavits; and yet 
your case 1s utterly barren of a single iots of testimony to advise 
your cons ce Or mine as to whether the men who voted were 
d or unregistered; and I might stop right here and defy 
ve \ awyers, to cast your votes in favor of the 
co Lal 

but t \ ( vidence is equally incompetent and 
equa purpos for which it was offered. You 
have the cert ate of the prothonotary, to what? Now listen. 
[ gra you in this case the right of the prothonotary, in other 
words, th k of the courtof common pleas, to certify as to 
th t Ss ¥ the purview of his powers, within the juris- 
ri ti ( But i no power bi yond that. Now 

LZ B I f urt of common 1 and for said 
( I y ¢ j \ 1e foregoll Sat al t copy of the 
] ‘ e! ind aff s of voters ‘irst ward of 
H wlat an eld November 4, 1890 

lt er to fy with respect to those things 

1 i e file in his office; but he does not so ec rtify. 
Ye ou mi ake the point that I was drawing too fine a dis- 
tinctio Let 1 call your attention to the fact that out of the 
a re « ates of the prothonotary in this case there 
al veral of them that certify ‘‘ that the foregoing is a true and 
cl *t copy of the papers on file in my office;” but the majority 
of ire mere certificates that certain papers are ‘‘ true and 
correct copies.” Need I argue again, as I did afew minutes ago 
to a V that that testimony would not be admitted in any 
( I ver e to say, not in any squire’s office in the 
Sta 3 vania. And yet that is the sort of testimony on 
which contestant undertakes to sustain the burden of proof 
in this « al I es to show to you that men unregis- 
tered voted without filing affidavits, and that in so doing the 
election oflicers not only violated their oaths of office, but made 
themselves subject to fine and iraprisonment 
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your attention to the law on this subject: 
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Before lots shoul - be allowed in evidence to overturn the official 
count and urn it should ap pear affirmatively that they have been safely 
kept by the proper custor ii in ofthe law; that they had not been exposed to 


the public or handled by unauthorized persons, and that no 
been given for tampering with them 
If the law provide an officer whose 

‘ ballots 


opportunity has 


duty it is to hold the possession of the 





ballot boxes and after the polls are closed no recount of the ballots 
will be permitted, unless it shall be affirmatively shown that the ballot 
boxes and the ballots remained in the custody of such officer during the in 
terval between the election and the recount, and the House of Representa 
tives is not inclined to set aside official and formal counts made with all the 


safeguards require y law on evidence onl 





y of subseqi 1ent informal and un 
oficial counts; without such safeguards a recount can only be admissible 
wl the ballot s have been so kept as to be conclusive of the identity 
of the ballots 


Citing McCrary on E 
this House. 

[ want to say to you, and I am responsible for the assertion, 
that not in a single instance, so far as the testimony in this case 
discloses to me, ware the ballot boxes material to the decision 
of this case kept by the depositary designated by law. I repeat 
it, not in a single case were they so kept. I recall, for the pur- 
pose of illustration, one ex umple. A ballot box was presented 
before the commissioner, brought by a constable, who got it 
from another constable, who got it from the office of ajustice of 
the peace in Homestead, and when the justice of the peace was 
put on the stand he testified that the ballot box had been in his 
office under his desk ever since the election; that his off was 
unlocked g the day; that he was often absent, and that he 
was not there w when the ballot box was taken away. 

But that is not all. That is mild in comparison with another 
illustration of the methods employed in the trial of thiscase. The 
counsel for the contestant came to the office of the commissioners 
having under his arm a ballot box. He had it opened. He of- 
fered such ballots as he saw fit to takeout. Hecarried that bal- 
lot box away to his office, and when the contestee called on him 
for its production, so that the remaining ballots might be putin 
evidence and counted, he was told that they were destroyed. 
That is the sort of evidence on which you propose to deprive this 
man, who a the legal certificate, of his seat in this House. 

Now, e if [am right in my argument thus far, it amounts 
to this: ' The + irden of proof is on the contestant to show who 


lections and a number of cases decided by 


ice 


durin 


were registered and w ho unregistered. There are three instru- 
ments of proof: First, the registry list; secondly, the lists them- 


selves fou ind in the stem onotory’s office; and third, the ballots 
Not a single atthe one of the three legitimate and exclusive 
instruments of have been adduced in this case. I might 
stop here, ny I goastep further. I say that under the law the 
f the ballot in the ballot box by a voter is prima faci: 
hat the affidavit was made. I do not think that prop 


- 
prool 
pr 


depositing 
evidence t 








osition can be disputed. Now, if that is so, what safeguards, 
ask you, has the law of Pennsylvania set up to support and em 
phasize that presumption? Well, first, the law of Pennsylvania 
No man shall be p itted to te wh 1a i ) list unless I 
shall n reduair of of his right to vote as provided |} i 
What 3 
y election shall be conducte by judges of opposite politics, equall 





Why? Because,in addition to the duty imposed upon him 
by his oath, it is the interest of every judge » that ne eres: 
istered voter of the opposite party to that to which he 1 
The law presumes that res of election did 
their duty in this case; and id ¢ 

ence assume rightfully that no Republican unregister 
was allowed to cast his vote by a Democratic judge 
complied with the law, and no Democratic voter, under 


) ‘longs 





casts a vote. the 


ymmon experi- 
1 voter 


he 


+7 a 
like cir- 


common sense al 


uniess 


cumstances, was allowed to vote by a Republican judge unless 
he complied with the law. 

What more? The law arms every man who stands about and 
inside the voting place, with the right to challenge any and 
every vote, and you presume here to-day, against the = linar 


presumptions for the purpose of seatin g a number, that the Der 
ocrats throughout th: a wenty-fourth Congressional district cast 
aside and failed t c ise the right that the law places in their 
hands. The law be the duty of the judges where : 
party undertakes to vote and his name is not found on the regis- 
try to require from him the affidavit described in the law, and 
not only that—not only does the law say it is his duty, but the 
law says to him if you fail to do it in any case you shall be liable 
to $300 fine and imprisonment, at the discretion of the court. 

And you presume here to-day, because votes were cast for 
which you can find no affidavits, that those judges, Republicans 
and Democrats alike, not only violated their oat ‘hs, but made 
themselves subject to heavy fine and imprisonment. 

What more? The votes are to be counted, and the result pub 





say s sit shall 


' licly declared, in the presence, not only of the election ofhaer 3, 








but of the assembled voters. Not only that. The returns must 
be made in triplicate and delivered to the prothonotary. 

Then we come to a matter to which none of my colleagues, 50 
far as Ihave heard, have yet referred, but which seems to me, 
if there was nothing else in the case, to make an end utterly to 
this conte nee 

After the returns are made and filed in the prothonotary’s of- 
fice the prothonotary y presents his return and papers to the court 
of common pleas, sitting in regular session. Three judges, the 
same judges that would try you for your life if you were indicted 
in that couniy; the same judges upon whose dec ision oon nds 
material interests of the greatest moment; three judges learned 


in the law. What do they do? They go over the whole D1 : 
ceedings. ‘They have the papers before them. And the law 
Says: 


And in case the return of any election district shall be missing wh 
returns are presented, or in case of complaint of a qualifi , 
Oath, charging palpable fraud, or mistake, and particular 
Alleged fraud or mistake 

I beg your attention to this— 
of where fraud or mistake is apparent on the returns, the court shall ex 
amine the returns, and issue summary process against the election officers 
and investigate the case 

Does my friend mean to say that the common pleas court of Al- 
legheny County sat asa court charged with the ascertainment of 
a fact, as to whether or not there was on the face of these returns 
any fraud or mistake, and have overlooked the re that unreg- 
istered voters had been permitted to vote without filing the nec- 
essary affidavits. And after they have made this examination 
the judges are— 
to certify the votes, and the votes so computed and certified shall be made a 
matter of record in sai- court 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Alabama, will you assent as a 
lawyer to the proposition that the record of the court of common 
pleas of Allegheny County, on which Col. Stewart’s title rests, 
is to be set aside because three months after the decision of that 
court was rendered you can not find in the prothonotary’s office 
one of the papers — essential to have been there 
the record was made up? Answer that question honestly on your 
conscience, and I shall claim your vote in this case. 

Now, as to the law— al it seems to me hardly necessary to 
cite law for so plain a proposition—the House of Representatives 
has said in the Forty-ninth Congress that 

itis quite well settled that when the elector offers his vote he must esta 
jish the legal qualifications to justify its reception, but the act of the j 
In receiving it is judicial and not ministerial, and, when once received, every 
presumption is in favor of its regularity and legality. Whosoever seeks to 
cause its rejection must assume the burden to establish the disqualificatior 
éven to proving a negative. (Campbell vs. Weaver, Forty-ninth Congress 








That is not only the law announced by this House in that case, 
but it is the law upon that subject recognized by every Congress, 
Democratic and Republican, and has no proposition standing over 
agal nst it. 

Congress also said,in the case of Finley vs. Bisbee, that th 
acts of an officer or officers within the scope of their authority 
are presumed to be a ct and honest until the contrary is made 
to appear, and therefore that they as such officers would not re- 
ceive an illegal vote; that the presumption is always against the 
commission of a fraudulent or illegal act, and therefore that a 
man would not cast an illegal vote. 

Now, you have the presumptions of law; you have those pre- 

sumptions aided and sustained by some dozen provisions of the 
State law of Pennsylvania; you have, in addition to all that, the 
record of the court of common ple as of Allegheny County; and 
you propose to sweep that all aside. Why? Why? Beca use, 
three months after the election, you went to the prothonotary’: 
office (every paper in which I could have carried out on any day 
before that and not have retur ned), and failed to find the affi- 
davits required to be on file before the record of the court of com- 
mon pleas was made up. You confess that that is all there isin 
thiscase. And you say that this failure to find the affidavits isto 
be used asa presumptionagainstwhom? Not against the judges; 
they are not on trial here; but against an innocent man whose 
constitutional right cael and became perfect the moment 
that he made the affidavit, even if the ne »xt moment it was cast 
into the fire. 
_ I might possibly concede that if this were a proceeding at the 
instance of the Commonwealth against the return judge « vharged 
with the return of affidavits not found, ~ fact hat they are not 
found might shift the burden of proof; but I beg you to remem- 
ber that the rule of law applic ‘able 1 in Las case is not cmnlies able 
in a case where the issue on trial is not the right of the j 
but the right of an innocent party. 

Now, I do not care to take up further time ” the discussion of 
this case? A fair examination of the record, such ane xamina- 
tion as you would give to acase involvi ing a less important matter 
than the title to a seat in this House, will disclose to you that 1 the 
contestant’s case has nota leg tostandon. If I were satisfied 
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testee and his attorney that these registry lists were properly 
proven: that it was admitted by him and his attorney that they 
correctly showed the unregistered votes which were cast at that 


4 


election for him. I now read from the views of the minority of 
the committee in this case to show how they regarded them. I 
believe those views were prepared by the gentleman from Indiana 


|[Mr. JOHNSON]: 
The contestant claims to have proven this state of facts by the testimony 
taken in this case and therefore asserts that he is entitled to and should be 
siven the seat now occupied by the contestee in this House. It is upon this 
pre sition that a difference of opinion exists among the members of your 
committee, The majority insist that the contestant has established all of 
these facts and that he should be admitted to theseat. Theminority concede 
that the contestant has shown a sufficient number of votes to have been cast 
by nonregistered persons for the contestee and counted for him by the elec- 
tion officers to overcome his plurality, but they strenuously deny that the 

ant has proved that these persons failed to make and procure affidavits 
required of nonresident voters, and they doubt whether he is entitled to be 


eated even if he has 





contest 


The gentiemen of the minority here concede the claim of the 
contestant as to the unregistered voters. 


anything by reading from the views of the minority of the com- 
mittee. His declaration was that it was conceded by the parties 
and by members of the committee that the registry lists were a 
proper registry. I rose in my place and said there was no such 


tion, a statement of the minority of the committee that in nowise 
sustains his former statement in regard to the registry lists. 
The fact is, that the attorneys of the parties admitted nothing, 
but were constantly at loggerheads upon every question upon 
which the gentleman said all parties were agreed. 

Mr.O°’FERRALL. The gentleman and I may differ as to what 
occurred in the Committee on Elections in the way of conces- 
sions: but there is no difference of opinion, and there can not be, 
between us as to the concessions made in the minority report. | 
say that these unregistered votes were proven; and the gentle- 
man, in his own report which he has made in this case, concedes 
that these unregistered votes were proven, properly proven, and 
that they were cast for the contestee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Well, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. OPERRALL. Mr. Speaker, I am always glad to yield to 
my friend; I like to be accommodating: but I must push on and 
reach aconelusion. I will, however, yield tothe gentleman for 
# moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman's statement was 
that it was conceded by the parties and by the members of the 
committee that the registry fists were proper registry lists. I 
deny that statement. The parties conceded nothing; and the 
counsel for contestant and contestee divided on every subject— 
admitted nothing whatever. f 

Mr. OFERRALL. Why, Mr. Speaker, I have already stated 


that there wasa difference of opinion between the gentleman and | 


myself on this point. But what I repeat and emphasize is that 
there is no difference of opinion between us as to what the gen- 
tleman says in his own report, and that is, that he concedes the 
sufficiency of the proof as to the nonregistration of the voters 
who are attacked. 

Returning now, sir, to the point I was discussing, under the 
laws of the State of Pennsylvania, as I have said in substance, 
there must be a registration of all voters. That is a prerequisite 
to voting. Butif itso happens that a man is not registered on 
the day of election, he may still exercise the right of a vater by 
complying with certain conditions. He must produce a witness 
to show that he possesses the qualification of residence fora given 
period, and at the same time must himself make affidavit as to 
when and where he was born, how long he has resided in the 
State and county, and if 22 years of age or upwards whether he 
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voters and that they had voted for the contestee, but he went 
to the prothonotary’s office, where all affidavits required to be 
taken by those claiming the right to vote and not registered 
should be found if they were taken; in fact, the office where the 
law required this evidence of qualification to be deposited and 
preserved. What did he find? Affidavits, affidavits complete 
or defective in form or in substance? No; nothing whatever. 
He found no affidavits in any shape; not a scintilla of proof that 
those new registered men had qualified themselves to vote at 
that election; nota scratch of a pen; notascintillaof proof. The 
contestant then rested. 

Now, sir, the contestee and those who support the minority 
report presented to this House insist that he should have taken 


| other steps; that he should have introduced the election officers, 


or the voters themselves, to show that the affidavits were never 
in fact made; that is, prove a negative. They contend that these 


| affidavits required to be filed could not become records in any 


sense if actually filed, and could not be so regarded. I say they 


| Were just as much records as the returns of the result of the elec- 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman has not proved 


tion, the tally sheet, or list of voters, and that one was required 

to be returned, filed, and preserved just as well as the others. 
But I care not whether technically they could be regarded as 

records or not; they were surely papers which the law required 


| to be filed and preserved for examination; and I lay down this as 
concession. Now the gentleman reads, in support of his posi- | 


a general proposition which it seems to me no lawyer can con- 
trovert, that wherever the law requires a paper to be deposited, 
and that paper is not found in the depository which the law pre- 
scribes, the presumption arises at once that it never had an 
existence; and I have the authority right here on that point. I 
will quote it, and leave gentlemen who take the opposition to 
wrestle with it. 

| read from Lawson on Presumptive Evidence: 

When a paper is not found where, if in existence, it ought to be deposited 
or recorded, the presumption therefore arises that no such document has 
ever been in existence; unless this presumption is rebutted it must stand as 
proof of its nonexistence. 

So I care not whether you call these affidavits, records, or sim- 
ply election papers or documents. They should have been depos- 


| ited in the office of the prothonotary if they existed, and if not 


has paid a capitation tax within two years, and these affidavits | 


are required to be written or printed or partly written and partly 
printed, and must be returned by the election officers after the 
election along with.the returns, the tally sheets, the lists of voters, 
and other papers to the office of the prothonotary, and there they 
are to be preserved for examination, like all other election pa- 
pers. That is the requirement of the law. 

Now, when this election was over the contestant found that the 
names of a very large number of unregistered voters appeared 

pon the poll lists at various precincts. Upon an examination of 
the ballots which were numbered under the provisions of the law 


found there, as these particular affidavits, if they ever existed, 
were not, the presumption at once arose that they never had any 
existence. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman says it isa presumption that all 
officers do their duty? 

Mr. O°FERRALL. 
tion. 

Mr. RAY. Now, the question I desire to ask is this: These 
election officers were required to exact from every one of these 
voters—nonresident voters—an affidavit. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Well, do not make an argument. Ask 
your question. 

Mr. RAY. Iam just coming to it. These officers of election 
were required by law to exact from every one of these voters an 
affidavit showing that he wasentitled to vote—— 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I can not yield to the 
gentleman for aspeech. If he wants to ask a question 

Mr. RAY. Now, let me ask a question. Does not the law 
presume that these election officers did exact that affidavit be- 
fore allowing these men to vote? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yes, Mr. Speaker, until another presump- 
tion arises. 

Mr. RAY. Will you answer that—— 

Mr. O°FERRALL. And that presumption is raised by the 
failure to find these affidavits in the prothonotary’'s office where 
these officers were required to file them. One presumption meets 


I did not say so, but I admit the proposi- 


| the other, and is not inconsistent with the authority I have just 


of Pennsylvania, he found they had been cast for the contestee. | 


might insist that he could have rested his case right there. I 
might contend that as soon as he found among the ballots cast 
the names of voters not on the registry lists, such votes were 
priona facie illegal; this is the general law, the general rule, and 
if there is anexception to the general rule, the man who invokes 
it must bring himself within it. 

Butthe contestant did not rest hiscase there. He wentstill fur- 
ther. He not only showed that these men were not registered 


quoted. 

Mr. RAY. You have not answered my question. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I did answer the gentleman’s question. | 
can answer a question, but I am very sorry I can not give the 
gentleman the understanding to comprehend my answer. 

Mr. RAY. Let me ask another question. Is there any evi- 
dence in this case anywhere that overcomes that presumption? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Is there any proof that they did notdo their duty? 

Mr. O'FERRALL. Why, Mr. Speaker, I have just read from 
this authority that the failure to find the affidavits was presump- 
tive evidence, and if the gentleman wants to place his opinion in 
opposition to the authority from which I have read, let him do 
so. I have read from Lawson on Presumptive Evidence; and if 
the gentleman desires to prepare a work on presumptions or pre- 
sumptive evidence, when I come toexamine it if I find itis a good 
work I will probably buy it. [Laughter.] by 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to goastep farther, and yet I dislike 
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to detain the House. Sufficient time has already been consumed 
in the discussion of this case. I want to goalittle farther in the 
direction of presumptions. 

Admitting for the sake of argument that there may have been 
some doubt in the mind of the contestee as to whether the bur- 
den of proof was shifted upon his shoulders from the shoulders 
of the contestant when these affidavits were not found in the pro- 
thonotary’s office, where they were required to be filed, is there 
a gentleman on this floor who will believe that if he could have 
made clear that which was in doubt he would not have done so? 
Sane men do not take chances as to their rights when they can 
make them safe and secure. Intelligent men do not quietly sub- 
mit to assaults upon their rights when they can repel them. 

Did he not owe it tothe men who were resting under the charge 
of illegal voting, and who had shown their friendship for him, to 
clear them of the charge if he could do so? 

Was he an ingrate? Did he have no appreciation of the honor 
these men had done him? They were surely his friends, and 
ready to help him as well as relieve themselves if they could. 

I would not charge him with ingratitude. I prefer to think 
that he knew that these people in their zeal for him or the Re- 
publican party had overstepped the law and cast illegal votes, 
and calling them could do no good. 

Did he not owe it to the election officers to call them and give 
them an opportunity to raise from their characters the weighty 
charge that they had failed to discharge their duty if they could 
have done so? 

Who will say that he was so cold and callous as to desert all his 
friends and leave them to rest under the imputation of law-de- 
fiersandlawbreakers? Foronel willnot. I would rather attrib- 
ute his silence, his supineness, his inaction to a feeling of abso- 
lute helplessness. I must believe that he would have called them 
all and put them upon the witness stand to rebut the presump- 
tion arising from the absence of the affidavits from the prothono- 
tary’s office, if he had dared, with the facts staring him in the 
face. e 

One wordmore. The Democrats are in the ascendency in this 
Congress, and I hope and believe they will so act in all things 
that the country will draw asharp contrast between their course 
and that of the Republicans in the last Congress. 

In the Fifty-first Congress returned majorities for Democratic 
members, however large, were wiped out with no more concern 
than if they had been chalk-marks upon a blackboard. 

The people remember the great strain upon our institutions 
during those two years and how the moral sensibility of the coun- 
try was shocked, and they expect better things of this Congress. 
Let us not disappoint them. Let us stand by the right; let us 
sustain the law. Let us hold our institutions too sacred to be out- 
raged for party purposes; let us uphold the right of free discus- 
sion; let us unseat no man, be he Republican or Democrat, upon 
partisan grounds, but decide every case according to the law and 
the facts. 

The safety of our institutions and the security of our land de- 
mand these things. Letusdothem. [Applause.] 

[now move the previous question upon the resolutions sub- 
mitted by the committee and the substitute and call for their 
reading. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FER 
RALL] demands the previous question. Does the Chair under- 
stand that the resolutions reported by the minority are pending 
as a substitute? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolu- 
tions reported by the minority as a substitute for the resolutions 
that have been offered by the majority. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia desire 
the previous question to operate upon both resolutions? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the demand for the 
previous question. 

“The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the original res- 
olution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Andrew Stewart was not elected as a Representative tothe 


Fifty-second Congress from the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania, and 
is not entitled to the seat 


Resolved, That Alexander K. Craig was duly elected as a Representative 
from the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania to the Fifty-second Con 
gress, and is entitled to his seat as such. 


The SPEAKER. For these resolutions the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON] submits a substitute which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. Resolved, That Andrew Stewart was legally elected to a seat in the 


Fifty-second Congress from the Twenty-fourth Congressional district of 
Pennsylvania, and that he is entitled to retain his seat in this House 
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n ibs has been granted to ny colleague [Mr. | tnitea States.’ 
N not. I sire to ask it He is absent on ac And the Senate agree to the same 
( JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
] airs were al , N. DINGLEY, JR., 
\ t 4: — Managers on the part of the House 
] otice 
— XX Se : : mM EUGENE HALE, 
\ ER of Alabama with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. F. M. COCKRELL, 
1 S th Mr. RANDALI Managers on the part of the Senate 
tr. BITC! h Mr. KE) The statement of the House conferees was read as follows: 
wa ° i ivi MORSI The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
W h Mi sELKN | i votes of the two houses on the bill H. R. 5399, making appropriations to 
1 | YES h M HULI | Supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the expenses of the Eleventh 
: ep aben nl Census, and for other purposes, submit the following written statement in 
nN SANFORD expianation of the effect of the action recommended on each of the Senate 
Cow Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR. amendments, namely 
lr. TURPIN with Mr. CALDWELL. On amendment numbered 1, appropriates $50,000 to continue the work of 
; ques 1 es 2 tT the census on farms, homes, and mortgages; 
MY, LAGAN W it. WEAVER. _ On amendments numbered 2, 3, and 4, appropriates $115,514.17, together with 
I I S7 th Mr. HOPKINS of I[ilinois. $25,400 which remains of the allotment for the establishment of substations 
SNow with TAYLOR of Illinois. ce purchase of subsistence for the Sioux Indians, as proposed by the 
' ‘ 7 o 2 4} Do rm = > rv -_ : 7 ' OU» > i 
VV ILLIAMS ¢ is with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. On amendment numbered 5, strikes out 8,000 proposed by the Senate to pay 
j the penses of purchasing goods and supplies of the Indian service; 
RB y ney R | On amendment numbered 6, appropriates $2,000 to complete the ascertain- 
“ a a er e | mentof damages resulting to the persons who settled on the Crow Creek and 
S ( ! 1th MM HOOKER of New York. | Winnebago Reservations in South Dakota: 
tus { \ ()UACKENBUSH. ; Onamendment numbered 7, appropriates $5,000 for allotment of lands to 
( E ¢ \labama with Mr. Post | Indians on the Fort Berthold Reservation; 
: = ae : care = ate On amendments numbered 8 and 9, appropriates $10,000 for paper for in 
[iS 0 assachusetts with Mr. BARTINE ternal-revenue stamps 
UITHIAN W Mr. Hirr. On amendment numbered 10, appropriates $5,000 for transportation of silver 
Mr. FORMAN with Mr. GRISWOLD | Coin 
7 ry : s = RIS ge } On amendments numbered 11 and 12, appropriates $1,000 for care and sub- 
DUNGAN h Mr. ENOCHS. | Sistence of animals in the National Zoological Park; 
\I HLA wit KETCHAM. |; On amendments numbered 13 and 14, appropriates $2,150 for the Green Lake 
\] Docy R \ Vii ENDERSON of lows | fish station, Me.; . : 
. . ; = 2 a INDERSON of Towa. On amendments numbered 15 and 16, strikes out appropriation of $5,000 pro- 
, Oo saa posed by the Senate for the art exhibition at Munich, Bavaria 
M ( MPTON Mr. COGSWELL. On amendments numbered 17 and 18, appropriates $10,000 for expenses in 
, " \4 ; { 1 —— lefense of Indian depredation claims 
{ER R vith Mr. Lope f present, Mr. LODGE woul ; ela . ' 
ne ee : te eee L DGE ¥ : d On amendments numbered 19 and 20. appropriates $10,000 for certain ex 
he mi report; Mr. HERBERT for the majority | penses incurred by the Department of Labor on account of the Senate Com 
mittee on Finance 
() vo On ee numbered 21 and 22, appropriates %5.000 to pay the salary 
. : ‘ . i 1 f the ci¥llian member of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications for 1892; 
' > INRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. DINGLEY. and 
| BRUNNER th M IF I On amendments numbered 23 and 24, appropriates $10,000 for contingent ex 
1 , 4 \1 , e111} ; PAT T , penses of the Senate 
r. IONLA v NDERSON Of Lilinois. I ye IER- | *; aoe oe | 
— . ar HE NDI N of | Mi _ If Mr. HENDI Ihe bill, as finally agreed upon, appropriates $428,664.17; being $39,333.45 less 
PON re p » ur. MNLOE would vot nay. han as it passed the Senate, and $149,483.45 more than as it passed the House 
\ CHIPMAN Mr. Speaker, I understood that I was paired 2 JOSEPH D. SAYERS 
on “ rrp PAW. + } Th prety s WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 
\ e l bt an) . — no N i ~ pal Managers on the part of the House 
a i ¢ nou ia ted nay’ i lad not ' ‘ TIDE . } 7s 
ae Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman desires 
Yer i ensi . . } 
ced as above record an explanation of the report, [ move that it be adopted. 
‘ ‘ ‘ a on am < it { 10d rr . 
AI ' ae ae [he conference report was adopted. 
i .KER esti ne recurs upon the resolu- . LD : 5 . 
‘ ‘ : the Clerk will report Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the re- 
) { ) LjOrLLy 1T erk 4 . 7 > . 
( \ port was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
l i i OV . o . . 
be laid on the table. 
t Ar “ wa ‘ Representative t he ry ’ . 
cena a a rictot Pe ond Che latter motion was agreed to. 
, .OTT ree 
: Tha ; oP tina edasal AQUILLA JONES. 
P e Fifty-s¢ Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I call up the unfinished business 
on the Private Calendar (H. R. 914) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, 
P , s on the adoption of these | which was reported to the House from the Committee of the 
Whole, and the yeas and nays ordered upon its passage. i 
\ aken, and tl S ms were adopted. Mr. REED. That is the Indiana bill. We can pay that, of 
( on of O’FERRALL, a motion to reconsider the last | course. [Laughter. 
‘ rT’ 37 < cr ‘ . 1] . 
\ oO ) The bill was read, as follows: 
BROWN > UKE i Mr. Craig for the pul Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, au 
, } 1orized and directed to credit Aquilla Jones, sr., late postmaster at li 
1 +5 ; dianapolis nd., in the f 1 settlement of his accounts, with the sum of 
: a tha nat? iesaail , ianapolis, In in tk na ment o . h th im of 
: , wa , , the oath prescribed by #2,438, amount of loss sustained by him assuch postmaster by robbery on the . 
\ pplause kemocra e.} 21st day of December, 1888 ¥ 
LED BILL SIGNED. The SPEAKER. On Friday last, at the hour of adjournment, 
' VI the ¢ t on Enrolled Bills, 1 the previous question had been ordered upon this bill, and the 
\ In VVi \ 1e I LNnroile 21iis, re- . . or . ° 
, 1] as anc fs ordered upon its passage. > quest OW 15 
a“ et nadexa | and found truly enrolled ye ae il ae = I 1S passag" Chi — On BOW 56, 
> : } is Shall e i ass? 3 
| vide ana nal mode of taking depo- att tS oe Poe ; : te E 
. } total ¢ 4} Pon 8a ieee sinn The question was taken: and there were—veas 119. nays 66, not 
in causes p ling in the courts of the United States; : oem . : . 
{ . } a} voting 146; as follows: 
Spee oe YEAS—119 
NCY I VCY BILE. Abl Cadm English Lynch 
11> MA . IR a atl ae ee Alderson Caruth Geary, Mansu 
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evening provision might be made in the rule for taking a’recess. 
Therefore the Chair did not care to decide that question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jerse A parliamentary inquiry: 
Would not the same result be reached by the adoption of the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN]? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HAUGEN 
to the motion of Mr. KILGORE for a recess, it was agreed to; and 
the motion as thus amended was adopted. 

The SPEAKER (at 4o0’clock and 30 minutes p.m). 
ance with the motion just adopted, the House will now take a re- 
cess until 8 o’clock this evening. The Chair names the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] to preside at the even- 
ing session. 


EVENING SESSION 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o'clock p. m., was 
called to order by Mr. RICHARDSON as Speaker pro spore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The session of the House this 
evening is for the purpose of considering bills on the Private 
Calendar under the rule of the House—clause 3 of Rule XX VI— 
which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. Every Friday, unless otherwise ordered by the House, there shall be a 
session of the House, to begin at 8 o'clock p. m., and to terminate at half past 
10 o'clock p. m., to consider and dispose of bills to remove political disabili 
ties of individuals and [et ry bills reported by the Committee on Pensions 
and the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN. I move thatthe House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to consider bills under the rule just 
read. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
KILGORE) there were—ayes 22, noes 2. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Whole toconsider bills under clause 30f Rule XXVI. 
will report the first bill. 

SARAH L. HENDERSON. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 723) granting a pension to Sarah L. Henderson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to a on the pension roll, at the rate of 820 


month, the name of Sarah L. Henderson, a hospital nurse during the civil 
war. 

The report (by Mr. BUTLER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

723) granting a pension to Sarah L. Henderson, submit the following report: 

Sarah L. Henderson, in February, 1862, was appointed and duly commis- 
sioned as a nurse in the United States hospital service, by Rev. Samuel P. 
Sloane, under authority from the United States Sanitary Commission, and 
was first assigned to duty in the United States hospital at Davenport, Iowa. 
She served there nearly one year. She was next assigned to duty, by James 
E. Yeatman, president of the Western Sanitary Commission, in Lawson 
General Hospit al, at St. Louis, Mo., January 16, 1863, where she served till 

April, 1863, when her health gave way and she was discharged. 

This service record, so far as Lawson General Hospital is concerned, is es- 
tablished by report from the War Department on file with thiscase. The 
prior service, at United States hospital in Davenport, Iowa, is supported di- 
rectly by the affidavit of Mrs. Henderson herself, and indirectly supported 


The Clerk 


fifteen months during years 1862and 1863. Among the associations so stating 
are Herve a Dix Post, No. 371,Grand Army of the ema and Woman's Re- 
lief Corps, No. 69, both under the jurisdiction of said organizations in Iowa. 

The good standing and character of this lady are attested by numerous as 
sociations, among them being the twoabove named, and the Cl: ayton County 
(Lowa) Veterans’ Association. The same is cordially attested by Mrs Ciara 
Nichols, division president Woman's cape Se for Iowa. 

The same organizations, as well as the affidavit of Mrs. Henderson herself, 
support the fact that Mrs. Sarah L. Henderson is in destitute circumstances 
and greatly in need of the relief asked; also that she is past 71 years of age 
and in very feeble health 

Your committee regard a case of this kind as being as much entitled to 
their support and favor as any other branch of the military service, and 
therefore report the bill back with the recommendation that it do pass after 
amending the same by striking out the word ‘“‘twenty,’’ in the fifth line of 
said bill, and inserting in its stead the word “ twelve,”’ so as to read: “at the 
rate of twelve dollars per month.” 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, unless some gentleman wants 


In accord- | 
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But, Mr. Chairman, my objection this evening goes more to 
the organization of the House to-night than anything else. I 
think the organization in its inception is bad on demurrer, as 
the lawyers say. First, there has been exhibited no order from 
the Speake r designating anybody to preside to- night. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman from Texas yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. KILGORE. Of course; and if I have been mistaken I 
shall be glad to be corrected, for I do not want to state anything 
not strictly in accord with the facts of the case. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Chair announced before the recess 


| this afternoon that the “gentleman from Tennessee,” meaning 


myself, would preside to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is entirely sufficient. I did not hear 
the announcement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I certainly would not have usurped the 
chair without that authority. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am quite sure of that. I know that the 
gentleman would not do so, but I thought that possibly there 
was a misapprehension. [supposed that there was an order desig- 
nating some one to preside to-night and that by some oversight 
it was omitted. 

Mr. REILLY. It was announced distinctly by the Chair. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am very glad to be corrected, for I donot 
want to make any misstatements. 

The other question is as to the size of this body. Three hun- 
dred and thirty-two members, I believe, constitute the House of 
Representatives. There are twenty-four members present. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Twenty-five now. [Mr. CASTLE at this 
time entering the Hall.] 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, twenty-five since the arrival of my 
friend on the right. But there were twenty-four when this ques- 


| tion was submitted to the House. 


The House is now in Committee of the | 





to open the discussion in favor of this proposition I suppose I am | 


entitled to the floor. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no observations to make on the merits 
of this case. I have no doubt it is meritorious, as the report sets 
out. T have, however, this general observation to make about 
all such cases, that is, that if there is merit in this one, there is 
merit in ten thousand like it, and there are ten thousand like it, 
[ am told; anda general law ought to be passed by which nurses 


Now, sir, I want to read briefly the Constitution of the United 
States, an ‘instrument which of late years has fallen into disre- 
pute with many people. Why, Mr. Randolph said long years 
ago that the time would come when a member who undertook 
on the floor of the House to quote the Constitution of the United 
States would be called to order. It seems to me that time is at 
hand, or nearly so, except that they do not dare to call me to order 
with the gentleman from Missouri occupying the chair. The 
Constitution says: 

Src. 5. Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifi- 
cations of its own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum 
to do business; but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and 


may be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, in such 
manner, and under such penalties as each House may provide. 


This is the constitutional provision, and I would like to ad- 


| monish the House and the country and the members of this body 
| that there is such a provision of the Constitution. 


Now, the 
Constitution also provides that each House shall prescribe its 
own rules of procedure, and that each member is bound to abide 
by and obey the rules which may be prescribed for the govern- 
ment of the House and of Congress. One of these rules is that 
all measures which contemplate the appropriation of money or 
property directly or indirectly must be considered in a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. In conformity with the rules made 
under the Constitution, this fragment of the House to-night went 
into Committee of the Whole with twenty-four members pres- 


j}ent. The rule says that— 
by various organizations, which, under seal, state her service as covering 


Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quo- 
rum, the Chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the com 
mittee shall rise. and the Chairman shall report the names of the absentees 
to the House, which shall be entered on the Journal; but if on such call aquo- 
rumappear, the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting without further 


order of the House, 

This rule, which we have sworn to obey, which isas imperative 
and binding as any other law, I quote to admonish the members 
of this House present and the country and the 310 or 315 who are 
not present of the obligations which we took at the beginning of 
this Congress, and which the older members have taken repeat- 
edly for twelve or fifteen years past. That oath I will now read 
for our mutual benefit: 

I, A B, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and defend the Con- 
stitution of the United States against all enemies, ee and domestic; that 
I will bear true faith and allegiance to the same; that I take this obligation 
freely 

No compulsion on them, no coercion— 
without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion;- 

No mental reservation that we will transact business with 26 
members, at a night session, when the Constitution requires the 
presence of 167 members. 

We swear that we have no purpose of evading the Constitu- 


| tion— 


in the Army during the war ought to get just such pensions as | 


they are entitled to have according to their merit and the rules | 


leid down by the Government in other pension cases. 


| 


and that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties of the office on which 
I am about to enter, so help me God. 


Could anything be more solemn, more binding than that? 
Mr. BRETZ. Your speech. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. KILGORE. I do not want the House to consume my time |. 
with laughter and applause. [Renewed laughter.] Now, here 


is the Constitution, here are the rules. Here is the obligation 
which we have take n upon ourselves solemly, voluntarily, unre- 
servedly, and yet to-night we are expected to violate the Con- 
stitution, to violate the rules, and set at naught the obligation | 
which was imposed on us at the organization of this House. 

Now, my friends will say that I am opposed to pension legisla- 
tion, and that I am making this fight, not because I am so much 
devoted to the Constitution, to the rules, and to the obligation 
which is upon me to abide by the ¢ ‘onstitution and the rules made 
by this House for its gove rnment, but that it is on account of my 
opposition to pension legislation. I am opposed to nearly all pri- 
vate and special legislation. It could not be charged truthfully 
that I oppose all pension legislation. It isthe fixed policy of the 
Government, and no man expects to reverse it. Most ofthe bills, 
I learn, on the Calendar are in behalf of soldiers of the war of 
1812, of the Mexican war, the Black Hawk war, and the other In- 
dian wars of later date. I have no feeling upon that subject. 

But I say that this private, local, and special legislation in 
Congress is the greatest evil of Federal lawmaking. Nearly 
every State in the Union has chosen, by constitutional provision, 
to eliminate from consideration legislation upon private and local 
subjects and for special purposes. It is not private pension leg- 
islation alone that I antagonize, it is almost every character of 
private legislation. 

Mr. SNOW. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KILGORE. With ‘pleasure. 

Mr. SNOW. Has the gentleman ever participated in legisla- 
tion, or would he, where less than a quorum was present and en- 
acted laws, without raising the same objection that he now rais°s? 
And one further question. Would the gentleman, if he had a 
case pending of his own, or a bill which he had introduced, raise 
the same question that he now raises, that there was not a quorum 
present? 

Mr. KILGORE. I will with pleasure answer both of those 
questions. In the Fiftieth Congress I was a ‘‘ new hand at the 
= * if you will allow me to use the expression. 

Mr. SNOW. You were in the kindergarten. 

Mr. KILGORE. I attended these meetings regularly. They 
told me that it had been the custom to indulge in that character 
of legislation without a quorum. I sat here and saw this House, 
with only twenty-five or thirty members present, pass one hun- 
dred and forty bills in two hours, without ever reading either a 
billorareport, without any consideration, without any knowledge 
on the part of the House of what the reports or what the bills 
contained. The bills went through w we any inquiry. Now, 
was that right? Was it business-like? I determined in my own 
mind that that should never occur again while I was a member 
of Congress and could attend these meetings. 

[ came here in the Fiftieth Congress and in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress and compelled the reading of the bills, compelled them to 
read the reports, provoked discussion on a great many of these 
measures, in order that I might be informed whether anybody 
else wanted any information or not. I did that invariably and 
uniformly, except on one or two occasions, when they overcame 
me by a plot and put me in the chair to preside, and then I could 
not demand the reading of the report. emahian] Then I was 
overcome by a plot, and the gentleman in the chair, they say, was 
a party to the plot. It was a good joke anyhow. Now, it made 
me sick to see legislation conducted by a great body, the great 
representative body of this Union,inthe manner in which it was 
conducted in the Fiftieth and Fifty-first Congresses. I did not 
have so much control in the Fifty-first Congress, because very | 
frequently a 100-member quorum of the Committee of the Whole 
could be present. 

Besides, our friends on the other side had control in that Con- 
gress. They ran the machine, and they ran it tosuch an extent, | 
and so recklessly, in such utter and flagrant disregard of the ob- | 
ligations that were upon them, that it was calculated to alarm 
the people of this country. That makes it important that we 
should recur occasionally to the obligations upon us as members 
of the great popular branch of the legislative department of the | 
Government. 

Now. as to the other question. If I had a bill on that Calendar | 
oi would I make this fight? I now and then had a bill on 
the Calendar last Congress and the Congress before that. They 
passed them sometimes—-always did, I believe. I hada bill there 
giving a man a pension of $25 a month, which was more than was 
usually given in such cases, and they insisted upon passing, and 
did pass it. [Laughter.] He is getting $25 a month now. He 
was a soldier of the war of 1812. I have repeatedly called up 
bills here for members whose names could not be reache a or whose 
names had be 7 n passed on the list, granting pensions to soldiers | 
of the Federal Army. I have no feeling on that subject. The 
war is over with me, and has been over twenty-seven years. | | 
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am ‘‘a friendly Indian,” ae friendly; but I say that under the 
laws now in force and under the liberal, latitudino is construction 
which has been given to them by the officers charged with their 
administration it does seem to me that every man and every 
woman who has earned the bounty of the Government and who 
needs its bounty can secure his or her pension. 

[f there is a class of cases such as are included in the bill just 
now read, or including veterans of the war of 1812, the Black 
Hawk war, the later Indian wars, the Mexican war, or the late 
war—if there is one person belonging to any of those classes who 
deserves a pension, or an additional pension to that which is now 
given, there are hundreds, perhaps thousands; it is the duty of 
this Congress not to single out one or a dozen, but to pass a 
general law and take all this legislation out of Congress, and let 
such cases be remitted to the Pension Office, and to the offices 
whose duty it is toinvestigate these matters, who have facilities 
for doing so much superior to those possessed by the Huuse or 
any of the committees of the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this House passed a resolution not long ago 
which provided for the appointment of acommittee charged with 
the duty of investigating the methods of the Pension Office. If 
that committee were to find in that office irregularities in the 
conduct of that office in granting pensions such as mark the pro- 
ceedings of this House on occasions like this, why they would 
report unanimously, and this House with the same unanimity, I 
apprehend, would vote to impeach the officer in charge of that 
Bureau, if he was subject to impeachment, or would pass a vote 
of censure on him, or, at least, would take some decided action 
looking to a correction of the abuses. 

Shall we agree here to violate every rule that has ever been 
made by this House, violate the Constitution, violate the obliga- 
tions we have taken to support those rules and the Constitution, 
and every Friday night perpetrate wrongs and #rregularities 
which if found in the Pension Office would be reprobated by the 
people from one end of this broad country to the other? Shall 
we persist in a repetition of these wrongs against law and order 
and business methods? 

Now, I say that this private legislation is the great evil of this 
House. The whole country has recognized it as an evil, because 
every State in the Union has, as I said before, made constitu- 
tional provision that legislation upon private and local questions, 
except on certain conditions and under certain limitations, shal] 
cease, and this action by the people of the States ought to have 
its weight with their Repre sentatives here. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr.KILGORE. Withagreatdeal of pleasure; for I had about 
run down. [Laughter.| 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it nota fact that every Southern State, 
except one, has provided for pensioning rebel soldiers? [Ap- 
plause in the galleries. | 

The CH AIRMAN. The galleries will pres2rve order. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do notdeny that they have; but that merely 
proves the case I state. They have done so by general laws of 
the State, according to the rules of the Legislatures, and accord- 
ing to their oaths and obligation as members of the State Legis- 
latures. I do not oppose proper legislation; it is the fixed policy 
of the country. It is abuse of it 1 oppose. Never since I have 
been in Congress have I opposed proper legislation granting 
pensions to a Unionsoldier. Now, I say that private legislation 
is not only an evil that is wasting the money of the people, but 
itis continually undermining the limitation which it was intended 
the Constitution should impose upon the Congress of the United 
States. 

Why, sir, members stand upon this floor and gravely quote, not 
the Constitution, as authority for the particular legislation which 
they desire, but precedents! They say Congress has done so and 
so. They donot inquire as to whether the Constitution author- 
ized such action, or whether it was in flagrant violation of that 


| instrument, but the only inquiry made is whether there are pre- 


cedents for it.. Members of Congress and the country ought to 
understand that Congress does not derive its authority from pre- 
cedents, but derives it directly from the Constitution of ‘the 
United States. Courtsare controlled by precedents. A long line 
of precedents, or a short line sometimes, controlsa court against 
reason and common sense; but precedents were never intended to 
control a legislative body whose duties are prescribed by a writ- 
ten instrument which is so plain that one, though a fool, can not 
err in understanding it ordinarily. 

Therefore, I say that much of the private legislation is who 
vicious. I have not opposed all, but I have opposed the bulk of 
it, and my opposition to a great deal of it arise s from the fa 
that it is a gradual, silent, insidious undermining of the limita 
tions which it was intended that the Constitution should impos 
| upon Congress. 

New, Mr. Chairman, with these observations I desire to e 
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entleman from Texas. 
Mr. PICKLER rost 
Mr. KILGORE. 

floor. 


Mr. PICKLER. I have not yielded the floor since the Chair 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not recognized the ge 
man from South Dakota for the pur 
Mr. PICKLER. 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KTLG¢ RE: Is the gentleman through? 

Mr. PICKLER. Iwill let you know when I am. 

Mr. KILGORE. The Chair said there were 33 in the 
tive and 2 in the negative, not announcing the result. Then | 
undertook to submit a point of order. The gentlema 
South Dakota insisted that the Chair should announce thi 
sult. The Chair did announce the result, and then [ said,*' M 
Chairman, I make the point of order that there is no quoru 
present.” 

Mr. PICKLER. ThatIdeny. The 
The gentleman never said that. 

Mr. KILGORE. And then I proceeded to read the rule w 
yrescribes what shall be done in Committee of tl 
the fact of no quorum is developed—that when the Committ 
of the Whoie House finds itself without a quorum it is the bus 
ness of the Chair to order a roll call. That is exactly what 


said. 


pose of debat 


record does not show 


The CHAIRMAN. The present statement of the gentlema 
from Texas is in entire accord with what the Chair understood 
the gentleman to state, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the Chair refuse to let the record b 
read? I deny that the gentleman states the facts as they actually 
occurred, and I appeal to the record, which is the best proo! | 
ask that the Chair let it be read in proof of the statement I make. 
[ would like to say that if gentlemen are determined that no 
pension legislation can be had they can do it in an orderly way 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point of order that there is 
nothing pending. There is no question before the committe: 
The Chair had decided the point of order, and the gentleman did 
not appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to an- 
swer to their names: 


Abbott, Holman, 


Compton Pattison, Ohi 


Alderson Cooml Hooker, Miss. Payn 
Alexander Coopet Hooker, N. Y Peel 
Allen, Covert, Hopkins, Pa Perkins 
Amerman Cowles, Hopkins, I rierce 
Andrew, Cox, N. Y Houk, Ohio Post, 


Arnold, 
Atkinson 
Babbitt, 


Crawford 
Crosby, 
Culberson, 


Houk, Tent Power 
Huff, Price 
Hull Quackenbus! 



























Bacon, Cummings Johnson, Ind Raines 
Bankhead Cutting Johnstone, S.C Randall, 
artine, Dalzell, Jone Ray, 
Barwig, Daniell Kem Rayne 
Beeman Day Ketcham Reed, 
Belden, De Forest Kyle Rey bur 
Bel ‘ Dickerson Lagan R 
Beltzhoover Dingley, Lane, Robertson, L 
Bentley, Dixon Lanham, Robinson, P% 
Bergen, Doan Lawson, Va Rockw* 
Bingham, Dolliver, Lawson, Ga Rus} 
Blanchard Donovan, Lester, Va Russell, 
Bland, Dungan, Lester, Ga Sanfo1 
Blount Dunphy, Lewis Sayer 
Boatner Elliott Lind Scott 
Boutelle Ellis, Little Scull 
Branch Engli Livingstor Shell 
Brawley, Enloe, Lockwood Shive 
Breckinridge, Ark. Enochs Lodge, Smitt 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fellows, Loud, Snodgras 
Brickner, Fitch, Lynch, Sperry, 
Broderick Fithian Magner Springer, 
Brostus, Flick, Mallory, Stackhouse 
Brown, Forman, Mansur, Stahlinecker 


Brunner, 
Bryan, 
Buchanan, N 


Forney, McAleer, 
Fowler, McCreary, 
Funston McDonald, 


Ste phe nSo!I 
Stevens, 
Steward, Ill 








Buchan: Fyan, McKaig, Stewart, Tex 
Bullock, Gantz, McKeighan Stockdale 
Bunn, Geary McKenna Stone, C. W 
Bunting Geissenhainet McKinney, Stone, W. A 
Burrows Gillespie, McMillin, Stone, Ky 
Busey, Goodnight Meredith, Store 

ynum, Gorman, Meyer, Stout 
Byrns, Grady, Miller Stum} 
Cable, Greenleaf Millik Swe 





Cadmus, 
Caldwell 
Caminetti 
Campbell, 
Capehart 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 


Griswold 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Hallowel 
Hamilton 
Hare, 
Harmer 


Mills, 
Mitchell 
Montgomery 
Moore, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mutchler 


Tarsney 
Taylor, ] 
Taylor, Ten 
Taylor, FE. B 
Taylor, J.D 
Taylor, V. A 
Terry, 


Cate, Harter, Norton, Tillmar 
Causey, Hatch, Oates, Tracey 
Cheatham Haugen O’ Donnell Tucker, 
Ohapin, Hayes, Iowa O’Ferrall, Turner, 


Chipman, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ala 
Clover, 
Cobb, Ala 
Cobb, Mo 
Coburn, 
Cockran, 


Haynes, Ohio 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N.C. 
Henderson, Il. 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 

Hitt, 


O'Neil, Mass 

O’ Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo 
Otis, 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, 

Page, Md. 
Pafrett, 
Patterson, Tenn 


Turpin, 
Wadswort! 
Walker, 
Warner 
Warwick 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Waugh, 
Weadock 


[am not debating. I desire to pressmy par- 
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moneys paid to officers of the One hundred and thirty-third Reg- 
iment West Virginia Militia for services rendered during the 


CONGRESSIONAL 


rebellion. (Report No. 468. 
A bill (S. 1061) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Lewis W. Washington, deceased. (Report No. 469.) 


By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee, from the Committee on War 


Claims: A resolution referring the bill (H. R.1088)for the relief | 
if Charles Marklein, late sutler of the One hundred and seventy- | 


eighth New York Volunteers, tothe Court of Claims. (Report 
No. 470 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
to the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
{H. R. 454) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Daud. (Report 
No, 454. 

By Mr. BELKNAP, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
788) for the relief of August Boyd. (Report No. 455.) 





BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under vlause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BYRWNS: A bill (H. R. 6533) to provide for the perma- 
nent improvement of the Mississippi River and for an appropria- 
tion therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6534) for the establishment of a 
ight-house, fog-signal, and line lights at or near the mouth of the 
Brazos River, Tex.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 6535) to change the name of 


the customs-collection district and port of Wilmington, Cal.,-to | 
Los Angeles, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Inter- | 


state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CULBERSON (by request): A bill (H.R. 6536) to facili- 
tate the disposition of causes in the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H. R. 6587) amending the pension 
laws and granting arrearages in certain cases—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R.6538) for the relief of certain soldiers of the | 


late war who have not received honorable discharges—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 6539) to declare bridges con- 


structed over navigable waters under charters granted by the | 


States and approved by the Secretary of War lawful structures 


and military and post roads—to the Committee on Interstate and | 


Foreign Commerce. 

jy Mr. BANKHEAD: A resolution respecting public build- 
ngs—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUSHNELL: A concurrent resolution providing that 
after March 31 next no further bills shall be introducted dur- 
ng the present session of Congress except such as shall be re- 
ported by some committee—to the Committee on Rules. 


By Mr. LITTLE: Providing for the printing of the prayer by | 


the Chaplain inthe CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—tothe Committee 
on Printing. 
By Mr. ALDERSON: Calling for a statement from the Super- 


intendent of the Eleventh Census, showing the names of all per- | 


sons who have been discharged and who have resigned from 
service in the Census Bureau since November 4, 1890; the place 
of residence of each of such persons as claimed when appointed; 
the compensation paid to each; how long each was in service; 


who recommended each appointment; when the same began and | 


ended; showing also the names of persons appointed in said Bu- 
reau since November 4, 1890; the place of residence of each as 
claimed; the compensation paid to each; the term of service of 
each; who recommended the appointmentin each case; when the 
service began, and which of such persons are still in the serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WISE: A joint resolution of the General Assembly of 


Virginia, in relation to advances made by the United States for | 


the war of 1812—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a joint resolution of the General Assembly of Virginia, to 


construct breakwater inside of Cape Henry at Lynnhaven Bay— | 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A memorial of the General Assembly of Ken- 
tucky, favoring the election of Senators by the direct vote of the 
people—to the Select Committee on the Election of President and 
Vice-President and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A memorial of the General Assemby of Ken- 
tucky, favoring an increase in the pay of members of the Life- 
Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committee was discharged from 
the consideration of the following bill: which was re-referred as 
follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5505) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Winfield S. Barnett—Committee on Invalid Pensions 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: A bill (H. R. 6540) granting a pension 
to Anderson Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6541) granting a pension to Adam Rada- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6542) granting a pension to Harvey Geyer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6543) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
| Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6544) for the relief of J. B. Johnson, of Paint 
Creek, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 6545) to correct the military 
record of Benjamin Bryan, late of Company K, Ninth Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 6546) for the relief of John 
J. Driseoll—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6547) 
to grant pension to Henry S. Bethards—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 6548) granting a pension to 
Katharine Kreutzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6549) to correct the military record of An- 
drew Duda—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6550) granting a pension to Christopher Gif- 
horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6551) granting a pension to Nancy Doles—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6552) to correct the military record of John 
Bach—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6553) for the relief of 
William Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr.CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 6554) to remove the charge 
| of desertion against Charles H. Behle—tothe Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 6555) for the relief of Mary L. 
Piatt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COBB of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6556) for the relief of 
Mrs. A. E. Hardin, of Alabama—to the Committee on War 
| Claims. 
| By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 6557) granting a pension to 
| Seraphina C. W. Pattison, widow of Rear-Admiral Thomas Pat- 
tison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (A. R. 6558) for the relief of T. L. and 
G. W. Lackey, surviving partners of the late firm of Lackey & 
Sons—to the Committee on Wer Claims. 
| By Mr. FORNEY: A bill (H. R. 6559) for the relief of Mrs. 
Martha Stiff, of Randolph County, Ala., heir of John Q. Searles— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. R. 6560) granting a pension to 

| Mrs. C. W. Pollard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 6561) granting a pension 
to Susanna Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

| By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 6562) granting a pension to Wil- 


| PRIVATE BILLS. 


| liam Colville, of Minnesota—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAYNES of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6563) granting a pen- 
| sion to Louisa B. Sharp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6564) for the re- 
lief of Anna Hunt, administratrix of George F. Hunt, deceased, 
late of Jefferson County, Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the actof March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6565) for the relief of R. J. Harding, admin- 
| istrator of Nelson Potter, deceased, Hinds County, Miss., as found 
| due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6566) for the relief of S. Bagnell, adminis- 
trator of Ignatius G. Flowers, deceased, of Claiborne County, 
Miss., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 
3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6567) for the relief of Sarah Gosehorn, of 
Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6568) for the relief of Virginia Lowe, of 
Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6569) for the relief 





Ae 


te 


AS sete arias Rat ant hae o 





Mm 
Ce 





PE DS ER Le ak et De, 


BEI 





1892. 





of W. P. Jones, of Concord, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6570) for the relief of B. L. Roark, of Beaver 
Ridge, Tenn.—to the Gummniites on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6571) for the relief of J. A. Goodwin, of Knox- 
ville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6572) to increase the pension of E. Shophell, 
of Harriman, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6573) granting a pension to Ann E. Chap- 
man, wife of William B. C hapman, of Knoxville, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6574) granting a pension to John Hoffman, 
of Rodelm, Tenn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6575) granting a pension to James Brogdon, 
of Fossil, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6576) granting a pension to William M. 
Fritts, of Wartburg, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM | by request) A bill (H. R. 6577) for the 
relief of the estate of William S. Bancroft, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MCKINNEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6578) for the 
relief of P. E. Dye and Willie S. Hoge, administrators of the es- 
tate of David Shoemaker, late of the District of Columbia, as 
found by the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 6579) for the relief of Geor- 
gianna Carley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: A bill (H. R. 6580) for the relief of th: 
heirs of Lieut. Commander Wilson MeGunnigle, United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6581) for the relief of James MceCauley—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 6582) granting a pension 
to Bridget Farrell—to the Committee on Inv alid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 6583) for the relief of 
Zeph Turner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 6584) for the relief of 

Sarah M. Cranston, administratrix—to the Committee on War 
C laims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6585) granting a 
pension to Eli P. Gabbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. 6586) for the relief of the Christian a h 
in the city of ee Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6587) granting a pension to Theodore Sut- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINN: A bill (H. R. 6588) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Leander M. Turner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6589) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Stephen Pittman—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Communication of W.W. Riddle, of Texas, 
in reference to car coupling—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of citizens of Penn Town- 
ship, York County, Pa., in favor of the free delivery of mails in 
country districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition of 22 citizens of Dennisville, N. J., 
against the Columbian World’s Exposition being opened on Sun- 
days—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Remonstrance of James S. Murdue and 
150 other citizens, of Calais, Me., against the passage of a bill 
authorizing the taking of menhaden and mackerel with purse- 
seines in the bays, harbors, and estuaries of the United States 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, remonstrance of Harry Nash and others, of Addison, Me., 
against a bill authorizing purse seining for menhaden and 
mackerel in bays and inlets of the coast—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, remonstrance of George W. Foster and others, of Lubee, 
Me., against enacting a bill authorizing the use of purse-seines 
in bays and inlets of the coast—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: C. S. Scott, Jesse 
Woodruff, A. J. Campbell and others, of Lexington, Ky., pray- 
ing that an amendment be made to the Constitution preventing 
the States from enacting any law respecting an established re- 
ligion—to the Committee on the Judiciar y- 
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By Mr. BRICKNER: Memorial of the mayor and common 
council of West Superior, Minn., protesting against making that 
city a subport of entry in the customs collection district of Du- 
luth, Minn.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, resolution adopted by the Milwaukee Chamber of Com- 
merce, relative to the making of Sturgeon Bay (Wis.)ship canal 
a free highway, and an appropriation therefor—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, pe tition of the Typothetz of Milwaukee, Wis., relative 
to the printing by the Government of stamped envelopes with- 
out charge to consumers—to the Committee on the Post-Offic 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Milwaukee Chamber 
monstrating against the passage of Senate bills 1757 and 1268, 
and House bill : 2699—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, citizens 
of Cedar Grove, Sheboygan County, Wis., remonstrating against 
the passage of Senate bills 1757 and 1268, and House bill 2699—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey: Petition of Pomona 
Grange, No. 1, Burlington County, N. J., against food adultera- 
tions and national help to irrigatio: tothe Committee on Agri- 


= 


of Commerce, re- 


tips 


\lso, petition of C.R. Vandoven, of Forked River, N.J., against 


opening the World's Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 

\lso, petition of Ocean Council, No. 10, New Egypt, N. J., for 
a law to reculate immigration—to the Select Committee on Im 
migration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. BUSHNELL (by request): Petition of Daniel Morgan, 
for the payment to him of $3 1.000.000, as the sole surv iving heir- 
at-law in this country, of Gen. Daniel Morgan of Revolutionary 
fame, the hero of Quebec, Saratoga, King’s Mountain, and the 
brilliant victory of the Cowpens, which led to the surrender of 
Gen. Lord Cornwallisand the British army at Yorktown, being 
for the amount of a note for $15,645 which the United States gave 
his ancestor in 1790, being 25 per cent interest for moneys ad- 
vanced to subsist and clothe his troopsd iring the Revolutionary 

line to take 10 per cent com- 
pound interest for one hundred and ten years and t} 
eral millions—to the ¢ ymmitt e on Claims 

By Mr. BUTLER: Memoria! and petition from citizens of Floyd 
County, Iowa, praying the enactment of a constit=:tional amend- 
ment providing that no State shall pass any law respecting the 
establishment of religion,etec.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. CHIPM. \N: Petition of Willow Grange, 618, in favor of 


war, but on which claimant is wi 


row off sev- 


free delivery of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

\lso, petition by the same body favor o e lard—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body. in favor « the encouragement 
of silk-culture to the Committe on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, against gambling in farm 
products to the Committee on Agricult ire. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of prohibiting con- 
tracts discrediting legal-tender money to the Committee on 


Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
By Mr. COOMBS: Memorial of J. H. Hollander, asking Con 
gressional action in respect of his claim against Guatemala, for 
injuries done him, ete to the Committee on Foreign Affair 
By Mr. CROSBY : Petition of Henry D sSedg 





wick and othe 


praying that courts and systems of law may be established on In 
dian reservations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Joseph Dykesa id others, fon he 
equalization and increase of pay of lett r-carriers—to the ( 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLICK: = s¢ tie ; of Post No. 205, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of an Wert. Iowa, against the free e yinage of 
silver—to as aes » on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. GEARY: Petition of Carrie Wilkins Pollard. for r 
lief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of residents of Say ; 
and Sewaren, N. J., in favor of the passage of House bill 186—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Rev. M. A. Hicks, of Weather- 
field. Vt.. for the extension of the fr ci very vstem to rural 
districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Petition of citizens of Fayett 
Jefferson County, Miss., for increased compensation for vost- 
office at Fayette, Jefferson County, Miss.—to the ¢ ommittee on 


| the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| Also, petition of Lewis Graham, of Mississippi. relating to pen- 
| sions—to the ee on Pensions. : 

By Mr. HU Petition of the citizens of Plumville. I 
County, Pa., oe sting against the opening of the World's Co- 
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lumbian E 
the Exposition; also requesting that the art department be man- 
aged according to the Américan standard of purity in art—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

\lso, papers in relation to the pension of Ellen Decker,as mother- 
in-law of John A. Fails, Company E, Eleventh Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: Petition of A. S. Crossfield and 38 others, of 
Traverse County, Minn., praying for the passage of the antioption 
bill —to the a e on Agriculturs 


Also, petition of the clerks of the post-office at Duluth, asking 
for th Dailies ation and better compensation of clerks in first 
and second class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


and Post-Koads. 

ition of C. W. Sizer and 
Pipestone County, Minn., 
used and unused, on the 
and Means. 


Also, pet 21 others, of Pipestone, in 
asking Congress to put postage stamps, 


free list—to the Committee on Ways 


By Mr. LITTLE: Memorial of Columbia College, relating to 
Naval Observatory management—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of R. B. Snell, C. E. Harston, and 


others, asking early passage of the option bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCALEER: Remonstrance from John Krestscer and 
others, veterans of the Mexican war, protesting against the pas- 
save of joint resolution No. 36, proposing to return certain battle 
flays—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, papers in the matter of Charles F 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Ry Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of the Young People’s Society 
of Christain Endeavor of Fort Wayne, Ind., representing 112 per- 
sons, for the 


. Gillies—to the Com- 


| 
xposition on the Sabbath, and the sale of liquor within | 


closing of the Columbian Exposition on the Sabbath: | 


also, against the sale of liquors on the Exposition grounds—to | 


the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of C. H. Hieronimous and 49 other 
citizens, of Mason, Wabash County, Ind., for increased compen- 


sation of fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post- | 


Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, matters to accompany House bill 2846, for the relief of the 
heirs of Alpha A. Leach, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. MILLIKEN: 





Remonstrance of Harry Smally and 
Others, against the passage of the Lapham bill through Con- 
rress—to — Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of Keystone Grange, No. 942, for 


Also, petition of Morris Cobb, of Willard, Me., and others, in 
protest against the menhaden bill—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of John Wiggin and others, of Scarboro, Me., 
in protest against the portage bill—to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Edwin Williams, Biddeford, Me., 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of George H. Scamman and others, of Saco, Me., 
in protest against the right to take up the purse seines of men- 
hadenand mackerel—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of G. C. Andrews of Saco, and others, to protest 
against the taking by purse seines menhaden and mackerel—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

By Mr. STUMP: Petition of Morgan Davis, Wm. G. Murray, 
John Gilligan, Frank Murray and 200 others, residents of Black 
Diamond, State of Washington, for the absolute exclusion of 
Chinese Immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

ae Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Petition officially signed by 

: United Presbyterian Congregation of Martins Fer ry, Ohio, 
re oe senting 85 persons, praying ‘that Congress take such action 
as will insure the closing of all parts of the World’s Fair on the 
Lord’s Day in accordance with the law of God, the rights of man, 
anc all precedent of American history—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition 

Also, petition of 44 citizens of Salem, Ohio, praying for the = 
sage of House bill 186, introduced January 5, 1892, by Hon. J. C 
CROSBY of Massachusetts, or some similar bill placing ae and 
unused postage stamps on the free list—to the Committee on th 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition and other papers of 
William H. Wilson, for relief—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of citizens of Shoal Creek, Logan 
County, Ark., for an increase of compensation for postmasters 
of the fourth class—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


for relief—to 


| Roads. 


| Colo.. 


the ae of a law to prevent the adulteration of food and | 


drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition by the same body, for the enactment of a law 
detining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Conmittee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition.by the same body, 
- prevent 
culture. 

\lso, petition of the same body, for the enactment of a law pro- 
hibiting discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Bridget Farrell, former 
widowof William Bellingham, late of CompanyG,Fourteenth Reg- 
iment Michigan Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania: Preamble and resolution of 
the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, favoring an appropria- 
tion for the survey of a canal through New Jersey to connect by 
a water way the cities of New York and Philadelphia—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Philadelphia, opposing aloan or anappropriation to the World's 
Fair unless provision against keeping the Fair open on Sunday is 
annexed—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. RAINES: Petition of residents of Geneva, N.Y., for the 

nth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
= the Con ttee on the Judiciary. 
Petition and memorial of citizens of the city of 
, Broome County, N. Y., in favor of the constitu- 
ndment separating church and State—to the Commit- 
idiciary. 
. Petition of ex-Governor Robie, of Maine, an a 
others, for he distribution of grain in Russia—to the Committ 
on Forei rs 


for the enactment of a law to 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 


A 





Also, p of J. Wallace, Bowery Beach, Me., and others, 
against the haden bill—to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine a lisheries. 

Also, pe of Warren G.. Jordan, of Knightville, Me., and 


others, against the passage of the bill to enable the taking of 
seines—to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 


By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of citizens of Boulder County, 
in favor of a tax on all contracts for sale of products for 
future delivery—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: Petition to accompany House 
bill, granting a pensiou to Theodore Sutton—to the Committee 
on ios alid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of the Chris- 
tian Church in Savannah, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: Petition of Tennant 
Grange, West Virginia, for a law prohibiting gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, by the same body, for the passage of pure-food bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture 

Also, by the same body, for legislation for the encouragement 
of silk-culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, by the same body, for the passage of the Brosius pure- 
lard bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. F 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts discredit- 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Cherry Grove Grange, of West Virginia, for 
legislation to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the passage of the Brosius 
pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculturs 

Also, petition of the same body, for the passage of a pure-food 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for laws prohibiting co a 
discrediting legal-tender currency—tothe Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of the same body, for legislation encouraging 
silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the free delivery of rural 
— —to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: Petition of Grange No. 34, of Penn- 
SV lvania,in favor of aiaw prohibiting contracts discrediting legal- 
tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, We ights, and 
Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law for the en- 
courage ment of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law to prevent the 
adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also. petition of the same body, in favor of free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law preventing 
gambling in future products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, in favor of House bill No. 395, de- 
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Pa fining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on | LEAVE OF ABSEN( 
F Agricalture. By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to 
4 Also, petition of Grange No. 277, of Pennsylvania, in favor of | Hooker of New York, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
- legislation for the encouragement of silk culture—to the Com- SETAE eee 
a mittee on Agriculture. The SPEAK aac re ce rere oe a, 
Also, petition of the same body, in favor of free delivery of He SI KAK ER ae moed we app ment ot Mr. ¢ {PTON 
rural mails—tothe Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | 45 consulting trustee of the Ketorm 5 for B District o 
Also, petition by the same body, to prevent the adulteration of Columbia 
: food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. CHANGE OF REI D 
3s Also, petitéon in favor of a law to prevent gambling in farm Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker 
} products—to the Committee on Agriculture. Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speak ask yn 
4 Also, petition in favorof an act making certain issues of mon t for the 1 nt consideration of the bill wh to th 
i legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Committee on Coin- | Clerk's desk. 
1 age, Weights, and Measures. 1 R. Th man fro 1 
3 Also, petition of the same body, in favor of House bill 395 conse oa ' 
defining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on norted b ry after which 4 ( 
Agriculture. \biectior 
Also, petition of Orange Grange, No. 128, of Pennsylvania, in underst: an from Illinois [™ 
favor of a law prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender cur- s to a matter of p st this time. to asic 
rency—to the Committee on Agriculture. r ar en f a bill, which I think is in ord 
Also, petition of the same body, in favor of freedelivery of mails | jmmediately after the reading of the Journal. 
in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- The SPEAKER. Immediately after the reading of t] oO 
oads. nal, if made within three days after the reference 
Also, petition of the same body, in favor of legislation for the Mr. REILLY. This is by direction of the committee. 
encouragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agricult ; The SPEAKER. The Chair will dispose of this question b 
Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law to prevent | fore disposing of the request of the gentleman from Arizo 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. | The rule provides that in cage of an error of reference. c 
Also, petition of the same body, in favor of House bill 395, de- | tion may be made by the House in accordance with Rule X L,with 
fining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on | three days, immediately after the reading of the Journal, by 
Agriculture. unanimous consent, or on motion of the c \ittee claiming ju 
dieieralaedl Mancioataaengmat ine risdiction, on the report of the committee to which the bill was 
erroneously referred. Is this motion made within three days? 
Mr. DURBOROW. No, but it is by direction of the commit 


1 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. *. nt 
tee. The committee have directed me to report this back and 
SATURDAY, February 27, 1892. ask that it be referred to the Committee on Education. 


2s ae ee S The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. 
The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DURBOROW] asks unanimot 
W.H. MILBURN, D. D. consent that the Committee on the World’s Columbian Exposi- 


rm i. raadinac rasterdayv ac ‘m6 ‘ i ayr- ° * es . . . . ° 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and a) tion bs discharged from further consideration of the bill the tit 
proved. | of which will be reported, and that it be referred to the Com 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. mittee on Education. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the attention of The Clerk read as follows: 
the House to the reference of Senate bill No. 540, for the purpose A bill (H. R. 3851) to test and try the science of spelling and pr 











of moving that the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- | establishing one hundred schools for that purpose and to esta 
tion be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be | 2%, School in the World's Columbian Exposition to be held tn ¢ 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ae mATUR oes pa : 
Mr.McMILLIN. Will the Chair have the title of the bill read? | The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the request will be 
# The Clerk read as follows: | 8 ew and the bill will be referred to the Committee on |] 
4 Ci on. 
& A bill (S. 540) to continue in force all existing laws prohibiting and regu There was no obiection. 
ag lating the coming into this country of Chinese persons and persons of Chi _ ; 
4 nese descent for a period of ten years, and for other purposes. ARIZONA TERRITORY, W LDS COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION 
5 The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill was re- | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH 
a ferred to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, and | 48ks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the b 
under the rules, within three days after such reference, the gen- | Which will be reported by the Clerk. 
3 tleman from Georgia, representing the Committee on Foreign The Clerk read as follows: 
a Affairs, which committee claims jurisdiction, makes a motion | A} H. R. 3980) ratifying the act of the Sixteenth Territorial L« 
4 that the former committee be discharged from its consideration See oo rene, Soe en Mar 1%) Sates SARIS APEC) ) , 
im and that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ee a = i = 
a Mr. BLOUNT. This refers exclusively to treaty matters. Territ Arizona, approved M 1 19, 1891, mal ' 
Mf Mr. STUMP. Is that motion debatable? $30,000 for the collection and display of the product Al 
i The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. This is a question | Co}™™>ian Exposition of 1893, and 1 soper t on ratificat 
4 of reference. ; pion gipribnrsdioty fin —— tuuag a 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BOUNT, it was oe — Is there objection to the present con 
tion of the bill? 


agreed to. 
> rrv1 : . 
There was no obiectior 
* 


FOREIGN IMMIGRATION COMMISSION. 














The bill was ordered to be ) land lat tim f 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting | being engrossed, was accor: y id the th itien a - 
4 Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy of the letter of in- On motion of Mr. BROWN of Indiana, a motion to reconsi: 
a structions furnished to each member of the Foreign Immigration | the last vote was laid on the table. ° 
3 Commission, whose reports were transmitted to Congress on the 7 see 
24th instant; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- “ Se ced ae ae p34 
ion and Naturalization. BRICKNER. Mr. 5 > aaa 
_ e pres considera n ¢ tne ci. Bee JL) 
4 BATTLE LINES AT ANTIETAM. of the chars of « rtis no anding aga 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from th: The bill was read, as { 
a Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting copy of a com- B ted, etc., T tar Wa 
‘a munication from the Secretary of War, submitting an estimate eats SE manaa ( = 
i of appropriation for marking battle lines and sites for tablets at | and to grant a 
the battlefield at Antietam; which was referred to the Commit- | ®4id regiment 
tee on Appropriations. The SPEAKER. Ist reo tion to 1)! nt cor 
a cli, be tion of the bill? 
HARBOR OF PHILADELPHIA. Mr. COBB of A . Does that come from 4 y 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 23) rela- | SPEAKER. ( ormed that 
a tive to improvements of the harbor at Philadelphia, Pa.; which | mous report from the Cor tee on M 
P was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee Mr. COBB of Alabama. I desire to 
1 on Rivers and Harbors. report. 
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The report (by Mr. PATTON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
711) to remove the charge of desertion from the name of Albert Keach, beg 
jeave to submit the following, with accompanying papers, which forms a 
part of this report: 

Albert Keach was enrolled April 23, 1861, as a private in Company C, Fourth 
Wisconsin Volunteers, to serve three years, and served faithfully until Au- 


war. He was paroled at Vicksburg, Miss., September 7, 1862. 


Under the name of Charles Irving he enlisted while yet under parole March | 


12, 1863, in Company I, Sixteenth Wisconsin Volunteers, and served therein 
until October 2¥, 1863, when he was discharged for disability at St. Louis, Mo. 
He again enlisted under name of Charles Irving at Portland, Me., October 21, 
1864, in Company H, Twentieth Maine Volunteers, to serve one year, and was 
znustered out of service with his company July 16, 1865. 


In view of these facts the committee report the bill back to the House 


with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Case of Albert Keach, late of Company C, Fourth Wisconsin Volunteers. 
RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, February 5, 1892. 


Albert Keach was enrolled April 23, 1861, at Sheboygan, Wis., as a private | 


in Company C, Fourth Wisconsin Volunteers, to serve three years, and ap- 
ears to have served faithfully until August 1, 1862, when he is reported to 
1ave deserted at Baton Rouge, La. 

On the prisoner of war records he is reported as having been paroled at 
Vicksburg, Miss., September 7, 1862, but the date and place of his capture are 
not shown. 

Under the name Charles Irving he enlisted March 12, 1863, as a private in 
Company I, Sixteenth Wisconsin Volunteers, in violation of the Twenty- 
second (now Fiftieth) Article of War, and served therein until October 29, 
1863, when he was discharged for disability, at St. Louis, Mo. 

The following is a synopsis of the testimony submitted with a view to are- 
moval of the charge of desertion: 

Under date of February 16, 1887, the soldier testified that while asleep in a 
boat opposite Baton Rouge, La., on or about July 30, 1862, he was captured 
by some Confederate soldiers and taken to Gen. Breckinridge’s headquar- 
ters; that he was sent to Jackson, Miss., and after being paroled was sent to 
Cairo, Il., whence he went to his home, where he remained until his enlist- 
ment in the Sixteenth Wisconsin Volunteers under the name of Charles Ir- 
ving. 


| 
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Under date of November 11, 1890, he testified that he was paroled at Vicks- | 


burg and then sent to Camp Chase, Ohio, where he remained for along time, 


and that he finally went home for the purpose of enlisting in another com- | 


pany under another name, so as not to be recognized if again taken prisoner; 
that after he was discharged from Company I, Sixteenth Wisconsin Volun- 


teers, wherein he had served under the name of Charles Irving, he again en- | 


listed October 21, 1864, in Company H, Twentieth Maine Volunteers, and 
served to July 16, 1865, when he was honorably discharged under his assumed 
name. 

It appears from the records that Charles Irving was enrolled at Portland, 
Me., October 21, 1864, as a private in Company H, Twentieth Maine Volun- 
teers, to serve one year, and was mustered out of service with his company 
July 16, 1865, 

On the 17th of November, 1890, the application for relief from the charge 
of desertion was denied, under the act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, 
because the period of his absence between the date of his desertion and the 
date of his enlistment in the Sixteenth Wisconsin Volunteers exceeded the 
period of four months. 

The status of the case has not since been changed, either by the introdu 
tion of new testimony or by legislation. 

Respectfully submitted F. C. AINSWORTH. 

Major and Surgeon, U. 8. A 

The SECRETARY OF WAR 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRICKNER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid upon the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to call up the bill H. R. 2568. 
but have sent for it. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I desire at this time, while the gentleman 
is waiting for a copy of the bill, to make an announcement. 

Mr. PEEL. I think we-had better have the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. The regular order is the 
calling of committees for reports. 

The eommittees were then called, and bills of the following 
titles were introduced, read a first and second time, and, with 
the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed and referred as 
follows: 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FLORISTS. 

By Mr. YOUMANS, from the Committee on Agriculture: A 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

CHAMPLAIN AND ST. LAWRENCE RAILROAD COMPANY. 

By Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill(H. R. 4275) to grant to the Champlain and St. Lawrence 
Railroad Company a right of way across the Fort Montgomery 
military reservation—to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. HARVEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
itute for the bill H. R. 521 the bill (H. 


ported back as a substi e for 


| page 47, beginning at line 7. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


R. 6596) to amend section 16 of ‘‘An act making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the year ending June 30, 1892, and for other purposes,” 
upproved March 3, 1891; which was read a first and second time, 


, | referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
gust 1, 1862, at which time he is reported both as a deserter and a prisoner of | 


of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
CONGRESSIONAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


By Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws (adversely): A bill (H.R. 4007) to establish an office of Con- 
gressional correspondence and Department business. 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

The call of the committees was concluded. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
W hole House on the state of the Union, Mr. ByNuM in the chair. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. The 
Clerk will report the paragraph under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of Indian pupils at Albuquerque, N. Mex., at 
#175 per annum for each pupil. and for the erection, repairs of buildings, and 
pay of superintendent, at $1,800 per annum. 447,625: Provided, That not more 
than $5,450 shall’ be used for erecting, repairing, and furnishing buildings, etc. 

Mr.PEEL. Mr. Chairman, Iask now to go back to the agen- 
cies that we left at the commencement of the bill. Itwas agreed 
unanimously that we should pass that portion of the bill infor- 
mally. I desire now to go back to the agencies, on pages 1 to 6. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas[Mr. PEEL] 
asks unanimous consent to return to page 1 of the bill. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question 
here as to the paragraph just read. The Clerk has just read from 
He has read that paragraph. Do 
[ understand by the reading of that paragraph that the other 
paragraph beginning ‘‘ for the support of schools” is passed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. There were amendments pend- 
ing to it. Consideration of this paragraph just read of course 


| will be suspended until the other paragraph is disposed of. 


| have not a copy of it, 


Mr. BUTLER. That is the paragraph just read? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the amend- 
ments were considered at the last sitting of the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. The amendments were pending when we ad- 
journed. 

Mr. PEEL. 
were pending. . 

TheCHAIRMAN. Then the paragraph to which amendments 
were pending is still under consideration if they have not been 
passed upon. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I understand that the request 
of the chairman of the committee [Mr. PEEL] has been agreed 
to—that we return to that portion of the bill which provides for 
payment to the agencies. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph called 
up by the gentleman from Arkansas, beginning at page 1, line 9. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For pay of fifty-eight agents of Indian affairs at the following-named agen- 


That is correct, Mr. Chairman, the amendments 


| cies, at the rates respectively indicated, namely: 


At the Warm Springs Agency, at $1,200. 
Mr. MILLER. 
that paragraph. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


My impression is I offered an amendment to 


The amendment of the gentleman from 


| Wisconsin, the Chair thinks, was disagreed to; and that after- 


bill (H. R. 4437) incorporating the Society of American Florists— | 


wards the agencies were passed over informally. 

Mr. MILLER. I think the Chairis mistaken; we passed over it. 

Mr. PEEL. The REcoRD will show what was done. My col- 
league on the committee [Mr. WILSON] thinks that we took a 
vote on that amendment. Iam not sure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to understand the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. My recollection is a vote was 
taken on the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin, and 
the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER. The RECORD will show. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the Chair is that the 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin was dis- 
agreed to. 

The paragraph was again read. 
I have an amendment to that paragraph. 


Mr. MILLER. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 1, line 9, strike out ‘fifty-eight’ and insert “ twenty-eight.” 


Mr. PEEL. I think, Mr. Chairman, that is the same amend- 
ment that we voted on, and I hope the amendment will not be 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wouldinquire of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin if that is the same amendment as was proposed 
by him at a former sitting? 

Mr. MILLER. No, sir; it is a different amendment. It pro- 
poses to strike out “‘ fifty-eight ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-eight.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MILLER. Now, in relation to these agencies, I am satis- 
fied in my own mind that to appoint more than twenty-eight 
agents would be an unnecessary expense, and that the business 
connected with these positions would be done just as well with 
the smaller number. My idea is thatthere is not sufficient busi- 
ness to keep these agents employed. In many of these tribes 


The agencies in Wisconsin, Green Bay and La Pointe are both of great 
importance, the former mainly on account of the logging interests of the 
Menomonees, which require the watchful eye and constant care of a capable 
agent. The latter embraces seven separate reservations, widely scattered 
containing nearly 5,000 Indians, but few of whom are able to properly look 





after their own interests. Theyreceive annuities in both money and good 
under treaty stipulations, which makes it necessary for their agent to travel 
many hundreds of miles each year 
Similar conditions to the foregoing obtain at all of the Sioux agencies in 
the Dakotas and: the agencies in Montana, and each, even toa greater de 
gree than those in Washington, requires an agent of its own, who, with h 
assistants, must be energetic, faithful, and untiring to fully meet the de 
mands of the position. I think that it would be impo e for one agent to 
properly manage any two of these agencies 
The Umatilla Agency in Oregon is small compared with some of the other 
but the Indians have but recently been allotted their lands in severalty, and 
nowisthe most important time for them to have a good counselor to consult 
| and a firm hand over them that they may take advantage of their changed cor 
dition by locating on their lands and cultivating them properly. Todepri 
them of an agent at this time would be a great injw 
The Navajo Reservation is large, and the Indians, who number about 15,000 
are of rather a restless disposition. They will need the constant presence 
and care of an agent for some time L would consider ita very unwise if not 
dangerous move to deprive them of an agent at present 


they hardly require the attention of an agent, and the idea of | 
keeping anarmy of menemployed for the purpose of doing some- | 


thing which could probably as well be done without them I do 
not think is economical. I do not believe that we want to en- 
gage in any such operations. There are five special agents. 
Now, what is the duty of all these agents? Why, they simply 


distribute whatever is paid to these tribes by the Government, | 


and but very few agents in reality do that business. 


These agents were established at a time when the tribes were | 


uncivilized, as compared with their condition at the present time, 


and consequently it was necessary that there should be some | 


agents at that time, because there was more business to be trans- 
acted in connection with the tribes. The distribution of various 
materials and money at that time was attended with a great deal 
more trouble. Since the establishment of these agencies rail- 
roads have been constructed all over the country, and traveling 
facilities have been very much increased. Consequently the time 
necessary for these agents to travel around the country has been 


very much reduced. That has had a great influence in lessening | 


the amount of business that it was necessary for these agents to 
do. Now, we will not only have to pay these agents, but they 
are authorized to have employed under them a great many men 
who have to be paid, and all this creates unnecessary expense. 
The Indian Department is really one of the most expensive De- 
partments, in proportion to the benefits derived from it, that 
there is in this Government, and the reason of it is this: that it 
has grown from year to year, while, in fact, the business con- 
nected with it has been decreasing. 

Now, I am in favor of doing everything that ought to be done 
for the benefit of the Indian. I have more faith in his capacity 
forcivilization and progress than, perhaps, any other gentleman 
upon this floor. I think the great difficulty in connection with 
the Indian is that the money appropriated for his benefit is not 


I have stated my views on the present and prospective status of the Indian 
on page 25 of my report for 1891, to which I respectfully refer you, as I be 
lieve that the suggestions there are relevant to this question 

Respectfully, 
T. J. MORGAN, Comimissi 

Hon. JOHN L. WILSON 

House of Representatives, Washington. D. ¢ 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a remark 
or two upon this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph is exhausted, 
but the gentleman can offer a formal amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I movetostrike out the last word. Icall the 
attention of my friend from Washington [Mr. WILSON] and of 
my friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] to the fact, that if by this 
bill we retain the full number of Indian agents, we shall then 
have, traveling over the country and looking after these agencies, 
fifty-eight agents, five inspectors, and five special agents. 

Mr. PEEL. I suppose the gentleman does not mean just what 
he says, for he knows that the regular agents do not travel over 
the country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


[ understand that. gut here are fifty-eight 


| persons employed as local agents and five inspectors, with good 


| salaries ($3,000 a year); 
| traveling expenses. 


properly expended. The money which is wasted upon the salaries | 


of men who have no duties of any account to perform ought to 
go to the benefit of the Indian himself. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, atthe time this 
portion of the bill was being prepared in the committee the ques- 
tion of the consolidation of some of the Indian agencies was un- 
der consideration. 
Indian Affairs to the question, for the purpose of ascertaining 
his views, and he wrote in reply the letter which I now send to 
the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Washington, February 23, 1592 

Sim: Referring to arecent conversation had with you, wherein you expressed 
awish tolearn my views in regard toa proposed consolidation of some of the 
present Indian agencies, and the discontinuance of the Umatilla Agency 
Jregon and Navajo Agency in New Mexico, I have the honor to inform y 
that I do not think it would be either wise or practicable to consolidate t 
Celville Agency with the Yakama Agency in your State under one agent 
They are too widely separated, and each at presentrequires the entire atten 
tion of an agent. 

The Colville Reservation, as you yourself know, covers more territory than 
one man can properly look after, comprising nearly 3,000,000 acres, and the 
agent has the care of over 2,400 Indians, including those located in the Ca 
d’Aléne Reservation, nearly 100 miles from his agency headquarters. 

The Yakama Agency, while not so large as the Colville, is as much as one 
agent can properly manage. The boundary lines of these reservations are 
a constant source of care, as the surrounding whites are liable to encroach 
or at least allow their herds to trespass, and unless there is some one present 
who has authority, and upon whom the Indians can look as their friend and 
capable adviser, trouble might arise at any time, which would cost the Go 
ernment much to suppress, and undo nearly all that has been accomplished 
in the past years toward the civilization of the Indians at great expense to 
the Government. 

_Some time since action was taken by Congress consolidating the Hoopa 
Valley Agency with the Mission Agency, both in California, but a short ex 

srience demonstrated that it was impracticable for one agent to manage 
20th, and the responsibility under which he and his bondsmen were placed 
for property so widely separated was considered unreasonable, and on a full 
explanation of the facts being submitted to Congress next year it provided an 
agent for each agency. : 


j 
Ir 
0 
l 


Tealled the attention of the Commissioner of | 





five special agents at $2,000 a year and 
Here is your commissioner of education, for 
whom also you provide traveling expenses. That makes sixty- 
nine persons. In addition to that there is the commissioner him- 
self, who makes annual trips through the Indian country. Here, 
then, you have seventy persons, twelve of whomare supplied with 
traveling expenses, all engaged in looking after these agencies 

Now, I want to remind my friends of a fact with which they 
are familiar. When the House Committee on Indian Affairs, 
of which my friend from Arkansas{Mr. PEEL] was a member, vis- 
ited a few years ago alarge number of agencies, it found no difli- 
culty in making that trip in a period inside of two months and a 
half, according to my recollection, although it visited all the im- 
portant agencies. 

Now, I submit that one of two things ought to be done: either 
the number of agents ought to be reduced, or else the number of 
inspectors and special agents ought to be reduced. | have bhe- 
fore me the report made by the Committee on Indian Affairs on 
the occasion to which I have referred, in which appear certain 


facts which throw some light on this question. I take a case in 
the State of Washington, represented by my friend [Mr. Wi! 
SON], who is a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs [ 


refer to the testimony given at Portland by Mr. P. B. Sinnott 
He testified that in 1872 the lands of the Indians at the Grand 


Ronde Agency were divided among the Indians in small lots: 
that is, the amount allowed to each Indian was 20 acres, or, if 
the head of a family, 10 acres n 

The witness tho ivht that the q iantity of land assiened to each 
Indian pught to be materially increased. He said that the 
dians there had bought thrashing machines and mowing ma 
chines and were the owners of cattle and other property. and the 
conclusion to which his whole testimony pointed was tha 
lands were more judiciously apportioned the ndians we 
quire no further attention, except that their schuvols ought to 
kept up. That was the substance of th entleman’s testimor 
as to the Indians at that agency, and tl 
stances of the same kind. 

Now. is it prope r that wit! an nts li ront oe perinter . of 

hools at each of thes agencl and they are gene} 
ligent men and most of them very super or men—is it prope 
ask, that, with so many such men in your employ yo 
still keep up your fifty-eight agents. vour f nspecto i 
your five special agents. with a general commissioner of sch 
with authority to travel without limitation over a Y ‘ 


| the country where there are Indian reservations? 
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Either the number of 
else the number of in- 


o fair and reasonable economy. 
the agents ought to be diminished 


_ tors and special agents ought to be diminished. Now, the 
parag ‘aphs providing for the special agents and inspectors havy- 
ing been passed over for the time, if we can go back to those 
paragraphs, with the consent of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fa and take a vote on the proposition to reduce the number 
of special agents and inspectors, I for one will not insist upon 
reducing the number of agents at this point in the bill, but I 
know that the number can be and ought to be reduced. Take 
the Flathead Indians. At that agency there was an intelligent 
superintendent of schools, and the Indians had gathered around 
the school. The superintendent of schools had been in the em- 
ploy of the Indian service for twenty years. 

| Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HOLM \N. Just one moment longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed. If there be no objection he will b 
allowed five minutesmore. The Chair hears no objection. 


. HOLMAN. This superintendent of schools, as I was say- 


ing, had b in the employ of the Indian service some twent; 

ars, and was Vv familia ith thatservice. There were three 
Indiar 5, a irently intelligent Indians. Now, my friend 
will observe that these three judges were holding court and look- 
ing after the affairs of the agency, not away off at the agenc 
which wassome distance in the interior. but at a point n eure 
to the railroad—the Union Pacifie Railroad. 

Now, why could not my friend devise a plan by which these 
intelligent superintends nts of schools in connection with the In- 
dian judges—of course there are Indian judgeson all these reser- 
vations to whom you pay salaries—should administer the affairs 
of the agency? In the case of the Grande Ronde Indians the 
judges alone were performing all the duties of the agency, so 
a Jat the agent himself six years ago regarded his presence as 
e ( iy unimportant. Even among the Sioux at Pine Ridge 
th ere is a kind of legislative body in addition to the judges. 


it mena be an easy thing. 1 am satisfied, to reduce very large 


the expe of the Indian service in this matter of employm« nt. 
But for the present, if it is agreed that we may go back and take 
a vote upon the numb f inspectors and special agents, I will 
ask m) nd fre LW isconsin to withdraw his proposition. The 
trouble is now that further legislation is needed. Wemustpro- 
vide some mode of consolidating these agencies. or determine 
which can be properly abandoned. We have not at the present 
moment the necessa information as to the extent to which we 


may confer the manavement of the agencis 


upon the superin- 
tendents of schools. 
; y 4 


too much money out of 


ipport of employes; not 


the public 


perhaps, for 





enough, 


the Indians. 


{ am in favor of a liberal policy toward me [n- 
dians—have always been. I will goasfaras any other gentle- 
man on this floor in behalf of fair provision for the Indians them- 
selves and for the education of their children; but the country 
is beco estiv nder 1 teady growth of the appropria- 
tions. for the Indian service; and the feeling that too much e 
pe! is yr in that way incurred can be met by reducing 
wherever possible the number of employés. Gentlemen would 
be rprised in gt r through these agencies to find how many 
intellicent n ar verintendents of schools—boarding schools, 





around \ a large degree the Indians are gathered. These 
off rs ¢ ‘ administer the affairs of the agencies. 

Gentle bear in mind another fact, that the agent is. 
as a vel ( tance whatever except among In- 
d } Sioux, who are supported by the Governmentand 
to whom r ms must be furnished. The Sioux from Devils Lake 
cle down to 1 yutl 1 extremity of their great reservation 
ar plier t t nd | concede it is well enough in all 
su { r 0 . But wher no supplies are furnished 
thers no l the intelligent gentlemen who, are em- 
ple \ of schoolsshould notoccupy themselves 
in looki fter the affairs of the Indians generally. 

t] however, inasmuch as further legislation will 
, ; ‘ ? l 





req . reducing the number of these 
employés, I suggest to my friend having charge of the bill th: 


e consent at least to the reduction of the number of mma 
to three and the special agents to three, the inspectors represent- 
ing the § tary of the Interior, the special agents represent- 
i Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

hon Mir. Chairman, I am very anxious to get on with 
tl possible to close it up to-day. In reply to my 
friend f: ly ‘ HOLMAN] I wish to say that lam ready 
to go as as he or any other man on this floor in the way of 
economizing public expenditures. I am, always have been, and 


always expect to be as strongly in favor of saving every dollar 
of the public treasure, so far as consistent with a proper service, 


a3 any man in Cong 





» of two things ought to be done with due re- 
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Now, the system to which this matter refers is a very compli- 
cated one. The inspectors alluded to by my friend perform 
very different duty from the special agents; and the five special 
agents perform very different duty from the local agents. The 
local agent is under bond; the others are not. The local agents 
are responsible for the issuance of all Government supplies, look- 
ing after the farms, etc. 

[ have carefully examined this bill in connection with the re- 
port of the various agencies; and, taking into consideration the 
fifty-eight local agents, I find but a single instance in which it 
would be safe to abolish the services of the agent. I am ready 
as soon as we reach the proper place to offer an amendment abol- 
ishing that agency, the only one of the fifty-eight which it ap- 
pears tome can properly be abolished. This, upon close exami- 
nation, seems to me the only case in which it would be safe, with 
due regard to the interests of the service, to interfere with this 
matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not hear what agency was referred to. 

Mr.PEEL. [have refe rence now to the North Carolina Agency. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butthe agencies in Wisconsin and Michigan 
are in the same condition. 

Mr. PEEL do not yield to the gentleman for a speech. 

Mr. H¢ nae AN. Ionly wish to say that the same condition is 
true of them. There is no more need for agents there than in 
North Carolina. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Indiana alluded to 
the duties of these Indian judges; that they and the superintend- 
ent were in control of this matter. My friend will know, if he 
reflects for a moment upon the matter, that the Indian judges 
only try Indian offenses. They only go through the formalities 
of a court of justic e, more for the pur pose of teaching the Indians 
our system of judic ial procedure and the habit and duty of obe- 
dience to the law, than for any other purpose, and hence they are 
allowed only to go through what you may call a mere formality 
of trial in these Indian cases, such cases as disturbances between 

the Indians themselves. But they have no right to interfere in 
other cases. Besides that, they are not Government officers in 
any sense of the word. They have no Government functions to 
perform. We appropriate a small amount for them, simply as a 
matter of encouragement to educate the Indians and enable these 
men to discharge the duties which it is thought desirable they 
should discharge in these agencies. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Are these judges Indians, 

Mr. PEEL. They are always Indians. 

Now, my friend from Indiana will see at once that these In- 
dian judges have noservice at all, no duties to discharge so far 
as a purely Government office is concerned. The five Indian in- 
spectors are, on the other hand, as he says, officers of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and Government officials. To use the Sec- 
retary’s own language, they are ‘this eyes,” and the only safe- 
guard as to the service. They have very important duties to 
perform, and it is well known to every gentleman who has had 
into this service that in former years, when we 
inspectors, when the local agents controlled the 
agencies without being subject to the supervision 
of anyone, there were great charges of fraud in reference to the 
administration of the service. Frauds were alleged, and grew 
up in many instances out of affairs at the agencies. 

But this has been changed in late years. There has been, I 
am very glad to say, a marked and wonderful change and im- 
provement in that respect. An entire reform has been attained 
in this system; and th ial agents have contributed more 
to bring about this desir able condition of affairs, this much-needed 
reform, than any other branch of the service; because every 
went, at all the agencies throughout the country, knows that 
the Indian inspector is closely watching him and will pounce 
down upon him, like the inspectors of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, when he is not expecting him, to make a thorough inves- 
tigation of the affairs of his office. 

These inspectors go through the entire work of the agent, ex- 
amine all of the details of the service, and make their reports, 
not to the Indian Commissioner, but directly to the Secretary of 
theInterior. Then these inspectors are aids to the Commissioner 
and at hisservice insuch cases where there is no regular agent to 
attend to special duty. He can supply through them any defect 
where an agent has been suspended, where there is money to be 
disbursed, or other extra service to be performed, in all of which 

cases he has these inspectors at his command and may use them 
as required. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask consent to be permitted to proceed for afew 
moments longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
will continue. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PEEL. The Indian Office informs me that they have con- 
stant use for these agents, and frequently they can not supply the 





generally? 


occasion to look 
had no Indian 
business of the 


se speci 


In the absence of objection the gentleman 
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demand because of the pressure of the various duties which they 
have to perform. 
And so, Mr. Chairman, I do not think it would be safe or pru- 


dent to take the step proposed here. I donot wantto be cutting 
in the dark to save a few hundred dollars. I think it would be 
dangerous; but whenever we do find an agent or any other offi- 


e 


cial, I care not what his rank or his service or the size of his 
salary, whose duties can be dispensed with, there will be no op- 
position on the part of any member of thiscommittee. But ui til 
we do find that such official can be dispensed with it would be 
unsafe, unwise, and exceedingly imprudent tostrike in the dark. 
In place of saving, it might involve a very considerable increase 
of expenditure. 

In addition to this, let me say that our committee has already 


> 


reduced the salaries of the special agents from $3,000 to $2,500 in 
this bill. We have made that much saving on salary account 
We have increased no salaries, but have-reduced several; an 
when we reach the North Carolina Agency, as I said before, | 
shall move to abolish it and transfer the duties to 1 j 
tendent. That, however, is the only one I find safe to treat in 
that manner. 

I dislike to decline to go back to the special agents and 
spectors, as requested; first, because we have already discussed 
that feature of the bill thoroughly, and amendmentafter amend- 
ment was presented and voted down in the committee; but if \ 
return to that feature of the bill there are many other featur 
which gentlemen desire also to recur to and we would have no 
limit. I think myself the public service is suffering mucl 
for progress in legislation than for any such requirements as are 
suggested in these insignificant matters. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, this report of the Comm 
sioner, or letter, claiming that it is desirable to have thes 
agencies continued with certain Western tribes is all right and 
no doubt very correct in its statements; but it does not at all ap- 
ply to those tribes to which I have referred, the civilized tribes. 
They occupy a region of the country where it is entirely unnec 
essary to continue the services of an agent. Why there are 
tribes of Indians through whose territory you can travel, and 
would not know but that you were going through some civilized 
farming community. What is the necessity of having agents for 
such tribes? They can transact their own business, receive th« 
own payment. 


} } 
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The fact is that the whole system connected with the Indian 
Department is wrong. It wants to bereorganized. The troub 
is that this committee have not fully investigated the subject, 
because when we have gone to them for information on several 


questions they have not been able to furnish it. 

The fact is that we have got into a rut in relation to the man- 
agement of these Indians, and there is no effort on the part of th 
committee to change it. They have come in here and suggeste: 
the same old reports for the employment of agents, for the emplo) 
ment of these special agents, and for the employment of vari 
other men connected with the Indian service; so that when | 
come to sum it up, instead of being a few hundred dollars, as th: 
gentleman says, it amounts to thousands of dollars, and the w 
aggregate of the bill is something over $7,000,000. 

Now, it is about time that we called a halt upon such exper 
tures, and I do not know of any department where it can be so 
well done without interfering with the welfare of the Govern- 


ment or of the people that you are undertaking to assist as by re- 
ducing these expenditures connected with the managem of 
the Indian service and using the money for the Indians them 


selves, by erecting buildings, furnishing them with ext a - 
ing, farm implements, and so forth, instead of paying people to 
ravel over the country for the purpose of having a good time. 
That is what it means to a good many of the employés, and any- 


body who is familiar with the subject understands it 

body who has been among these people know this. It h: 
my fortune to have been among them and to have some k: - 
edge of the duties of these officers, and I know that we coul t 


along with twenty-eight agents and that the management of 1 
affairs of the Indians would be just as well cared for 
number asked for by this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offer 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin |Mr. MILLER 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment that I 
sire to offer. 

Mr. LYNCH. What section is now under consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. Beginning with line 9, on page 1, a para- 
graph that we passed over. 

Mr. BOWERS. My amendment applies to that. I ask the 
Clerk to read my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 11, page 1, the following: 

“Provided, That from and after the passage of this act the President shall 
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Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I asked a simple question, 
and you have answered it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I have answered it, and in a simple way. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I was saying, these army officers are 
generally men who pride themselves on their honor; not only 
that, but their position in society and their standing in the 
Army depend on their uprightconduct. The Indian agent, if he 
should prove to be a rascal, if such were possible [laughter], | 
can escape and elude punishment. The army officer can not es- | 
cape. He knows that if he does anything that is unbecoming an | 
officer and a gentleman he will be tried by court-martial, and | 
may be dismissed the service in disgrace. In the case of em- | 
bezzlement by an officer he is subject to more severe punish- 
ment than a private citizen. He must stand before the world as | 
aman of dishonor. We have plenty of army officers. 

We are educating about 340 young men every four years for | 
the Army. One-third of them, perhaps more, pass the final ex- | 
amination for immediate entrance into the service. If they can 
serve the Government in this capacity, and save $90,000 a year, | 
Isay why not let them do so? When you put an officer into a 
position of public trust he knows that the eyes of the country | 
are upon him, and if there is among them a man whois nota man | 
of honor, it is exceptional. They know that their position de- | 
yends upon their proper conduct. They know that they have a | 
ife position, and that after they are retired they will be sup- 
ported by the Government. The temptation to get money by | 
crooked ways is not so great, and therefore it is a very rare oc- 
currence that an army officer will do anything that is reprehen- | 
sible, and risk losing so fine a position. 

I can not see why this proposition should not prevail. Outinthe 
West, as the gentleman from California says, when there is any | 
trouble at the agencies these men are putin charge and perform | 
these duties. They are capable of performing them, and I have 
no doubt willing todoso. I think that the amendment should | 
prevail 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment be re- 
ported again, as I could not hear it; there was so much confu- 
sion. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to say against the 
integrity, the intelligence, or the ability of army officers. All 
gentlemen who are familiar with the Indian service are bound 
to admit that the entire Indian Bureau at one time was under 
the Army. It was controlled entirely by the Army. That was | 
in the old days, when no efforts were being made to civilize the 
Indians. The Government’s duty was then performed by the | 
Army in keeping the Indians from making outbreaks upon the 
white people. The policy of the Government was changed, and 
began to lead the Indians into the paths of civilization. It then | 
took the entire Indian service from the Army and placed it under | 
the civil branch of the Government. I hope that the committee 
is not ready on the spur of the moment to reverse the entire pol- 
icy on the Indian question in that respect. If this amendment 
should prevail, just as fast as vacancies occur they will be filled 
by army officers, and in a very short time you would have the 
entire Indian Bureau back under the Army. 

Now, if the committee is ready to say that the Government 
has made a mistake in changing the Indian Bureau from the 
Army to the Interior Department, taking them from under the 
bayonet and saber, and placing them under the influences of civ- 
ilization, by going into educational and agricultural pursuits, 
why then this amendment ought to prevail. 

Another point, Mr. Chairman. These army officers are not 
bonded officers. The Indian agents are sent out as disbursing 
officers. They give bond to the Government, with approved se- 
curity, and they disburse all the supplies, take care of the Gov- 
ernment property, and are responsible for its care and keeping. | 
The duties of an army officer are of a different character, and if 
you undertake to blend and mix them up you injure both. I 
think if gentlemen will reflect for a moment they will see the | 
inconsistency of making this service one-half one thing and one- 
half another. You had better goon in the paths laid down by the 
Government for the last quarter of a century rather than to re- 
verse the policy in a debate under the five-minute rule on an ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr.CULBERSON. Does not the ®entleman think that the In- 
dian service would be materially improved if the amendment was 


adopted 


Mr. PEEL. Ican not saythatit would. Now, Mr. Chairman, | 
whenever there are disturbances they do detail army officers; 
and they can be had whenever they are needed. 


Mr. CULBERSON 
mischief? 

Mr. PEEL. Ido not know whether that is true or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 


4 


Is not that after the agent has made the 





Mr. PEEL. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish toask the gentleman whether it is not 


| a fact that on the trip made by him with the Indian Committee 


several years ago, when they visited those agencies, they did 
not find that the Apache Agency, to which Capt. Pierce had been 
assigned by the President, and the Arapahoe and Cheyenne 
Agency, where Capt. Lee was acting as agent, were the best con- 
ducted agencies that the committee visited? 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I am not ready to say that that is 


'so. Iam ready to say, however, that those were both elegant 


gentlemen, and that they seemed to be performing their duties 
very well. But the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] will 


| remember that Capt. Pierce was put in charge of the San Carlos 


Agency in the midst of the Geronimo war, when that whole re- 
gion was in terror, and it was not considered that a civil agent 
would be strong enough to hold the Indians on the reservation. 
That was the reason that Capt. Pierce was sent there; and the 
same was true to some extent as to the Cheyennes and Arapahoes; 
for, as the gentleman very well knows, there was a threatened 


| outbreak there just before our visit. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 


Mr. PEEL. And it was in apprehension of that that the mili- 
tary officer was sent there. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Was it not the misconduct of the agent 


| that drove the Indians into that state of mind? 


Mr. PEEL. Iam not prepared to say whether it was or not. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Do you not think it was? 
Mr. PEEL. I can not say that. We did not stay there long 


| enough to investigate the matter fully. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the most potent argument, in 


| my opinion, against placing army officers in charge of the In- 
| dian is the objection of the Indian himself. There is not an In- 


dian of any of these tribes who will consent to have army officers 
in control of the agencies. 

Mr. BRETZ. We are not begging their consent, though. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, [think their consent oughtto havea good 
deal to do with the matter. I think the enlightened, civilized, 
Christian Indians should be consulted about this question. Dur- 
ing the past summer I saw the Cheyenne court in session at the 
Cheyenne River Agency, where the chiefs Little No Heart and 
Swan and Charger were the three judges, and really it was in- 
teresting to see them disposing of Indian controversies and dif- 


| ficulties under the direction of the agent. 


[ put the question to those three men, three of the most intel- 
ligept amongst the Sioux Indians, as to whether they desired 
that military officers should be put in charge of the agencies, or 
whether they preferred that the agencies should be under the 


civil authorities, and they emphatically, without any hesitation 


whatever, said that they were opposed to military officers taking 
charge of the agencies at all. And that, I know, is the univer- 
sal feeling of the Indian. 

Mr. BRETZ. Why? 

Mr. PICKLER. Simply because military influences will never 


| civilize them. You can not civilize people by bayonets. You 


can not teach Indian children to read and write by the agency 


| of army officers. That is not the business of army officers. 


Mr. CRAIN. Does the agent teach them? 
Mr. PICKLER. They are taught directly under his super- 


| vision, and it is his duty to see that they are taught. 


Mr. CRAIN. Is not an army officer just as well qualified for 
that work as an Indian agent? 

Mr, PICKLER. No, sir. 

Mr. CRAIN. I think he is better qualified 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; the army officers are not trained in 
aching; they are not up in the present methods of teaching, and 
the y are not well qualified for that kind of work; it is not their 
business. Moreover, there is nothing so demoralizing to the In- 
0 as well as to the soldiers themselves, as to have soldiers 
camped in close proximity to an Indian agency. I need not go 
into detail upon that point. I ask to have read an extract from 

the report of the Sioux commission upon this question. 

The extract was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

This brings us to consider the much-mooted question whether the Bureau 
should belong to the civil or military department of the Government. To 
determine this ey, we must first know what is to be the future treat- 
ment of the Indians. If we intend to have war with them, the Bureaushould 
go to the Secretary of War. If we intend to have peace, it should be in the 
civil department. In our judgment such wars are wholly unnecessary, and 
hoping that the Government and the country willagree with us, we cannot 
now advise the change. * * * The military arm of theGovernmentisnot 
the most admirably adapted to discharge dutiesof thischaracter. Wehave 
the highest possible appreciation of the officers of the Army and fully recog- 
nize their proverbial integrity and honor, but we are satisfied that not one 
in a thousand would like to teach Indian children to read and write or In- 
dian men to sow and reap. These are emphatically civil and not military 
occupations. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, in reply to the question 
of the gentleman from California as to our calling upon the army 
officers when we get into trouble, I would say that in the 
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Wounded Knee outbreak a year ago the Secretary of the In- 
terior 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman from South Dakota has been 
on the floor ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has not expired. 

Mr. BOWERS. And he has not answered my question; he 
has not even permitted me to ask it. (Laughter.) 

Mr. BUTLER. Nor mine either. 

Mr. PICKLER. I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Secretary of the Interior contended that the civil agents were 
capable of managing the matter, and that no military agents 
were needed, and it was only owing to the persistence of the mil- 
itary that the President consented to detail army officers there. 
And I may say further that the best-informed Indian agents out 
in that country thought that the appearance of the Army aroused 
the Indians and precipitated the outbreak, and that the Wounded 
Knee difficulty might have been avoided by proper management 
and that terrible slaughter of women and children would not 
have occurred. 

The CHAIRMAN. 





Debate on this amendment has been ex- 


hausted. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I do not wish to make any speech. I simply wish to ask 


the gentleman from South Dakota a question, and as I have five 
minutes I will give him the remainder of my time in which to 
answer it. He has stated that he asked those Indian judges of 
whom he spoke, in the presence of the agent, whether or not 
they wanted an army officer to take chargeof the agency. I ask 
the gentleman if he does not think it was natural for them to an- 
swer, in the presence of the civil agent, that they did not want 
an army officer? 

Mr. PICKLER. If I said it was in the presence of the agent, 
it was a mistake; the agent was not there. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought he would not be there; I thought 
you would change it when I asked you the question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will state to my friend how I know that 
what I state is true; the Indians tell me so both in presence 
and absence of the agent. I know it by consulting with the In- 
dians. I have no object in the world in this matter except 
the best interests of the service. There being, as I have said, 
20,000 Indians in my State who must be assimilated in our popu- 
lation, my only desire is that the best may be done in this mat- 
ter for both the Indians and the whites; nothing else. 

I say to the House that there is not among the intelligent In- 
dians a singleexception to the statement that they do not desire 
an army Officer to take controlof them. They want civil agents; 
they want civilization; they want teaching; they want Christian- 
ization; they do not want bayonets; they do not want to be con- | 
trolled by military authority. I will put this case a little 
stronger. I quote the language of one of the chiefs to whom I 
have referred. Answering through an interpreter, he said to me, 
‘* We consider the soldiers our enemies.” That is just how the 
Indians regard this matter. 

We desire to educate these Indians not only in books and morals, 
but to labor and earn their own living. We desire these appro- 
priations to build schoolhouses and teach them to work, teach 
them to earn their own living as the white man earns his, and 
by like means and by like occupations. 

I am in favor of appropriations to build more schoolhouses in 
my own State, to employ more industrial teachers, more farmers, 
and more instructors as to stock-raising and in practical lines of 
the Indian earning his own living. 

He must work, and he will be led to work when by education 
in these liberal book and industrial lines he sees the necessity of 
work and the blessings that come as the result of work. Edu- 
cation and work for the Indian should go hand in hand. The 
20,000 Indians in my State are to become apart of our population, 
live and dwell with us, and we insist thatthe Government should 
appropriate money to educate, teach to work, citizenize and 
Christianize these Indians. 

Mr. BROSIUS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I move to strike out the last word. I wish to 
direct the attention of the gentleman from California, as well as 
the gentleman from Mississippi, to the difficulty which we en- 
counter in determining how a detail can be made from the pres- 
ent Army for the Indian service without impairing the efficiency 
of the military service. 

Mr. CRAIN. Take thesearmy officers away from Washington. 

Mr. BROSIUS. It will be remembered that in 1869, when the 
Indian service was placed under the War Department, there was 
a surplus of army officers. The regiments were reduced from 
thirty-four to twenty-five; and it was conceived that the surplus 
officers might be utilized in the Indian service. Nine general offi- 
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cers and some fifty-nine others were therefore employed in this 
[am not aware that at present there are any surplus 


officers. In connection with this subject I desire to have read 
. 


i 


by the Clerk an extract from Gen. Sherman's Memoirs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The peace or ‘‘ Quaker * policy, of Whichso much has} n said, originated 
about thus: By the act of Congress 1 Mar 1 i Vv 





ments of infantry were reduced to 













it il ] 
fi he *‘ muster out’’ of many ofthe surplus < I rret 
be absorbed by the usual promotions and On tl 
that year, by authority of an act of C 1 June 
field officers and fifty-nine captains and redetach 
to report to the Commissioner of Indian eas In 
tendents and agents. Thus by an old law, surp i ¢ 
to displace the usual civil appointees, undoubted a chang 
but most distasteful to members of Congress, who looke 
ments as part of their proper patronage. The conseque 
July 15, 1870, which vacated the militar mmission of any 
cepted or exercised the functions of a civil officer 

I was then told thateertain politicians called on President Grant, informing 


him that this law was chiefly designed t 


» prevent his using army officers for 
Indianagents, 


‘civil offices,’’ which he believed to be both judicious and wise; 
army officers as arule being better qualified to deal with Indians than the 
average political appointees. The President then quietly replied Gentle- 
men, you have defeated my plan of Indian management; but you shall not 
succeed in your purpose, for I will divide these appointments up among the 
religious churches, with which you dare not contend 

The army officers were consequently relieved of their ‘‘ civil offices and 
the Indian agencies were apportioned to the several religious churches in 
about the proportion of their supposed strength—some to the Quakers, some 
to the Methodists, to the Catholics, Episcopalians, Presbyterians, etc., etc 
and thus it remains to the present time, these religious communities select- 
ing the agents to be appointed by the Secretary ofthe Interior. The Quakers, 
being first named, gave name to the policy, and it is called the ‘“ Quaker”’ 
policy to-day. Meantime railroads and settlements by hardy, bold pioneers 
have made the character of Indian agents of small concern, and it matters 
little who are the beneficiaries 


Mr. BROSIUS. I desire only to add that [ think it will be 
wise for us to allow the Indian service to remain where it is—to 














| keep it out of the hands both of the soldiers and the politicians. 

| Give the so-called ‘*‘ Quaker” policy a chance, with money enough 

| to administer it effectively, and it will educate and civilize every 
Indian on the plains. 


Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, as the author of this amend- 
ment I wish to say afew words. From the expressions which we 
hear about this Hall one might be led to believe that all our 
Indian wars and other wars have been brought upon this country 
by the army officers. No other conclusion can be drawn from 
what gentlemen say. Now, 1 wish to ask some of these gentle- 
men this question, Whether Indian agents have been appointed 
heretofore because of their special education for the business? 

Gentlemen talk about taking this department out of the hands 
of the Army and out of the hands of the politicians. Mr. Chair- 
man, I propose by my amendment to take it out of the hands of 
the politicians and put it in the hands of army officers. These 
men devote their whole lives to the service of the Government. 
Gen. Sherman, from whose memoirs an extract has been read, 
was not worth, when he died, six months’ salary of a Congress- 
man. Gentlemen talk of these agents being specially educated 
Nothing of the kind is the fact. 
no school for their education. 


There has been 
Look around among these agents, 


| and you atonce recognize in what way they have been appointed 


through political influence, every one of them. 

Talk about your education. Why, how many gentlemen on 
this floor could stand up and undergo an examination in compe- 
tition with an officer who has passed through West Point and 
received his commission in the Army of the United 
Could any of you do itin any lines, either in regard to geography 
or the history of the country or the scientific studies? —_ 

Why, Mr. Chairman, nearly every one of these 
on duty here or on duty in the country elsewhere 


States? 


army Officers 


, and amongst 


the Indians themselves, has had experience with the Indians. 
They have been amongst them for years: while some of these 
new agents are from Boston, New York, or perhaps some inte- 


rior town, men who never saw an Indian, but whose member suec- 


ceeds in getting him appointed, and he has to go out there and 


get all the information he hasabout the Indiansfrom thes* very 
army Officers. , 

And still there is another point of objection, and that is that 
the Indians do not want officersor soldiers over them. [ warran$ 


you that the Apache Indians do not want to see any Unit 


soldiers amongst them. These peopledo not want bayonets 
amongst them. om 

The question has been asked, what are t army offic do- 
ing, and how can they bespared? Why, they can be spared fron 
he posts all over the country. Thereare five of them for every 
one that can be used. There will be no trouble about that 


One thing more and I will take my seat. This House h: ) 
talking a great deal about public economy and reducing « 
everywhere. Now, here is the very first square chance y hav 
to knock out fifty-eight useless officials at one DIOW. W 
doit? You have officers now under salary to take their 


There will be no derangement of the service, and I want t 
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if you are going tostand up—and I want to make each man show 
his hand on this question—I want to see whether you are going 
to stand up and face it squarely, or whether you are fooling your- | 
selwes and the country, and whether this is all gammon or hum- | 
bug. Now, afair chance is offered to you, let us see if you will 
come up to the scratch like men, and do your duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk, to be added to the proposed amendment of the gen- 
tleman from California. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the pending amendment the words “who while acting as such 
agents shall be under the orders and direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
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Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I make a point of order on 
that. ' 
The CHAIRMAN. What point of order does the gentleman | 
raise? - + : . . . 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That it changes existing 
law. 


The CHAIRMAN. In what manner? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
of the Army shall be placed under the control of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is nothing new. All the force in the 
Yellowstone Park, for instance, not only the officers of the Army, 
but the men, are under the control of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey de- 
sire to have the point of order settled now? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. It is entirely immaterial to 
me, except that if it be settled now in the affirmative it may save 
some of the time of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that under the rule 
changes of existing law may be made where such changes re- 
trench or reduce expenditures. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But the Chair will observe 
hat that does not apply to the amendment to the amendment. 

hile the orginal amendment of the gentleman from California 
may reduce expenditures, and I did not make objection to it on 
that account, this transfers a portion of the army officers from 
the control of the Secretary of War to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and does not retrench expenditures. The originalamend- 
ment did. 

The CHAIRMAN. The original amendment retrenched ex- 
penditures and thisamendmentis germane to the same and there- 
_ inorder. It is only a limitation to the original amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of NewJersey. Butit is not any limitation, 
I submit with all due respect to the Chair, to that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is in order. If the 
original amendment had contained the provision proposed by the 
amendment to the same it would have been in order, and there- 
fore the Chair thinks it is in order as a modification of the same. | 
It is, perhaps, not a limitation, but is a modification. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, nothing is more common un- 
der our system of government than for army officers as well as 
the men to se 


rve, where their services are required, in civil 
capaci You have at the present time a company of soldiers, 
and an r is to be sent soon, under the command of Capt. An- 
derson, in the Yellowstone National Park. This officer makes 
his reports directly to the secretary of the Interior. His dutir Ss 
are of a civil character, while he still retains his rank and pay 
as an army Officer. 

[ know nothing of the Indian service for some years past by 
personal observation. ButI know that during the time I was fa- | 
miliar with the service Capt. Lee was in command of the agency | 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. 


Now, do you think men of the 


| character and of the ability of Gen. Crook ought to be burdened 


with the duties of Indian agents? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; of course not. Now, I am opposed 
to the transferring the Indian service to the Army. I do not 
think that is good policy. I think our present policy of humanity 
is a better one. I do not want the Army with the Indians; but 
this proposition is entirely different. It proposes that as vacan- 
cies shall occur from time to time army officers—who will be 
captains or first or second lieutenants, of course—shall be detajled 
to perform the duty; and that in the mean time they shall act 
under the directions and orders of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr.LIND. Iwanttoask the gentleman, supposing this amend- 
ment was passed, would an officer detailed to service as an Indian 
agent be responsible to the civil authorities or to the Secretary 
of War for defalcations or misconduct in office? 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to defalecations he would be amenable to 


1 eS, Slr. 


| the military authorities; but as to his duties he would be under 


[It provides that a portion | 


the orders of the Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. LIND. Well, now, would it be wise in this informal way, 


| without any preparation or consideration, to place these millions 


carried by this bill in the hands of men who are not under a re- 
sponsibility of any kind except such as army officers are under 


| generally? 








of the Apache and Cheyenne Indians, and was very popular with 
the surrounding tribes. He was in command of the San Carlos 
Agency,a r the Apaches, and had the confidence, full and ab- 


solute, of all the Indians around him, some five thousand in num- | 


ber. 

The m: ho stood highest, perhaps, in the confidence of the | 
Indians of any « ‘ people, occupying a position similar to that 
to.which | hav ‘red, that is, in the military service, was Gen. | 
Crook. His ! anity, fairness, and truthfulness had secured | 
him the f t confidence of the Indians everywhere. Sothatas 
to the relation of the Army with the Indians it may be said safely 


| 
that when Gen. Crook died—and it is said that he died of a | 
broken heart in consequence of the bad faith displayed by the | 
Government towards the Sioux Indians—when he died, 1 will 
venture to assert that if all the Indians tribes from the Missis- 
sippi River to the Pacific Ocean had been called on to express an 
opinion, they would have declared that in the death of Gen. 
Crook they lost their best and most trusted friend. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me 
a@ question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 


| man, I am entirely in favor of the amendment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. What moneys have they? 

Mr. LIND. Why the Indian agents are disbursing agents. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, they are disbursing agents for supplies, 
but not disbursers of money. 

Mr. LIND. But they handle all the property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And besides that you will have exactly the 
same guaranty of integrity and good faith upon the part of these 
officers that you have now in regard to their relations to the 
Army; and gentleman must admit—and it is creditable to the 
Army, but not so creditable to some of our agents—gentlemen 
must admit that during the late war and ever since army offi- 
cers who have been engaged in the disbursement of public money 
without bonds have acted with better faith and generally with 
higher integrity than many of our employés under similar cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. SIMPSON and Mr. PICKLER addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If these vacancies are filled 
with army officers as they occur, will not the result be that very 
soon all the agents will be army officers? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. How can it be otherwise? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will remember that Mr. Eels, the 
agent of the Puyallup Indians, has been there over twenty years. 
I can mention many others who have been there in office over 
twenty years. During President Cleveland’s Administration there 
were but two removals, and only for cause, so that this is rather a 
permanent branch of the service. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But when Mr. Eels’s term of 
‘rvice expires the position would be filled by an army officer? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. And you would get rid of a 
very efficient and accomplished agent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And then the office can be abolished. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. You can abolish the office at 
the Puyallup Indian Reservation now if you will ratify the re- 


the Secretary of the Interior favoring the sale of those 


> 


port of 
lands. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Youcan not abolish the agency unless you 
want to gvt their land. 
Mr. PICKER and Mr. SIMPSON addressed the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMP- 
SON] is recognized. 
Mr. SIMPSON. 


[move tostrike out thelastword. Mr. Chair- 


For the first 


| time in my life I have heard a suggestion and an excuse for the 
| existence of an army in this country. 


Here is a proposition to 
putthem toa useful employment, to put them into an employment 
for which their education has entirely fitted them. I amsur- 
prised that my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brosrus], with 
his knowledge upon allsubjects, and particularly upon political 
affairs, should stand up in this House and say that Indian agents 
are not politicians. Why, every gentleman who has any relations 
with or lived near the Indian—— 

Mr. BROSIUS. I did not hear the gentleman’s last remark. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I said I was surprised that the gentleman 
should infer or say that Indian agents, either local or general, 
are not politicians; but that probably comes from the gentleman’s 
location in the East. It is in line with the general ignorance of 


people who live in the East concerning Indian affairs as they 
actuallyexist. The Indian agent is known tobe apolitician. That 
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is the reason he is given the position. The party in powerap-| The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. The Chair is takin 
points politicians for those positions purposely to uphold the | vote by tellers to ascertain whether or not a quorum 
power of the party; and these men are sent junketing aboutto| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I suppose that 
preach politics and to hold the “‘ boys” in line and to work for tirely within the discretion of the Chair as to how lor p 
the interests of the party. The fact is known to every man who | ess shall go on. 
5 has lived in the West or near the Indians. | The CHAIRMAN. The‘ 1 4 k thatam 
But here is a proposition to put this business in the hands of | ber should be given a reasonable 1 { which to vot 
Fi men who are not politicians, who have no interest in politics; Mr. PICKLER. There see to be no tir 
a whatever, and to take it out of the handsof a corrupt set of pol- | think the committee should rise. 
7 iticians. I am surprised at my Democratic friends that they| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thi mom 
: would uphold a system of this kind. It appears to me that here | in a very short time. 
Ls is a chance to strike a blow at their political enemy. Here isa Mr. PICKLER. We have b trying a in 
chance to take a lot of political strikers out of office that ar TheCHAJRMAN. The Chair hopes that gentlem 
using the money of the taxpayers to carry on politics in the in- | After further time spent in counting 
terest of a party that to-day only represents twelve Statesinthe| The CHAIRMAN aaid: On t question the yeasare 123 
Union by a majority. 14 
Probably my Democratic friends may do so if they are going 50 the amendment was adopt 
to hold the fort and get possession of this political power; butin The Clerk read as follows: 
“ view of the general dissensions in their ranks, and theirinability | 4: we warm sp ‘ $1,200 
¥ to agree upon any economic question, it is not clear to my mind | Be teen © 
‘ that they will get a chance to use this political power in the fu-| Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the last word, 
¥ ture. and I do so just for the purpos making this rcrestion. ] 
; Why, Mr. Chairman, if you put the Indian department under | am not prepared to say that this departure is necessarily wrong. 
3 the United States Army, I am satisfied that you will never have | It may be well to put the Indian service under the administra- 
j any more outbreaks among the Indians in this country. They | tion of army officers; but I want to call the attention F th 
' are the men who are particularly fitted for this business. ‘Their | House to the state of facts that we ought to meet and provide f 
i education fits them for it; their position in society fits them for | if we want to make this change. I believe that in any Depart 
j it; because it is a notorious fact thatofficersof neither the Arm) f the Government it is ab t ‘y that the p 
i nor the Navy go into politics. It may be said to their credit that | : head, the person having the « ol and the resp 
‘ they are out of politics, and I believe they would administer the | sibility of the administration of ar ranch of the Gov en 
8 affairs of the Indians very thoroughly and justly, and I say to | should have the power to conti continuance in office or di 
gentlemen that they have now a chance to demonstrate that | charge of the men under him. Without that power he is help 
they are in favor of retrenchment and reform by doing away | less. Here the Secretary of the Interior fir an army oO 
; with these fifty-odd agents and putting the business into the | under him who is corrupt, who is inefficient, who is i lifferent. 
5 hands of the army officers. It willfurnish them with useful em- | He can not tell him to go; hecan not investigate him. He must 
ployment, put them into service where they will do good to hu- | retain him at all hazards. He is not responsible to the Secre- 
4 manity, and give them a chance to pay back to the people the | tary of the Interior, he is responsible 
: money that was put up for their education. | Mr. RAINES. Mr. Chairman 
q Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will pass. Mr. LIND. Ido not desire to be interrupted. 
4 Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman | Mr. RAINES. I only wanted to make a suggestion. 
4 The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment isexhausted. | Mr. LIND. He is not responsible to any civil court, or a 
Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. | civil authority for his conduct, unless he commits a violation 
The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments pending, and | a State law. If he is guilty of embezzlement, he is only resp: 
| that amendment can not be offered. The question is on the | sible toa court-martial. Now,I say, gentlemen, that while I a 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. not prepared to say that this innovation is a mistake, I am ready 
Mr. BOWERS. [accept the amendment. to meet the proposition to transfer the Indians to the War De- 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment | partment and give it fair and full consideration in an orderly 
of the gentleman from Indiana will be considered as adopted. way. But this change without other legislation jeopardizes the 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. There is objection. proper administration and disbursement of the millions of « 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey objects. | lars appropriated by this bill. To place all this money it 
The question ison the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. | hands of men who are without any possible civil responsib 
5 The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. is absolutely absurd, and not becoming memb of the Hous 
s The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment | If you want to adopt this plan, take it up coolly and considera 
4 offered by the gentleman from California as amended. Pass this section temporarily; leave it open, so t mem 
; The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that | who are competent and willing to do so can, upon a full im 
the ayes had it, and the amendment was adopted. gation, frame proper amendments so as not to a 
Mr. PICKLER. Division, division. I demand a division on | the whole service. 
J that. [Cries of ‘‘ Too late!”] I have no desire to make aspeech. Tha rood faith c 
The CHAIRMAN. The demand comes very late, but the attention of gent to tl int. I submit, as a 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. He demanded a division | sition which no man can ga , that the man Oo 
twice before the Chair heard him. ble for the administrat of a au or Depart 
a The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman states that he demanded | Government should have th wer to rate, a 
3 a division, and a division will be taken. sarv. to discharee anyone « lo ay} 
3 The committee divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 40. his duty. But in this { s 
= Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. cet that do in a ve ‘ a person: 
4 Mr. REED. There is evidently a quorum present. peal to the Secretary of War to hav | ess toor a 
: Mr. WILSON of Washington. There is evidentiy a quorum | martial for the purpose of tryit a 
7 present. ni conduct in i ime Oo I vi tre {| 7 Vi 
| 2 The CHAIRMAN. There is evidently a quorum present, but | Department. Are no ' to 
) 4 @ quorum has not voted, and the Chair can not vote a quorum. | duce members to paus ( a 
Members must do their own voting. [Applause on the Demo- | this propositio [ ha 
| cratic side.] The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Indi- | erations before 1 ) i \ 
, ana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Arkansas[Mr. P tunity, and I fee a have done 1 ) 
a to act as tellers. House when I have cauti 1 ag 
ri Mr. BOWERS. Will the Chair please state the question? a matter of vital importance. 
) The CHAIRMAN. The questionis on the amendment offered Mr. WILSON of Washingt Mr. ¢ 
fd by the gentleman from California [Mr. BOWERS] as amended by | out the last word. in a mv whil 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. | the amendment was p it could not doso. We have n¢ 
After some time spent in the count, adopted, by way of an amendment on an Indian appropriation 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky said: I rise toa point of | bill, a proposition wh 1 complet 
‘g order. change y i 4 1ad ele ‘ V 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. | what is proper and just and right in this matter. have exa 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Is it not the duty of the | ined to some extent the report made by my distinguished 
4 Chair, under the rule, when the Committee of the Whole finds | from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], aschairman of the committee \ 





itself without a quorum, to have the roll called? ' visited the Indian agencies several years ago, but I hay 
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unable to find in that report any recommendation in the line of 
this amendment. So, although that committee visited nearly 
every Indian agency in the country, I have failed to find in their 
report any recommendation looking to a consolidation of Indian 
agencies. 

[t seems to me alittle strange, sir, thatafter having thus gone 
all over the country taking testimony in regard to the agencies, 
and coming in contact with the officials and with the Indians 
there, that committee should return to Washington and make 
absolutely no recommendation and no report whatever except 
the mere record of the statements of witnesses who had testified 
in their presence. At Spokane the testimony taken was given 
by a single individual. I do not know whether it was taken upon 
a Pullman palace car as the committee passed along or not, but 
from its voluminous character I suspect that that was the fact. 

Now, sir, there are some ways by which we can get rid of some 
of these Indian agents, notably the one at the Puyallup Agency. 
By force of this amendment just adopted, a very able, a very con-« 
scientious, a very faithful agent, who has discharged his duties 
efficiently as such for over twenty years, will in avery short time, 
by reason of the expiration of his commission, be replaced by an 
army officer, unless in the mean time we do that which is just, 
that which is right, that which is honest, viz, sell the lands 
which belong to those Indians, pay them the $3,000,000 to which 
they are entitled, and let the city of Tacoma go forward in its 
career of prosperity. Now, if the gentleman will meet me upon 
that plane, we can in a very short time get rid of at least one In- 
dian agency. 

As to the amendment just adopted, Ido not believe that the 
plan proposed is practicable. 

The question was all gone over in the Forty-third Congress, 
and a very voluminous report was made on the subject of —— 
the Indian Bureau under the War Department, but the plan was 
not adopted at that time, and I do not believe that it should be 
adopted now. By the adoption of this plan you will get a divided 
responsibility, putting one part of the Indian service under the 
War Departmentand the other part under the Departmentof the 
Interior. I ask to have read in this connection the matter which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TRANSFERRING THE INDIANS TO THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


In this connection attention is asked to the suggestion of Gen. Miles made 
both in November and December, 1890, that ‘the Sioux agencies be turned 
over absolutely to the military authorities.” 

‘In my reports on that subject, dated November 25 and December 23, 1890, I 
stated that the President’s communication of November 13, 1890, clearly did 
not contemplate that the military should have absolute general control over 
said agencies, but on the contrary specially directed that the agents should 
maintain their control and discipline. The office did not consider that the 
situation demanded the assumption of absolute general control of the Sioux 
agencies by the military, and it was hoped that the issuance of an order to 
that effect would not be entertained, but that on the contrary the military au- 
thorities would confine themselves strictly to the duty of suppressing any 
threatened outbreak, without interference with the duties of the respective 
civil agents or their management of agency affairs under directions of the In- 
terior Department. 

Again, March 20, 1891, Gen. Miles made the following suggestion, that— 

“The Indians at Pine Ridge and Rosebud Agencies be turned over entirely 
tothe control of the military authorities in order to put an end to the division 
ofresponsibility now existing, in order that one Department may be enabled 
torestore entire confidence and bring about a condition of permanent peace. 
The officials areina condition of uncertainty, and the Indians are in doubt 
asto what their condition is and what to extent in the future ” 

In its report of March 31 last the officer referred to the fact that there was 
no law which would warrant carrying out the above plan, and stated its con- 
viction that the exigencies at the two Indian agencies designated did not re- 
quire the exercise of any extraordinary power on the part of the Executive 
in order to transfer to the control of the military authorities any portion of 
the duties imposed by law upon the proper officers of the Department of the 
Interior. 

I see no reason to change the views expressed in my communication of De- 
cember 23, 1890, and as they have the same bearing on the general question 
which they then had on the specific question of turning over the Sioux agen- 
cies to the military, I desire to repeat them here: 

‘In 1870 Congress authorized and the President appointed a joint commit- 
tee representing the Senate and House of Representatives ‘to take into con- 
sideration the expediency of transferring the Indian Bureau to the War De- 
partment.’ The work of the committee, together with two reports, one for, 
the other against,the transfer, was reported to Congress and printed (Sen- 
ate, Forty 4ifth Congress, third session, Report No. 693). The fact that such 
transfer was not made is evidence of the insufficiency of the reasons urged 
therefor, and of the force of those presented in behalf of the continued civil 
administration of Indian affairs. The arguments against the transfer are 
stated with great clearness and cogency by the Hon. N. G. Taylor, Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, in his annual report for 1868, pages 7 to 15, inclu- 
sive, and as these are public documents, easily accessible, I will not repeat 
them 


“After having been under the control of the War Department for many | 


years the Indians were placed under the charge of the Interior Department, 
and the reasons assigned for restoring them to the War Department in 1868 





| 


i 





have far less weight at the present time than they had then. 

“The one great and all-important object which the nation has set before 
itself is to civilize and make of them intelligent, self-supporting, self-respect- | 
ing American citizens. This is essentially a civil process, to be brought 
about by civil measures and agencies 

“I yield to no man in my respect for the Army and in my recognition of its 
valuable services in the performance of its legitimate functions, but it is not, 
never has been, and never can be a civilizing force. All that can be claimed 
for the Army in this connection is that it crushes or holds in check forces 
antagonistic to civilization, and renders it possible for the real uplifting 


agencies—education, industry, religion—to operate. To turn the Indians, or 
any considerable number of them, over to absolute military control woul 
be to take a greatstep backward in the humane work which the Governmen 
has undertaken. 

“If it should be said that the proposition is limited to the Sioux, I amcon- 
strained to say that I am of opinion that there is no such exigency in the 
present condition of affairs in the Dakotas as to warrant so radical a depar- 
ture as this in the Indian policy of theGovernment. The socalled hostile ele- 
ment embraces but a small portion of the Sioux, and even if it does not yield 
to peaceable measures, which it will be very a to do, can be controlled 
by the military authorities without this great addition to their power. 

“As soon as the present trouble has subsided it will be better for all con- 
cerned that the military retire from the reservations, leaving only a suffi- 
cient force in the neighborhood to meet future exigencies should such arise. 

“With reference to thequestion of ‘divided responsibility,” allow me to say 
that according to my understanding the President has given to the War 
Department absolute authority to suppress any uprising, and that in this 
respect there is no divided responsibility. Certainly the Indian Bureau has 
not interfered with the plans of the military, and, so far as I know, the De- 

oartment has not. I am sure that the Indian agents are ready to obey 
Jepartment orders, and in the suppression of any outbreak will place them- 
eaves and their police force absolutely at the control of the military author- 
ties. 

“IT see no reason whatever why, when the Army is called in to suppress a 
turbulent Indian faction, it should be put in absolute control of the whole 
Indian country. The —_ body of these Indians are friendly, submissive to 
authority, and engaged in peaceful pursuits. They should so far as possibl 
be unmolested, and should be left under the control of their civil agents an 
police. Heretherecould beno ‘divided responsibility.’ It may not beeasy 
to determine precisely what Indians are peaceable and what hostile, nor ex- 
actly where the functions of the military and those of the civil authorities 
begin. I think, however, thatthe terms of the order already issued by direc- 
tion of the President are sufficiently explicit and elastic to enable these au- 
thorities to coéperate in suppressing any outbreak and in preserving order, 
while leaving the civil authorities—agents, teachers, farmers, etc.—to go on 
with their important work of promoting civilization. 

“To place these Sioux agencies absolutely in the control of-the milit 
authorities would create a ‘divided responsibility’ between the War an 
Interior Departments which could not fail to be embarrassing to each. 

If there has been any unwarrantable interference with military plans b 
any Indian agent it ought not to be a difficult matter to fix the responsi- 
bility. But I submit that to take away at one fell swoop all power and 
authority from the Indian agents among the Sioux, without the most un- 
questionable necessity therefor, would be an act of great injustice to them, a 
severe reflection upon the entire Indian administration of the Interior De- 
partment, and a violent blow to the whole Indian policy of the Government. 

“The present plan of allowing civil agents among the Sioux to administer 
civil affairs, while acting absolutely under the control of the military in 
suppressing any outbreak, should, in my opinion, be preserved until it seems 
safe to remove the soldiers from the reservation and no longer.” 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to say that I differ 
seriously with the opinion of the Committee of the Whole just 
expressed by the adoption of this amendment. I have no feel- 
ing in regard to the matter, but I do think that it will be my duty 
when the bill gets into the House to ask to have a separate vote 
upon that amendment. I wish tosay further at this time, that I 
think the amendment involves a fundamental change of policy 
and one of great importance, which should be considered very 
coolly and deliberately. To vote upon an amendment to an In- 
dian appropriation bill considered under the five-minute rule, 
to make a change which affects a cardinal principle of the ad- 
ministration of our Government, is, I think, a very unsafe thing 
to do. 

[ do not mean, however, to reflect upon gentlemen who have 
advocated the amendment, or upon any gentleman who has voted 
for it, because I know how difficult it is for members of this House 
to fully understand the principles and the consequences involved 
in a proposition with so limited a time for consideration as we 
have hadinthiscase. The question of putting the Indian Bureau 
under the military arm of the Governmentisnotanewone. Ever 


| since the Indian service was taken away from the War Depart- 


ment there has been commission after commission appointed to 
look into that question. Those commissions and committees 
have spent months in deliberate investigation and consideration 
of the whole question. 

My honored friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] was chairman 
of such a committee and I had the honor to be a member of if. 
After careful and prolonged investigation of the subject nota sin- 
gle one of these committees has ever reported in favor of chang- 
ing from acivil to a military administration of Indian affairs. 
Now, as I said awhile ago, if we are going to reverse the policy 
of the Government in the matter and to commence gradually to 
make the change this amendment should be sustained, but if 
not it should be defeated. 

The amendment, I know, looks very innocent on its face, and 
it looks like economy; but gentlemen will perceive on reflection 
that under this proposition it will take but a short time to put 
every Indian now subject to the care of the Government under 
the control of the military department. The amendment pro- 


| vides that whenever a vacancy may occur in the office of Indian 


agents that vacancy shall be filled by an army officer detailed 
by thé Secretary of War. From time to time each of these In- 
dian agencies will become vacant; and thus every agency in the 


| United States will before long be filled by an officer detailed from 


the Army—an officer who, as has been well said by my friend 
from Minnesota[Mr. LIND], can be tried only by a court-martial— 
an officer who is not amenable tothe civil authorities. He may 
be the worst drunkard in the country; he may be entirely iue 
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competent for the discharge of this class of duties; but the De- 
partment having nominal control of the Indian service will be 

werless to remove him; its hands will be tied. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. If I may interrupt the 
gentleman—— 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Is it not a fact that an 


army officer, instead of being amenable only to the military au- | 
thority, is amenable tosuch authority in addition to his responsi- | 
| to the country the opportunity to see both systems tried at the 
Mr. LIND. I will furnish the gentleman from Kentucky with 
a reference to the provision of the Revised Statutes on this sub- | 


bility to the law, the same as every other citizen? 


ject. 

Mr. PEEL. 
acriminal statute of a State he is subject to indictment. But 
under this amendment, while the officer is nominally under the 
supervision of the Secretary of the Interior and reports to him, 
you do not change the officer’s relation to the military authority. 

he Secretary of the Interior has no power to remove the officer 
for misconduct or any other cause, but a court-martial, to be 


ordered by the Secretary of War, is the only method by which | 


he can be tried except for violation of a local statute. 
Mr.OATES. Has my friend from Arkansas any doubt that if 

the Secretary of the Interior should report to the Secretary of 

War the misconduct of a military officer detailed for civil service 


AsI understand, if an officer of the Army violates 


There was no objection. 

.Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I wanted 
to say, and I presume in this matter [ represent the views and 
judgment of a great many members on the floor, that the amend- 
ment being suddenly sprung upon me, [ voted ‘‘ ay ” on this simple 
idea alone. There has been—and there has been for very many 
years past—a great deal of scandal about the management of the 
Indian service through the system of Indian agents as now in 
force. This amendment of the gentleman from California gives 


same time. 
them. 

It does not substitute the military for the civil authority at 
once; but as fast as vacancies occur army officers would be de- 
tailed to fill them, and at one reservation there would be a mili- 
tary officer discharging the duties of the agency, while at another 
a civil officer would be discharging similar functions, and Con- 
gress and the country could see the two systems in practical op- 
eration side by side. Therefore, having an object lesson before 
them, they could decide as to which was the better of the two. 

[am not clear in my own mind that it is a wise thing to do, 


It affords an opportunity for a comparison between 


| and would have voted ‘‘ no” ona proposition to put all the Indian 
| agencies under the control either of the War Department or of 


the officers of the Army, under the supervision of the Secretary 
of the Interior; for a change so radical ought not to be made 


in the Indian Bureau the Secretary of War would, without a mo- 
ment’s hesitation, have the conduct of the officer investigated— 
by a court-martial if necessary? 

Mr.PEEL. I suppose that, as a matter of courtesy, that would 
be done. But this amendment proposes to mix and confound the 
military and the civil authority, which, as I understand, is con- 
trary to the spirit of our institutions. Undera proper theory of 


except after the gravest and most careful consideration. Buta 
temporary experiment that can not be dangerous or result in very 
great harm, and which may demonstrate whether one system is 
the better or the other, does not seem to me to be unwise for a 
trial. 

I am also of the impression that the Indian problem can never 
be solved under the present management. I believe that the 
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government, especially of democratic government, the military | 


authority should be subordinate to the civil, and the two should 
not be blended. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. 


Alabama [Mr. OATES]? 
the United States—— 

Mr. PEEL. I believe so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The supervision is by 
the Secretary of the Interior, who is merely a clerk of the Pres- 
ident. Therefore the very officer who details is the officer who 
finally has the power of removal. 

Mr. OATES. 
of Congress. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PEEL. Iask permission to answer the question which 
has been put to me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman’s 
time will be extended. This is a very important matter; and 
other gentlemen on the floor probably voted as I did, somewhat 
doubtfully. Iam not sure that I may not be convinced I ought 
to vote the other way. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Arkansas will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PEEL. 
officer is detailed by the President to fill the vacancy; but it does 


not follow that the President has any power to remove him, be- | 


cause he is an army officer still; his relation to the military arm 
of the Government is unchanged. He is merely detailed from 
military life to act in a civil capacity. 

Mr. HEARD. Could not the President remove him for fail- 
ure in the discharge of any duties assigned him? 

Mr. PEEL. He might, probably. 

Mr. HEARD. Would he not? 

Mr.PEEL. I do not know that he would. 

Mr. HEARD. He ought to do so. 

Mr. PEEL. But here you have army officers placed under the 


civil authorities for the discharge of duties for which the civil | 


branch of the Government is solely responsible. You blend the 
two branches of the service ina manner which I think is contrary 
to good government. 

When this bill goes into the House I shall, from a sense of 
duty, ask a separate vote onthis amendment. I hope that mem- 
bers, having in the mean time thought over the matter, will vote 
just as they think they ought to vote. I believe if they will in- 
vestigate the question thoroughly many of them will change their 
minds. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. 
striking out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LINp] will be considered 
as withdrawn, and the gentleman from Kentucky will be regarded 
as renewing the amendment. 7 


I move to amend by 


May not this matter be | 
stated more strongly than it has been put by my friend from | 
The detail is made by the President of | 


| under the present system. 
| opportunity of comparison. 


Especially when the action is taken under a law | 


Itis true that under the amendment the army | 


| as this. 


In the absence of objection the amendment | 


power of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is entirely too great, 
his subordination to the Secretary of the Interior entirely too 
slight, for that Bureau ever to be run without scandal. The In- 
dian agencies are so remote, so widely scattered, the mode of 
making contracts is practically so entirely obscure and secret, 
the Indian himself is so incapable of a proper mode of complaint, 
the persons selected for these positions, as a rule, are of such a 
character, that there will be always and necessarily some scandal 
This change, however, gives us an 
It is achange pro tanto and an ex- 
periment that can not be very fruitful of harm. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are the views which actuated me and 
led me on the moment, having no time or opportunity to consider 
the questions involved, to vote for the amendment. They are 
the views which, I suspect, control a good many gentlemen on 
this floor, and do not involve, as it seems to me, any confusion of 
principle nor any particular danger. 

The President of the United States is the executive officer of 
the Government; the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 
Interior are simply officers who, through different Departments, 
execute the law under the President; and the President has 
power to remove the officer of the Army who is behaving badly 


from his place as agent, precisely as he has power to remove the 


Indian agent at present who is behaving badly; and hence I do 
not think that any danger will follow from the contemplated 
change. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, my only excuse for trespass- 
ing upon the time and patience of the committee again in dis- 
cussing this question is my deep interest in the matter involved. 
[ certainly do not believe that this House, in its calmer moments, 
and on reflection, is ready in the face of the advice of the Interior 
Department, in the face of the advice of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, against the opinion of all the enlightened Indians 
throughout the land, against the judgment of the philanthropists 
who have been spending their time for years and years past in the 
betterment of the Indians—is ready to adopt so radical a measure 
[t seems to me that this House, with so little cor 
ation of a question as has been given to it here, and in the face of 
the protests of the people who understand this question thor- 
oughly, againstthe judgment of all, the Indian Bureau, and every 
one interested in Indian affairs, ought to pause before 
ing to such an extreme. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
this will be simply trying both of these systems. But you will 
observe, Mr. Chairman, that ment there can 
not be any other civil agents appointed. As soon as there is a 
vacancy it must be filled by a military officer. I am opposed to 
turning the civil departments of this Government over to the 
military. The gentleman can with just as much propriety when 
the bill comes in here for appropriations for land offices, wi 
precisely the same logic, claim that you can save expense by de- 
tailing army officers to perform the duties of registers and re- 
ceivers of the land offices. 
as the other. 
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reservation, why do you appropriate $20,000 for their traveling 


will make all the recommendations for appointments, to begin | expenses? 


with, at the agencies. There isachief clerk to be recommended 
by the agent; there is an issue clerk; there is a superintendent 
of schools; there is a matron and there are assistant matrons; 
there are school-teachers to be recommended; farmers to be rec- 
ommended; all the way from fifteen to twenty-five officials at 
these variousagencies. What willbe the resultof thechange you 
propose? Military men stand by their friends, and the result 
will be that you will not only have a military man as an agent, 
but all the subpositions will be filled by the sons and daughters 
of the other officers. I am opposed to the Army usurping the 
civil authorities of the Government of this country. . I am op- 
posed to turning over all of this service to army officers. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman now allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does the gentleman not think it would be 
just as bad to turn this power all over to the politicians, as these 
army officers become, so that they would put in party friends 
from the Army, as that civil agents should recommend their 
friends. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, I desire to answer the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON], who talked about the ignorance of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRosIvs] on the Indian ques- 
tion. The gentleman comes here from Kansas, where he ought 
to have learned something of this service, and yet he says that 
the Indian agent runs all over the country electioneering. Mr. 
Chairman, an Indian agent dare not set his foot off his reserva- 
tion except by leave from the Commissioner at Washington. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Oh! 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; and your proposition is utterly without 
foundation and is not a fact. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to say that I lived for five years along- 
side of an Indian reservation, and for two days out of every week 
during that time, nearly, the Indian agent went off the reserva- 
tion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then the gentleman has seen more than any 
other man has. 

Mr. SIMPSON. No, he has not, but he has seen more than 

rou have. 
’ Mr. PICKLER. In some directions, and I am thankful that 
you have. The gentleman, when he makes that assertion to men 
who are not familiar with this service, certainly would not at- 
tempt to mislead them, and yet he does. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask that the gentleman be allowed to proceed 
for five minutes more. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I ask that he have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize no one until gen- 
tlemen take their seats. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Isimply wanted to know whether 
the Indians voted in Kansas? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, what is the 
pending question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] has not been extended. The Chair is 
waiting for gentlemen to take their seats. If gentlemen do not 
desire their names called out and putin the REcoRD they will 
take their seats. The Chair will be under the necessity of doing 
so, if gentlemen do not take their seats. Unanimous consent is 
asked that the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] 
have leave to address the committee for flve minutes more. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, when I have answered the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] in regard to the politicians, I will 
thank him for another question. The gentleman seems to be 
death on politicians. Is that nota strange speech for the honor- 
able gentleman from Kansas to make? 

Mr. SIMPSON. Nobody laughs. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no! No laugh sought. As far as I am 
concerned, gentlemen, I would prefer the civil politician to the 
military politician. The army officer becomes a politician as 


soon as he takes charge of one of these Indian agencies. 
There are applicants for every position under the control of 
his agent, and so he at once becomes a politician. And I would 
prefer to have the teachers in these schools and the superintend- 
ents, the farmers and the clerks, the matrons and the other em- 
ployés, come from the civil lists of the country rather than from 
among the sons and daughters of army officers, as we all know 


they will if you put army officers in charge of these posts. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. If these Indian agents can not go off the 


| 
| 








Mr. PICKLER. I said they could not leave the agencies un- 
less by leave from the Commissioner at Washington. Occasion- 
ally the Commissioner wishes to see them here at Washington, 
and he sends for them. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why does he not transact the business 
by correspondence? 

AMEMBER. Doeshe send for them particularly about election 
time? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] 
would have this committee understand that they go about elec- 
tioneering every year. 

A MEMBER. They do. 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘They are allowed so much leave of absence 
every year and that is all. There is no opportunity for them to 
electioneer unless it is among the Indians. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

a I will yield for a question, but not for a 
speech. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is it nota fact that these Indian agents not 
only get permission but get orders from Washington to go out 
on political business? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. As to the present Administration I 
deny itintoto,and defy any one to bring asingleinstance. I want 
to say, Mr. Chairman, as I said the other day upon the floor—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want tosay that there are no officers, in my 
opinion, who are appointed to civil positions who are so scruti- 
nized for character and ability to perform the duties of the office 
to which they are appointed as are the candidates for these agen- 
cies by the Secretary of the Interior and the President of the 
United States. 

I say this from what I know personally in regard to them. 
And I want to say further that while there has been some scan- 
dal in years past in regard to Indian agents, I ask any gentle- 
man to point out where there has been a scandal or a steal, either 
under the last Administration or under this Administration, by an 
Indian agent. There may have been such, but I do not now re- 
member them. I ask gentlemen to point to one dollar that has 
been stolen by an Indian agent in the last eight years. 

Mr. CRAIN. They are all angels. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. They are as good as army officers and just 
as honest. 

It is well enough for you gentlemen who are getting down and 
worshiping army officers if youdesire so todo. Ido not object. 
I have nothing to say against army officers. I believe them an 
honorable and honest class of men; but I am rather tired of hear- 
ing army officers eulogized as being honest above every other 
class of citizens in this nation. I do not care to worship at the 
shrine of the military that much. 

Mr. CRAIN. That is the reason you voted for the force bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not vote for the force bill; but the only 
reason why I did not was because I was not here. 

Mr. CRAIN. That is the same thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate isexhausted. The Chair presumes 


| that the pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 


Mr.HOLMAN,. Mr. Chairman, I ask just one minute to an- 
swer a statement made by my friend from Washington [Mr. 
WILSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman as 
moving to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood my friend to say that in this re- 
sort, made by the committee of which my friend from Arkansas 
Mr. PEEL] was &@ member, it had nothing to say about the re- 
duction of agencies. If my friend had read the report he would 
have found among the recommendations the following: 

(3) That the number of agencies be diminished by placing a large number 


| of reservations under the supervision of each agent, and that clerks be dis- 


pensed with at agencies where neither annuity supplies nor rations are issued, 
and that Indians shall always be employed in work connected In any way 
with the agency, including herders when required. 

So that my friend sees that he had overlooked that passage. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now a word further, which I desire toaddress 
to my friend from Arkansas[Mr. PEEL]. This statement was 
made soon after the exploration occurred,when all these agencies, 
or the most important of them, were visited. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman does not mean to say that I made 
that statement. Isaid that no committee had ever recommended 
such a change as has been made here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it was on the reduction of the number 
of agencies. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope that we can get along now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the Quapaw Agency, at $1,400; and not more than $1,200 of any moneys 
appropriated by this act shall be expended for clerical labor at this agency. 
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Mr. LONG. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. I find 
here that for some of these agencies the appropriation has been 
decreased by one, two, or three hundred dollars, and others have 
been increased by the same figure. Why is that? 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, we were proceeding upon the 
theory of retrenchment and reform, and where we found, from 
an examination of the report of the agent, the work was not suf- 
ficiently extensive to authorize the salary we reduced it. Where 
we found that the work was sufficient to require the salary we 
did not reduce it. That isall the answer I have to make upon that 
subject. We did just what we thought was proper on that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. LONG. Isee that you provide: 

At the Quapaw Agency. at $1,400; and not more than #1,200 of any moneys 
appropriated by this act shall be expended for clerical labor at this agen 

Is that $1,200 expected to come out of this appropriation? If 
it does, it only leaves $200. 

Mr. PEEL. No; it does not come out of it. That is the old 
Quapaw Agency. It wasloriginally $1,500. It is up near wher 
Ilive. I have examined into it, and did not think that it needed 
an agent, sol thought that we should reduce the salary, and we 
did so. That isall. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the Eastern Cherokee Agency, $800; in all, $89,900; and all provisions of 
law fixing compensation for Indian agents in excess of that herein provided 
are hereby repealed. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr.Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
the paragraph relating to the Cherokee Agency. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after line 9, on page 6, and insert the following: 

‘The superintendent of the Indian training school at Cherokee, North Car- 
olina, shall, in addition to his duties as superintendent, perform the duties 
heretofore required of the agent at said Cherokee agency, and shall give bonds 
as other Indian agents; and that the office of agent be, and the same is 
hereby, abolished at that place.”’ 

Mr. PEEL. I just desire to say, that we examined into the 
matter of retaining this agency. These are old Indians and cit- 
izens, and so we saw no necessity for continuing that agency. 
We thought that by throwing the duties on the superintendent 
of the school, and requiring bond of him, we could dispense with 
the office of the agent. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman offer it as an amend- 
ment to the amendment? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And receive in addition to his salary as superintendent $200 per annum 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on that 
amendment that it proposes to increase the salary of an officer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] abolishes the 
salary entirely. 

Mr.PEEL. Itabolishes the salary of the agent, but the amend- 
mant of the gentleman from North Carolina proposes to increase 
the salary of the superintendent of schools. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] imposes upon this superintendent of schvols 
the entire duties of the agency. Now, the Chair thinks it is 
permissible to apply any portion of the salary of the agent to 
compensate this other officer for the additional labor imposed 
upon him by this transfer of duties. 

Mr. PEEL. Perhaps that may be so, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, [ shall make no objection 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas abolishing 
this agency of the Eastern band of Cherokees. [have thoroughly 
investigated the matter, have conferred with the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, and I find that the agency there can very wel! 
be dispensed with; but when you abolish the agency and transfer 
the duties to the superintendent of schools, I think it is only just 
that he should have some additional compensation for the dis- 
charge of the duties for which the agent isnow paid Theagent 
there receives $800 per annum, and my proposition is to allow 
the superintendent of Indian schools at that agency only $200 
annually for the additional duties imposed upon him. That is a 
very small allowance, especially when you consider that ther 
are contingent expenses connected with the duties of the office 
manage it as best he may. 

The superintendent receives only $1,000 for his own regular 
work there, and, as a matter of course, he has a good deal of 
work to do as superintendent; as much as the superintendent of 
Indian schools anywhere else. I cannot understand, therefore, 
why the committee should propose to abolish this agency and 
put the duties of the agent upon the superintendent, and yet re- 
fuse to allow him any additional pay. I donot think that is just. 
As I said a moment ago, I have no objection to abolishing th: 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 





| agency, because | am informed by the Commissioner on India 
Affairs that the present agent h: prop a 
fairs of the office, meager as t 
Those Indians are civilized. They are citizens in every sen 
of the word. They have access to 3 ot] 
zensoftheState. Theyvote. Theyre venoannuities. They 
juire no personal attention from the agent \ll that he has 
een required to do is to look after the inte ts of the band 
which belong to the tribe, and | am informed that he has not 
done that work very faithfully. In justification of the position 
which I take in agreeing to the abolition of this agency, I want 
to say that I am informed that the agent has allowed the lands 
of the band to go to sale for taxes. He has! n required ti 
and again to report to the Department in relation to contingen- 
| cies of that character, but no such report of ] ; on file 
Mr, SMITH of Arizona. Will the gentleman permit a que 
tion? 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes sir. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If those Indians are citizens of 


} tom. 
| rights which have been recognized by treaty 





United States, what right have we toemploy even a superintend- 
Treasury of the 


ent ol schools tor them and pay ilm Out of the 


| 
United States? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Well, sir, it has been atime-honored cus- 
We have been trying to educate those people. They have 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. We have chi n in Arizona, whit 
children, who would be glad to be helped to an education in that 
way, but we can not get it done. Now, it strikes me that if this 
official is only superintendent of schools for citizens of the United 
States perhaps it would be well to abolish the superintendenc; 
as well as the agency. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The schools have been maintained under 
treaty stipulations, and I will say to the gentleman from Arizona 
that [ have never heretofore heard of our abolishing treaty stipu 
lations by actof Congress withoutconferring with the other party, 
even when it is quasi sovereign. [see no reason why this office 
of superintendent of schools should not be continued. The In- 
dians need these schools. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Do you contend that these sehools 
or this educational provision exists under treaty stipulations: 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nort 
Carolina has expired. ' 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I ask to recognized in order that 
[ may ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does the gentleman from North Car 


| olina say that the education of these people is provided for in any 
| treaty stipulations that we have made with them? 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Ido not. What I say is that these In 
recognized under treaty stipulations. The Eastern 

band of Cherokees is a part and parcel of the Cherokee tribe, 
and, like other Indian tribes, they have heretofore received ap- 
propriations from the National Government for educational pur- 
poses. In North Carolina we have given them the right of citi- 
zenship; they have come in under the treaty and accepted the 
rights of citizenship and have been made citizens. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then the treaty obligation 
exists either ‘t of Gove 
Indians? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 


question has not yet 


qaians are 


no ionve 


on the partof th nment or on the part of 


That 


not passin 


1 do not recognize that as true. 
been adjudicated, ana we are 


upon itnow. Iam agreeing to the abolition of this agency 
the interest of economy, and I hope the gentleman from Arizona 
will not rise up and try to take away all we have, just beca 
we are willing to relinquish a part of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. No, lam not trying that. My ques 
tion was only as to the principle involved. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Well, I do not think the right t n ed 
cation should be denied to these Indians simply because t} ha 
accepted citizenship and are making progress. Their tribal 
lations still exist as before. 

The amendment of Mr. CRAWFORD was a ed t 

The question being takenon the amendmentas amended, it wa 
acreed to. 

Mr. BI iN I « i t 
desk 

The ¢ ( K I A i OLLOWS 

Whenever the sla if an India 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I desire to offer this in th ature of a] 
viso. Perhaps it would come in better at the end o 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment. in the opinion of 
Chair, is out of ord ie} ; ‘ 

pass 1 can not b 
to DY unanimous consent. 


Mr. BUSHNELL. I anticipat 


changed in this way; they canonly be ret 
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and therefore I will offer my amendment in modified form as fol- 
lows: 

Insert next after line 8 the words, ‘‘ Provided, That the salary of no Indian 
agent shall exceed $1.500.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not in order, because 
it proposes to change paragraphs which have been passed by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PEEL. I make a point of order upon the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The fact that the amendment is inconsistent 
with a part of the bill already acted upon is no ground, I sub- 
mit, for the ruling out of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman can not in a whole- 
sale way go back to paragraphs which it would not be allowable 
for him to go back to specifically. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The ground of the Chair, in ruling out the 
amendment, is, as I understand, that it would be inconsistent with 
portions of the bill already considered. I submit that a proposi- 
tion otherwise inorder is not objectionable upon a point of order 
on the ground that it is inconsistent with something which has 
gone before. 

The CHAIRMAN. If that position were correct, the gentle- 
man, at the end of the bill, when all the paragraphs had been 
passed, could offer for adoption a proviso which would change 
the whole tenor of the bill. The Chair does not think that could 
be done. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I think it might be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idonot think the amendment would be in- 
admissible on such ground. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PEEL. I now ask that we recur to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment sent to the desk some 
time ago by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ In line 22, page 46, after the word “ buildings,” 
tions.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understood, a point of order 
was reserved against this amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I reserved the point of or- 
der, but on examination I am satisfied that the point would not 
lic. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to offer an amendment on the same 
subject and covering the same object in a more elaborate way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LyNcH]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 6, page 47, add the following: 

“Provided, That all schoolhouses erected under this appropriation shall 
be built on reservations, or as near the boundary line as practicable.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know of any instance except one 
where that modification will be necessary. In the case of the 
tribe west of the Navajos, the Moquis, such a provision might, 
perhaps, be proper. 1 am willing to accept the gentleman's 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


insert ‘‘on Indian reserva- 


The 


The Chair will call the attention of the 


gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] to the fact that this | 


amendment comes in at a different place from that of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. LYNCH. But the gentleman from Indiana accepts my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The difficulty is that we have not reached 
the paragraph to which the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin refers. 

Mr. LYNCH. My amendment proposes to effect the same pur- 
pose as that of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. Buta paragraph can not be amended be- 
fore it is reached. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it would be better to insert this later 
on as aseparate provision. 

Mr. LYNCH. If the Chair thinks that this would be incon- 
sistent, I will not urge it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not state that there was 
any inconsistency, but called the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that he proposes to insert a proviso on page 47, which 
has not been reached. 

Mr. PEEL. I suggest that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] withdraw that part of his amendment fixing the loca- 
tion of these school buildings, so as to permit the amendment of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin to come in. 

The amendment of Mr. LYNCH was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
my amendment. 











I believe that is satisfactory, and I withdraw | 


TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, this amendment raises a very 
important question of Indian policy. The appropriation in this 
bill for the purpose of erecting new school buildings is only $100,- 
000. 

The object of this amendment is to require thatall new school 
buildings erected under this appropriation shall be built upon the 
reservation itself, or as near the boundary lines as may be prac- 
ticable. 

Mr. Chairman, it has long been a disputed question by the In- 
dian department and throughout the country whether it was ad- 
visable to send these Indian children to a distant school or to 
educate them directly on the reservation, and this amendment 
proposes to establish the policy of educating them on or as near 
to the reservation as possible. 

My attention was called to this condition of things twice dur- 
ing the last year, and [ have thought of the matter a great deal 
since then. Last September four Indian boys were taken from 
the Shawano Reservation, in Wisconsin, and sent to the Carlisle 
school, I believe. They ran away in October, tramped all the 
way back to Wisconsin, and when within 4 miles of home one of 
the little fellows becoming tired sat down on the railroad track 
and the other three wenton. The first train thatcame over the 
road killed the little fellow. I happened to be there that day, 
and I was on the reservation when his remains were brought 
home. 

I assure you, gentlemen, that the feeling amongst the members 
of that tribe on that occasion was intense, after having had their 
boys taken away and sent East to be educated, when they had a 
good Government school, perhaps the best in the State, right in 
the heart of the reservation itself; I say the feeling amongst the 
members of that tribe when this dead child was brought home 
was a very strong protest against this system which has been in 
operation. And yet, these four boys, from 12 to 18 years of age, 
were taken from their home, notwithstanding the fact that there 
was a good school on the reservation, sent to an Eastern school, 
at Carlisle, at an expense of $20 or $30 or $40 each 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin permit 
a question? 

Mr. LYNCH. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Asa practical matter, how are these chil- 
dren taken from the custody of their parents and carried off to 
these distant schools? 

Mr. LYNCH. It is done by different methods, as I under- 
stand it. Those who do it claim that it is by persuading the 
parents themselves that it is for the very best interests of the 
children. My information is that the parents part very reluc- 
tantly with their children; in some instances voluntarily, how- 
ever, and in some instances questionable means of persuasion on 
the part of those who go to get the children are resorted to. But 
there is a deep-seated prejudice in the minds of the parents 
against parting with their children and sending them off, to be 
practically dead to them so far as the children are concerned. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And is it not a fact that as soon as they can 
break custody these children leave and go home? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes, sir; they do not get on as well asif the 
school was near their home. On the contrary, it is a great mis- 
take, I think, to send them away; and that calls my attention to 
another fact which I wish to present to the committee. I refer 
now to the location of the schools. Where the schools are located 
on the reservations and the children can attend school in day- 
time it is provided that the teacher or person in charge of the 





| school shall give the children attending school a nicely cooked 


and properly served meal, and they return home at night and tell 
their parents, friends, and acquaintances about what they learned 
that day, how the white people act, how they live, and in this 
manner you bring civilization into the very homes of the savages 
themselves by means of their own children. 

You wipe out the prejudice of the parents against the schools; 


| and the children are every day helping to educate and civilize 


their parents, while the parents are all the time anxious that 
the child shall continue his attendance at the schools, and use 
their persuasion to keep them there. This is particularly the 
case in these schools where the children go home every day and 


| remain at night. 


Now, this amendment proposes to change the policy of the 
Government heretofore pursued in that respect. That it would 
be better and more humane to educate the children at home, 
than away from home, can easily be demonstrated. And I wish 


| to call your attention toanother incident with which I am famil- 


iar. In November last, a few days before I came here, there 


were four Indian boys, ranging from 18 to 20 years of age, who 
| had been taken last September from their home in Superior, 
Wis., and sent to an Indian school in Indiana, I forget the name. 
On their way home, at Antigo, where I reside, these boys were 
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arrested as tramps; they had tramped all the way back from 


the school in Indiana towards their own home in Northern Wis- | 


consin. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were on their way back home? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes, sir; they had tramped all the way back. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BUTLER was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. 
LYNCH. 

Mr. LYNCH. Those four boys were arrested as tramps, and 
on learning that I lived in that town, and looking to me, I suppose 
asa guardian, being a member of Congress, they told me a frank, 
straight, and re liable stor y of the way ‘they were used and treated 
in that school; that they could not stand it, left the school in 
Indiana, and were on their way home. Arrangements were 
made by which they rode home. 

Now, it must have cost at least $20, and probably much more, 
to pay the railroad fare of those Indian boys from Superior to the 
school in Indiana; the boys could have been educated much bet- 
terathome. And, further, I may say, Mr. Chairman, that those 
boys were fairly well up in the common-school branches at that 
time, for I questioned them particularly and satisfied myself thes 
they had a reasonably fair idea of the branches commonly pur- 
sued in the day schools, and I was convinced that they oe 
have been better off in a school nearer their own home than to 
have been sent away as they were. 

This is only a small appropriation, and it isa good time to be- 
gin the reform, which I believe it will prove to be. 

The amendment provides that it shall be in the discretion of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or whoever controls these 
buildings, to erect them on the reservation or as near the bound- 
ary line as practicable; for I am informed that there are cases 
where it would be impossible to build on the reservation proper 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. In that connection, if the gentle man 
will permit me now, I would like to offer an ame ndment to his 
amendment. He can see whether it is agreeable to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Arizona? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That this shall not affect schools in course of const) 
tion in any county where a reservation exists, or the construction of schools 
where land has already been purchased as a site. 

Mr. LYNCH. 
cept it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Some lands have been purchased in 
Arizona that are not quite contiguous, as that word might be 
construed to mean, for this very purpose, and the Indians are 
satisfied with the arrangement; and I would not like those schools 
to be affected by such a provision. Therefore I have put in the 
proviso ‘‘in any county where a reservation exists.” 

Mr. LYNCH. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that this is a good 
time to adopt this policy and give it a fair trial at least. The 
amount involved is small, and under the last provision of that 
section it is provided that no boarding school shall be built ata 
greater expense than $15,000 and no ordinary day school at a 
greater expense than $600. 

So that will afford us a good opportunity of building schools 
upon the reservations, and in that way reach all the Indian chil- 
dren instead of certain ones, as has been the policy heretofore. In 
this way we can establish a common-school system on the reser- 
vations, such as we have throughout the country, a system that 
will reach all the Indian children, and, through the children, 
reach the parents. I believe it willdo more to advance their civ- 
ilization than anything else we cando. We should aim to reach 
them all. The benefit to each may be small, but to all it will be 
much. Each generation will support and uphold the former, and 
all will eventually be the better of each. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to say to the committee that I cordially 
indorse ail my friend has said about building schools upon or 
near the reservations. I have been a strong advocate of that 
policy, as many here well know, who have been associated with 
me in this work, ever since [ have been a member of Congress. 
The amendment is perfectly agreeable tome. This amendment 
relates to this $100,000 appropriated for the erection of school- 
houses. It is about the only item in the bill that can be used in 
the next fiscal tad for that nee. It will be observed, when 
we get on to the local schools, that we have made no appropria- 
tions for extra buildings this year; but this $100,000 is to be used 
in the discretion of the Department, for the purpose of such build- 
ings as are found necessary. 

The estimate I think was for $200,000, and I think last year 
gave $150,000; but this year we have cut it down to $100,000, ma 
[ think it ve ry proper that it should bé expended only on schools 
among the Indians, near where the y live. In fact, I do not know 


> amendment. 


Make it read *‘ Indian schools,” and I will! ac- 


éf any Indian school being built in the East within the last | 
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| gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
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five or 
school. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Wisconsin [Mr. 


six years, except in the way of additions to the Carlisle 

Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
LYNCH] to accept the amendment of the 
SMITH | 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jerse y- In order that the 
ment may be understood, I ask that it b 
as amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
be reported by the Clerk. 

The = read as follows: 


amend- 
report d DV the ( lerk 


amendment in its present form will 











Amend by adding: 
Provided rhe all schoolhous erected under this ay priation shall 
be built on reservations, or as near the boundary lines ; icable: Pro 
ided, however, That this ll not affect schools in course of construction in 
any county where a reservation exists or the construction of hools where 


land has been already purchased in such county as a site 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I! 
tleman from Indiana does not press his original amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment has been accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. .The Chair would suggest that there is al- 
ready one proviso attached to this paragraph by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], and that if the second word ** pro- 
vided” were stricken out and the word *‘ but” substituted, per- 
haps the wording would be better. If there be no objection, the 
phraseology will be amended in that regard. 

There was no objection. 


The CHAIRMAN 


inderstand that the gen- 





The question is upon the amendment of 


the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DOAN. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 


the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 








Strike out the following words, after the word ‘ pa 17 n ) 
and 6 One million one hundred and twenty thousand dollar and insert 

one million two hundred and twenty-eight ind ur 

Mr. McMILLIN. Letus have the section read as itnow stands 
so that we will understand the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOR SUPPORT OF SCH‘ 

For support of Indian day trial schools, and for other educa- 
tional purposes not hereinafte for, including pay of draftsman to 
be employed in the office of tl mmissioner of Indian Affairs. $1.000.000 
for the construction and repair of school buildings, $100,000; and for purchase 
of horses, cattle, sheep, and swine for schools #20,000, $5,000 of which shall be 
immediately available: Provided, That the entire cost of any boarding-sct 
building, exclusive of outbuil (s,to be builtfrom the moneys appro] 
ated hereby hall not exces and the entire cost of any day 
building to be so built shall not exceed 8600; inall, $1,120,000: Provid 
not more than #200 shall be expended for ar one pupil: Provided, Th 
schoolhouses erected under this appropriation shall be built on resery 
or as near the boundary line as practicabl but vever that th 
affect schools in course of construction in any inty where a reserva 

riste or th construction of schoo vhere land be n already purchas 
insuch county as a site 

' >» y Tl} lerk wi acai : : 
( HAIRMAN. [he Clerk Will avain report the ame nd- 


ment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. PEEL. I would like to have the amendment avain re- 
ported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. DOAN. Mr. Speaker, it was said the other day by the 
ventleman in charge of the bill that a reduction in poin t of fact 
for educational p urposes had been made to the ext« nt of $108,000. 
The amendment I propose to make is the amount for educational 


purposes as recommended by the Indian ¢ missioner, as [ un- 
derstand it. I offer that amendment in the line specially and 
tr ily of reform. An eminent educator of our own nation said 
vears avo that ‘‘ he would rather pay for the education of a child 
than the ignorance of the man, for one or the other he was com- 


pelled to do.” 


Burke has said that ‘‘education is the chief defense of a na- 
tion,” and Addison, adding a long life of experience, and risi it 
above the storms of human passions, has left to us his wise may 


to be handed down, that ‘* knowledge is indeed that shin 
to virtue truly and efficiently raises one man above anothe 


and we learn from our schoolbooks that ‘* we ourselves must ed- 


icate, or short will be our race, from the cradle to th i 
My understanding of the history of the Indian race for t ist 
fifty years in this Government has been that it has cost this Gov- 
ernment $50,000 for every Indian we have killed n the ne of 
retrenchment and reform, I desire toread what the Commissioner 

Indian Affairs has said on that subject, on pages 63 and 64 of 
his report. Speaking with reference to education, he says: 

The experience of two years has confirmed me in the belief that thi 
mate was moderate, and | see no reason for modifying the opinion then 
pressed as to the desirability of spending the amount of money indicat« 
the table for the accomplishment of this important work I regard 
wise, just, humane, and economical expenditure of the pub fund M 
thus used will accomplish its purpose directly, immediately, a Pp 
nently. A neglect or failure to so expend it will leave this perpk 
tion as a legacy for the next when it ought to be { I 
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tury. Ireiterate my strong cony ee ee ee to make adequate Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does the gentleman know of a single 
pr . CORRE OF SE ENE JOSIE CNS CHESS RSENS SOME | well authentionted ence of. on Indian child leaving any reserva- 
! want to add. in addition to that. that the facts shown bv the tion with the consent of its pa irents? ’ 
- nC - ee a ee 2 ee eee ae at thirty eae: Mr. BROSIUS. I have no personal knowledge upon that sub- 
i in ( nis cr Indicate that there are about thirty thou- | ject. [was never present when any Indian child left its home to 
sand children of the age to attend schoo We have provision nov ro to the East, and therefore I say nothing about that. But we 
for nty thousand alone. If education accomplishes the object | are proceeding pen the assumption that they do leave their 
and purpose as stated by all past experience, it is economy 4nd | homes in a proper way for a p ope r purpose, and in the adminis- 
o to add the amount of money that I have asked ior in MY | tration of the Indian policy of this Government, we ought, as far 
al ament, to th ) end that ¢ t chaldren on the different | as we ean, to exercise the power of the Gove rnment by persuasive, 
reservations should have the benefits oft public schools. [ mean not forceful or violent, means to surround them with eiv- 
The CHAIRMAN. The t Olt gentleman has expired. ilizing influences which will keep them as much as possible on a 
Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, t only objection I have to the 


. ag vai civilized footing. 
an 1dmentotereda by the gentieman from Ohioisthatit increases (Here 


the appropriations in this particular. Inthe bill for this service 


for the last fi year this item was $125,000 for the erection of 


the hammer fell; but, by unanimous consent, Mr. BRo- 


SIUS was permitted to proceed. ] 





. ee - : aos oe ~ Mr. BROSLUS. Mr. Chairman, [I listened to some remarks 
as ee ae ee ees of In a and day Scnoots it | made by the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] the other day 
was $1,000,000, mak ng a total of $1, hi 000. This bill carries | with some degree of regret. I know, from my short acquaint- 
$1,100,000, and the reduction is made in expenalture for sen ance with him, the upright and humane temper of his mind, but 
b lines, and not in tl ms for the support of schools. 





: 5 some observations which he made here the other day (revived 
have appropriated ar nple fer that purpose. I cor- 





“i 1 x “oo now by the question he has just put to me) shook my faith a lit- 
; x ; the o tleman ¢ it ‘Hats a ores es nore 

di zree with g ntl man that lt costs a great deal more | tle in the success of education even in the white race. [Laugh- 
money to fight Indians than it ious to educate them. I had 


| ter.| Itseemed to me that there was a little strain of savage 


eintoa in my rary few davsavoaletterfrom Locratary 9 . ° ° . . ° ? 
printed in my remarks a few days ago a letter from the Secretary | pjood in the gentleman from Arizona, judging from his remarks 


of War on the expens to the Government of the little disturb- upon this question 

anna in — alznta with +} ea i Ww ¢ rear . , « . ‘OR °F . 5 * “ 

ance in South Dakota with tl 7 ux & year or two age It cost in considering what we ought to do for the Indian, we ought 
. — 00 for that little ex +} a s the arose : e . 1 . 

nearly B1 WN ,! KN that itt perimg¢e a beside n tal p not perhaps to overlook our own agency in the production of the 

. nt of loss of wth tothe Tr 3 } , ’ sre- | oty : : » enrlote : * ; 

munouns OF Dose 4 4 "t to the Indians and wi iste men. Thi situation as it now exists, and in the formation of the character 
. am « * ‘ Vv in ‘ or os £ *s no t . rm iy - ; ; ; i ; ; f 

fore [ am cordially in favor of steadily pursuing the modern pol- | which the Indian is charged with possessing. If I could have 


the attention of gentlemen who hold views on this subject with 


icy of civilizing these Indian children, so that as they grow up 
and the old ones die out we will have no more war. I must op- 


ee a ee ee ae a a — which I can not sympathize, | would suggest for their reflection 
pose the increase of this item in this bill from the fact that [b that the white man has much to answer for in the present con- 
Lic we have made ample provision for that part of the Indian | gition of the Indians. They will remember that the French put 
r Mr BROSIUS ie Cheivmen f woul a the tomahawk and scalping knife in the hands of the * braves” 

mse ae a a ae — - ike tO ave the | to slay the English; that the British equipped them with the 
honor of the attention f the chairman of the committee for a | game weapons to redden our soil with our own blood, and that 


moment. [tis obvious to ever yooay that it is an easy thing to 


the colonists themselves were not averse to using the ** red men” 
make & mistake In Lhe apprepr iation of public money; but it is | to cut off their enemies. And from that time down how often 
equally obvious that** ihere is that si satte reth, and y! { increaseth, we have defrauded them, how much we have stolen from them. 
a there that thhoideth more than 1s-meet, but 1t tendeth | pow many treaty obligations we have broken—in our first ‘‘ cen- 
to poverty. 


tury of dishonor,” a our intercourse with them no one but the 


And now, if there is any partof the Indian policy of this Gov- Almighty will ever know. 





ernment that ought to be administered with considerable liberal- But it is easi iy seen in the light of our history that the white 
ty, it is the educational a n of it. iv effect is to bring the | man gave the Indiana sp le — start in the wrong direction: and 
Indian out of barbarism int oe tion by the same meansthat | we ouchtnot isbenesine zed th surprise if, under ext omepeev- 
eyery race on the faceof the th has bee n lift dup. The prob- | ocation, when their food is can, their land contracting, 
lem of human progress i chie ‘fly one of education to civilization. 


{ | and their treaty stipulations broken, that they not only follow, 
and the Indian race is not an exception to the rule. His mind, | but better the instructions of the white man in their own de- 
his manners, and his morals are improved by the same means | fense. Now, sir, it is a good place to start in the discussion of 
that have elevated other races. our indian policy with the proposition that the Indian is a man, 





Now, some efforts were made by the gentleman from Wise and, being a man, is a brother, and ought to be treated as such. 
‘ uplating the establishment of Indian schools on the reser- | The first io that we ought to do with the Indian is to stop 
vations. | want to drop a word of caution just here upon that | cheating him, and the second thing is to protect him: and our 
| of policy. I oes seem to me, and has made a very clear | next duty is to give him some ground, to give him land in sev- 
impression upon my mind, though | may be very easily in error | eralty. ‘And the fourth and most important duty is to educate 
about that the fa you keep the Indian children fromthe | him. Thatis whatI want todo. Our Indian policy to-day stands, 
reservat 1 and from tl * tribal relations the more rapidly we | and ought forever to stand, upon these four legs: first, honest 
can hope to civilize them. The education of the Indian chil- | treatment: second, protection; third, land in severalty, and fourth, 
dren-in schools among civilized people is the longest and most | his education. We took an effective st ‘p toward the perform- 

ae 2. . 


effective step yet taken in the direction of a correct solution of | ane 


i e of the first duty when Grant took the management of the 
the Indian problem. But to send them back to their homes in 


Indian service out of the hands of the politiciar 1s and placed it 


the wild West after they have been put on the way to civilized 


i | under the controlof the Christian denominations of the country. 
if ‘* +} ry + , yt nn . ‘TY +, s} . “3 al . le ] ¢ »* ] e 2 14 
life and give them an opportunity of resuming their tribal rela- Adequate protection will come with a faithful discharge of our 
tions, and to fall into their natural and native habits, is to my | treaty obligations. Under the land-in-severalty system now in 


mind very much like milking a bucket of milk and then allow- 


ing the cow that gave it to kick itover. We must prevent, as 
- ‘ 


vogue the Indian is coming into possession of ground that he can 
call his own—is feeling the sense of ownership, and the stimu- 





far as is practicable, the reversion to type which will ensue to a | lating effect that goes with it. The continuance of this policy 
greater oO ss extent if the young menand womenreturn to their | and its extension as rapidly as possible will bring salutary re- 
former relations after tl ey leave the schools. sults, and, together with the elevating influence of education, 
Mr. STOCKDALI Will the gentleman permit a question? | will bring him ultimately to a satisfactory state of civilization. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Yes, sir. [t constitutes a humane and effective Indian policy, and will pro- 
} STO DALE. Do you think this Government has the | duce results just in proportion to the wisdom and liberality with 


right to a ts of their children and keep them away from | which it is administered. 


them? Therefore I advocate a liberal policy in the establishment and 





BR Yotatall. [have notadvocated the employ- | maintenance of schools for that purpose. I believe, with Gen. 
] f ans to separate children from their pa- | Sherman, that the time has come when the Indian question is 
rents. | ig upon the assumption that parents con- | one of education, humanity, and benevolence, and not one of 
ent that t ( dren shall go to school to be educated, and | war, and thers ae q have objected to transferring the Indian 
t it after they have been educated to some ex- | service to the control of the War Department, and I object also 
t ools of tI Kast, under civilizing influences, the | to the establishm«s = of Indian schools on the reservations, be- 
Gi t o far as it can in the exercise of appro- | cause I think it will be detrimental to the success of our Indian 
Pp that purpose—not violentones provide places policy, tending, as it does, to keep the Indians under barbarizing 
for thes« civilized communities where they can be kept | influences. For thisreason ladvocate sending them away where 
upon the footing of civilized life and kept a way as long a possi- | they can be kept, to some extent at least, on the footing of civil- 
ble and to as great an extent as possible, from their tribal rela- ization. 
tion 


In the appropriation of money for the purpose of Indian schools, 
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as I observed in the outset, it is very easy to make a mistake; and | read. But until you mak 
I do hope—and I express it here not with the expectation of im- | children you will never do ar v 
pressing the minds of members particularly, but I express my | those children in schos 
yersonal hope—that the sentiment of ‘‘ retrenchment and re- Mr. REED. Are thes 1 
orm” that is sweeping like a simoon through the souls of some | character as to meet the gentlema roval? 
of our brethren here to-day will not deter this House from exer- Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Not ent a4 01 cal 
Cising some degree of liberality in the conduct of the educational | not come for years and yea 
part of our Indian policy. If we do that we can wrest from our Mr. REED. So far as they; al 
aan policy the maximum of usefulness while we escape the | a e reasonably with your idea 
maximum of evils growing out of the system. We shall at least Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I ap \ l sch 
gave the nation from being discredited by astingy and parsi- | with which I am acquainted, w] ians a » work 
monious policy in relation to the education of the nation’s wards very day; where it is made a f their educati r 
and we shall also save the country from the reproach of asecond | f! , to raise crops, to learn how ar 
*‘century of dishonor” in relation to our Indian policy. handled—the practical education that they in orde 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, if Indian education | to make their living by labor. That is the b it of the In 
is going to leave the Indian as ignorant of white people and their | dian’s schooling. 
ways as the gentleman from Pennsylvania |[Mr. Brosrvus], in his Mr. REED. Yi a ’ 
long tirade, has shown himself to be of the Indian and his ways, Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ceriainly, I would m a 
I think a good deal of the money spent upon these schools has | mary education: b not f » present ‘ anyt] 
been unwisely expended or entirely thrown away. [Laughter.]| more. What can he do with anything more in the way of edu- 
I have noticed another thing, sir, and that is, fhat the man who | cation? One of the ‘‘« ated” Indians who lately came back 
always thinks he knows most about a thing is the man who is the | to San Carlos was put in care of 1! hooks of there: 
wost ignorant of it, and I say, with all respect to my friend from | and the very first official act of his life was to for s emplo 
ee, that he does not know anything on earth about | cr’s name in order to obtain money. {Laughter.] 
he Indian. [Laughter.] Mr. BROSIUS. You want to know what we will do with tl 
Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes. 
him? Mr. BROSIUS. Will you gi ne time to read ay 
Mr. SMITH of Arizgna. Yes, sir. or two, and I will show yo 
Mr. BROSIUS. I am quite too sensible of my shortcomings Mr. SMITH of Arizona would like to very much, 
in that regard to need to be reminded of it by the gentleman | time has expired. : 
from Arizona, but I trust that out of his abundance he will sup- Mr. BROSIUS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I w ike the floor in 
ply my deficiency. my own right, simply for the purpose of reading for t informa 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I willdoso with great pleasure; and | tion of the gentleman from Arizona and the committee one or 
I suggest to the gentleman that if he had used the same courtesy | two paragraphs bearing upon t particula estion. If I can 
before when he referred to me as “savage,” perhaps the retort | have the honor of my fri ut I there will b 
I have now made would not have come from me atall. But the | no “Indian” inthis. 1 vy read is from 
trouble —— the report, 1 unc and, r 
Mr. BROSIUS. May I say tothe gentleman that there was | ferring toa girl, s 
“no Indian ” in my remarks in connection with the ‘* savage.” With no family 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I know; but the gentleman’slanguage | t#e whole school cou geht a and then 
sounded something like that of the Indians we are trying to | {here she has attained a high 1 ee ae eal ‘ 
educate when he referred to me as being ‘‘savage.” But be that | school papers, and is leader in all social affairs 
as it may, there is no trouble about that matter. The trouble is Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Where did that girl « f 2 
that he has accused me, as I have been frequently accused Mr. BROSIUS. That I can not tell the gentleman. 
(though I have constantly denied the accusation), of being an Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Oh. well. it ve been from on 
enemy to Indian education. I deny thatI have ever said a word | of the educated Indian tribes, with not a drop of Indian blood 
on this floor or elsewhere against Indian education, sensibly | her veins. 
conducted, conducted by men who know something about it, in- Mr. BROSIUS. I only take the fact as Ifindit here. Spea 
stead of by mere theorists who simply prate about education. | ing of a boy, this report says: 
I tell you it is more to the Indian that he should know how to | xe was graduated in 1882, and returned to the V  ieeiidet daiaiied 
shoe a horse than that he should know how to singa song. It is | first good position that appeared vj He 8 er 8 
more to him to know how to plant a row of corn than to learn | lected a beautiful tract of land 10 miles ‘6 _ . _ 
any line in Webster's spelling book. ee ee ee ae 2, hoes “pe and a 
My idea of how Indian education should be conducted is differ- house and family. His success has been t f ‘own hands, and h 
ent from that of some other gentlemen. Because I refuse to | 1s™ost highly commended by all; is honest, enterpri thrifty—a Chi 
agree that the Indian should come East, and learn to sing your | °°" 
songs, go to your schools, attend your churches, and then return Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Is not tl tri spoken o on 
to the Indian country absolutely fit for nothing on earth, unfit of the civilized tribes? Is not that extract a reference to an | 
even for association with those with whom he was raised except | dian tribe, to an Indian of t ivil l tribes inhabiting a part 
by becoming just as degraded as they are. Because I inveigh | of the Indian Territory? 
against this folly, gentlemen get up here and prate about the Mr. BROSIUS. This is an Indian who was educa \ 
‘savagery’ of my position. I am to-day as strongly in favor of | Hampton school. I ha no knowledge whence eit] 
Indian education as any gentleman here—more so than many, | or girl referred to cam 
for Isee the necessity of it more than many who have spoken Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Why, it says in the « 
here on this line. But I say,commence atthe bottom; and I pro- | just read that he retur lL to Wic 1 Agen 
pose to test the sense of the Committee of the Whole on this Now, I do not disa ith the po of taki 
question by offering an amendment, when we reach asuitable part Indians, if you like, away ! 
of the bill, making an appropriation for the education of the In- | ing them here, provided you will keep themhere. Tl 
dians at their homes. as good as we want. We w ye glad to ha tdone. Wewo 
I know that the kind of education I propose is a slow process; | be glad if the Indians could b 3p la att 
but I am trying to get Congress to adopt this slow process, be- | the people of hole country, ad of eft, 3 
cause with the system which has prevailed we have not in ahun- | are now, a festering sore t , the the nation. B 
dred years raised the Indian to whom I have alluded one inch | we can not get s ) ( 





higher than he ever was. You never will elevate the Indian by | educational feature does 1 
education until you bring the sort of education I speak of right | and receive a so-called education, a 
to his door; and, as I have said time and again, let him under- | come more and n a we a 
stand that in the sweat of his brow he must earn his |} 


pread nity in which th 


My process with the present generation would be to start then Mr. BUCHANAN « 
at the plow. I would doas the gentleman from Massachusetts | tribe, the Apach 
{[Mr. LODGE] advocated the other day—and I was glad that he Mr. SMITH of Ariz 
agreed with me on this question—I would disarm the Indians; Mr. BROSIUS. Do you 
I would extinguish in them as far as possible the warlike pro- | difficulties? I don’t mean to ( 
pee: I would place them on reservations; I would putin their | difficulties in the admini ition of 
1ands farming utensils, not spelling books. They should be | thatthere are. It is inseparabl SVS 
taught in the first place how to raise their corn and get it to| system. Butif the Government undertakes to a 


market; and they themselves will in due season want to learn to ' policy it must find some way to o 
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to a certain extent; and you can not discredit the educational 
part of the Indian policy by saying that some Indians educated 
there turn out badly. It is said that among the ghost dancers 
of the hostile Sioux were some who had been pupils at Carlisle. 
That is not surprising. Among the criminals in our jails are 
some who have been students of divinity, aw,and medicine. Call 
the roll at the foot of the gallows, and how many educated men 
willanswer? By that means of estimating our institutions the 
best of them would fall under condemnation. 

[ only read those paragraphs to show the work that these in- 
stitutions are capable of accomplishing, the work that they are 
doing; and if they continue to do it under a liberal policy sus- 
tained by this House, there is no arithmetic that can ever calcu- 
late the benefits to flow from it to the wards of the nation. Hence 
I am in favor of a liberal policy towards these schools. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I have received in the last day or two this letter, which I will 
send up and ask to have read, from Mrs. Cox. I understand 
from my friend [Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania]—— 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope the gentleman from Missouri, be- 
fore proceeding with his remarks, will take a position where we 
can all have the opportunity of hearing him. 

Mr. MANSUR. I thank my friend for the compliment shown 


relating to one of the schools in this bill, have more to say. 

In the last day or twolI had the honor to receive from Mrs. 
Cox, the lady president or chairman of the board of lady man- 
agers of the Lincoln Institution, or school under the charge of 
the Government, I believe in the city of Philadelphia, where 
there have been some four hundred girls educated—Indian girls 
atid as I think that there is so much of wisdom in what she says 
about the education of Indian children in this letter, I ask to 
have it read for the information of the committee, in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

LINCOLN INSTITUTION, INDIAN DEPARTMENT, 
324 SOUTH ELEVENTH STREET, 
Philadelphia, February 21, 1892 

DEAR SIR: Your speech on the Indian appropriation bill, published in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 19th instant, is soin accord with my own knowl- 
edge and experience that I take the liberty of writing to thank you for it. 
Mr.O’NEILLand Mr. MCALEER will tell you what my position is. Wearea vol 
unteer board of men and women who provided a home for soldiers’ orphans 
until they were of age to take care of themselves. Abouteight years and five 
mouths ago we opened this Indian school. The late Hon. Samuel J. Ran- 
dail, knowing our institution and our board of managers well, was always a 
firm friend of the school 

I inclose a printed letter that gives a short account of the work so far done 
Your remarks on page 1374, last paragraph, and first paragraph on page 1375, 


if carried out would soon stop these annual appropriations. If the Italians, | 


Germans, or any other foreign-speaking people were allowed and encouraged 
to settle themselves down in communities and not mix with Americans what 
kind of citizens would they make? Our Indian boys and girls sit side by side 
with whites in school and at their various trades; no race antagonism exists 
between them, as yousay. The Indian does his work as well as the whites. 
Our pupils are invited and associate with many white families of respecta- 
bility. Association is ever stronger than book education; sandwich the In- 
dian, as you suggest, with the whites and the question will soon settle itself. 
It is for this reason I advocate the Eastern schools if the pupils are permitted 
to remain East 

Our children are beginning to realize that this is the best, wisest way for 
em. They want to take the money they earn and visit their friends occa 
sionally during vacation, which is natural. We have some half dozen who 
have done so now. They are working to get positions, so that they may be 
able to have homes of their own here in the East. One has already done so; 
others will soon follow. None of them are old enough that are in the school 


+) 


at present, but we intend to push them on, as fast as possible, to attain this 
end. Some are dressmakers, milliners, printers, booksellers, tinsmiths, boot- 
makers, et A)l employed by respectable white P ople outside the school, 


and thus they are inspired by the example of the whites, to aim to be inde- 
pendent and have homes of their own 
fam, very respectfully, yours, 
MARY McHENRY COX. 
n. CHARLES HY MANSUR 
Mr. MANSUR. In only one respect, Mr. Chairman, does this 
lady seem to differ from the line of remarks in which I indulged 


for one purpose, and that is to keep the children, when educated, 
away from the influence of the tribes at home. Now, those of 
you who paid attention to my remarks the other day will know 
that I took no ground whatever against Indian education, nor 


perior school or ultimate high school, in the line of Indian edu- 
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sorption, by contact, of the talk, the mode of dress, the way of 
eating, and the manners of the white children; it is that which 
tends to break down the inherited prejudices and superstitions 
of his adult Indian parents. Ido not know of a single instance 
where an Indian adult has ever been changed, unless by force, 
from his doctrine of war and the chase to that of an honest living 
by digging in the soil. I take it we must bear with the adult 
Indian during his age and generation, and we must do it for two 
reasons and upon two grounds: one, that of humanity, to treat 
him as a man and brother, and the other that itis cheaper for us 
to support him in that way than it is to fight him. We must 
begin with the children of a whole tribe and educate them all 
the way through; and not only one tribe but all the tribes, as 
rapidly as possible, and must bring our civilization into contact 
with the Indian at his own home. 

| know of my own knowledge that in these schools where the 


| . . . . . 
children of the white people upon the reservation mingle with 


the Indian children, where they go to the same school and sit 


| and study alongside the Indian children, the result is invari- 
| ably good. They have no race prejudices, as I have heretofore 


stated. The Indian child sees that it is not imposed upon and is 
not separated from its parents for a purpose, that white children 
are not also separated from their parents, and this system is suc- 


| cessful to a degree in my opinion that can not be attained when 
me, but I am not taking the floor for the purpose of making a | 
speech. I shall, however, when we reach a particular section | 


the children are taken away hundreds or thousands of milesfrom 
their homes and educated separately as Indians. Now, these 


| primary schools, as my friend, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 





cation. I did take ground in favor of home schools all along the | 


line, and I took ground also in favor, wherever it was possible, of 
au mixed school, for the bringing of Indian children in direct con- 
tact with white children; because I am convinced in my own 


mind, and I know it is the idea all through the West, along the 


border everywhere, that the Indian will gain more real know]- 
edge by absorption, as it were, through immediate dealing and 
contact with the whites, than he can gain by segregating them 


in a body and putting a teacher over them as a drill-master. 
In other words. ifthe Indian child be in contact with two, three. 
four, or five white children, he is all the time in process of ab- 


| 
} 


REED] styles them, is where the great body of the Indians must 
receive the most of their education. 

The brighter boys and girls, those whom the Government can 
best afford to further educate, or whom the parents, as they ac- 
cumulate some property, may be able to assist in educating, it 
will be well to pick out and send to our training schools, where 
they can receive an advanced education to an extent that is im- 


| possible to give them in the small primary school at home. 


Nevertheless this small primary school performs a function that 
can not be performed by any other school, or any other line of 
education; and it ought to be the policy of the Government to 
extend these little primary schools at home to the utmost ex- 
tent, that the conditionof our finances on the one hand and phi- 
lanthropy on the other will permit. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Missouri will permit 
36 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr.REED. The gentleman thinks that a larger amountshould 
be given for the support of the Indian day and industrial schools, 
does he not? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir; I would extend the home school as 
far as it is possible. 

Mr. O’NEILLof Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, Iam very glad 
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] has had read 
the letter written to him by Mrs. Mary.McHenry Cox. My name 
having been mentioned in this letter, as well as the name of my 
colleague from the Third district of Pennsylvania[Mr.MCALEER], 
I feel it proper to say something at this time about the Lincoln 
Institute; not with reference to an appropriation for educating 
the children there, but with reference to the work of the presi- 
dent or directress of the institution and her associates. Mrs. 
Mary McHenry Cox is a lady of education, of great energy, and 
one who has a reason for all that she does. 

Whatever she has written in that letter, to which the House 
has listened, comes from one who knows of what she speaks. 
It comes from a lady who has had large experience in the man- 
agement of children and whose skillin the education of girls has 
been demonstrated by her great suecess. I only wish that two 
years ago, when my friend from Missouri{[Mr. MANSUR] and my 
friend from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] visited Philadelphia, 


| and when we enjoyed so much their company, they had taken 
the other day. She seems in her letter to favor Eastern schools | 


occasion to observe personally the operations of this school, 
which is not very far from where they were entertained. I have 
risen merely to testify my knowledge of this excellent lady, who 
feels a patriotic interest in her work, and who has written in the 


| hope of impressing her views upon the House, as I hope she may. 
did I take any ground against a training school as a kind of su- | 


Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I trust that nothing I may have 
said in my remarks awhile ago will be construed as opposing 
Eastern schools. Those schools have done much good in the 
past, and no doubt will continue to do much good in the future. 
But they only reach one Indian out of every eighty, ninety, or 
one hundred; whereas the local schools we propose to establish by 
this amendment, conducted on the theory of our common schools 
will reach from 75 to 90 per cent of the Indian children. And 
now, I ask whether it is better to educate one child out of a hun- 
dred, to let him graduate at either one of your Eastern schools, 
leaving all the rest in ignorance, or whether it is better to es- 
tablish these reservation schools, at which, as I said before, from 
75 to 90 per cent of the mass of the Indian children can attend, 
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«as would be the case in the schools provided for by this amend- | 


ment? 

Mr. BROSIUS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Is itnotafact that the establishment of these 
schools on the reservations would tend to discourage the children 
from going elsewhere; and would not the consequence be, that 
in a few years the Eastern schools would be closed? 

Mr. LYNCH. I think not; andI am glad the gentleman has 
asked me that question. There is need of both systemsof educa- 


tion. The one proposed by this amendment will reach all; the 
other, those capable of and desiring further progress. In my 


judgment, the partial education of all isof vastly more benetit 
than the complete education of the few. 

I have two reservations in my district, and Iam familiar with 
their condition. A few years ago the Government undertook to 
educate these people. Years before,several denominations went 
upon the reservations, with the permission of the Government, 
and established their mission schools. The resultis that almost 
all of the rising generation of Indians can read and write. | 
propose to introduce a bill here in a short time giving to one of 
these tribes full citizenship at their own request. The rising 
generation all read and write. These day schools can be built 
throughout the reservations. The children cancome from their 
homes in the morning and return every evening. If we have 
day schools on the reservations, the children can all receive a 
primary education, at least, and after they have attained a cer- 
tain stage of progress and passed certain examinations, they can, 
if thought best, go to Government industrial schools. Then the 
parents and children will be satisfied. 

Mr. BROSIUS. What tribe is that? 

Mr. LYNCH. Itis the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe, and the 
Menomonee tribe, which is allied to it, is fast preparing for citi- 
zenship. They will be ready for citizenship in two or three years. 
They would be now but for a question of property. They have 
been educated at home. Anymanwhorides through that Stock- 
bridge Reservation and sees those people, and their nice frame 
houses, their improved farms, straight fences, orchards, and 
nice stock, would acknowledge the benefits of local education 
among them. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I will state 
that I can see no objection to having the schools in a locality of 
that kind, where the Indians are civilized: but there are a good 
many Indians who are not so elevated in their condition. They 
are savages, and my fear is that to allow them to have their edu- 
cation with savage environments would not be a success. 

Mr. LYNCH. Local education is a success to a certain extent 
everywhere. If youshould go through that Stockbridge Agency, 
at Shawano, Wis., you would conclude that it might be as great 
a success elsewhere. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Were not those Indians savages? 

Mr. LYNCH. Formerly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And have they not been helped by the 
schools? : 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes, sir; but the local schools worked out that 
condition of things in those two tribes. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.BUTLER. Mr. Chairman,a parliamentary inquiry: What 
amendment is under discussion? 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to strike out the last word. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentlernan from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] have five minutes 
more. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LYNCH. In regard to the appropriation in this bill for 
educational purposes for the coming year, I can readily see where 
a misapprehension may arise, but the fact is the Committee on 
Indian Affairs believe that the provision here made for educa- 
tional purposes proper is much larger than was made last year, 
and they believe so for this reason. Last year the appropria- 
tions for educational purposes for the several tribes were made 
in bulk and a good deal of the money was used for buildings and 
repairs, but this year, as gentlemen will see by referring to the 
bill, the amount which can be expended in each case for such 
purposes is limited. Take, for instance, the paragraph on page 
47: be r 

For supportand education of Indian pupilsat Albuquerque, N. Mex., at $175 
per annum for each pupil, and for the erection, repairs of buildings, and pay 
of superintendent, at $1,800 per annum, $47,625: Provided, That not more than 
#6,450 shall be used for erecting, repairing, and furnishing buildings, etc 

So, as to all these appropriations, there is a limit put upon the 
amount that can be used for building or repairing, thus leaving 
all the rest of the money to be used for educational purposes 
proper. Last year, as I have said, the appropriations were in 


bulk and a much larger proportion than this bi 
used for buildings and repairs. For this reason the Committee 
on Indian Affairs believe that the amount provided 
cation proper is more than was carried in the bill of last year. 
The gross amount may not be 1 
it practically larger. 





en larca._ hint theese imitation 
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Mr. REED. The Commissioner inf . that the appro- 
priation here for educational purposes is only a million dollars. 

Mr. LYNCH. Tfhad reference to speciala riations. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I would pending an 
amendment to the amendment of my friend from Pennsylvania, 
making thisamount $1,300,000 i stead of $1,000,000 | do not pro- 
fess to know as much about the Indian as some: in fact, may as 
well admit that I know nothing about him at all. But this bill 
proceeds upon the idea that he is a human being, and as he has 
been described by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSI 
and by other gventlemen who hav addressed the committee, ] 
confess that he seems to me to have very many human charac- 


teristics. [Laughter.] 


One thing that is most apparent in the human race is the de- 
termination that nobody shall get very much ahead of the aver 
aze. No man can be very much more intelligent than the com- 
munity in which he lives; and if you actually wish to advance 
any set of people you can not do it by educating one here and 
there sporadically; you must make all the rest come forward or 
they will not permit some to go ahead. I can readily believe all 
the stories that have been told of educated Indians sinking back 
into the *‘ blanket ” condition after returning home to their say- 
aze tribes, because among Indians just as among white men, 
public opinion, public sentiment, reigns supreme. It is abso- 
lutely essential to keep the human race in order, whether ap- 
plied toa portion of it called ** Indians” or toa portionof it called 
‘white men.” 

Now, then, we have a problem which seems to be obliged to 
take into consideration that peculiarity of human nature. We 
have passéd by the time when the Indians could be left to roam 
over reservations entirely free from interruption by white men. 
The white men are surrounding them, are mingling with them, 
are encroaching upon their reservations and taking possession 
of their lands. The growth of the country, then, necessitates 
and compels a different method of treating the Indian. Wecan 
no longer leave him to himself. He is going to become a partof 
us by absorption; and, in order that he shall become a part of us, 
it is absolutely necessary that the great gulf of ignorance which 
stretches between him and us shall be bridged over, and the 
bridge has got to be wide enough to take in the whole Indian 
race in this country. We can never be unit littl i 
that will bring an occasional individual Indi 

[In other words, we must educate all the Indians, or we had 
better leave off educating a few. 


<i DY little Dridges 





11n contact with us. 


Just as surely as ] iblie senti- 


ment works among white men, just so surely public sentiment 
works among Indians; and a part of that public sentiment is the 


ood old-fashioned human passion, envy. ' We hate to see people 
standing too much above ourselves; we never endure it pa 
tiently. In practical life we neversubmittoit. Weeither erow 
up to the advanced people, or we pull the advanced people dow: 
[In the process of time, I know, we grow up to the highest ad- 
vances; but for the time being what I have stated is a truth « 
history, whether applied to Indians or to white men. 

Now, what ought you to dointhis case? You ought totake a 
the Indians and educate them. Whatare you proposing to do? 


You are proposing to stop in mid career, after every one of 
has admitted the necessity of the work to be done. There are 
at present 30,000 Indian children who ought to be educated 


We are undertaking to ed » 20,000 of them—only two-thir« 











That is sufficient for certain communities which express them- 
selves satisfied; but it it is not enough for the community where 
my friend from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] dwells. He does not want 
to be left alone with the savage Apaches, with uneducated Nava 
jos. He wants you to go forward in your work and take in tl 
other 10,000. You can do it. This country is not only rich 
enough but it is sensible enough to do it. Thus far the work 
has progressed year by year as fast as we could handle it. It 
proposed this year to stop inthe onward ma i La Demo 
cratic brother from Arizona whether he | eves that to be good 
sense. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. ot é od 
to educate the Apache In hat wa: 

Mr. REED. In what way In industrial schools? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not believe it good sense to 1 


to educate him in any other than an industrial school. 


Mr.REED. I believe in the industrial schools for the Apacl 
and the Navajoes. I believe that as to Indians in a certain sta 

you must do as my friend from Arizona has said. Now, :; 
what you need is more money in order to do that, in addition to 





what is be : if you can give the Carlisle scholar and 
the Ham] - ar a community to go back to, a community 
+ ' 


that i educat d, he will play the same part that the 


( gradua in ‘New England country towns. 
He may not be able to get a on p to his level; but if they 
: educated tl il t drag him down to 
( < I ly 
e hammer | 
.NSUR and others asked unanimous consent that M1 
hk Si re « I | 
‘ 4 ‘ ‘ 
LEED Mr. Cha absolutely essential that l 
} } ‘ ( on Just what proportion of 
rs p i 4 ) ) enough to decide Dut I 
( i ta v fur l mistake, On the part oi t 
people of t nation to refuse to go on with this work, and an 
l a volume of work. The superintendent estimates for ar 
exp 1 of $300,000 in addition to $1,000,000, the amount 


last year; and I have not heard a word in 





{ tha pug his judgement or contradicts the ar 
} } ‘ 30,000 [n- 
dians té ‘ ute education. 
i mel nt of $300,- 
OOK of tl dial l 
iw) ‘ \ 4) i 
y ( noran 
| ant 1 s0 iong a 
1 ) erat ( nas a it 
h n school and goes back to his Indian parents; his life with 
t] i has a tendency to eradicate what the school teaches. N 
ertheless, though the residuum may be small it is something: it 
a partof the great progress toward civilization, toward the 
y f the Indian into ournation. We are made up of 
very Giverse races, we are a very diverse people, but the prob- | 
for us forever is to assimilate all these races until we hav: 
from one end of thi ntry to the other a mixed race, but ho- 
‘ D fe ling: a race that has some idea of 
d izatio 1, and of progress. And I trust 
that tl Hi rin the glorious work. {| Applause. | 





nan, ladmit that there is a great deal 
of force in the argument of the gentleman from Maine, but I want 


{ i stice to the Committee on Indian Affairs th at we hav 

manifested no di position whatever to check the great work of | 
Indian education and through it Indian civilization. Onthe con- 
trary we have endeavore to promot it as rapidly as we _ 





p ; ntiment wi naorse. While we owead ity to the caus 


of Indiar iucatl nwe aiso owe a duty to the pe ople wl 10 pay th 
taxe who raise t any ee lucate them; and while we could, 
oO we 8a roper, add to this app ‘opriation bill anot her 


yn and a half of dollars to include the remain- 








of Indian children, the Committee on Indian Affairs 
did not { warranted in taking a leap of that kind all at one 
J 
R D. Willt chairman yield to me for a suggestion? 
P I ( ai 
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PI ( ) that directly 
i 5 appl ) n fe Ind i CU = 
; \\ ave 1 oO! I wchned oO vea ) 
5 , 1 appropt! ition of over $2,000.0 
( now we have neai 
I la W ma provis or 
) »-1 Lt an child: ar l 
( I > 1u, and in pursuan ol 
rate in th work, to ke ) 
( whole number of In 
vision, as I understa 
Oo! in Affairs has not vont 
( iply this: As wa 
VN Mr. LYNCH], the appro- 
I pp Vik b were make in bulk. The J 
\ ply support and civilization, for education of 
ildings for school purposes, repairs 
the question of how much should be used 
{ how h for clothing and feedi: 
1 t I in s, to the Indian Bure: 
t—and I am not saying this in an: 
na t of the Indian Bureau, for I 
can Co ioner is zealous, earnest, and conscien- 
tir or} t having found himself — under that ap- 
p! riat t< i oportion to erect vy buildings and 
ad ) t many nev  puildi ngs were 
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erected, much additional space for pupils was provided, and it 
became necessary in the preparation of this bill to appropriate 
more money than was appropriated last year to support the ad- 
ditional children that were to be provided for in these new build- 


We did not fe 


another appropria 





was proper in view of the fact that 
l would neces arily be passe d within 

ve months, to give not only enough to fill up this largely in- 
creased capacity, care to anticipate the construction of some of 
them. We preferred in making the appropriation this year to 
fill up the increased capacity provided by the last appropriation 
bill, and then work ahead if the system proved a success, as in 


years past, and go further in making increased capacity here- 
after. That was the idea, to go on and on erecting these build- 
ings, and then providing for the additional children until the 


entire thirty thousand children shall be taken into these schools. 

Now, upon analyzing the present bill it w ill be found that snare 
is more money here to be applied to the support of Indian pupil 
and in using the word ** support” I mean ‘leuking. clothing, ‘and 


keeping the children, than there was last year; but not near so 
much for the purpose of adding to the school buildings, “tna huse, 





as | have already said, the capacity was largely extended last year, 
many are still in course of construction and will be ready to meet 
he appropriation carried by this bill. And it is known, sir, that 


=a +} ieee : st } “es t ‘ 
in all these boarding and industrial schools no Indian child can 


be taken in when the schools are full. There must be a vacancy. 
Like all other schools there must be room for the additional pu- 
pils; but they are kept there, boarded and clothed, and made as 
it were part of one great family. We thought it better then to 


5 


estimate the capacity of the school buildings already constructed 
and in course of construction, and defer the question of construct- 
ing new ones until we filled those already provided for. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 
r. PEEL. Certainly. 
Mr. REED. Does this appropriation give enough to provide 
the primary and industrial education which the gentleman from 
Arizona desires for the tribes in his neighborhood? 

Mr. PEEL. It certainly does. It gives money sufficient for 
all such purposes 

REED. But no money to build new school buildings in 

that region? 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir. 

Mr. REED. I have every reason to suppose that it would be 
impossible to go on with the work in regard to these particular 
Indians, and I think it is very important that it should goon. I 


lt a g 
k the appropriation is not sufficient, and that you are omit- 
ting a class that ought to be especially atte nded to at this time 

Ir. PEEL. I take this view of the case: It will not be twelve 
months before Congress wil! be called on to meet another appro- 
priation. We will be called on to appropriate annually, and 
while we think that we have devoted enough money in this bill 
to meet the requirementsof the additional c apacity given by th 
last appropriation bill, we have at the same time devoted alarger 
part of the appropriation to the education of children than for 
the erection of houses, as under the circumstances we thought it 
better to fill those up before providing for further appropriations 
for new buildings. 


The time of Mr. PEEL having expired, by unanimous consent, 





wt 


y extended five minutes. 
Mr. PEEL. Now, there has been agreat dealsaid here about 
» Ka 









the East e Western school systems. I have had some 
<perience a th ends of the line, and [ think I occupy a happy 
edium between two extremes. -h is exaggerated and 
colored as highly ib] t.and both have 
1 r deft W > concerned, and 
s far as the n he Eastern schools 
a extremely c¢ do not believe, an 
r have b lish as much gener- 
a as if the same ¢ ) f labor and the 


mon y Was expel 
the children have 
be more accomplished if the same amount was e 

Mr. HARRIES. That being the country in 
expected to stay and make their homes. 

Mr. PEEL. That is the country in which they are expected t 
sive , al nd I think it better to educate them in that climate and to 
-ultivate that soil. where the y are expe cted to continue to live, 

1 in the extreme Eastern portions of the 
country and then be under the necessity of getting them accus- 
tome 1d to the c! — and manner of cultivation of the soil upon 

which they will have to work when they go home. I believe, as 
far as my knowle dge goes, I was the first to raise this que stion. 
That was in the Forty-ninth Congress, when the Committee on 
Indian Affairs had charge of the first Indian appropriation bill. 

Since that time there has not bes ‘na single additional Indian 
school erected in the East, and there has not been a single addi- 
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tional child sent Kast except to the school at Carlisle. These 
at Hampton has no more children now, and has nota dollar mor 
appropriated to-day than was appropriated in 1889. Neither has 
the Lincoln Institute at Philadelphia. They have been kept in 
statu quo and have not been increased nor decreased. ‘They are 
simply contract schools. The Government does not ownadollar 
of property in connection with them. We simply pay the m 8 
much per capita for the Indian children that they take, and we 
have not allowed them to increase their number. 

But the Carlisle school isa very different one. It is largely 
owned by the Government. The Government has purchased 
some 125 or 130 acres of land, and large amounts of money hav: 
been appropriated to extend the buildings there. Upon invest 
gation I found that the Carlisle school had been so largely found 
and supported by Eastern contributions, and that the Fast 
sentiment had been so liberal in its interest, that I did not fee 
it to be just to attempt to tear it down. As the result of per- 
sonal contributions they have purchased over 150 acres o 
which has been added to the farm at Carlisle, and it is owned 
and held by the trustees. This, with the amount bought by th: 
Government, makes over 300 acres of land utilized in that indus- 
trial school. 

The superintendent agreed, when we gave him the last appro- 
priation to buy this additional farm of 109 acres and to add a dor- 
mitory for the girls, that if we would give him $100,000 outside 
of the amount required for transportation he would carry that 
industrial school up to one thousand pupils. The balance h: 

{ 


rn 


said he would get from contributions, and this woul 
total cost to the Government only $100 per capita. Therefore | 
found that it would be impossible; that that school had such a 
strong hold not only upon the property of the Government but 
upon the large and liberal support of the generous people of th 
East that it would be impolitic to undertake to exchange it; but 
we have a provision upon the bill, which is acceptable to the 
superintendent of that school, to allow nd more children to go to 
the Carlisle school until they have been toschool somewhere else 
for two years. That will do away with the necessity for taking 
the younger pupils, the raw material, from their parents in the 
West and sending them East to educate. 

The great difficulty in educating these children is the neces- 
sity for beginning with them when they are so young. The fa- 
cilities for education have now increased in the West sufficient 
so that that necessity does not any longer exist. The smaller 
schools can be increased until these younger children can re- 
ceive their first steps in education at home, and the Carlisle 
school can be maintained as a higher course, for children who 
have received at least two years of education at the other schools. 
The Lincoln Institute and the Hampton school can of course, 
whenever circumstances will permit, be diminished or abolish: 
entirely. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is the theory upon which the Committe: 
on Indian Affairs have proceeded; and I think that gentlemen 
will find when they investigate this question, that the cause of 
Indian education has not been crippled in the least. 

[ wish to say in connection with this matter thatsince we have 
been considering this bill letters have been showered upon 
as chairman of the committee, by the bushel, as well as 1 
other members of the committee and of the House, and man 
telegrams have been sent saying “ for heaven’s sake do not re- 
duce the appropriations for Indian education.” I hope the writ- 
ers of these letters and telegrams have not expected me to an- 
swer them all, because my duties are such as to make it impos- 
sible. I hope they will take my remarks here as an answer. 


make the 





[ feel very courteous and kind towards them all, but I could 
not sit down and answer these communications: and I have felt 
to some extent that the writers of them were misled. T] im- 
pression has gone abroad that we had curtailed and crippled In- 
dian education in this bill, which is not the fact. 

Mr. LONG. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


Mr. PEEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LONG. I find, in several places in this bill, iner 
appropriations have been made over former bills. 

Mr. PEEL. That is correct. 

Mr. LONG. Has that not been in consequence o 
sity, brought about by the increase of pupils in the schoo! 
mentioned by the gentleman from Maine {Mr. REED] ? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly that has grown out of the fact that t 
capacity of these schools has been increased. There has been a 
decrease in some other items, because a large portion of last 
year’s appropriation was for buildings that are now completed, 
and therefore the necessity for repeating the appropriation does 
not exist. ae 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing tothe amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. HARRIES. 
is long enough. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation reads “ not to 
exceed $167 for each pupil.” Ithink the rule is to pay in propor- 
tion to the time the child has been on the school roll and in at- 
tendance at the school. In these boarding schools the pupils are 
taken in as apart of the family and enrolled, and if they get sick 
they do not go home; they remainand are taken care of. The 
pay that we give does not go tothe parents; it goes to the school 
for the purpose of clothing and feeding and educating the pupils 
while they are in the school. 

My attention was called by my friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
BUCHANAN | to the point that the amendment of my friend from 
Minnesota | Mr. HARRIES]might be construed to mean that an at- 
tendance of three months would entitle them to the whole year’s 
pay: but, as I have said, the pay does not go to the parents; it 
goes to buy the food and supplies for the child, and I do not think 
the amendment will bear that construction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HARRIES]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 9, page 47, after the word “ pupil,” the words “ who has been 
in attendance at school for at least three months in every twelve months.” 


Mr. HARRIES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read 


Why not make it six months?, 
[thinkthatistoolong. I think three months 
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They have acquired considerable skill in farming by means of irrigation, 
are frugal and industrious, but are now in a fair way to become paupers and 
a public burden. They have always maintained friendly relations with the 
whites. In the bloody wars waged by the Apaches they were the faithful 
and efficient allies of the struggling settlers. 

They are good tempered and orderly, not violaters of the law. They are 
kind and helpful in their social and domestic relations. Their women are 
chaste. 

Under existing conditions civilization or destruction are their only alter- 
natives. Unless they can be rendered permanently self-sustaining their 
civilization is impossible and their extinction inevitable. In no other way 
can they be civilized than by giving their rising generation such an education 
and industrial training as will enable them to conform to the requirements 


| of civilized life. 


There are, in round numbers, 4,500 Pima and Maricopa Indians, including 
1,144 youth of schoolage. Lessthan 450 of these children arein school. The 


| remainder, fully 700, are destitute of available school privileges, and are 


growing up in helpless ignorance. 

The Government is under the most sacred obligations to give these worthy 
Indians such immediate protection and assistanve as they require and to 
make adequate provisions for the education and training of all their youth, 

The last Congress did provide for the establishment of the Phoenix Indian 
industrial training school for their — benefit, but the appropriation 
made for permanent improvements will not provide school accommodations 
for one-fourth of these needy children. 

The school was opened temporarily in Phoenix on the 3d of September last 
in the West End hotel, leased for the use of the school until buildings could 
be erected on a permanent school site near the city. 

At the appointed time the Indian parents gladly brought their children to 
the school and it was at once filled. Many who applied for admission were 


| necessarily turned away. 


that part of the paragraph as it would stand with the amend- | 


ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and education of Indian pupils at Albuquerque, N. Mex., at 
#175 per annum for each pupil who has been in attendance at school for at 
least three months in every twelve months, and for the erection, repairs of 
buildings, and pay of superintendent, at $1,800 per annum, $47,625. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I think it 
will be evident to anyone who studies the language, that the con- 
dition imposed for the payment of the $175 per annum for each 
pupil is simply an attendance for three months. The character 
of persons for whom this whole amount is to be drawn is described, 


and if the amendment is adopted in this form an attendance for | 


three months will satisfy the law and justify the payment of the 
whole amount. 

So, I think the object of the gentleman from Minnesota is not 
attained by hisamendment; but, on the contrary, he is traveling 
backward, for, as the provision stands now, without that limitation 
the institution would be paid pro rata for the time the child was 
in attendance. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, it is quite evident that we can not 
do much more this evening. 
in the RECORD, so that gentlemen can examine it, and I move 
that the committee do now rise. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that they had had 
under consideration the Indian appropriation bill, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman 
to withhold that motion for a moment while I make a request. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
pose. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
printed in the RECORD, without the names, the petition which I 
send to the desk, and which I think will throw some light upon 
the subject under consideration. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The petition is as follows: 

Jo the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 
Your petitioners, citizens of Maricopa County, Territory of Arizona, beg 


leave to submit the following memorial to your honorable bodies and respect- 
fully request that it receive your consideration 

The Pima and the Maricopa Indians for ages were the undisputed owners 
and occupants of the Gila and the Salt River valleys, in South Central Ari- 
Zona 

By acts of Congress and Executive orders the chief part of this large area 
was added to the national domain and was thrown open to public settlement. 

The Indians havereceived very little fromthe Government for this ancient 
heritage of untold value 

These Indians have always been self-supporting. For centuries they have 
cultivated the land along the Gila and the Salt Rivers, by means of irriga- 
tion, raising each season, until quite recently, sufficient grain and vegetables 


ipply them with food 


1 and to leave usually a considerable surplus for 


first to appropriate water from these rivers for the pur- 
pose of irrigation, they thereby acquired the first and best right to so much 
water from these irces as they thus utilized 

During the past few years the whites, by means of their extensive and 


sk fully const 


ol Water trom these 


treams to their own use as to leave, during their lowest 
or perished for lack of water 
In consequence of these conditions the Indians have suffered repeatedly 


for want of food 


Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to have | 


or none for the Indians whose crops at such times have suffered | 





The school, though occupying cramped and inconvenient quarters, has al- 
ready accomplished ‘‘surprisingly beneficial results.”’ 

The pupils are strong, healthy,and cleanly. They have happy dispositions 
and are willing, handy workers. Their deportmentis admirable. Properly 
educated and trained they can not fail to make valuable economic factors in 
the valley. 

Last July an excellent school site of 160 acres, all under cultivation and 
most favorably located, 3 miles north of the city, was bought for 89,000, the 
Government paying $6,000 and the citizens of Phoenix contributing $3,000 of 
the — price. 

A large school building is in course of erection, and other improvements 
are being made on the site, which, when completed, will afford very good ac- 
commodations for 125 pupils, 75 boys and 50 girls, and the requisite number 


| of school employés. 


The school will be transferred to its new and permanent quarters about 
the middle of May next. The institution will then be pleasantly and favor- 
ably situated, and will doubtless accomplish highly satisfactory results. 

The prime purpose of the school is to qualify the Indian youth that may 
attend it to conform to the white man’s modes of life. 

The girls will be carefully instructed and trained in all important house- 
hold duties so they may become good housekeepers, qualified to work as 
domestics in the best families of the valley, and to keep their own houses in 
good form when such responsibilities devolve upon them. 

The larger part of the school site will be devoted to the cultivation of fruit— 
oranges, lemons, figs, apricots, raisin grapes, etc. 

This fruit establishment will be utilized mainly for the education and train- 
ing of the pupils, the boys especially, in the science and art of fruit culture, so 


| they may make fruit-growing their special vocation, their means of niaking 


This amendment will be printed | 


[ will withdraw the motion for that pur- | 


a living and of promoting their general welfare. 

These boys have inherited special aptitude for this most important line of 
work. Properly educated and trained, they will certainly make just the sort 
of skilled laborers so much needed in the orchards and vineyards of the Salt 
River Valley. 

Hence, the community in general, and the fruit-growers in particular, are 
deeply interested in the prosperity of the school. They regard it as a most 
important business enteryrise. They believe it will accomplish much good 
for the whites as well as for the Indians, and are therefore its friends and ad- 
vocates. 

In view of the foregoing considerations. and many others that might be 
cited, the undersigned believe that the Government should provide the neces- 
sary means for so enlarging the school plant during the next ensuing fiscal 
year that it will accommodate at least 350 pupils, 200 boys and 150 girls. 

To meet the needs of such a school the following improvements, in addition 
to those already provided for, would be required: 
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Total cost ..._-- 


If all of these buildings were erected during the same season each could be 
so designed and constructed as to adapt it exactly to the purpose for which 
it was intended, and the best possible results would be obtained at the least 
possible cost. 

Then by subsequently erecting two additional buildings, a small boys’ dor- 


| mitory and asmall girls’ dormitory, the plant would afford admirable ac- 


ructed irrigating systems, have diverted such large volumes | 


commodations for from 650 to 700 pupils and the requisite force of school 
employés. And all of the needy Pima and Maricopa Indian youth would 
then be provided with excellent school privileges at a moderate cost to the 
Government 

The undersigned therefore feel more than justified in most respectfully and 
earnestly requesting your honorable bodies, during their current session in 
Congress, to make an appropriation, in addition to the sum required for the 
support of theschool during the fiscal year of 1893, of $75,500, for the purposes 
herein specified. 

Signed by 110 business men of Maricopa County, Arizona 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PAYNE, for three days,on account of important business. 

To Mr. TUCKER, for Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday next, 
on account of important business. 
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To Mr. WOLVERTON, for Monday, and Tuesday next, on ac- 
count of important business. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. MCRAE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have 
reprinted House bill 5892 (in relation to swamp lands) and the re- 
port thereon. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 4 o'clock and 
49 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (H. R. 3389) for the relief of J. Stephen Wilcoxen. (Report 
No. 475.) 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the same committee: A bill 
(H. R. 1083) for the relief of Lester Noble. (Report No. 480. 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. CULBERSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6590) to con- 
fer additional jurisdiction to the United States courts in the In- 
dian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 6591) supplementary and amenda- 
tory to an act entitled ‘An act torefer to the Court of Claims cer- 
tain claims of the Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freed- 
men of the Cherokee Nation, and for other purposes,” approved 
October 1, 1890—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SEERLEY: A bill (H. R. 6592) to provide for the pay- 
ment of one-half the expense of paving streets around the United 
States court-house, post-office, etc., at Keokuk, lowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARVEY: A bill(H. R. 6593) to provide for allotment 
of lands in severalty to the Seneca Indians in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. COBURN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6594) to amend 
section 4766, Title LVII, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLOVER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6595) for raising 
additional revenue for reéstablishing, in the distribution of the 
burdens and benefits of government among the people, a condi- 
tion of equity in its complex relation to the citizens and their pros- 
perity; for creating a fund for the payment of pensions, and for 
setting our army of idle laborers at work on extensive public im- 
provements; for removing thestrongestincentive tocrime among 
the poor and to vice among the rich; for protecting the Ameri- 
can from the influx of undue alien competition, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6597) to 
increase the efficiency of the Inspector-General’s Department, 
and to provide for the more thorough examination of accounts 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 6598) to regulate the practice 
in suits against public officers and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6599) supplemental 
to the act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are in- 
capacitated for the performance of manual labor, ete., approved 
June 27, 1890—to the-Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 6600) granting pensions to the sol- 
diers of the Black Hawk war, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 6601) for the protection of the in- 
nocent users of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6602) providing for 
the adjustment and payment of claims due to citizens of the United 
States residing in the insurrectionary States—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6603) to extend the provisions of the United 
States pension laws to a designated class of citizens residing in 
the insurrectionary States during the war of the rebellion—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 6604) to provide for the per- 
manent preservation and custody of the records of the volunteer 
armies, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. , 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 6640) to prevent trusts, monop- 
olies, and combinations in trade—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Proposed substitute for resolution relating 
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to appropriations for public buildings, submitted February 26 


and referred to Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: A resolution to examine and 
investigate the manner in which moneys are expended in the 
improvement of rivers and harbors—to the Committee on Riv- 


ers and Harbors. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following ti- 
tles were presented and referred as indicated: 

3y Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 6605) to correct the records 
of the military service of Ernest Ulric! to the Committee on 
\Ti 


Military Affairs. 


By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 6606) for the relief of John 


M. Querry, corporal, Company L, Fifth Pennsylvania Cavalry 
Volunteers, for certificate of honorable service—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6607) for the relief of Thomas B. Reed—to 


the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 6608) to increase the pen- 


Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sion of Frederick A. Beckel—to the 


s510NS. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 6609) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Hollis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6610) granting a pension to Silas Jordan—t 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6611) granting a pension to Nancy Booth 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 6612) to remove the charge of 
des+rtion from the military record of Edward Weedeburg—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6613) to remove charge of desertion against 
James C. Bryan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Li 


O 


Also, a bill (H. R, 6614) to remove charge of desertion against 
Charles Granderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUSEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6615) for relief of 
Noah R. Yeargin, second lieutenant, company H, Fourth Indiana 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6616) to authorize the Com- 
missioner of Patents to hear and determine the application of 
Carl Herold for an extension of letters patent—to the Committ 
on Patents. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 6617) for the relief of 
Charles Atkinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6618) for the relief of the owners and occu- 
pants of Camp Tyler, in Cook County, Illinois—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 6619) for the relief of Mrs. 
Cinna Rieards, widow of John D. Ricards 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6620) for the relief of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 6621) for the relief of John 
F. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6622) for the relief 
of William W. Carson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LESTER of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 6 
pension to Sarah Spalding MeIntos! 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 6624) granting a pension 
to Cyrus Wyland, late a private in Company B, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


iy Mr. ODONNELL: A bill (H. R. 6625 





eA 


to the Committee on 


] 


John T. Reynolds—to 


123) granting a 
.and Hester Cook MeIntosh 


granting a pension 


to Naney Kk. Parks—to the Committee on Invalid Per sion 

By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 6626) to pension Hannah M. 
Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6627) to pension Jacob Y« ng to the Co 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 6628) granting a p 
Mary Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 6629) for the relief of Ca es 
G. Walker and company, Carroll County Enrolled Militia » the 
Committee on Military Affairs. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6630) forthe relief of Capt. E. H. Bertram and 
company, of Benton County (Ar! Militia—to the Committe 


Military Affairs. 
By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 6631) for the relief of 
modore Oscar C. Badger, United States Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. SNOW: A bill (H. R. 6632) granting inex ( 
sion to Thomas M. Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid P: 
sions. 


By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 6633) t tore to tl 
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it Of a cOMmmission to 


the Select Commit- 


f Darke County, Ohio, 


Committee on Agri- 


me place, asking the passage 


i 


AT 


H 


to the Committee on 


FEBRUARY 27, 


By Mr. HALLOWELL: Petition of Middleton Grange, No. 








684. of Pei nsyivania, for the enactment of a law for the encour- 
agement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition by the same body, for the enactment of a law to 
prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 

ture 

\lso, petitio ame body, for the immediate passage of 
House bill 395, defining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to th 
( } Lute ( Wi: nad M ins 

\lso, petition by the same body, for the enactment of a law 

onipiti contracts for discrediting cal-tends currency to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of 18 c f Cedar Rapids, 
Linn County, Iowa, for an Indian indus ol in Iowa, to 
accompany House bill 5071: of 36 ci + same place, for 

» Same purpose: of 76 citizens place and for th 
S purpose; of 54 « ns of the same place and for the same 
purpose, all to accompany the same bill—to the Committee on 





iSO, pel tion of W. H. Nietiedt and others, for free deli 


aU iver’ 

of mails in al districts—to t Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roa 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of the Southern Lumber Manufac- 

turers’ Association, against putting lumber on the free list—to 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. HOAR: Petitions for the passage of House bill 291, for 
payment of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

\lso, petition of Charles F. Fitz and others, of Watertown, 

lass., to provide courts and laws for Indian reservations—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of John F. Williams, for aspecial 





i 
1 
4 


act for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Paper to accompany a bill 
or the relief of Sarah Goshon—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, papers in the claimof Mayer Levy, of Mississippi, of Rob- 
rt Watt, of Claiborne, and of Jackson Warren, of t 
the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Lock 
Haven, Clinton County, Pa., asking thatthe World’s Columbi 


fUEXposition be Kept 


Madison—to 








open on Sundays—to the Select Commi 


OS1tlon. 


on the Columbian EF 
, 





By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Petition of 
i7, praying for the election of Senators by the people—to the Se- 
lect Committee on the Election of President and Vice-President, 
and Representatives in Ci 


By Mr. KETCHAM: Remonstrance of D. C. Foster and 73 
2 : 


District Assembly, No. 








} 
others, of Poughkee psie, N. Y., against the removal of the Utes 

mi 1eir pri sent home in Colorado—to t Committee on India 
Affair 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of the Sons of Temperance, of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, and the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, o Brockport, Pa., ag Op ing of the 
World’s Fair on Sunday, the sale of li ithin the exhibi- 
tion, and the display of the nude inart—to the Select Committee 

1 the Columbian Exposition. 

\lso, petition of 67 cit ns ¢ k County, Pa., for the sam« 
purpos » the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, pet n of the First Congregational Church, of th 
Young People’s Soci hristi f the same church, 





Sunday school of 





‘ the Methodist Episcopal C 











1e same church, of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of 
e Woman’s Missionary Society, of the Congregational Church, 
1 Evangelical L t 1eran Cl reh, of th Order of United 
American Mechanics, of th K. O. P. M.. and of the Swedish 
Congregational ¢ ! pur- 
DOs to the Select‘ n. 
Also, petition of 25 am 
} pose; a petit and 
Sunda’ school and t nio 
of Benzette, Elk Co elec 


Committee on the Col 
By Mr. McKAIG: 
; art ¢ 


Uy ited States v 


thi 
Was 








Claims. 

By Mr. MALLORY: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Tam- 
pa, Fla., protesting against the discontinuance of the fast mail 
service between New York and Tampa, and praying the passage 
of a bill or joint resolution requiring the same to be continued 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition signed by the harbor master and vessel owners of 
Mobile, Ala., and Pensacola, Fla., for the transfer of the reve- 
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nue cutter service to the naval establishment—to the Committee | 210, of Brazos County, Tex., pri { pass f the H 

on Naval Affairs. antioption bill—to the Committee « 
By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of Bartley Mullen, to be relieved | By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of s " 

of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | constitutional amendment and 1 a} riations—t 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: Paper to accompany a bill for the relief tee on the Judiciary 


) 
of James McCauly—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. TILLMAN: Petit : mb 



























By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Farragut Post, Grand Army | facturers’ Association, against puttir ( t—to 
of the Republic, Battle Creek, Mich., against the bill providing | the Committee on Ways and Mean 
for the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, By Mr. WHITING: Petitionof C. H.§' ac 
Weichts, and Measures. ter, Mich., and 24 others, aski or al: 
By Mr. O’FERRALL: Papers to accompany the bill for the re- itures—to the Committee on Agricult . 
lief of Zeph Turner—to the Committee on War Claims. By Mr. WILSON of M Statement bid 
By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: Petition in favor of m: company House bill 5027, i atter o aim « C.4 
taining a right of way to the Arcadia, Gulf Coast and Lakel: and of Thomas W. Colli of H ( ty ( 
Railroad through the Government reservation and Gaspa 1 | War Claims. 
Island, on the west coast of Florida—to the Committee on Inter- By Mr. WIS! Protest « KX a ¢ i i { 
state and Foreign Commerce. a aca 
By Mr. O’NELLL of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the executiv: t to the Committee o 
committee of the Temperance Association of Friends of Philad 
phia Yearly Meeting,respectfully and earnestly protesting against | 
the passage of any law curtailing the prohibitory limits which ares 
are now drawn around the Soldiers’ Home in Washington, D. SENATI 
C.—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffi MONDAY. Februar / 
Also, resolutions of the Universal Peace Union, protesting | 
against the removal of the Southern Utes and asking to have a Pray: y the Chaplain, R he . D 
ime fixed for a hearing—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The yurnal of the 5 a 
‘Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Hon. John Churchill and others, | proved. 
avor of an amendment, Article XVI, to the Constitution o ( 
Inited States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; iaciemme idiot — ‘ s 
Also, petition of A. S. Page and oth« rs, of Oswego. N. Y.. for spies Vic - - a — eo ge 
the same purpose—to the Committee on the Judiciary. “ : o a wa . - ox eae 9 
\lso, petition of citizens of Mexico, Oswego County, N. Y., for ae { > file ; 
free delivery of mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and ———— oe 
Post-Roads. XI rivi IMUN ri 
Also, petition of citizens of Hannibal, for the same purpose—to The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Sena 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. from the Secretary of the Ir yr, trar t y 
Also, petition asking extension of the free delivery of mails to a resolution of January 15, 1891, certain informati relat 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. to sett s within the limits of the Yellowstone National Par} 
By Mr. PEARSON: Petition of the officers and members of | which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to ( 
the United Presbyterian Congregation of Belmont County, Ohio, | mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
: praying that such action be taken as shall insure the closing of | seiaidiaaiea a iain aa eal , i aa 
: all parts of the World’s Fair on the Lord’s Day—to the Select Ri CF Se AS eee oe 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follo 
By Mr. SCULL: Petition of Hiland Grange, No. 879, of Penn- | Concurrent resolution of the House of Representat 
sylvania, favoring legislation for the encouragement of silk cul- | 45 referred to the Committee on Printing: 
ture—to the Committee on Agriculture. lved by the House of Representatives (the Senate co ri 
(lso, petition by the same body, favoring legislation for th« ; aie ; Stateor V te ai 
couragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agricul be the Senate a 1) ies I 
Also, petition by the same body, for the passage of a law to | Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he I 
prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agr ae ae eee oe, Reena onan _ 
culture. \t Of the quota to the House of Representat the P P 
\lso, petition by the same body, favoring legislation for fr: part 50 wi he sha ¢ 
delivery of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Offic ' 
Post-Roax s. f ) 
\lso, petition of the same body, favoring a law prohibit The H. R. 4288 
co ‘acts discrediting legal-tender currency to the « ommi , o : ‘ 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. ; “¢ 
\lso, petition by the same body, in favor of a law prohibitin { ( 
the adulteration of food—to the Committee on Agricultur 
; \lso, three petitions containing respectively 23, 47, : i : 
; names, allof Somerset County, Pa., in favor of amending the law onal 
relating to immigration, naturalization, and citizenship, et . ws H. 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalizati 
Also, petition of Vale Grange, No. 934, of the State of Pe ha 
vania,in favor of a law prohfbiting the adulteration of food prod i f Tk 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. . 
Also, petition by the same body, in favor of the pass: ( 
House b 305, defining lard and imposing a tax th ( 
< Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petitio 1of the same body, in favor of legislation for ( 
Co é oO K « é to th Co} tte on Ao 
Also, pe ion by t same body, in favor of legislation for 1 1) ot ¢ 
encouragement of silk-culture—to the Committee on A sul- 
; ture. ry 
j \lso, petition by the same body, for th assage of a - CE-PRES N 
¢ prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee « \ ( ( 
3 culture. ( 5 
5 Also, petition by the same body, asking legislation for fr ferred to the Comm it () ; 
a livery of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and ir. CULLOM pre { a petit rd G 
; Post-Roads. ; . 517, Patrons of H ind l L of J 
b Also, petition by the same body, favoring a law prohibiti: Grange, No. 1530, P of Husbans ois 
4 contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Committe: le passage ¢ I defini u sing at 
j on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 7 which were ordered to lie on the tab 
Bs By Mr. SEERLEY: Petition for the passage of the Conger lard He also } nted a petition of Stanford Grange, No 
bill, by citizens of Hunn, lowa—to the Committee on Agriculture. | Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois, and a p tition of R 
; By Mr. STEWART of Texas: Petition of Henry Grange, No. | Grange, No. 1530, Patrons of Husbandry, of O 
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the passage of the bill to prevent the adulteration of food and 
drugs; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He. also presented a petition of Rubicon Grange, No. 1530, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the passage of the 


bill to prevent gambling in farm products; which was ordered to | 


lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Hamilton County, 
Ill.; a petition of Rubicon Grange, No. 1530, Patrons of Husban- 
dry, of Illinois, and a petition of Stanford Grange, No. 517, Pa- 


trons of Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the free delivery of | 


mails in rural districts; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petitionof David Brown and other citi- 
zens of Aledo, Ill., praying for the prohibition of the sale of 


i 





liquors in, and the closing on the Sabbath of, the World’s Fair; | 


which was referred to the Select Committee on the Quadro-Cen- 
tennial (Select). 
He also presented the petition of R. N. Moffatt and other citi- 


zens of Winnebago County, Ill., praying for the passage of the | 


Butterworth antioption bill; which was referred to the Commit- | 


tee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of the Milwaukee ( Wis.) 
Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of the 


praying for an amendment to the Constitution respecting the es- 
tablishment of religion by any State, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Lumber Manufacturers’ 
Association of Ohio, remonstrating against lumber being ad- 
mitted duty free into the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Cincinnati (Ohio) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, remonstrating against the free coinage of sil- 
ver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the United Presbyterian Con- 
gregation of Belmont, Ohio, and a petition of 20 citizens of Mus- 
kingum County, Ohio, praying for the enactmentof a law closing 


| the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which were re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

He also presented the petition of Buckeye Assembly, No. 2444, 
Knights of Labor, of Ohio, praying for the reénactment of the 
Chinese restriction laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Buckeye Assembly, No. 
2444, Knights of Labor, of Ohio, praying for the adoption of an 


| amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 


antioption bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- | 


diciary. 
He also presented a petition of the practicing attorneys of the 


city of Superior, Douglas County, Wis., praying for the passage | 


of the bill now before Congress establishing a tenure of United 

States circuit courts for the western district of Wisconsin at Su- 

perior; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. DAWES presented resolutions of the Legislature of Massa- 


chusetts: which were referred to the Committee on Fisheries, and 


ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1892. 
Resolutions relating to the fisheries of Massachusetts. 


Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of Massachusetts, 
in General Court assembled, respectfully call the attention of the Congress of 
the United States to the fact that the menhaden, mackerel, and other fisher- 
ies along the seacoast and shore of Massachusetts are of great importance 
and value to her people; that the Commonwealth has made large expendi- 
tures for the protection and preservation thereof, and that any interference 
with the rights of the people of Massachusetts therein, as now established by 
‘the Supreme Court of the United States, would be of great damage and in- 


jury tothem. And therefore they respectfully memorialize Congress to re- | 


frain from abrogating or interfering with the interests in and control over 
said fisheries now held and exercised by the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setts, and especially to refrain from enacting such legislation as is embodied 
in bill No. 5030, now pending in the House of Representatives of the United 
States. 

Resolved, That the governor ofthe Commonwealth of Massachusetts be au- 
therized and requested to appoint two or more suitable persons, who shall ap- 
Ss the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries of the House of 

tepresentatives of the United States at the hearing upon said bill, to state 
the position of Massachusetts upon the subject, and to oppose said bill as 
being injurious to her interests and to the welfare of her people; and further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to each of the 
Senators and Representatives of Massachusetts in Congress, and that they 





are hereby requested to protect by all proper means the rights and interests | 


of Massachusetts in the premises. 
SENATE, February 16, 1892. 
Adopted: Sent down for concurrence. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 25, 1892. 
Adopted: In concurrence 
EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 
A true copy. Attest 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


Mr. DAWES presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of | 


the clergymen of Denver, Colo., favoring Indian education and 
civilization and remonstrating against any measure tending to 
interfere with the same, and also remonstrating against the re- 
moval of the Southern Utes from Colorado; which were referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Connecticut Indian As- 


sociation, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill for | 


the removal of the Southern Utes from Colorado; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
He also presented a petition of the president, dean, and faculty 


of Princeton College, New Jersey, prayjng that no reduction be | 


made at this time in the sums appropriated for maintenance of 
-the Indian service, especially Indian education; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the faculty and students of 
Wellesley College, Massachusetts, deprecating the decrease of 
appropriations for Indian education; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of the Buckeye As- | 


sembly, No. 2444, Knights of Labor, of Ohio, praying for the 
further restriction of foreign immigration; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented the petition of 47 citizens of Fostoria, Ohio, 


United States Senators by popular vote; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of the Farmers’ Institute Soci- 
ety of Greene County, Ohio, praying for the passage of the anti- 
option bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Parkman Grange, No. 305, 
Patrons of Husbandry,of Maine; a petition of White Oak Grange, 
No. 182, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; a petition of Merry 
Meeting Grange, No. 258, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; a pe- 
tition of Skowhegan Grange, No. 208, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Maine; a petition of New Sharon Grange, No. 238, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Maine, and a petition of Progressive Grange, No. 
38, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of 
the bill defining lard and imposing a tax thereon; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petitionof Merry Meeting Grange, No. 258, 

-atronsof Husbandry, of Maine; a petition of White Oak Grange, 
No. 182, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; a petition of Parkman 
Grange, No. 305, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; a petition of 
New Sharon Grange, No. 238, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; 
a petition of Progressive Grange, No. 38, Patronsof Husbandry, 
of Maine, and a petition of Skowhegan Grange, No. 208, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of a bill to pre- 
vent gambling in farm products; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Skowhegan Grange, No. 208, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; apetition of New Sharon Grange, 
No. 238, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; a petition of Merry 
Meeting Grange, No. 258, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; a pe- 
tition of White Oak Grange, No. 182, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Maine, anda petition of Progressive Grange, No. 38, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the passage of legislation for 
the encouragement of silk culture; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Progressive Grange, No. 38, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; a petition of Merry Meeting 
Grange, No. 258, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; a petition of 
Parkman Grange, No, 305, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine; a 
petition of New Sharon Grange, No. 238, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Maine; a petition of Skowhegan Grange, No. 208, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Maine, and a petition of White Oak Grange, No. 
182, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the free deliv 
ery of mails in rural districts; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of White Oak Grange, No. 182, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, and a petition of New Sharon 
Grange, No. 238, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine, praying for the 
passage of legislation making certain issues of money full legal 
tender in payment of all debts; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the city council of Ouray, 
Colo., and a petition of the city council of Denver, Colo., praying 
for the cession of the arid lands to the various States and Ter- 
ritories; which were referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented a petition of Loch Lomond Grange, No. 76, 

*atrons of Husbandry, of Colorado, praying for the free delivery 
of mails in country districts; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of Loch Lomond Grange, No. 76, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado, praying for the passage of 
legislation prohibiting the adulteration of food and drugs; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Loch Lomond Grange, No. 76, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado, praying for the passage of & 
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law to prohibit dealing in options; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Loch Lomond Grange, No. 76, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado, praying for the passage of | 
House bill 395, defining lard and imposing a tax thereon; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Loch Lomond Grange, No. 76, | 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado, praying for the passage of | 
legislation for the encouragement of silk-culture; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Loch Lomond Grange, No. 76, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado, praying for the passage of a 
bill making certain issues of money full legal tender in payment | 
of all debts; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of D. W. Collins and other | 
citizens, of Klickitat County, Wash., praying for the passage of | 
what is known as the antioption bill; which was referred to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of the Manufacturers | 
and Consumers’ Association of Nebraska, officially signed, repre- 
senting 168 members, employing 7,000 men, remonstrating against 
the passage of a free binder-twine bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Chancellor Canfield and 28 | 
other members of the faculty of the Nebraska State University | 
at Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the removal of the Ute 
Indians from Colorado, and urging increased appropriations for 
Indian education as the cheapest, most honest, and humane solu- 
tion of the Indian problem; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Southern Lumber Manu- 
facturers’ Association of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against 
the proposed legislation for placing lumber on the free list, and 
urging Congress to take immediate action to complete the Gulf 
coast harbor improvements, so that outlets to foreign markets 
may be afforded the growing lumber industry of the South; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Baptist Sunday 
School of Greenville, N. H., and a petition of the Congregational 
Church of Farmington, N. H., praying for the ratification of the | 
so-called Brussels treaty; which were ordered to lie on the table. | 

He also presented the petition of Friendship Grange, No. 110, | 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New Hampshire, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law to prevent the adulteration of foods and drugs: | 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Friendship Grange, No. 110, 

-*atrons of Husbandry, of New Hampshire, praying for the pas- | 
sage of a law defining lard and imposing a tax thereon; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Friendship Grange, No. 110, | 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New Hampshire, praying for the pas- | 
sage of legislation prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender 
currency; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Friendship Grange, No. 110, | 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New Hampshire, praying for the free 
delivery of mails in rural districts; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Friendship Grange, No. 110, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New Hampshire, praying for the pas- | 
sage of alaw to prevent gambling in farm products, otherwise | 
known as dealing in options and futures; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Friendship Grange, No. 110, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New Hampshire, praying for legisla- 
tion to encourage silk culture; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE presented a memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the pas- | 
sage of Senate bills 1757 and 1268 and House bill 2699, relative 
to dealing in options and futures; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Gogebic County, Mich., praying that a port of entry and delivery 
be established at the city of Ashland, in the State of Wisconsin: 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of J. W. Ripley and | 
other citizens of Vermont, and the petition of R. Henry Fergu- 
son and other citizens of Vermont, praying for the passage of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting 
any legislation respecting an establishment of religion or an ap- 
propriation of money for any sectarian purpose; which were re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a memorial of the commission to man- 
age the Yosemite Valley and Mariposa Big Tree Grove, in answer 


to certain statements of the honorable Secretary of the Interior | 


contained in a special communication to Congress and in his an- 
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nual report of December, 1891, in regard to the management of 
the Yosemite Valley reservation. No particular action appears 
to be called for by the commissioners, but they think that the 
statements made in regard to the way in which the reservation 
was managed by the State authorities were made without suffi- 


| cient information. The memorial is brief, and I ask that it may 


be printed as a document, and, with the printed document en- 
titled ‘‘The Biennial Report of the Commissioners of the Yosem- 
ite Valley and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove,” referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. I donot ask that the document 
should be reprinted, but simply the brief memorial. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A similar communication was re- 
ferred, the Chair thinks, to the Committee on Territories this 
morning. 

Mr. DOLPH. I donot know what the communication ean be? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was in error in suppos- 
ing that it was a similar communication. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Committee on Public Lands have always 
had jurisdiction of the matter. I amalready in receipt of letters 
from prominent people of California and one from the governor 
of the State on the subject; and this memorial was sent to ac- 
company the official communication of the governor of the State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and will be printed as a docu- 
ment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a memorial of the mayor of the city 
of Astoria and the president and vice-president of the Astoria 
Chamber of Commerce, stating reasons why they think Congress 
should not make an appropriation to secure deeper water in the 


| Columbia River and Willamette River between Astoria and Port- 


land. Since I came into the Senate an appropriation was made 
to commence the work of improving the mouth of the Columbia 
River. It has been agreat success, is nearly completed, and will 
require but one more appropriation. Annual appropriations have 
been mr de for improving the Lower Columbiaand the Willamette. 
The people of Portland have taken the matter in charge and have 
raised and are expending $500,000 to get 25 feet of water from 
Portland to Astoria. The estimates are that it will require only 
two hundred and seventy-two thousand and some odd dollars to 
complete thatimportant work. Our friends in Astorianow appear 
to think that the mouth of the river should b> improved and that 
the commerce should stop at that place. I move that the me- 
morial be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Portland (Oregon) 
Chamber of Commerce, praying for the removal of 
in the Willamette River between Portland and the Willamette 
Falls at Oregon City; which was referred to the Committee on 


obstructions 


| Commerce. 


Mr. SAWYER presented a resolution adopted by the Manu- 
facturers and Jobbers’ Union, of La Crosse, Wis., praying for 


| the passage of the bill providing for the free coinage of silver; 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of C. C. Prescott and other cit- 
izens, of La Crosse, Wis., praying Congress to amend the Con- 
stitution of the United States so that no State shall pass any law 
respecting an establishment of religion or prohibiting the free 
exercise thereof: which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 


Mr. PERKINS presented the petition of D. M. King and other 
| citizens,of Moran, Kans., praying that noadditional aid be granted 
| to the World’s Columbian Exposition except upon condition that 


it be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the ¢ Jommittee on 
the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 
He also presented the petition of Hon.T.\ . Murdock and others 


, 


| of El Dorado, Kans, praying for the passage of the ex-prisoners- 
| of-war bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented the petition of Cyrus Shinn and others, of 


| Oneida, Kans., praying for an amendment to the Constitution of 


the United States that will prohibit the States from making ap- 
propriations in support of religious denominations and sectarian 
schools; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a petition, signed by the mayor and 
harbor-master, merchants, editor of the Newsand Courier, presi- 
dents of all the banks, and all of the owners and agents of steam- 
ships in Charleston,S.C., praying for the transfer of the Revenue 
Cutter Service to the naval establishment. [ movethat the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the Charleston (S. C.) 
Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating against the free coinage of 
silver: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CC ICKRELL. I present resolutions adopted by the B. B 
King Post, No. 70, Grand Army of the Republic, of Misso 
monstrating against the passage of the free silver or free coin- 





age bil [ desire in connection with it to presenta petition most 
numerously signed by representative citizens of Cass County, 
Mo., praying for the free bimetallic coinage of silver and gold 
coin. I move that the memorial and petition be referred to the 


>on Finance. 
ion was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ialso present a petition of leading repre- 
i T 
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He also presented a petition of Jefferson Pomona Grange, No. 
22, State of Indiana, and a petition of citizens of Clay County, 
Ind., praying for the passage of the antioption bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of E. B. Crane and 16 
other citizens of Mansfield, Conn.; the petition of Fred. Morton 
and 24 other citizens of Rocky Hills, Conn.;‘the petition of W. 
S. Clark and 27 other citizens of Monroe, Conn.; the petition of 
N. D. Evans and 24 other citizens of Middlefield, Conn.; the pe- 
ion of Giles Little and 23 other citizens of Columbia, Conn.; 
1e petition of N. D. Ford and 19 other citizens of Winchester, 
onn., and the petition of David K. Stevens and 24 other citizens 
of Killingworth, Conn., praying for the free delivery of mails in 
country districts; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 


vil 


+34 
t 


T 
( 


‘ 
i 
| 


| Offices and Post-Roads. 


sentative citizens of Kirksville, Mo., strongly opposing the pas- 
sagc of any bankruptcylaw. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

7 mo was agreed to. 

.COCKRELL. Ialso present a petition of Henson Jack- 
son, Sarah E. Jackson, his wife, and Irvin Tinney, an infant, by 
} Henson Jackson, praying for the reference of 
their claim to 1 Court of Claims for reimbursement for land 
taken for ordnance proving ground. I move that the petition be 
reierred to the Committee on Cialms. 

Che motion was acreed t 

Mr.GEORGE. Ip nt a petition of about 40 citizens of Ne- | 
shoba County, Miss., praying for the passage of the bill intro- 
duced by Mr. Butterworth in the last Congress, known as the 


option Dil, as amended 


gress by Mr. HATCH. I move thatthe petition be referred tothe | 
Commitiee on the Judiciary. 
r I was agreed to. 


Mr.GEORGE. Ipresenta petition from substantially the same 
parties, citizens of Neshoba County, Miss., praying for the pas- 
sage of alaw compelling compound lard to be marked and branded. 
[ move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Che motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COKE presented a petition of Henry Grange, No. 201, 


I 


and introduced in the Fifty-second Con- | 


Mr. COLQUITT presented a petition of Clay Grange, No. 729, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Claypool, Ind., praying for the free de- 
livery of mails torural districts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Clay Grange, No. 729, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Claypool, Ind., praying for the passage of the 
bill making certain issues of money full legal tender in payment 
of all debts; which wasreferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of numerous citizens of Hart- 
ford, Conn., praying for the passage of a constitutional amend- 
ment preventing appropriations of public money for sectarian 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Education 


|} and Labor. 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Brazos County, Tex., and a petition of | 
citizens of Bell County, Tex., praying for the passage of the anti- | 


f } 


option bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
Clary. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a memorial of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 
4426, for the free coinage of silver, for the issue of coin notes, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committec on 
Financ 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Long Lake, Waton- 
wan County, Minn., praying for the passage of the antioption 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WARREN presented the petition of Archie O'Neil and 
§22 other citizens of Almy, Wyo., praying for the passage of 


L 


the joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution | 


of the United States providing for the election of United States | 


Senators | a direct vote of the people of the several States; | 


which was referred tothe Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of John Stoffie and 43 other 
itizens of Converse County, Wyo., praying for the ceding of 
certain public lands to the States for purposes of irrigation and 
reclamation; which was referred to the Committee on the Irri- 
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 





| 


Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Edward M. Brewer, 
Joseph Brewer, and Peter C. Jones, parties interested as owners 
in the bark Arctis, praying compensation for rescuing 176 Amer- 
ican seamen; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Mrs. E. A. Knapp and 
30 other citizens of Greenwich, Conn., praying that the World’s 
Columbian Exposition be closed on Sunday; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 711) to remove the charge of desertion now stand- 
ing against Albert Keach; 

\ bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, sr.; and 

A bill (H. R. 3980) ratifying the act of the Sixteenth Territo- 
rial Legislative Assembly of Arizona, approved March 19, 1891, 
making appropriation in aid of Arizona’s exhibit at the World’s 


| Columbian Exposition. 


Mr. VILAS presented the petitionof Henry W. Lee, of Ste- | 


phens Point, Wis., praying that he be reimbursed for services 
rendered to the Winnebago Indians; which was referred to the 
Committ on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the executive committee of the 
anufacturers and Jobbers’ Union of LaCrosse, Wis., remon- 
rating against the free coinage of silver; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Clay Grange, No. 729, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Claypool, Ind., and a petition of Jef- 
ferson Pom 
son, Ind., praying for the passage of the pure-food bill; which 
were grdered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Clay Grange, No. 729, Patrons 
the petition of citizens of Clay 
County, Ind., and the petition of Jefferson Pomona Grange, No. 


of Husbandry, of Claypool, Ind.; 


na Grange, No. 22, Patrons of Husbandry, of Madi- | 


The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 821) to provide for a term of the circuit and district court 
at Littleton, N. H. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 5399) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for the expenses of the Eleventh Census, and 
for other purposes. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 118) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
W. Talkington, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill (S. 2022) granting the right of way to 


| the Mexican Gulf, Pacific, and Puget Sound Railroad Company 


over and through the public lands of the United States in the 


| States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and 


granting the right of way to said railroad company over and 
through the United States naval and military reservations near 
Pensacola, in the State of Florida, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. So far as the portion of the bill relating 
to public lands is concerned, there is now a general statute, the 
act of March 3, 1875, under which rights of way are granted of 
the same width and with greater privileges than are asked for 
in this bill to all railroad corporations. As to the right of wa) 
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| over the military and naval reservations, the committee were o! 


| the opinion that the bill ought to go to the Committee on 


22, pray e passage of the pure-lard bill; which were or- 
de ito on the table. 

He also presen the petition of Clay G1 .nge, No. 729, Patron 
of Iiusbandry, of Claypool, Ind., praying for the passage of a law 
\ bling in farm products; which was referred to the 
4 I nitt on thi Judic lary. 

lie also presented a petition of Clay Grange, No. 729, of Clay- 

a petition of the Jefferson Pomona Grange, No. 22, 

( aying for the passage of legislation for the en- 
c LK ¢ ture; which were referred to the Com- 
mitt ‘ce and Forestry. 

a pe on of Jefferson Pomona Grange, No. 
22, of India praying for the free delivery of the mailsin rural 
districts; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices | 


arti: 
aiils 


tary Affairs or the Committee on Naval Affairs, or both: and 


he 
therefore I report back the bill and recommend that the Com- 
| mittee on Public Lands be discharged from its further consider- 
| ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged 
and the bill so referred, if there be no objection. 


flee. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Why not referit to the Committee on Military | Mr. COCKRELL introd dab S. 2386) for the relief of 
Affairs rather than the Committee on Naval Affairs? am TT. Owen, of Missi +h was read twice by its title. 
Mr. DOLPH. I suggest that it be referred to the Committe: Mr. COCKRELL. I present nu rous papers and docum 
on Military Affairs. to accompany the bill, and mov 1 t ti I ferred with the 
Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator to suggest a refer- | bill to the Committee on ¢ 
ence to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | ‘The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. DOLPH. Itshould go to both committees. Theright| Mr. COCKRELL. Idesire also in this co to ask tha 
asked is aright of way over a military reservation and a nav aul | the Committee on Claims may be disch 
reservation; but I ask that the bill go to the Committee on Mili- | consideration of a prior bill for th of | wen an 
tary Affairs now. Iam not at all partic ular which committee i | that that bill may be withdrawn from consid 1. This is a 
goes to. It probably ought to be considered by both comn ite s. | substitute for it, and this course will save trou sidering 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the | the bill now introduced. 
Committee on Military Affairs. The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so or 1. if th eno 
Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on P —_ : Lands | objection. The former bill will be withdrawn. 
I report back favorably, with amendments, the bill | L380) to Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2387) to amend s ons 
amend an act entitled ‘*An act to forfeit certain lands neta e | 4756 and 4757 of the Revised Statutes of the nited States, a 






granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, | proved December 23, 1886; which was read twice by its title, and 
and for other ia ag s.” <As the title of the bill is somewhat | with the accompanying } 3, ‘ed to the | nittee on 
formidal le, I desire to say that the only provision of the bill is | Naval Affairs. 

to allow persons who are residing upon lands within the forfeit nt a DOLPH introduced a |} S. 2388) to amend an act en 
grants, who are entitled to purchase them, one year’s longer 12 | 1 tiled ‘‘An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bric 

to pay for them. It is recommended by the Secretary of the [n- | ‘ompany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Colum- 
terior and by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 1 River. between the State of Oregon and the State of Was! 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to t 
Mr. DOLPH. From the Committee on Public Lands 3; I report | Committee on Commerce. 
back favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 2275) for the re- Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2389) granti: 1 pension 


ington, and to establish it as a post-road: which was read tw 


lie f of purchasers of timber and stone lands under the act of June | to Andrew M. Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and 
1878. The only object of this bill is to allow the proofs to be | referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

made before any officer authorized to take proofs in home stead | He alsointrod: iced ¢ 1 bill (S. 2390) for the relief of Mary P. 

cases. in: which was gh by its title, and referred to the Com 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- | mittee on ( saiees 

endar. | He also i rodu dab S. 2391) grant 4 pension to Mary 
Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- McKibben; which was read twice by its title, and referred to t 

Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 351) for the relief of | Committee on y -ensions 

Aquilla Jones, late postmaster at Indianapolis, Ind., reported it He also introduced a bill (S. 2392) granting a pension to B. | 

without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred tot 
Mr. SAW YER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | Committee on Pensions. 

Roads, to — was referred the bill (S. 1940) for the relief of He also introduced a bill (S. 2393) granting a pension to David 


R. B. “W oodson, reported it with an amendment, and submitted | J, Collins’s mother, ete.; which was read twice by its title, and 
a report thereon. referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2394) explan: 
estry, reported a joint resolution (S.R.56) providing for the | act entitled ‘‘Anact to settle certain a 





“~~ 7 4 ' wu } Ty ; 
counts between the Unit 
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printing of the eighth and ninth annual reports of the Bureau | States and the State of Mississippi, and other States,” and fo 
of Animal !ndustry for the years 1891-’92; which was read twice | other purposes; which was read twice by its 1 and rv ! 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. | to the ¢ mee e on Public Lands. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2377) granting a pension to Sarah and ordered to lie on the table. 
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to Thomas J. Allen; which was read twice by its title, and re- He also introduced a bill (S. 2399) to amend section 4766, 1] 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. LVIL.of the Revised Statutes of the United States: which was 
Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2379) for the relief of Wil- | twice by its title, and referred to the Con 
: liam R. Steinmetz; which was read twice by its title, and referred Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bi 3. 240 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. Richmond of the cha of ¢ is read ‘ 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2380) for the relief of Jose ph Red- | its title, and. } i 
fern and Eliza J. Redfern, his wife; which was read tw + by its |} Committes M ary A 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. Mr. SA W Y ER introduced a bill (S. 2401 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2381) for the relief of James Hooper; | solidation of customs collecti atete , 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | whieh was read twice by its title. and ref te lace 
on Claims. on Commerce. 
Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2382) granting an honor- Mr. CHANDLER 
able discharge to Brigham Perkins; which was re ad { t swioe by its | priation for the expenses of the typhus f 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- | investigation directed bv cone ; 
mittee on Military Affairs. Houses of Representatives: which wa 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2383) granting a pension to Re- | preferred to the Cen a ttee ox 
becca H. Chambers; which was read twice by its title, and, with ain GORMAN ae ke 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. ine Commas ok Tics V 
Mr. FELTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2384) tochange | canta, mamand . ( ( 
the name of the customs collection district and portot Wilming- | was d ti ( 
ton, Cal., to Los Angeles, and for other purposes; which wasread | jo 1 Relatic 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. | 
Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2385) to amend the laws 
relating to the selection, service, and challenge of jurors in the Mr. PEFFER. By mistake a day or tw 
supreme court of the District of Columbia; which was read twice | the bill (S. 2333) for the relief of W vm | 
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ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
der be so changed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
made if there is no objection. 


I ask that the or- 


That change of reference will be 
The Chair hears none. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 711) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against Albert Keach was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, sr., was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 3980) ratifying the. act of the Sixteenth Terri- 
torial Legislative Assembly of Arizona, approved March 19, 1891, 
making appropriation in aid of Arizona’s exhibit at the World's 
Columbian Exposition, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 


INDIAN LANDS IN OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. HARRIS. There was laid before the Senate on Friday 
morning @ message from the President transmitting a memorial 
from various Indian tribes, and I see the message and documents 
were ordered to be printed. I wish to move to rescind so much 
of the order as requires the printing of the memorial. The me- 
morial consists of three pretty large volumes, chiefly of Indian 
names. If, however, hereafter the Committee on Indian Affairs 
find it nevessary they can obtain the order to print at any time, 
but I apprehend it will never be necessary to print those three 
large volumes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REMOVAL OF INJUNCTION OF SECRECY. 


MR. BUTLER. I offer a resolution ‘that the injunction of 
crecy be and the same is hereby removed from all the proceed- 
ings of the Senate and all documents connected therewith refer- 
ring to the Claims Commission of Caracas under the convention 
of April 25, 1866, and relating to the convention of December 5, 


ISS. 


», between the United States and Venezuela and the conven- 
tions supple mentary thereto.” I should be glad to have the at- 
tention of the chairman of the Committee on Fore ign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the name? Will the Senator re- 
peat the name ofthe claim? Is it McGarrahan? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Venezuela convention. The object is to 
remove the injunction of secrecy. I have a letter from a friend 
in Washington here who says he desires to use the information 
in a private suit, and [ understand there is no objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is to remove the injunction of secrecy 
from a particular paper belonging to a private citizen? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. Perhaps the better course would be to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that would be better. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I ask its reference to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, as follows: 

Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be, and the same is hereby, re- 
moved from all the proceedings of the Senate, ‘and all documents connected 
therewith relating to the Claims Commission of Caracas, under the conven 

n of April 25, 1866, and relating to the convention of December 5, 1885, be- 
tween the United States and Venezuela, and the conventions supplementary 


+} 
thereto 


ENLISTMENT OF INDIANS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted a resolution, which was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Military Affairs be instructed 

3 
Lo inquire and consider whether a wise policy in the civilization of the Indian 
requires the establishment of a school west of the ee River, based 
on the principles of the military enlistment, instruction, and discipline of In- 


dian youths and young men, with a view to qualifying them for service in 
the Army of the United States, and that said committee have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROcTOR], 
who is not now in the Chamber, has some bills pending before 
the Committee on Military Affairs for the purpose of authorizing 
the enlistment of Indians in the Army. I am very earnestly in 
concurrence with him in respect to that policy, which he will be 
able to demonstrate very shortly, if he has not already done so, 
as @ very wise one, and quite susceptible of the greateste xpecta- 
tions in the matter of training and civilizing Indians and intro- 
ducing them through their military aspirations and love of mili- 
tary exercises and display into immediate and friendly contact 
with actual civilization. In the hope that the Senator from Ver- 
mont will be prepared by to-morrow to make some remarks upon | 
the resolution I ask that it be printed and lie over. I shall call | 
it up to-morrow. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 











FLORIDA SENATORIAL ELECTION. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning 
business, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. CALL. Igave notice that I should on this morning call up 
two resolutions which I have introduced and which are lying 
upon the table. In view of the privileged question now before 
the Senate, and at the request of gentlemen who desire that that 
case shall go on, I now give notice that I shall ask the indulgence 
of the Senate on Thursday morning, at the conclusion of the 
morning business, to address the Senate upon the resolutions. 

TYPHUS FEVER INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution: which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That theexpenses of the investigation into the admission of per- 
sons infected with “= fever into the port of New York andinto the work- 
ings of the immigration laws, to be made by the Senate Committee on Immi- 
gration and the House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization by di- 

rection of concurrent resolution of the Senate and House, shall be paid from 
the appropriation for the contingent expenses of the Senate, “Expenses of 
special and select committees, 1892,"’ and the necessary amounts may be ad- 
vanced or paid by the Secretary of the Senate on the joint orders of the 
chairmen of said committees; and shall be refunded to said appropriation 


from any special appropriation hereafter made for the expenses of said in- 
vestigation. 


SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Idaho contested-election case. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Lappeal tothe Senator from Oregon toallow 
me fifteen or twenty minutes on another matter, which I did not 
choose to interrupt the morning business with; but it will not 
occupy a longer time than that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will yield to the Senator from Indiana, 
but with the understanding that there shall be no more yielding 
until the privileged matter is disposed of. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I send to the desk a petition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be stated. 

SILVER COINAGE. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A petition of 27membersof Stillwell Post, 
No. 375, Grand Army of the Republic, of Colfax, Ind., praying 
for the defeat of the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, in presenting this petition 
I desire to say that it is the firstcommunication of the kind ever 
received by me from citizens of Indiana. My respect for those 
who send it induces me to submit by way of reply and explana- 
tion some observations of my own, and of a somewhat personal 
character to myself. 

It isnow nearly fifteen years since I became a member of this 
body. Atthe very beginning of my service I was assigned toa posi- 
tionon the Committee on Finance, which positon I haveever since 
been allowed to retain. A few weeks after I took my seat I ad- 
dressed the Senate, fully and in detail, on the condition of the 
finances of the country, advocating the free coinage of silver, and 
denouncing its demonetization in 1873. This was in January, 
1878. In the approaching State election of that year in Indiana 
I was made the candidate of my party for return to the Senate, 
as distinctly and explicitly as if 1 had been nominated by every 
Democratic convention held in the State. 

The most prominent issue by far at that time before the peo- 
ple of Indiana was the restoration of silver money to the lawful 
condition in which it had stood from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment to the year 1873. A popular majority of more than 
30,000 votes was cast at that election for the members of the 
Legislature who honored me with their support, Gen. Benjamin 
Harrison bei sing the opposing Republican candidate. Since then 
I have been twice reélected, each time by an increased majority, 
each time without opposition in my own party, and each time 
over the most prominent Republican leader in the State for the 
time being. On all occasions, whether a candidate myself or la- 
boring for the election of others, I have advocated the free coin- 
age of silver, and have always been known as its open supporter. 

My position, whether at home in Indiana or here, has never 
been a moment indoubt. Ihave not obtruded the issue upon the 
public mind needlessly, nor, I trust, in an unbecoming manner, 


| but neither have I r slegated it to the rear or flinched from its 


suppport to accommodate the interests or the aspirations of those 
who are opposed to it. Sir, I make this brief personal reference 
and this citation of my own record for the purpose of again say- 
ing that noclass of citizens and, indeed, no one citizen Of Indiana 
has ever heretofore placed a petition hostile to silver money in 
my hands or remonstrated with me in regard to my own position 
on that subject. Indiana is a very full and populous State. 


There are two millions and a quarter of inhabitants within her 
borders. She will cast next fall, at the Presidential election, 
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nearly 600,000 votes. 
intelligent people, and especially on political affairs. 


evenly divided in Indiana. Elections have been closely, vigi- 
lantly, and stubbornly contested. Able and careful discussion 
has pervaded every neighborhood. Thoroughly trained and 
highly educated party leaders, such as Thomas A. Hendricks and 
a 

Benjamin Harrison on the other, besides many more that might 
be named, have left no political issue in obscurity or of doubtful 
meaning in the great State to which they belonged. 


No Democratic platform has been adopted in Indiana since the | 


demonetization of silver in 1873 which did not favor its restora- 
tion, and no Republican platform in that State has dared to avow 
distinct opposition toit. Infact, if the question could b2 divested 
of its political bearings and disassociated from the interested 
ambition of individuals, I sincerely believe, from repeated can- 
vasses of the State, embracing every county in it, that there is 
not 5 per cent of the adult population of Indiana, irrespective of 
party, opposed to the coinage and use of silver currency as it was 
authorized by the framers of the Constitution a hundred years 
ago. 

Such a petition, therefore, as I have here presented to-day at 
once caused me to look for some new and presumably illegiti 
mate and unnatural element at work amongst the people. But 
slight investigation has been necessary to discover aremarkable 
attempt at imposition and fraud on the most worthy class of our 
citizens. I hold in my handacircular letter bearing the nam: of 
one MICHAEL D. HARTER, and addressed to the Grand Army posts 
of the country. This man seeks to alarm the soldiers of the war 
for the Union on the subject of their pensions. He warns them 
that a movement is on foot to put silver money in circulation, 
depreciated to such an extent and in such a debased condition as 
to be worth only 70 cents on the dollar, or even less, and that 
with such a Eohenaet currency their pensions are to be paid. 

The soldiers of Indiana know whether I have been faithful to 
their wants and interests, and they will believe me when [assure 
them that this circular is not true; that no measure is contem- 
plated, or can ever by the remotest possibility become a law, by 
which they will be paid their pensions, now or hereafter, in 
money less valuable, dollar for dollar, than the very best money, 
whatever that may be, in circulation anywhereinthe world. It 
is well worthy the soldiers’ attention that the silver dollarof the 
fathers, of 4124 grains, was devised by Thomas Jefferson, sanc- 
tioned by Washington, authorized by the Constitution, and put 
into circulation by Alexander Hamilton, the first Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States. 

It is also worthy their attention that this dollar has never, 
from that day to this, stood for a single moment below gold in its 
purchasing power or in the financial centers and money markets 
of the world; indeed, its purchasing power at the time it was se- 
cretly stabbed nigh unto death in 1873 was 3 per cent. higher than 
that of gold. And even now, crippled and maimed as it is at the 
hands of its treacherous enemies, and falsely proclaimed to be a 
depreciated and debased currency, 30 per cent. below par, it still 
supplies every want of man, and goesas far in doing so, dollar for 
dollar, as the best gold ever coined into money. The horse that 
can be bought for a hundred dollars in gold can be bought for a 
hundred in silver; the suit of clothes that can be bought for $25 
in gold can be bought for $25 in silver; and if a man prefers to 
have gold rather than silver in his pocket, hecan to-day buy the 
gold itself with silver, dollar for dollar. 

No one need be misled on this point. There are at this time 
more than four hundred millions of silver money in daily and 
hourly circulation in this country. The coined currency itself, 
and the silver certificates based on silver coin held in the Treas- 
ury, are to be found doing a large and honorable business in 

By the legislation of 1878, 


every neighborhood beneath the flag. 
supplemented by subsequent enactments, silver money has been 
restored to its legal-tender powers and toits full dignity and honor, 
with the single exception of the restriction on the mints as to the 
amount of its coinage. Not a dollar of it can now be found, from 
the north end of Maine to the south end of Texas, in a depreciated 
condition, passing ata discount, or holding its head in any market, 
whether of produce orof money, lower by the breadth of a hair 
than the proudest gold ever gambled for in the dens of Wall street. 
Silver money is this day so sound and acceptable amongst us 
and passes so smoothly and easily at par with gold that it is in 
constant use even by its enemies without a knowledge or suspicion 
on their part that itisintheir hands. Thereis hardly a Senator 
on this floor at this moment who has not in his possession and 
who is not in the daily habit of carrying silver money, in the form 
of silver certificates,with which he can, and sometimes does, buy 
= at even rates across the counter of the banks, and with which 
1e pays his board or his rent if he is poor, or the expenses of his 
palatial residence and splendid entertainments if he is rich. 
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Mr. President, let us all therefore be thankful for silver money, 


| the money of the Bible, the money of the Patriarchs, the money 
For more than the third of a century parties have been very | of the ages, the money of the fathers, the i 


money of the Consti- 
tution, and the money of the people, the same yesterday, to-day, 
and forever. We behold the $400,000,000 and over v¥ ’ 
have, and know it to be good. 


Ps 
r which we 





lave SIMPLY Means more 

of the same sort. Itmeans good money and more of it, and there 

is not a laboring man in all the land, I care not where or what 

| his polities, who does not pray for such a measure. It would 

come at this time to the toiling millions like soft rains to the 
| parched and burning desert. 

Sir,there is nofriction or wantof harmony between the two great 
money metals of the world. The cry so often now heard that 
the coinage of silver and its use will drive gold out of the coun- 
try isa notoriously false cry. The facts of history not only r 
fute such a statement, but place it beyond discussion and reduce 
it to contempt. The dismal prediction of gold exportation from 
our shores was repeated a thousand times on the floors of both 
branches of Congress when silver was restored to coinage in 1878, 


and the raven croak of coming disaster was taken up all over the 


land by the agents of the money power, the monometallists, the 
plutocracy. 
To meet, expos2, and crush this fals2 prediction it is only nee- 


essary to point out the fact that while there were 
gold money in this country in 1878 there ar 
00,000 now. Why, sir, the present able and 
retary of the Treasury, Mr. Foster, in his report of 
last, boasts of the return of to the United 
that great fact as the leading reason for the enlarg 
he claims has taken place in the volume of our ¢ 
very important official statement 
Secretary’s report, and it leaves 
mouthed enemies of silver. 
ness and their shame. 


$230,000.000 of 
than $700,- 


a ‘complishe ad Ssec- 


more 


December 
rold States and cites 
sment which 
irrency. This 
is to be found on page 28 of the 

the falss prophets, the loud- 
without a rag to cover their naked- 

Sir, not only gold and silver money in this country are on terms 
of absolute equality, but the same is true of all other branches of 
our eurrency. The greenback and the have exactly 
the same purchasing and practical legal-tender power as gold and 
silver. There is no unevenness anywhere, and it is the same 
thing now to the Government whether it pays its debts in ons 
kind or another of our diversified currency. i 
concerned the Government can pay in gold just as well as in any 
other kind of money. 

The gold dollar is worth no more than the dollar of silver, or 
the greenback, or the bank-note dollar, and will purchase no 
more of the necessaries of life and is far less convenient for use. 
The bondholder who staid at home and speculated during the 
war received gold when the soldier was compelled to receive de- 
preciated paper. This policy of inji ( 
at the time, and I continue to denounce it 
should at all times be paid in the best money—in gold 
which is as good as gold, and | am in favor of 
now, 

I notice, however, that I am asked in the petition I have pre- 
sented not only to vote against the free coinage of silver, but also 
against the reduction from 4124 grains to 3714 grains of silver in 
the dollar. This request is based on the statement of MICHEAL 
D. HARTER in his circular that it is proposed to give 3714 grains 
of silver aleval-tender value of 100 cents. Thesoldiers of Indiana 
will know how to estimate this statement when they are assured 
that nothing now is, or ever was, intended by free coinage except 
to give back to the people the old dollar of 4124 . 
tenths fine, and therefore standard silver, that 
lar which received the the g 
known in American history. 

We seek simply to restore the silver dollar as it existed 
the soldiers of the Revolution i 
the veterans of the warof 1812 were placed \ 
No complaint was made then. 
as it has ever since, as good as the best. The Government com- 
mits a great wrong in paying those who offer their lives in its 


bank-note 


So far as value is 


istice and outrage I denounced 
The 
or in that 
so paying him 


now. soldier 


grains, nine- 
well-known dol 
sanction of reatest minds ever 
when 
nsions,and when 


ponthe 


received their 1 


pension rolls. 


Silver money then proved itself, 


behalf in depreciated currency, whether in payment of their 
wages in the field, their bounties, or their pensions. I held dur- 
ing the war for the Union that the contract for their wages ought 


to be kept good with the soldiers in the field, and that the differ- 


ence between the greenback and gold at that time ought to b 
made up to them by the payment of a gold « ivalent in green- 
backs. : Nor would I now for any consideration known to the h 
man mind aid in depriving the soldier of asi farthing due to 
him from his Government. 

At the same time, Iam not willing to stand idly and si 
by and allow him to be imposed upon by thos« who are 


their own interests and ulterior designs through his sensit 
fears of personal loss. The 

the circulation of the world more tl 

half by destroying silver currency, thus promoting the a Oc- 


novement of the monev powe! 
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racy of wealth and a government of the plutocracy, shall not 
muster into itsservice the soldiers of Indiana ifI can helpit. The 
soldier lives not for himself alone, but likewise for his wife and 
his children, and when he is gone, and his children become a 
part of the 
munity, he desires that there shail be enough money in circula- 
tion to pay them fair wages for their labor and to give them a 
fair chance in the battle of life. He does not wish to see a con- 
tracted currency hoarded away in the hands of the few, owned 
and controlled by great corporations and syndicates, with only 
here and there a meager amount for the laboring people. 

But great stress is laid by the enemies of silveron the fact that 
when bullion is taken to the mint and coined the coin as money 
is worth more than the bullion. This is equally true as to gold 
and silver both, and if it should stop the coinage of one metal it 
should also stop the coinage of the other. But inasmuch as the 
great body of the people—farmers, mechanics, wage workers, pen- 
sioners, and other worthy classes—have to do only with the money 
itself, with the dollars after they are coined, with the currency 
after it has received the authority of the Government, I do not 
see how they can suffer any loss, certainly no more in silver than 
in gold at the mints. . If the act of coinage puts silver at par with 
gold, it goes with that value into the hands of the people. The 
question for the people is honest, lawful money, and every dollar 
which has the authority of the Government upon it is honest and 
is lawful. 

Sir, I speak not for others upon this question; I speak for my- 
self, and recognize the responsibility 1 owe alone to those who 
have sent me here. It is said there is trouble in thesilver ques- 
tion at thistime. Itissaid itis dividing and distracting political 
parties, that there are divisions in both great parties in regard 
to the proper course to pursue. This all may be true, but the 
friends of silver have not made the trouble. Gladly would we 
have seen the silver dollar let alone in its sphere of usefulness 
and honor. Deeply do we regret the continued and venomous 
assaults upon it. Weare simply defending one of the institutions 
of the founders of the Government from the greed and avarice of 
the great money-changers of the world. . 

We look back in history and find ourselves in company with 
Washington, Jefferson, Hamilton, Madison, John Marshall, Mon- 
roe, Jackson, Clay, Calhoun, Webster, Van Buren, Silas Wright, 
Marcy, Seymour, Benton, Cass, Douglas, Hendricks, Morton, 
Allen G. Thurman, Salmon P. Chase, and Abraham Lincoln. 
No fault was ever found in silver by these illustrious men, nor 
danger feared by them on account of its existence and use as 
money. Thestatement that the silver dollar ever cheated or de- 
frauded any human being out of his just dues or the reward of 


his labor is shown to be false on every page of American history. 


; : | 
For nearly twenty years past we have listened to dismal prophe- | (a)ifornia for the use of the Lick Observatory of the astronom- 


cies as to the injurious effects of silvercurrency. Nooneof them 
has come true; no one of them has been found to have been true 
at any time in the annals of the Republic. 

[ seek to proscribe no man on this question. Ido not present 
it as a party test, nor shall I submit to having it so presented to 


great laboring, moving, struggling mass of the com- | 
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duty, and endurance by the climbing spider’s repeated failures, 
but constant action and final success. The just ends in view by 
the laboring people of the United States in the present crisis of 
their affairs are few and simple, but as far-reaching and as power- 
ful as the mighty principles which uphold life, liberty, and the 


| pursuit of happiness. They may be stated in brief space, as fol- 


lows: 

First. Absolute equality in the burdens and blessings of gov- 
ernment founded on a tariff reform which will place, as nearly 
as possible, all the necessaries of life on the free list, causing 
wealth, and the graduated incomes of wealth, rather than the 
wants and necessities of working people, to pay taxes and fur- 
nish Government revenue. 

Second. A full and sufficient volume of money in circulation, 


| consisting of gold, silver and legal-tender paper currency, at par 


with each other and interconvertible. 

Third. Free elections in all the States, untrammeled by “ force 
bills,” or any other Federal machinery implying a want of faith 
in the intelligence, the honor, or the patriotism of any portion 
of the American people. 

Fourth. Rigid economy in public expenditures, so that no more 
billion-dollar Congresses may come to curse the country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 


; Committee on Finance in the absence of objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


| Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 2568) for the relief of the inhabitants of the town 
of Chelan, Okanogan County, Washington; and 

A bill (H. R. 3933) to set apart a tract of land in the State of 
California for the use of the Lick Observatory of the astronomical 
department of the University of California. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for the investiga- 
tion of the workings of the various laws of the United States rel- 
ative to immigration from foreign countries, and especially the 
recent admission of immigrants infected with typhus fever into 
the port of New York. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills this day received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 2568) for the relief of the inhabitants of the town 
of Chelan, Okanogan County, Washington; and 

A bill (H. R. 3933) to set apart a tract of land in the State of 


ical department of the University of California. 
SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
on the contested seat from the State of Idaho, on which the gen- 
tleman from Idaho [Mr. CLAGETT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). Mr. President, when the Senate 
adjourned on Friday I had reached that point in my review of 


the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections which 
i > 


me. I shall pursue for myself the line of duty which lies so 
plainly before me, and I shall doso without let or hindrance from 
any source. I shall vote my own convictions and answer to my | 
constituents for my action. Nor will the silver issue ever ob- 
struct my vision nor my course as to other and perhaps greater 
issues. It is in full harmony with the overpowering and master- 
ful issue of tariff reform, and it has proved itselfa powerful help 
and handmaiden to free government in the defeat of the bill in- 


tended for the forcible subversion of free elections throughout 
the United States. 

It islately claimed, however, as alast resort by its enemies, that 
nothing should be attempted at this time on the subjectof silver 
because nothing can be accomplished; that, owing to the fact that 
the two Houses of Congress and the Executive Department of the 
Government are not in agreement, no measure on the subject can 
become a law. 


higher force against any action on the still greater subject of 
tariff reform. ‘The free coinage of silver can pass both branches 
of Congress, but will, doubtless, be vetoed by the President; 
while any measure of tariff reform, free wool, or anything else, 
can pass only one House, with the absolute certainty of being 
vetoed if by any possibility it should pass both. Such a reason 


for nonaction on any subject is worthlessand untenable. Let us, | an oath. These othersteps prescribed bylaw must be performed 


therefore, do our duty as each one sees it for himself. 

Butlet there be action—bold, constant, and aggressive action— 
against everyevil in sight, leaving the consequences to that high 
Providence which rules in the councils of nations, as well as in 
the affairs of men. The spiritof the people at this time expects 
no one to shrink back from the conflict at any point in the line 
of battle simply because he is not assured of immediate success. 
The Bruce of Scotland was taught the ultimate point of courage, 


If this is a reason for nonaction on the subjectof | 


silver, it is a still more powerful reason, and pleads with still | officer is anything more than one of the preliminary stages in the 


dealt with the proposition that at the time the Legislature of 
Idaho met in December, 1890, there was no law requiring the of- 
ficers of the two branches of the Legislature to be sworn into of- 
fice; in other words, to be properly qualified; and had nearly 
ended my demonstration, to the effect that the law of the Terri- 
tory, prescribing that the speaker, clerk, and other officers of 
both branches of the Territorial Legislature should be sworn, 
had been engrafted into and become a part of the law of the State 
under the provisions of our constitution not referred to by the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

It is an error to suppose, Mr. President, that the election of an 


various acts to be done which entitle him toactassuch. A popu- 
lar election, for instance, is held and A B is designated to filla 
given office, and yet when the votes are counted out and the proper 
certificate is given to him of such election, he is not entitled to 
hold that office if there is any other requirement of law still to 
be complied with, such as the giving of a bond or the taking of 


before he is authorized to act asa legal officer, and when Mr. 
Athey was elected secretary pro tempore of the State senate on 
Monday, the 8th day of December, 1890, if he was to be an officer 
at all within the meaning of that term as applied toa legislative 
body, then was it necessary that he should take the still further 
step of qualifying under the constitution and laws of the State, 
and also under the rules which had been adopted on that day and 
which required that he should be sworn. This is one of the es- 
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sential matters going to show the reason why it was that the State | objection as stated by him g "a 
: senate never considered Mr. Athey an officeron Monday, Decem- | cifically the point which is « died « ; O 
ber 8, and provided for the election of a secretary the next day | tion. 
on the report coming in of the committee on organization. In the first enumeration o 
There is only one other matter to which I wish to direct the at have objected in the joint 
tention of the Senate before proceeding to the questions w hich I | election of the third Senat« ! 
regard of material import inthis case. I refer to it here because | was in violation of the cor rent 








| it has been brought into this debate time and again by interrup- ction of two United States Senators to 
tions and otherwise by the Senator from Oregon| Mr. MITCHELL]. | The third ground of objection was: 


It is that Senator Gray had expressed inthe journalthe grounds | pay 





for his objection to electing the third Senator on December 15, | pas ed by then prior t : 

and that the affidavits of the sixteen members of the Legis ire, | election 

to which reference was made by me on Friday last, were for this Now, then, to what does that second subdivisi ( 
reason immaterial and in contradiction of the journal. | to the stion of time, na that the « tion of the third § 
to call the attention of the Senate to the journal entries on | ator Was prema e, and consequently th ca 

that subject. I will not consume much til 1e on that propositior sitting 1 a { ‘T ag: rea 

I will read these jou entries for the reason that they hav nd. That the p votiz 


We RE Nace cat see RET LAN iw De 28 


not been read, I believe, as yet in this debate. m was unconstitutional al i I 






























On page 30 of the official journal of the ouse of representa - — 
tives I find the fact that Judge Gray objected to electing the thi tcould not have reterred to the v10lat1o Stat 
Senator at that time entered as follows: the fact of not taking a separate vote in t two 
4 By request of Senator Gray his objection to the ¢ tion of at . at y, for that 3 covered y Tv ; L ¢ t rated rout! 
7 States Senator is entered on the journal objection. Neither ca t hay referred to the objection that 
Here we have nothing except the simple fact stated that there | e Procedure was in violation OF ft concurrent resolutior 
was an objection made by Judge Gray to the election of the th passed by the two houses, tor that 15 sp Cally COVE! T 
Senator. The grounds upon which that objection was based ; is nothing, then, for 1 anguage to apply to, when 1t says that 
not stated in that portion of the journal. When we turn back to this election was onst al ar ( 
the proceedings which preceded the entry of that objection tion of time No pretens nade here, so f as t 
“ , . 7 - e + . . . + > “ve ’ + . . » 
4 find the record which has been referred to and which was read oncerned, What lL Was NOt dO VLU UM and according to 
by the Senator from Oregon the other day: erms Of the law, no objection has eve — ane ee 
Senator Gray then offered the following amendmen ence Wag ce, BO Oy son as ever | oper we peer 
ane " : : : a : a i vrro ld arising on l ta ) y” i 
ihat is the amendment to the resolution oO itor G o the « i tit ; $ 
b< -y ; eas : ne ques no I i ~ ( ( i s refer? 
elect the two Senators and fill the existing vacancies, and Nn | to here when Judge Grav < t 3 stat w Mr. B nf 
- : : : i a l i nh J UCL Pay ) eCcveu, a 5 Lab OU y ail > en 
immediately, proceed to elect the third: ¢ + 4 +} ai , ; 
‘ thi he election of the third Senator at that th was unconst 
I move to amend the resolution to read as follow rhat we now tutions an re t j t ‘ { t 
ceed toelect one Senator from North Idaho, and then proceed to tone S ne ee siiaeas ate ; on 
ator from South Idaho to fill vacancies now existing statute relating theret 
That was offered improperly as an amendment to the resol ue Of the question O CaeenES oon S 
tion of Senator Gunn, and was ruled out. Then, to show what Un GHU ‘ : lestion Of NOt having tak the vo ni two 
was the object of Judge Gray, namely, to prevent the electio ene a ee ee eee es Sees ae nese Se eee 
~<f . d 7 * a : ac relit ~ ty +} er 2 _— ; y f } wy ‘ ‘ 
a third Senator at that time, on this amendment being 1 = rding to the terms and provisions of the en 
he made another motion as a substitute, to read follows: ently Ul ae " appears sulacien tt _ 
I ve that ther lution read as f "V T V ate , : , ‘ 
Senators to fill the vacancies now existing. ais, 1] in 1 ; rstood a 
It will be seen, Mr. President, that neither in the entry u om oy = ; as ee Cuecee 
the journal, wherein it is stated that Judge Gray objected tot WS SEER SO Sex —— . 
election of a third Senator, nor in either of the motis = = 
he made are the reasons given upon which that object we 
predicated. So far as the two motions are concerned, th - 
practically both to the same effect, namely, motions to limit : vo rel 0 , : 
election which was then impending to the two Senators 1 y= . Ol “ 
existing vacancies only and followed by a protest a ( 
election of a third: but the journal of that day is entir ! 
as to the reasons which animated him or which were sta 
him, if any such had been stated, with reference to t 
of the third Senator. We have to turn to another portion<« 
journal in order to ascertain what these reasons wert ) 
journal is not entirely silent on thi ibject. Or ! 
4 } } . — J - . ( P 
after the election, on the 18th, Mr. Ballentine offer 
] ) 
house of representatives an amendment to the irna 
Before I] proceed to that, however, I desire t )pause sull 1) | 
long to state that Judge Gray was one of the State senato 
that no record was ever made of the proceedings of the joint : ' ' ee 
. . ° . . 2 . s ws _ , - ‘ 
sembly at the election in December in the journal of the State NCA L 1 ( 
senate. It was confined exclusively to the journal of the } 
and when Mr. Ballentine, a member of the house of repr ‘ W iwa ) 
tives, made the motion, he was making it in another house thar 
the one of which Judge Gray was amember. The} na 
of Decem be r 19 shows the following entr : W. H. Cla la 
; : Mf 
Mr. Ballentine moved the following amendment to the journa % ‘ 
Mr. Gray objected to the balloting for United States Senator 
commen ‘March 4, 1891, and ending March 3, 1897, upon the g 1d 
First st such a procedure was in violation of the re lutions <« ' 
arate houses that they proceed to the election of two Unit St riere Was @ speci 
to iill existing vacancies. ‘Ol ttee that 
second. That the proposed voting for United States Senator for th I } + ‘ 
t term Was unconstitutional and illegal, and not in accordance with the F* aes — ; 
3 eral statutes relating thereto.” page of this 
3 lhe n there follows a third paragraph, unnumbered, but consti- | POT’ 4 54Uete ta a 
tuting a separate and distinct objection from the ch pre- | the seatin the Senate. They have gone at | an 
ceded it: tion as to whether the sitting 1 ber is entitled to a 
That no voting or action had been taken in either house or res tion | have reported that he 1} ’ title Not 10 7 
passed by them prior to the action taken by the joint convention for sai extent that he isentitled to it, but, I am sorry to say. the 
eiection +} + ] f id } ; F lat 
B . ; the extent also of deciding the question that } j ) 
r tryy 4 . < } : e : | 
»y turning to these proposed amendments of the journal of | and, therefore, in the judgment of the « tt 
» ‘ le TY . € > 4 : . ; ; ; ; ’ 
the 19th day of December, the day immediately following this | consider it necessary even to make an allusiot 
Q ++ i . - — at . Sa . , . . a oa : : 
= - mm, we find that two of them contained specifically the point | by the order of the Senate, was expressly ref 
2 12 . ) 2 ots . ? -a Clracy rh “ate ’ 1; ; } } } : 
2 of the objection as stated by Judge Gray, while one states the ! the direction that they should report up 
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Mr. President, 
sense of the term, but only refer to it for purpose of explaining 
that it compels me to do something which my natural modesty 
would have been glad to have been relieved from, namely, to go 
into the record myself and introduce myself as it were to the 
Senate as one of the Senators from my State, a work, a labor, an 
act of courtesy which was presumably referred to the committee, 
and which the committee has failed to discharge. 

The proceedings which culminated in my election were in- 
augurated on the 6th day of February, 1891, by the introduction 
in the Senate of the following concurrent resolution. It was 
read on Friday by the Senator from North Carolina[Mr. VANCE], 
but, as it constitutes the basis of my remarks on this matter, I 
will take occasion to read it again: 


Whereas the present sessi 
da December 9, 1890; and 

Whereas the State constitution and the admission act require that two 
United States Senators should be elected within ten days after the organiza 
on of the Legislature; and 

Whereas on Tuesday, the 16th day of December, 1890, the Legislature, pur- 
suant to the requirements of the constitution and the admission act, voted 
or a United States Senator, in the two houses acting separately, and there 
after, as provided by law, met on December 17, in joint assembly. and 
voted for a United States Senator, and thereafter, on December 18, 1890, again 
met in joint assembly, and within ten days after its organization, elected, in 
the manner provided by law, the Hons. GEORGE L. SHOUP and William J 
McConnell United States Senators; and 

Whereas the Legislature thereupon immediately proceeded to vote for 
lion. Fred. 'T. Dubois for the term beginning March 4, 1891, in advance of the 
drawing for terms by the two Senators-elect, in advance of the time fixed by 
aw, without first voting in the two houses acting separately, and against 
the protest of the members of the joint assembly; and 

Whereas upon full consideration of the facts, it is the opinion of the Leg 
islature that if the alleged election of said Hon. Fred T. Dubois is not void, 
there is at least grave doubts as to its validity: Therefore, 

Resolved by the senate, the house of representatives concurring, That at the 


m of the Legislature was organized on Tues- 
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in stating this I do not object to it in one | 


our of 12 o‘clock meridian of the first legislative day after the passage of | ; : . ° 
| refer the Senate to the house journal, page 125, bearing upon the 


his resolution, the Legislature will proceed to elect a United States Senator 


» succeed Hon. William J. McConnell, for the term beginning March 4, 1891, | game subject, as follows: 


and that such election shall be conducted in all respects in the manner pro- 
vided in section 15 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

That resolution was introduced in the State senate on the 6th 
day of February. The proceedings thereon, as shown by the sen- 
ate journal, are as follows: 
ir. De Lamar moved that the resolution be adopted 
Mr. Shoup moved to amend the resolution by inserting, after ** Dubois,” in 


the last line, first page, ‘“‘and William H. Clagett;’’ which motion was lost 
rhe question being on the adoption ef the resolution, the yeas and nays 
were called for, and it was decided as follows 


Those voting in favor of the resolution 9; those voting against 
It d. 

[t will be observed that when this resolution, reciting all of the 
obj ctions to tl 
troduced in the State senate, none of these objections were made 
which have been made here since upon this floor and in the re- 
port of the committee. It was with reference to the organiza- 
tion of the State senate that the principal controversy grew up 
as to whether the Legislature was or was not organized on Mon- 
day, December 8. Every one of those eighteen senators knew 
that it was not so organized, and from the beginning of this rec- 


ord to the end of it, I call the attention of the Senate to the | 


pregnant fact that not one of those State senators has ever at 
any time in any way averred that the senate was organized on 
Monday, December 8. 

The only motion that was made when the resolution was thrown 
open to debate was that the words ‘‘ W. H. Clagett” should be 
inserted after the word ‘* Dubois,” so as to show I was voted for 
as well as Mr. Dubois on the 18th day of December; but on the 
entire matter which has here been gone over and upon which the 
committee predicates its report the senate stood as a unit, not 
only those who were friendly to myself, but also those who were 
friendly to the sitting member. In other words, the senate did 
not propose to stultify itself by saying that it was organized on 
Monday, December 8. It knew better. 

| will now turn to the next proceeding. That concurrent res- 
olution passed the senate and then went to the house. I turn to 
the house official journal, page 119: 


Mr. Price offered the following amendment: Strike out from first preamble 
the words ** Tuesday, December 9, 1890" 
That is the date, as stated in the resolution, of the organiza- 


mt 
tion of the Legislature 


nd insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ Monday, December 8, 1890 

Which amendment was voted down. 

Mr. Price then offered the folowing amendment: “Strike out from the 
urth preamble the words ‘vote for,’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 


ind thereupon elected;’ also, strike out from same preamble the words 
of the time fixed by law.’”’ 





in advance 





‘That amendment was also voted down. 
number of motions of one kind and another, the case went over 
for two days, from Saturday until Monday. On Monday concur- 
rent res 
atives. ‘The first proceeding that was taken was this: 

rhe house having under consideration senate concurrent resolution No. 


Mr. Price offered the following amendment: ‘Strike out from fifth pre 
amble the word ‘grave’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘no.’”’ 





Then, after quite a | 





lution No, 12 again came up in the house of represent- | 


FEBRUARY 29, 


So as to make the preamble read that ‘‘ There is nodoubt as to 
the election of Mr. Dubois,” instead of ‘‘ There is grave doubt,” 
as stated in the preamble. Thisamendment was also voted down. 
After a number of other proceedings were had, concurrent reso- 
lution No. 12 was finally passed, so that we have here the founda- 
tion stone laid for all of the subsequent proceedings, namely, a 
concurrent resolution introduced in the senate, passed by the 
senate, transmitted to the house of representatives, after due 
consideration passed there; and this resolution provided that at 
12 o’clock, meridian, on the first legislative day after the resolu- 
tion should pass both houses they should proceed to elect a Sen- 
ator in the manner which was pointed out by section 15 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

[ now wish to turn for a moment to the senate journal for the 
purpose of showing the vote that was taken separately in that 
house: 

The hour of 120’clock meridan, having arrived, the president annouced that 
under the provisions of senate concurrent resolution No. 12 the senate would 
proceed to vote for a United States Senator. The resolution was read, and 
the roll was called with the following result: 

Those voting for William H. Clagett were Messrs. De Lamar, Dempsey, 
Finch, Jewell, Langrishe, Smith, White, Wing, and Mr. President, 9. 

Those voting for W. J. McConnell were Messrs. Brigham and Wells, 2. 

Mr. Branstetter voted for Joseph Kinney, 1. 

Mr. Gunn voted for J. L. Underwood, 1 

Mr. McPherson voted for G. B. Rogers, 1 

Mr. Rogers voted for M. M. McPherson, 1, 

Mr. Shoup voted for N. J. Sharp, 1. 

Mr. Underwood voted for James Gunn, 1. 

Mr. Weiler voted for D. P. B. Pride, 1 

Total, 18. 

No person having received a majority of all the votes cast there was no 
election. 


[twas upon the day after the passage of the concurrent resolu- 
tion that the vote was taken for Senator inthe senate. Iwill now 


The hour of 12 o'clock having arrived, the reading of the bill was suspended. 
and in conformity with senate concurrent resolution No. 12, the house pro- 
ceeded to name one person for Senator in Congress from the State of Idaho 
to succeed the Hon. W. J. McConnell, whose term expires on and after the 
4th of March, A. D. 1891. 

Mr. Price offered the following protest: 

‘Mr. Speaker, I protest against any proceedings in this house for the elec- 
tion of the Senator of the United States for the State of Idaho. 

“LYTTLETON PRICE.” 

The roll being called, 20 votes were cast, of which W. H. Clagett received 

19 and George W. Brizee received 1. Absent, 1. Present and not voting, 15, 
* * & * + * + 

Whereupon the speaker declared that William H. Clagett. having received 

a majority of all the votes cast. is the choice of the house of representatives 


] ) . : . : | for United States Senator 
he alleged election of the sitting member was in- | 


So, up to this stage in the proceedings a separate vote had 
been taken in the two houses and there had been a failure to elect 
by the concurrent action of the two. Therefore, under the con- 
current resolution and section 15 of the United States Revised 
Statutes, it was necessary for the joint assembly to convene the 
next day, or February 11. I read again from the house journal 
showing the proceedings of the joint convention: 

The hour of 12 m. having arrived, the sergeant-at-arms announced the hon- 
orable senate of the State of Idaho in waiting, and, by direction of the speaker, 
the senate was admitted. F 

The joint convention was called to order by the speaker of the house, the 
president of the convention. The rolls of the respective houses were then 
called. 

Absent: Messrs. McPherson, Rogers, Shoup, and Weiler of the senate, and 
Mr. Hixon of the house. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 12 was read. 

Mr, Price presented the following protest: 

* We, the undersigned members of the house of representatives of the Leg 
islature of the State of Idaho, protest against the proceedings for the election 
of a United States Senator from Idaho for the term to commence March 4, 
1891, on the ground that said proceedings are illegal, null, and void, for the 
reason that the present Legislature has already elected a Senator in Con- 
gress for said term.” 

And that protest is signed by fifteen members of the house of 
representatives. The proceedings, however, are shown as fol- 
lows: 

The journals of the two houses, as far as they relate to the election of United 
States Senator, were read, and the president announced as follows: 

“It appearing by the journals of the senate and house of representatives 
that the same person has not received a majority of votes in each house 
acting separately, the joint assembly will proceed to choose for United States 
Senator. 

“The secretary will call the roll, beginning with the roll of the senate. 

“The roll being called, 32 votes were cast, of which William H. Clagett re 
ceived 28, Alexander E. Mayhew received 2, R. H. Barton received 1, and John 
A. Finch received 1. 

‘*Present and not voting, 17. 

“Those absent and not voting, 5." 

Then follows the list of those who voted for the respective candi- 
dates, which it is unnecessary to read: 

Whereupon the president announced that William H. Clagett, having re- 
ceived a majority of all the votes cast by the joint assembly, is declared duly 
elected. 

[ have read, Mr. President, these proceedings of the Legisla- 
ture for the purpose of showing that from the inception of the 
election in February, by the introduction in the State senate of 
concurrent resolution No. 12, down to the last and final declara- 
tion made in jointassembly by the presiding officer thereof, every 
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provision and requirement of the law was complied with literally | 


and in detail. If, therefore, the sitting member was not elected 
in December, then it follows that I was elected in February, and 
am entitled to the seat. The committee report the first part of 
the proposition, but fail to discuss the last. 

After the announcement of the result the certificate of the gov- 
ernor was issued, which is contained on page 16 of my memorial, 
but which I will not take time to read, as it is by reason of the 
action of the Legislature that I am entitled to the seat, and not 
by reason of the certificate of the governor. 
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Mr. President, I feel as though, to some extent, I owe an apol- | 


ogy to the Senate for consuming so much of its time in the con- 
sideration of matters which it is admitted upon all sides cut no 
figure in the legal questions that are before the Senate. I have 
done so, however, for the reason that the committee has brought 
them into the record. It has brought in here all of these mat- 
ters of a prejudicial character, and therefore, ina practical sense, 


it was an actof duty which I owed to the State which sentme here | 


to take them up and consider them in detail. 


I now beg leave to turn t6 what I consider the real questions | 


which are involved in this controversy, and which ought to con- 
trol the decision of the Senate. 
It will be borne in mind, Mr. President, that when the report 


which have been improperly brought into the record are elimi- 
nated from it, that the entire report rests upon one simple prop- 
osition, namely, as to whether the temporary organization of a 
legislative house is such an organization as answers the require- 
ments of section 14 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 
If it does, then is the sitting member entitled to his seat? If it 
does not, then the sitting member is not so entitled; but on the 
contrary I am entitled to it,by reason of the fact that in my elec- 
tion the law has been complied with in every respect. 
Considerable time has been consumed in this discussion in 
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transpiring and immediately thereafter see that another thing 
transpires, we know that the two are necessarily connected and 
occupy the relation of cause and effect one to the other. So, when 
we turn to these legislative precedents and find that, without ex- 
ception wherever the English tongue is spoken and wherever 
parliamentary law and government have application, the uniform 
custom has been (as has been so well stated by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 





e 


| GRAY] to first obtain from this disorganized mass of members 
| elect, or of persons there assembled, such form and order of reg- 


ularity as to proceed with its task of organizing the mass so as to 
accomplish the purpose for which it has convened, and when we 
uniformly find that this is succeeded immediately afterwards by 
what is called a permanent organization, we then know, without 
turning to books, that the two are connected and that the pur- 
pose of the temporary organization is simply to proceed in an 
orderly way in organizing that assembly. 

If this was not its sole and only purpose, the two would never 
be found always in such close conjunction and connection one 
with the other. They bear to each other the relation, as it were, 
of cause and effect, or, to speak more accurately, the so-called 
temporary organization is nothing more nor less than one of 


| those preliminary steps in effecting an organization which it is 
is stripped of all its extraneous matter, when all of the matters | 


| solve this case. 


convenient to be gone through with in order to have the pro- 
ceedings proceed with due order and regularity. 

This debate, Mr. President, has proceeded upon a theory which 
I believe to be wrong; that is to say, right to a certain extent, 
but which does not constitute the key of the questions which 
We have proceeded from the beginning on the 
theory that it was competent for the Senate to determine as to 
what was or was nota proper organization of a legislative house, 
and accepting that theory as being correct for the purposes of 


| argument, it has been argued at length by all the Senators who 


reading from the lexicographers andin considering the original | 


derivation and meaning of the word ‘‘organization.” Ido not 


tofore, because it would be simply attempting to do that which 


Senators upon this floor have already done and done much bet- | 


ter than I could hope to do. 

But before I come to the consideration of this question of or- 
ganization, what it is in its essential elements, what it means, 
what its purpose is, and what is the limit of its duration, I wish 
briefly to remark that the entire discussion is embarrassed by the 
fact that we are called upon to analyze something which, like 


have spoken here that a temporary organization was sufficient 
on the one hand or that the permanent organization was required 


| ontheother. It hasalso been contended proand con that acertain 
propose to tread upon any ground which has been gone over here- | 


number of officers, a presiding and a recording officer, should be 


| elected, and, on the other hand, it has been contended that it 


the laws of nature, are known to all and which no one ever at- | 
tempts to analyze. If the question is as to whether the sun is | 


shining and this question shall be asked in any crowd of men, 


as to whether it is or not. 

This I take as an illustration only for the purpose of explain- 
ing what I wish to present afterwards. In other words, there 
are certain things which are known of all men, which are never 
questioned, which are never considered, and therefore when they 
are questioned all atonce the answer is embarrassing, as it would 
be in the case put as to whether the sun was shining; and if you 
throw aside entirely the natural vision which men have, it will 
be found almost impossible to prove to one who had never been 
blessed with the light of the sun whether the sun is shining or 
not. 

Any one who has had the fortune to see the difficulty which a 
deaf mute, or one congenitally born blind, has in trying to ascer- 
tain what the sense of hearing or the sense of seeing is, will un- 
derstand how hard it is to analyze a proposition which nobody 
has ever analyzed before. If you should go anywhere upon the 
public streets and ask any man of ordinary intelligence who has 


was not necessary to elect any officers whatever, for the reason 
that the lawmaking power residing in the body, the members, 
might proceed without officers if they thought proper so to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLEN in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the 
bill (S. 1) to prevent the adulteration and misbranding of food 
and drugs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. [ask that that order be temporarily laid 


| aside and that the present question be continued. 
each will turn his eyes to the heavens and say without hesitation | 


participated, as we all have, in those little or larger primary as- | 


semblages of the people, as to what a temporary or permanent 
organization of such an assembly is, and he would tell you at once 
just as the man would turn his eye heavenward and say whether 
the sun was shining or not. Ask him to explain the essential 
difference between them, and the different powers and duties of 
their respective officers, and I think he would be embarrassed for 
an answer as the Senate has been. But when we turn to the di- 
gest, which has been prepared here with such painstaking labor 
by the minority of the committee, we find that in twenty out of 
thirty-eight States of the Union whose journals have been exam- 
ined as far as obtainable, there are 234 cases there set out of the 
proceedings of legislative bodies convening since the law of 1866 


Mr. PADDOCK. The understanding will be that it goes over 
as the continuing order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Being temporarily laid aside, that isinevitably 
the effect. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon[Mr. 
MITCHELL] requests that the pending order be for the present 
laid aside. Is there unanimous consent given to the request? 
The Chair hears no objection and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). This proposition, Mr. President, 
is one which I shall antagonize at the close of my remarks. | 
do not believe that it is competent for the Senate of the United 
States to do aught else than follow in the footsteps of the State 
legislative houses. I do not believe that it belongs to the Sen- 
ate of the United States to undertake to determine for any leg- 
islative house as to what is or what is not a proper organization 
or when it is or is not organized. This, which I believe to be the 
key of the entire situation, I shall refer to at some length here- 
after. 

[ now wish to proceed, however, upon the theory upon which 
the debate has thus far proceeded, and assume that the Senate 
has such power, and see then as towhatatemporary organization 


| is. The words ‘‘ pro tempore,” as a matter of course, mean ‘‘for 


was passed, and we find that without a single exception the or- | 


ganization, called for convenience the permanent organization, 


has been preceded by atemporary organization, and immediately | 


upon the temporary organization being had the permanent or- 
ganization has followed it. 


In nature we naturally infer that whenever we see an effect 


uniformly following a given cause, or when we see one thing | 


the time being:” but the question arises for the time being for 


what and until when? If, as was claimed by the Senator from 
Indiana |Mr. TURPIE] and also by the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
PALMER], it means that a temporary organization is the same as 
a permanent one, except that the temporary one is to continue 
only during the pleasure of the house and the permanent one in- 
dependentof its pleasure, thatis one proposition. If, onthe other 
hand, the purpose of the temporary organization is to continue 
until the organization is effected, which, for convenience sake, 
is called the permanent organization, then the proposition is al- 
together different. 

It certainly can not be held to be an organization for a 
lative purposes, to continue during the pleasure of the house, be 
cause it is immediately followed in every instance by the steps 
necessary to permanently organize and thereby end it 

Temporary organization is not devised for the purpose of pro- 
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transform the temporary into a permanent organizz u , tl , chara and 
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There is another view. and in connection with that let us turn to 
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visions in the constitutions or State statutes, or established par- 
liamentary usages relating to the organization of the Legislature. 
Under these various State constitutions or State statutes or leg- 
islative usages, which have existed from the foundation of our 
Government to the present day, all of this great family of Amer- 
ican Commonwealths has proceeded without confusion and with- 
out turmoil. 

The question is this: 


[f we establish the precedent here of saying 
that the Legislature of Idaho was organized on Monday, Decem- 
ber 8, when the Legislature of Idaho has solemnly declared that 
it was not organized until the 9th, do we not set aside and abro- 
gate the provisions contained in the constitution of that State 
and of every other State that contains similar provisions with 
reference to the organization ofits legislative department of the 
government? 

Are the Senators holding seats upon this floor willing to en- 
gage in such a foray upon the legislative independence of the 
different States of the Union? Are they willing to say that they 
are determined to establish a precedent here which will inter- 
fere with the freedom of each one of those houses in the deter- 
mination of that question for itself? 

! will suppose, Mr. President, that the precedent is established. 
| will suppose that the Senate shall hold that the possession of a 
permanent presiding officer and a temporary secretary is sufficient 
toanswer the purposes of section 14. Then the question arises, 
as was so pertinently asked the other day by the Senator from 
North Carolina[Mr. VANCE], will the States follow the precedent? 
Suppose in another contested case it should be held (and there 


‘} 


is nothing in this report to exclude such a holding) that when | 


only that | 
was suffic ie ‘nt to answer the requirements of section 14, would the | 


they had a temporary presiding and recording officer 


States follow that prec dent also? 


Suppose in another case, because the philosophy of this report | 


does not exclude it, it should be held that the possession of a pre- 
sidi ver only was sufficient and that they need not have a 
recording officer at all, would the States follow that precedent? 
Or suppose it should be held, and this also is not precluded 
by the report, that there should be a temporary speaker only, 
without even a temporary clerk, and that the temporary speaker 
need not be a member of the house at all, as is provided in many 
of the States of the Union, and the Senate should hold that that 
was a sufficient organization, under the theory that it was the 
judge and had the power to determine, would the States follow 
that precedent also? 

If under all these diametrically opposed and conflicting prec- 
edents any State Legislature is called upon to decide this high- 
est of all its functions as a legislative body, where in the wide 


ng oftic 


world, as this report asks, will they undertake or be able to draw 
the line between the conflicting precedents established by the | 
Senate of the United States? 


{ask this question also: that if these precedents are established 


and followed, then does not the Senate not only judge as to what | 


and essential in a legislative organization, 
not also in effect prescribe what shall be 
Legislature of every State? If that is the case, is it not true that 
in the decision of this question by the Senate there are involved 
matters of the utmost concern to every State in the Union? 

The only way, Mr. President, by which these States could re- 


Is prop e 


tunities for fraud and deceit in every Senatorial election that 
might be held hereafter would be to flatly refuse to recognize the 
precedents which were by the Senate, and that in its turn 
would breed more confusion than even the other would do. To 
save the legislative independence of their bodies, to save their 
constitutional provisions relating to the organization of their 
Legislatures they would be compelled to violate and refuse to be 
bound by the precedents of the Senate. 
this condition of things: the Senate holding one stage of organi- 
zation to be suffieient and the State holding another, so that at 
every election there would probably be a controverted question 
brought here for determination. 

The Legislature of the State of Idaho in each one of its legis- 

itive branches has solemnly declared not only once but twice, 
and once before any temptation had arisen in any way, that is 
immediately upon its organization, 
ized on Tuesday, December 9. Afterwards, in February, when 
the same question was brought up anew and a precise issue was 


set 


made upon it in the house of representatives it was again voted 
n the same way: and it was so declared by unanimous vote of 
the State senate without a single dissenting voice. 


That being the ca 


se, there is the adjudication, or judgment, 
or determination of 


each one of those houses, pursuant to the 
exch power to judge and determine it for itself. This power 
is expressly admitted, and asserted by each and every member 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and yet notwith- 
standing that fact the Senate is asked to set aside that determi- 


IslVé 


| one side and the cold-blooded law upon the other. 
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that each house was ergan- | 
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nation andorétain the sitting member in his seat in obedience to 
a theory as to what might or might not have been sufficient to 
make an organization in case the Senate had been acting as one 
of the legislative houses of one of the States of the Union. 

Mr. President, if the determination by the Legislature of the 
State of Idaho controls, as it does, then the sitting member by 
concession on all sides has not even a shadow of a right to the 
seat he now usurps. If the determination by that Legislature, 
pursuant to the provisions of its State constitution, is to control 
and govern the decision of this body, then it will necessarily fol- 
low that the judgment of the Senate would be against the sitting 
member. If, on the other hand, the Senate holds that the de- 
termination of the Staté Legislature is not the controlling one, 
but that it belongs to the Senate to determine it then the ques- 
tion arises, what becomes of this doctrine which is asserted here 
and affirmed by every member of the committee, namely, that 
each House has not only the power, but the exclusive power to 
determine that question for itself? 

Mr. MITCHELL. To determine what officers shall constitute 
an organization? 


Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Whatofficers shall constitute an organiza- 
tion? 

Mr. CLAGETT (contestant). Precisely. The power todeter- 


mine what officers shall constitute an organization, and to de- 
termine the rules of its own proceedings, carries with it, ex vi 
the power to determine everything connected with that 
organization and the proceedings necessary to secure it. There 
isnoescane. The logic is absolutely irrefragable; and when that 
proposition was laid down unanimously by the reportof the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections it carried with it the entire 
case as claimed by the contestant here. 

We must bearin mind, Mr. President, one fact, and that is that 
under the Constitution of the United States primarily it becomes 
the duty of the States to prescribe rules and regulations govern- 
ing the time, place, and manner of electing Senators. Congress 
also may make regulations concerning the time and manner, but 
not place. Congress, for reasons which were sufficient to induce 
its action, has seen fit to exhaust its power under that provision 
of the Constitution. It will not be questioned for a moment that 
the instant the law of 1866 became the law of the Federal Union 
the power of the States to legislate upon this subject was ar- 
rested and for the time being destroyed. 

It is now impossible for any State to prescribe any safeguards 
for the preservation of purity in the election of Senators to this 
body. When the power granted in the Constitution was exer- 
cised by Congress its legislation became exclusive of all power 
in the States: and to-day the States stand chained and manacled, 
incapable by reason of the law of 1866 of protecting themselves 


| against any conceivable kind of fraud or violation of law. 


but does it | 
“done to organize the | 


Now it is proposed, in order to retain a single man in his seat 
in the Senate, that we shall by a precedent letdown the bars and 
give the sanction of the Senate tosuch transactions as the record 
in this case discloses. It can not be too often repeated nor too 
firmly enforced that the States are now powerless, and between 
the due and proper observance of the law by compelling fair and 


| honest dealing in the State Legislatures, and its willful violation 


| and the perpetration of every fraud dictated by extreme tempta- 
lieve themselves of the embarrassment, the turmoil, the oppor- | 


tion there stands absolutely nothing except the precedents of the 
Senate. 

Is this case one that calls for the exercise of such extreme 
power? It is a familiar saying that hard cases make bad law, 
but those are cases where the equities of the transaction are upon 
In such cases 
the general rules are too often made to flexibly bend for the pur- 


| pose » of covering that exception, and that exception in its turn 
We would then have | 


becomes a precedent for other cases, until at last the exception 
becomes the rule and the rule is abrogated. 

In this case, however, there is no necessity for straining or per- 
verting or stretching the law. It is not a hard case, requiring 
that the law might be stretched to cover it. It is a case where 
the law should be administered absolutely, without fear or favor 
or affection, and where the right of the parties who stand at this 
bar should be determined by the question only as to which one 
of the two comes here armed with the legal right, free from any 
taint arising from the transactions which led to his election. 

Mr. President, I shall not consume the time of the Senate any 


| further. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I did not intend to make any 
remarks whatever in connection with this case, and would not 
now consume the patience of the Senate and the time of the coun- 
try had not the controversy been diverted from the law of the 
case by the honorable Senator from Nevada and the contestant, 
Mr. Clagett, and turned into personal channels, severely reflect- 
ing upon myself and the people of my State, who have so often 


' honored me. 
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I could have borne patiently the bald statement that I did not 
‘* appear here with clean hands,” and excused the contestant, 
Mr. Clagett, on the ground that his natural zeal in his own be- 
half caused him to magnify and misinterpret events which im- 
mediately preceded my election. 

His extended allusions and those of the Senator from Nevada 
to the unholy and immoral combination by which I was elected, 
while aimed directly at Messrs. McConnell, SHOUP, and myself, 
are calculated to do the State great damage, because they call 
into question the honor and integrity of the Legislature and 
through it the people of the State whom it represented and by 
whom it was created. The attempt has been made to impress 
upon the minds of the Senators that I was elected by some sort 
of a trick or trade, that the people of Idaho were in some man- 
ner cheated and wronged, and that they were deprived of their real 
choice of a Senator. By adroit insinuations and innuendoes and 
by direct statement you have been told that party pledges were 
broken, midnight combinations made, whole sections of the State 
ruthlessly denied their just rights, and that I was at the head of 
all this, and that I rode roughshod and posthaste over all law 
and precedent in order to secure an election to the United States 
Senate. 
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| original vacancies. 
| as being received from Washington 
election of 
| When the members of the 


It is a pleasure for me to say that the honorable Senatorsfrom | 
Delaware and North Carolina argued interestingly and ably on | 


the legality of my title. Whatever deductions they drew from 
the record could be fairly drawn from their standpoint, and no 
attempt was made by them to go outside of the record and into 
personalities. 

The Senator from Nevada and the contestant, Mr. Clagett, have 
beldly questioned the motives of honorable gentlemen, have 
stated conclusions which are unjust and unfair, have proclaimed 


facts which do not and never did exist, and neglected to state 
facts which should have been stated in connection with their ‘‘af- 


fidavits,” the pledge in the party platform, etc., if they desired 
to go into these extraneous matters at all. 


If you will allow me, Mr. President, I take a pride in the little | 


record I have made in this Capitol. 
one. 


I hope it is a pardonable | 
I was elected by the people of Idaho as their Delegate in | 


Congress, and was reélected by the largest majority any candi- | 


date ever received, with one exception. 


nee » Bak tenes sents sais ae ; Snett 
During my first term I was pleased to see the combination to | {505.5 is provided in the Constitution and act of Congress admittin 


destroy my Territory broken to pieces and buried out of sight and 
mind. I was confronted on this question with the steady opposi- 
tion of the Senator from Nevada. 
thing. Both of these gentlemen have tried to resurrect that old 


‘annexation fight,” and have brought it into this controversy, | 


using the familar stock expressions of ‘‘impassable mountain 
barriers” and ‘‘strife between the sections.” 
someimpressionhere. Theirremarks willcauseasmile in Idaho. 
The people there are united, happy,and harmonious in a State 


| mission act and State constitution, they 


lected 


provisions of the Revised 


could have legally: 
him also at the same time under the 
Statutes. 

There was nothing to prevent their electing him in strict com- 
pliance with the requirements of both acts. As a matter of fact 
this is precisely what they intended to do. They deferred the 
election of Senators altogether until the ninth day of the session 
in order that the election might be held both within the ten days 
prescribed under the admission act and on the second Tuesday , as 
prescribed by the Revised Statutes. There can be no question 
as to what the judgment of the Legislature was, and anyone who 
reads the record fairly and without prejudice can plainly discern 
it. There was doubt and confusion as to when the third Senator 
should be elected, some contending that he could be elected under 
the enabling act; that is, any time within ten days; othersthat he 
must be elected under the Revised Statutes; that is, on the 
ond Tuesday, and still others that he could not be elected until 
after the drawing for terms by the two Senators elected to fill the 
The telegrams which have been referred to 
were all in regard to the 


before 





SeAc- 


the drawing for terms. 
Legislature became satisfied that it 
was their duty toelect the third Senator immediately after elect- 
ing the two, they were determined to comply strictly with the 
law, in order, if possible} to avoid any future trouble. 

Some of Clagett’s warmest supporters believed the third Sen- 
ator eould be legally elected within the ten days. 

This can not be controverted, for on Friday, the fifth day, De- 
cember 12, Mr. Porter offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the house of representatives do now proceed to vote fora 
United States Senator for the State of Idaho whois to hold the full term of 
six years beginning with the Fifty-second Cong 

This, I think, was the first resolution offered in regard to the 
election of Senators, and the mover, Mr. Porter, was looked upon 
as the closest friend and adviser of Mr. Clagett in 
ture. He was from Mr. Clagett’s county. 

My friends evidently thought that the third Senator could not 
be elected under the admission act, for Mr. Price, who wastheir 
recognized leader, offered the following as a substitute: 


the third Senator 








the Legisla- 


Resolved, That the house of representatives, the senate concurring, pro 
ceed to-day to the election of two United States Senators for the State of 


rthe State 


| of Idaho into the Union 


His opposition now is no new | 


} 


They may make | 


| 


in which they all take a great pride and for whose reputation | 


they are very jealous. 

During my second term I had the pleasure of seeing the Terri- 
torv which had been preserved from dismemberment admitted 
to the Union of States with its boundary line intact. It would 
be a source of deep regret to me if there should linger in the 
mind of any Senator on this floor an idea, however faint, that | 
am here contrary to the wishes of the people of my State. | 
think it is due to my State and to myself, in view of the charges 
which the Senator from Nevada and the contestant from Idaho 


have so publicly made, that I give to the Senate the facts in re- | 


gard to this Senatorial election. 
draw the conclusions. 

In regard to the organization. On Morday, December 8, 
the Legislature met at the proper time, pursuant to the procla- 
mation of the governor. The house on that day elected its 
Speaker, and he, together with the other members of the house, 
were duly sworn. The house also elected its other officers, ex- 
cept the chaplain, but they were not sworn urtil Tuesday, the 
9th. The senate on December 8 was called together and pre- 
sided over by the lieutenant-governor, who, by the constitution 
of Idaho, is the president of the senate. He had previously 
taken the oath of office and the members of the senate were duly 
sworn on that day, Monday, December 8. A secretary pro 
tempore for the senate was elected but was not sworn. On Tues- 
day, December 9, the secretary pro tempore was made the per- 
manent secretary and the other officers of the senate were 
elected, and he and they were duly sworn. 


I will leave it to the Senate to 


I was much interested in the able argument of the honorable | 
Senator from New Hampshire, and believe with him that the | 


third Senator for Idaho was legally elected under the State con- 
stitution and admission act. I would invite your careful atten- 
tion to the case of Hart vs. Gilbert, Florida, Senate Contested 
Elections, by Taft, on this point. But let us leave that all out. 
If it is conclusive that the Legislature of Idaho legally elected 


the third Senator within the ten days as prescribed by the ad- | and as governor signed Mr. Clagett’s certificate of election Ms 


The substitute was ruled out of order,and the original motion 
was withdrawn. 

On Friday the fifth day, December 12, Mr. Underwood offered 
the following resolution in the senate: 


Resolved, That both houses of the Legislature meet as provided by law or 
Saturday, the 13th, instant, at the hour of 11 a. m., and proceed to ballot for 
United States Senators 

Mr. Gunn offered the following substitute: 

Resolved by the senate (the house co “Urring That the senate and house of 
representatives proc eed to elect, as pre vided by law United States Sena- 
tors at the hour of 12 o’clock m. on Tuesday, the 16th day of December, 1890. 


Which was adopted. 

Nothing more was done toward fixing the time for the election 
of Senators until Monday, December 15, when Mr. Gunn's con- 
current resolution was read the time in the house. On 
Tuesday morning, December 16, it passed the house. 

Mr. Gunn’s resolution was carefully drawn, and was intended 
to provide for the election of the three Senators both under the 
Constitution and the Revised Statutes, and it was so understood 
and accepted by all. It wasan unusual thing to elect three Sena- 
tors at once. Weall presumed at the time it had never been 
done before. There was, as I say, doubt in the minds of many 
as to when the election for the third Senator should commence. 

[t was not known, when the 
the 16th, who the third and all partic 
anxious in consequence to comply with the law,and therefore 
fixed upon Tuesday, the 16th day of December, the second Tues- 
day as they supposed, because it was also the ninth day, and came 
within the prescribed limit of ten days fixed by the Constitution 
and admission act. Otherwise, why did they not select Saturday 
or Friday or Monday or some other day? Why were they partie- 
ular to select Tuesday? And why were f 


first 


balloting commenced on Tur 
sx nator wo ild be. 


sday, 


s were 


they so careful to « limi- 
nate the mention of two Senators or one Senator, or all reference 
either to the Constitution or Revised Statutes? The language of 
the resolution under which the enced is, to 
‘‘elect United States Senators as provided for by law.” 

The election was on the 18th, and onthe 19th, the following 
day, the presiding officer of the senate and the secretary of the 
senate, the speaker of the house and the clerk of the hous 
united in the certificate which they signed in their official ca- 
pacity, that ‘‘Tuesday, the 16th day of December, was t 
ond Tuesday after the meeting and organization of the Legisla- 


ture.” The president of the senate afterwards became governor 


balloting was comn 


ne SOC- 























t that the secretary of [daho belongs to the same 

ass of me as the secretary of Florid Dr. Crawford: thes 

two secretaries agreeing that once a Legislature had elected a 
Senator, its power was exhausted. 

The Senator from Montana [M +, SANDERS] seemed to think, 
rom a question he asked the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY 
t +t it makes no difference what the Legislature tho ht pre 
vided it was ascertained that they werewrong. This may beso. 

ave that for the Senate to decide. 

{ wish to make plain, however, that every one connected with 
the Legislature, who figured in an official capacity in this elee 
tion, believed the Legislature was organized on Monday, Decem- 
er 8, and have so shown by their official acts. 

As I stated before, there was no avowed candidate on Tuesday, 
December 16, when the balloting was had in separate houses, for 


ie full term, nor had any attempt been made to unite the mem 
of the Legis tur ona candidate for tl 


ithe separate houses on] 


December, were candidates for any one of the Se 





Had 





anyone been elected on the first ballot it is altog that 
all three elections would have been held on that day. As no one 
he strength developed by each lidat 





1 One was expected to develop 
4 « +} f | . acl 
il be elected: therefore the Legislature ad- 


1e ballot. On that ballot I received votes 











Legislature, aggregating 17 in all, one of 
my friends being absent. Thesituation remained practically un- 
‘hanged in the joint session held on Wednesday, the lith. On 
the 18th Senator Gunn introduced the following resolution in joint 

bly 

Res id 4 t assembly of the aenate and house of 7 presentatives of tl 
Legislature of the State of Idaho, That we proceed toeleettwo United States 
Senators tof ra ‘ies, and that after such elections we immediately pro- 
eed toelect one United States Senator to fill the vacancy occurring March 4, 
(on Tt l ) iO there were s parate roil Calis of the senat 

and house. ‘en senators voted in favor and Sagainst: 19 mei 
bers voted in favor and 17 against. And sothe resolution wa 
Then | was elected under this resolution the call of 
use was made separately. [received 10 vot n the sen- 





i 
ate against 8 for all other candidates, and 22 votes in the hous 


1} ‘*« ] ? v« ; “ « ’ ] ; . , ; 
against 14 lor all other candidates. So thatthe resolution unde 
vhich | was eleeted and the election itself were brought about 


votes of the two branches of the Legislature, a ma- 











rity of each branch voting both for the resolution and for m« 
[ will now re the f in regard to my election, and wi 
‘ommenc reading ollowing statement made by the co! 
1 Clg st Ol ages 11 and 12 of his memoria 
He says 
a ae , ni December. 1890. there w ten ; ar 
3 ! e Les , y rEORGE L. SH ». W m J. Mes 
Fred. T. Dubo sl H. Clage 1 islature o1 r 
ntair 4 Repu rity; that th f efourR 
, ‘ eS ¢ lice votes W 4 ’ Fred. T. Dubo 
VV 1 }. Met H. ¢ 8 L & iGE L. SHOUP 
I 4 a s of Leg itt St 
This statement is correct; there were 44 Republican memlh 
of t} Legislature and 10 Democrats, so that took 5 to a 
Senator. The votes were divided asthe contestantstates. Being 
me led a ‘ first choice of the memhers being firm] ; 
ul i uc AU i i iii Lil rs We il i iA€t 
as stated by the contestant, how was an election to be broug 
about by any fair means known to honorable politics? Mr. M 
Connell had 9 votes, Mr. Clagett had 8 votes, Mr. SHourp had + 


( a 
votes, and Mr. Dubois had 18 votes, and it took 28 toeleect. What 


e suggested itself to any honorable Senator « 
i he not have proposed a caucus of the 
‘ have asked that they settle the differe a 





best and wisest and most honorable? At any 


view which | entertained, and | 
, Signed by Governor SHOUP and myself, whic! 





wie a part of this case, we propose 


guage, which isin Mr. Price’s argument, page 








ir. Clagett and Mr. MeConnell. Here is what 

we 
G Par n I . ¥y prop se tha 
1 I bers lature meetin caucus Tuesday, De 
ck p. m., and dete 1e What is fair and just and honor 
e est inter s of the party: Messrs. Dubois and SHoUP 









ng themselves to accept the verdict rendered by the party as thus as 
led; stipulating only that whatever the majority of the Republican 


bers of the Legislature decide on as being best shall be indorsed by the 
ity, and the party as represented in t Legislature by the Republicar 
I ers-elect, shall vote solidly, unitedly, and harmoniously to carry out 
| the judgment of the party as expressed in caucus 


' On December 16 Mr. Clagett replied in a letter, which is pub 
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aes ‘s inca died eaten an 


~j 





lished and made a partof this case, declining to go intoacaucus | other. Mr. Clagett’s c 


i i i 
(Price’s argument, page 12). Asstated, Mr. SHOUP had 8 votes, n n the foll 

Mr. Clagett 8 votes, and Mr. McConnell 9 votes, making in all} him. You will fin 

25. It took 28 to elect. It was evident that it would do the | struction, in Pri 

friends of Mr. McConnell, SHOUP, and Clagett no good to com-| / That the Repu 

bine their votes, even if they so desired, which they did not, be- | Le Ser ! er our la 
sause they would then be three short of an election. My eighte¢ 

friends were there, and it was necessary that they should go to 

any candidate who was to be elected. Mr. Clagett eviden 

thought, and still seems to think, they should have gone to him. = 

My eighteen friends had several courses open to them. They Mr. Ulagett Says De a 
could have combined with the 10 Democrats, thus making the nec- | 8 0Dedtence to over™ as : 

essary 28. There were three Senators toelect and unfortunately | “4 the openly expressed wish and 

there were four candidates. It was inevitable that one of 1 paign manager and orator in Shoshone ‘ ty thatt rs 
four must be defeated. This is one of the inexorable rules of | % U Lat 4 O t . 


politics that the one who is successful is compelled to tempor ote for me 10 1c ed states 5 
rily destroy the hopes of some one else. My friends cone Lex yOu ONS O my Tae : mol, Us a 
to unite with the friends of Messrs. SHOUP and McConnell. This esinning to the end oO t le contrary, 
left Mr. Clagett out. Hine illa lachryme. cx array Pr. Ula ut 

As there were eighteen of my friends and nine of Mr. MeCon- | "0 Star 
nell’s and eight of Mr. SHOUP’s; as, in other words, my friends | ir. President Viagett a ndidates on t 
outnumbered the friends of Messrs. McConnell and SHOUP com- | *@me Ucket lor the votes 0 } ‘ ty, 
bined, it must occur to you as being eminently fair and just that | \#8etts home—A!r, Vilage tor | tive cow ol 
they should have claimed for me the long term and not subjected | +©rritory, ana myseit | v at vongrT va 
me to the hazard of adraw. The friends of Messrs. SHOUP and | * , When I Was Urst elected, and whi r. rt iS Dea 
McConnell and these gentlemen themselves all recognized t = a L carried t , y, and two yea . 
fairness of this arrangement. That is the combination which | *°°- = 
you have heard so much about. It was a friendly arrangement oo Ce tby a uth ea majority. Wi 
entered into after it became evident that Mr. Clagett woul Lhere any reason why tae s bs i Ha 
join with his party associates in order to carry out the wi ( ere yer rp cipageere seg w tae eo a 
the people as they had been clearly expressed at the polls lorielted the esteem 0 ' ro ib 
show more clearly that Mr. Clagett would not enter into a privave OF p 






























7 . = 1 N é ( le a | ) 
arrangement which would not secure to him the six-year term | + : mouse t : , ‘ , 
ey : . . e . . . the s na + < ; ‘ on 
[ will read a letter from Mr. McConnell to Mr. Clagett,which is | ‘86 o©'s ee ea pi . = 
- . . lel 'o 2 @ nt t ha \] 
an uncontradicted part of the record of this case (Price’s argu- | ~" > nD - , - —_ :, ~~ a ae 
ment, pages 8 and 9): ee ee ee ee SO COURMSS I NOE LERRO,; 
Boise Crry, Le 15, 1 i enal and aho, ; ator candidat 
DEAR SIR: In view of the complications now existing inr t struct tor ™m Ana O \ 
present Senatorial contest I submit the following proposal for you ) anotl ‘ ( 
eration. As there are, during the present session of the Le; ature ‘ ; - ‘ 
Senators to be selected, two of whom must draw for positions, and : : , _ ; — os 
ing five candidates in the field, three of whom live in South Idaho, I there Shabu > 
propose that we concede to South Idaho the long or six year term, ¥ ( ‘ ‘ ) 
commence on March 4 next, and ask for North Idaho th mr 7 
Senators, one of whose terms will expire on March 4, 1891. By this} 
tion we will secure to the people among whom we have the honor tor - Dubo 
representative in the Senate of the United States at least tw - e 
four years. [am willing to accept the chance of drawing a t 
sooner than jeopardize the interest of that great northern ntry ‘ ‘ 
neglected and practically unr ente ver ; , 
In the event of this proposal meeting your approva i 3810 ele 
may be thought honorable and just can be made tot frien ft se ; 
who draws theshortterm. This arrangement will be mar tly fa : : : ; , 
South Idaho people that [ have no doubt that their representat 
gislature will indorse it by their tes. Kindly lk 
t convenie! whether this meets your : a] 
Vi J ( N ‘ ‘ 
Hon. W. H. CLAGETT t ‘ 
TT) is le tter bears the follow i r indorsem< it: 
Borst Crry 
undersigned fy that er I & 
yw that the sam b lett which was i H ‘ 
H. Clagett anc ) uM lecling 
E. S. CHASE. 
P. M. BRUNI! S 
GEO. M RS 
J. M. HERMA : ‘ 
GEO. P. WHt 
JOHN F. CA . 
Notwithstanding that this pian, if con ited 
secured North Idaho a Senator in the est sense of t 
tion, Mr. Clagett unceremoniously rejected it. He 
did not intend to submit his chances for a seat in ites 
States Senat to any drawing with Mr. McConnell whe ) ‘ , ‘ 
might get only two months. 
{ trust that you will bear in mind that this arr 
not gone into until a caucus and every other expedient had b« 
proposed which was consistent with honorable political met 
These eighteen gentlemen represented the wishes of tl 
ple of the State. I was elected by the people of the Stat 
politicians were not for me,and while 1 was here laborins act 
the State into the Union they were busy at home plott ae ~ 
my overthrow. I donot make this asan unsupported statement, | ae 
for nearly every county in the State by resolution instructed t aa a : : - 
members of the Legislature to support me for the United Stat . P 
Senate. Mr. McConnell’s county instructed for him and ex- - ) 
pressed a wish that I should be his colleague. This is the only The W 
county in the State which instructed its members of the Legis- | the Clag mtest ¢ ind y t 
lature for anyone else except mvself. to eg rity of 7 e< St : : ] 
Phere arefive counties in North Idaho, the portion of the State | know that the Senate will so find it, and that t vill and wishe 
which the Senator from Nevada and the contestant, Mr. Clagett, | respected over any technicalities that 
; claim has been so foully wronged by my machinations. Mr. Of fee Keen you. Ot the lity. : 
; . Sam, B . - = 1 ea s OLaVe he ii pers ia\ vA ‘ AA 
, Clagett lives in one of these counties and Mr. McConnell in an- ' pem ea one bolaty esnoustns I ret 
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paper outspoken for him it must be in his county, but it does not reach my | legislated out of office, but, as there were numerous bills and 
exchange table. The Miner, of Wallace, and the News, of Wardner, now de- 


funct, have been his strongest supporters. | matters appertaining to Idaho, pending both in Congress and in 
We shall all rejoice when the Senate says, “Let the people's will be done.’ | the Departments, I came on with the delegation in December, 
J. W. JONES. 1890, immediately after our election to the Senate, to explain té 

Col. Jones is a Southern Democrat, formerly from Arkansas, | them, as well as I could, the nature of the business which had 
and has no sympathy whatever with me on any political propo- | been left unfinished, and to give them the benefit of such as- 
sition. sistance as my experience here would enable me to. I was ngt 

Mr. MITCHELL. He is amember ofthe national Democratic | at the capitol of the State again during the session of the Legis- 
committee? lature. What became of the contestant, Mr. Clagett? Did he, 

Mr. DUBOIS. He is the member of the national committee | feeling secure in the rectitude of his intentions, and relying on 
of the Democratic party for the State of Idaho. The two Demo- | the justness of his cause, return to his home in North Idaho, and, 
cratic papers referred to by Col. Jones as having been the strong- | in a dignified manner, wait for the Legislature to send him here 
est supporters of Mr. Clagett, and as having collapsed in con- | to right the great wrong which he claims has been perpetrated 
sequence, through lack of support, were both in Mr. Clagett’s | upon the State, and to protest against the action of the Legisla- 
county. ture of Idaho and myself? 

You have heard much of broken pledges, of party platforms Quite the contrary. He remained at the capitol for sixty-five 
violated, and both the Senator from Nevada and the contestant | consecutive days and personally managed und manipulated the 
were greatly shocked by the immorality of such violations of | campaign which resulted in his so-called election. He tied up 
party faith. The facts are these: When the State convention met | legislation, was the cause of bitter feuds and contentions, and 
in August, 1890, Mr. Clagett headed the delegation from his | then comes here and tells this Senate that there would have been 

county, the largest delegation in the convention, and fought per- | no second election, there would have been no controversy here 
sistently to insert a plank in the platform that one of the Sena- | had not the people called upon him to protest in their behalf. 
tors to be elected by the Legislature should come from North | On January 10,1891, he had gotten so far along as to secure 23 votes. 
Idaho. That was the only business that Mr. Clagett had at that | He evidently did not think at that time that the other 5 could 
convention. He made repeated speeches on the floor of the con- | be gained over, because on that date a protest was presented to 
vention and used every method, from threats to persuasion, to in- | the Senate, signed by these twenty-three members of the Legis- 
duce the party to adopt this plank. He stated in unmistakable | lature, which is headed as follows: 
language that unless they did they could not carry his county. Communication from Messrs. Clagett and J. R. De Lamar, transmitting a 

I was opposed to this resolution, for I did not believe then nor | Protest signed by twenty-three members of the Legislature of Idaho, 
(lo I believe now that the fitness of any gentleman to represent a against allow ing Hon. Fred. T. Dubois to take his seat in the Senate. 
sovereign State on this floor should be measured by the par- At that time they were content simply to deprive me of my 
ticular place in the State in which he may happen to live. The | seat. Between that date, January 10 and February 11, the con- 
resolution was finally passed after a debate, by a vote, I think, of | testant secured the other 5 votes, which made the 28, the exact 
69 to 31. In my judgment it could not have been passed at all | numbernecessary tomakeamajority of the Legislature. Itissaid 
had it not been for this significant fact. There were seven or | that it took him two weeks tosecure the twenty-eighth, which was 
eight gentlemen in the convention who were candidates for the | the last and needed vote. I will state here that the remainin 
Le gislat ure. Eac A and every one of these gentlemen arose in | members of the Legislature refused to participate in his allegec 
his place and asked to be excused from voting on the resolution, | election at all, with the exception of two Democrats who voted 
because he did not feel at liberty to bind himself or his partic- | for a Democrat, and two Republican senators who voted in the 
ular constituency in the selection of United States Senators by | air. The contestant received just 28 votes. The members of the 
his vote ina State convention. Every one of these gentlemen | house who did not vote, signed and presented the following pro- 
was unanimously excused by the sieveetaiiene from voting on this | test before the balloting commenced: 
resolution. . ; We, the undersigned members of the house of representatives of the Legis- 

The resolution then, if it meant anything, expressed the sen- lature of the State of Idaho, protest against the proceedings for the election 


: : a : ‘ of a United States Senator from Idaho for the term to commence March 4, 
timent of the majority of the indiv idual members of that State | 1891, on the ground that said proceedings are illegal, null, and void, for the 
convention, that one of the Senators to be selected by the Legis- | reason that the present Legislature has already elected a Senator in Congress 
lature should come from North Idaho. It meant nothing else, | f°" S4id term. 


| 
and could have meant nothing else. The Democratic party in Much stress has been laid on certain affidavits which have been 
! 





its convention later on put a similar plank in their party plat- | read here and commented upon by the Senator from Nevada and 
form, and there the subject ended. No public speaker of either | the contestant. I should have thought they would have passed 
party that I have ever heard of mentioned the subject in any | those affidavits by in silence. They were all made in February, 
place in a public speech during the entire campaign. It did not | 1891, after Mr. Clagett’s so-called election and more than sixty 
nake one vote’s difference to either party in any portion of the | days after I was elected. Not one of them had the temerity to 
State. attack my personal integrity, or to impugn to me any cor rupt 

Please bear in mind, Mr. President, that this convention was | ac tsduring my entire connection with this Senatorial controv ersy. 
held in August, 1890, when it was impossible for anyone to con- By reading them simply you can not but be struck with the fact 
template the election of three Senators. It was not known that | that they are excuses and attempted justification to their constit- 
[Idaho had three Senators to elect until the Wyoming Senators | vents for their strange conduct and their violated pledges. H. 
had drawn for terms in December, 1890, nor could it have been | M. Casey, of Kootenai C ounty, furnishes a long affidavit, sworn 
known. ‘This plank in the party platform, then, if it meantany- | to on the 16th of February, 1891. 


thing, meant that one of the two Senators provided for by the con- Mr. Casey was elected to the Legislature under the following 
stitution and admission act should be selected from North Idaho. instructions (Price’s Argument, page21). The Kootenai County 


[t is an absurdity on its face to claim that this State convention resolutions are as follows—this is Mr. Casey’s county and in 

ntended to bind the party to keep a gentleman from North Idaho | ‘‘ North Idaho:” 

n the Senate of the United States for all time to come. When Resolved, That the people of Idaho owe Hon. Fred. T. Dubois a debt of grat- 
the Legislature in December selected the two Senators, as pro- | isude fr the falthful manner in which he has performed the duties of Dele 
vided for by the const ao and the admission act, it took Mr. | to the sisterhood of States. 

MeConnell from North Idaho and Mr. SHOUPfrom South Idaho. Resolved, That this convention fully indorses him for the first United States 
[t selected Mr. Dubois for the full term which was to follow the | Se?4tor from the new State of Idaho. 
expiration of the term of one of these gentlemen. The senator from Kootenai County, Mr. Wells, now commis- 

Mr. McConnell, of North Idaho, was unfortunate or fortunate | sioner for Idaho to the World's Fair, steadily supported me from 
enough to draw the short term, therefore Mr. Dubois sueceeded | beginning toend. Mr. Casey voted for me when I was elected, 
him. Where would the contention of the Senator from Nevada | in obedience to the well-known wishes of his people and in com- 
and the contestant be had Mr. SHouP drawn the short term and | pliance with his pledges, but fifty-five days after voted for Mr. 

Mr. Clagett be successfulin this controversy? Inthatcase North | Clagett for the same term. Itseems reasonable that Mr. Casey 
Idaho would have both the Senators and the governor and Con- | owed his people some explanation. Mr. Wing, a senator from 
gressman. As NorthIdaho has less than one-third of the popu- | Nez Perces and Latah Counties, signed a long affidavit on July 
lation and votes of the State, such a division as that would hardly | 17, in which he, for the first time, states that the journal re- 
be considered fair, although it would have been entirely legal. | corded him wrong in his voting. The people of Nez Percés 
The people of the State of Idahoare satisfied, and it seems to me | County were for me, which Mr. Wing admits, and he carried out 
that anyone should be, from this recital of facts, that the Legisla- | their wishes by voting for me at the first election, and also by 
ture carried out literally the sentiment which was expressed in | voting for the joint resolution under which I was elected. He 
the party platform. To be sure itdid not secure to Mr. Clagett a | afterwards changed his mind and voted for Mr. Clagett. 
certain seat in the United States Senate, and he and his personal I should think an affidavit in explanation was entirely proper 
friends are notand would not be contented with anything else. from Mr. Wing. J.C. Martin, of Latah County, who is a black- 

When Idaho was admitted to the Union on July 3, 1890, I was | smith and an uneducated man, makes a long affidavit covering 
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two pages, which is clear and explicit in expression and beautiful 


in construction, as are all of the balance of these affidavits. | 
imagine that Mr. Martin was surprised to find that he had such 
a command of language as is evidenced by this affidavit. The 
contestant referred to one portion of Mr. Martin’s affidavit which 
recites that Mr. Martin signed an agreement by terms of which 
Messrs. McConnell, SHoUP, and myself were to be elected, with 
the understanding on his part that my election was not to take 
place until some time after the election of Messrs. SHOUP and Mc- 
Connell. He swears that it was his belief that the combination 
could not hold together and that I would be defeated; otherwise 
he would not have gone into it. 

Now, if this portion of the affidavit which has been quoted 
proves anything it demonstrates clearly that Mr. Martin was 
willing to enter into a solemn engagement in behalf of hisfriend 
Mr. McConnell by which eighteen friends of mine should elect 
Mr. McConnell, after which he intended to violate his promise 
and betray these eighteen gentlemen. That thisidea was in his 
mind is clear from the fact that he voted for Mr. Clagett at the 
first opportunity. Mr. Martin has left the State toescape arrest 
for bigamy. Mr. Briggs is another gentleman who voted for me 
and who fifty-five days afterward voted for Mr. Clagett. Mr. 
Briggs furnishes a long affidavit, dated February 16, 1891. He 
was chairman of the committee on resolutions in the county con- 
vention which nominated him, at which the following resolutions 
were passed (Price’s Argument, page 21): 

Resolved, That the Republicans of Bingham County have noted with pride 
and pleasure the sentiment and commendation and confidence from the 
various Republican county conventions throughout the State in relation to 
our distinguished fellow citizen and neighbor, the Hon. Fred. T. Dubois, and 
we take pleasure in presenting him to the Republicans of this State as a gen 
tleman in every way worthy and entitled to the highest consideration of the 
Republican party, and as an evidence of this fact we need only point to his 
political record upon the great questions which are tending to develop the 
material resources of the State and which so culminated in his securing for 
his entire constituency the ineffable boon of statehood. 

And this convention, recognizing the fact that he is the unanimous choice 
of the Republicans of Bingham County as the United States Senator from 
the new State, hereby pledge him the support of the legislative nominees of 
the Republican —— for this county, and the legislative nominees of this 
convention are hereby instructed to vote for Mr. Dubois for United States 


Senator and to use all honorable means to secure his election to that exalted | 


position. 
B. J. BRIGGS, Chairman 

Wo. D. JOHNSON, Secretary 

Notwithstanding Mr. Briggs’s explanatory affidavit, he was 
burned in effigy in every town in his county. But I do not care 
to pursue this branch of the subject or these affidavits further. 
Here are eight gentlemen who voted for me under the express 
commands and in obedience to the wishes of their people who 
afterward voted for another gentleman who was a candidate and 
for whom they positively refused to vote at the time of my elec- 
tion. They state their reasons in similar language, and while 
the affidavits are long and are an attempted justification to their 
people for their conduct, yet most of them inone part or another 
of the document state that they changed their minds because the 
Legislature was organized on the 9th day of December, 1890, in- 
stead of the 8th. 

This United States Senate, which contains some of the ablest 
minds in the country, has been debating now for three weeks, 
whether or not the Idaho Legislature was organized on the &th 
of December, 1890, or on the 9th. Yet nearly all of these gen- 
tlemen, many of whom state that they know nothing of law, 
swear positively that one reason why they voted for Mr. Clagett, 
after I had beenelected, was because they had found out that the 
Legislature of Idaho was organized on the 9th day of December 
instead of on the 8th. By a most strange coincidence that is the 
very contention which the contestant raises here. I think it is 
cruel in the contestant to resurrect these eight gentlemen: they 
were beginning to fade from public view. It would have been 
considerate in him to let them sleep under the mantle of oblivion 
which a generous people had thrown over them. 

Three of the eight succumbed to public sentiment, have changed 
their residence, and the counties which they misrepresented will 
know them no more. Poor Briggs, of my county, was chairman 
of the committee on resolutions when they unanimously in- 
structedforme. Helivesthere yet. He has been ostracized and 
shunned. Neither of the six newspapers in the county, three Re- 
publican and three Democratic, have been so ungenerous as to 
mention him for months, and the people were gradually forgetting 
his base betrayal of them. He deserved better treatment at the 
hands of the contestant. He is now brought to view again, and 
again the people will wonder what induced him to change his 
mind in regard to so important a matter as this, while acting as 
their representative and agent,when they had not changed theirs. 
The other gentlemenof the eight I leave to their own constituents. 
if they can reconcile their acts to their consciences and their peo- 
ple I have no criticism tomake onthem. That is their task, not 
mine. I desire tostate, in closing this branch of the subject, that 
‘4 is fully understood in my State that my income is limited to 
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my salary. This has insured me, and this alone, against affida- 
vits that my election was secured by corrupt methods. 

Mr. President, I have endeavored to give a plain statement of 
facts relative to my election. [am content to rest my legal title 
to this seat on the able arguments which have been and will be 


presented to the Senate by the learned gentlemen who have 
spoken and will speak. And with the decision of the Senate ] 
must be content. I could not rest under the imputation of the 
Senator from Nevada and the contestant, Mr. Clagett, nor could 
I allow the people whom I represent to be placed in a false posi- 
tion by their charges. I have given you record evidence which 
has been on file and which the contestant has neither denied nor 
offered to explain. From these facts you must draw your own 
conclusions. _ , , 

Mr. President, this Senate can do me no harm. I can return 


to my people as proud a man as when [ left them. They know 
my record and they know me, and have indorsed both. I have 
done nothing to forfeit their respect since I left them that I am 
aware of, and by their action they demonstrated their confidence 
in me when they sent me here with their certificate of election 
to their highest office. 

I can go back to them and say that the Senate of the United 


States refused to receive me. If they ask me why, what will my 
answer be? Do you wish me to say to them for you, because the 
secretary of your State senate was sworn into office on Tuesday, 


when he should have been sworn in on Monday? If they inquire 
still further and ask, does the Senate of the United States indorse 
the action of the Legislature which resulted in the election of 
the contestant, what shall I answer? 
If I answer yes, will they not ask this further question? Is it 
not alittle dangerous for the Senate of the United States to set a 
precedent that a Legislature, after having elected a Senator, can 
elect another,and have the last one seated for such areason as this? 
If the Legislature of Idaho had known that the secretary of 
the senate should have been sworn on Monday no doubt they 
would have sworn him. It is aserious matter for this Senate, 
at this day, to encourage Legislatures to look for pretexts and 
technicalities by which they can overturn the will of the people. 
Senatorial elections will not end with the first election of Sen- 
ators if such a precedent is established here. 
Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, this is a contest between two Re- 
publicans, involving the single question as to which of them is 
legally entitled to be seated in this body as the Senator from the 
new State of Idaho for the term of six years commencing from 
the 3d of last March. The judicial determination of this ques- 
tion belongs solely to the Senate as the judge of the election and 
qualifications of its own members. The grip has had me by the 
throat the last two months, and ifI were to consult my condition 
I would take no part in this debate, but as I am a member of the 
committee and joined in the report of the majority, I will take 
the risk of making a brief statementof the reasons for my decision. 
When Idaho became a State in the Union she was under and 
subject to the Constitution and laws of the United States, andin 
all respects was in the precise position thereunder as any other 
State in the Union. She was entitled totwo Senators, and the 
Legislature of Idaho had the constitutional right to elect them 
without any enabling act of Congress, and the Legislature had 
the right to do so in its own time and manner in the absence of 
any act of Congress prescribing the time and manner of elect- 
ing Senators. When Idaho entered the Union she did so under . 
the operation of two acts of Congress on the subject of the elee 
tion by the Legislature of her Senators to the Senate of the 
United States. There was the enabling act, which prescribed 
one time and manner, and there was the act of 1866, which pre- 
scribed a different time and manner of electing Senators. How 
shall the Senate construe these two acts so as td give them both 
the operation and effect to which they are entitled upon the facts 
presented in this contest? 
[ agree with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCI 
that the enabling act applied, and was intended by Congress t 
apply, alone to the election of the two Senators who woul 
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ply the right of the State to present representation by fillin 

two then existing vacancies. The act of 1866 governs the « 
tion of the Senator whose term did not commences nt 

was avacancy happening, on the 3d of March, 1891. ‘J e was 
no necessity and no reason for making 1 enabling act apply to 
the election of the Senator for the long term, as it did not com- 
mence until March 3, 1891. 

The judicial determination of the question before the Senate 
involves the construction by the Senate of the act of 1866... | 
agreed that the act was passed by Congress to regulate the 
and manner of electing United States Senators by the Le 
ture of each State, and that its sole purpose and n« 
out of the practice of Legislatures of delaying 
fusing to resort to the manner of « i by a 
the two houses for the same purpo , at 3 y 





State of its representation in the Senate of the 
States. It must also be agreed that it is the duty of the 


construe its own law as to carry out its object most 


t of 1866? 


| First, it 
election of a Senator shall commence. 











5 I lertaken to be made cx in so as to avoid the 
i dilatory and refractory action by opposing majorities 
sof the Legislature? Certainty as to the time 
g was an essential necessity The second Tuesday is 
as the day, Dut what cond Tue sday ? It is the second 
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is the lawful and rightful Legislature having the power 


e Senate has that power it necessarily 
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nent organization how could the permanent or temporary elec- 
tion of such officers have anything to do with the decision of the 
question of organization involved in this contest? The Senator 
answered that it would make the difference the law made between 
a temporary and permanent organization in the election of a Sen- 
ator, leaving the question still open as to the meaning of the 
word organization in the act of 1866. 
Congress did not define the meaning, but was silent as io what 
sort of an organization was sufficient to be counted as the basis 
for ascertaining the lawfulday—the second Tuesday—for begin- 
| ning the election of a Senator. Ichallenge any Senator to show 
that any mischief whatever can result from establishing asa prec- 

| edent that an organization of a Legislature that is only tempo- 
rary in its character, an organization such as is admitted to have 

| existed in the two houses of the Idaho Legislature on the 8th day 

| of December, 1890, is sufficient to count from in ascertaining th: 
lawful Tuesday on which the Legislature shall begin to elect a 
Senator. Remember that the gravamen of the act of 1866 was 
to sweep away all obstructions to the election power of a majority 
of all the members in “‘ joint assembly.” 

The joint assembly is the objective point in regulating the 
time and manner of electing Senators. The time and the man- 
ner of getting into the joint assembly where it becomes a cer- 
tainty, as fully as it can be made certain by law, that a Senator 
will be elected are remedial requir ments in the act of 186 
hat must be construed liberally. The contention of the minor- 

ity of the committee is that under its temporary organization, 
on the 8th day of December, the Idaho Legislature was sutfti- 
ciently equipped as a lawmaking body, and also was in a condi- 
tion to elect the two Senators within the time prescribed by the 
enabling act of Congress. Then it must follow necessarily from 
this admission and contention that the act of Congress passed 
in 1866, to regulate the time and manner of electing Senators so 
as to insure to each State at all times its representation in the 
Senate, has so restricted and hampered the Legislature of eac 

State in the exercise of its constitutional power of electing Sena- 
tors as to require that each Legislature shall go beyond what 
is necessary to equip it as a lawmaking body, and put itself in a 


permanent organization of both houses which both 





houses shal 


declare to be permanent 




















\ Legisla re, 10 18 conced , Can do everything it has the 
pows do as a lawmal body under a temporary organiza 
tion, but to exercise the single power of electing a Senator ar 
for nothing else, the organization under the act of 1866 must b 
permanent, and so declared by the Legislature itself. I hay 
always supposed that_an organization for all its objects and pur- 
poses was in all respects precisely the same, whether temporary 

permanent. Pro tempore—for the tim the power of the body 
o act is t as complete il full under a temporary as under a 
permanent organization: if no what 1s oO 4 tempora! 

( atior 
wh house of a islature, each House of Congress, 1 
standing nittee on orga ) ] committe 
‘ i each House 1 ‘ é with« i 
‘ S ous orga or t has do 
se ec tlo-da is { ( 19 ra te DOA 
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> baln Sec n r sda On Willé ) ele } ( 
> Li CA es as lns 1 in tl ct L806 a j t 

t aers tte Yy nugatory 

We have always iderstood that the act of 1866 is Dass 
take away from either house of the State Legis the } 

or prevent the election of a United Sta nator { 

at State by refractory. obstructive, or revolutionary proce 
ings. If either house can pass all laws and do everything « 
they wish under a temporary organization—but the organization 
nust be permanent before a Senator can be elected—then it fol 


lows that if one house is Republican and the other is Democratic, 
l R ~publicans would have a1 ajority of a 

members elected when they met in joint assembly of the two 
the minority would have to do to prevent a 
election of a Senator would be to have a temporary organizatix 
under it pass all the laws and do everythin; 

ired of them except to elect a Senator, which they could 

‘event by having no permanent organization. 

“he Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] stated that the act « 

1866 was framed with great care by able lawyers to remedy a 


in their house and 


rreat evil that was becoming very common and detrimental to 


the invaluable right of each State to be represented in the Sen 
ate of the United States, but if these lawmakers were intention- 
ally silent as to what kind of an organization they intended th: 


‘rma- | Legislature to have for the purpose of having it construed to 
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mean a permanent organization, then they were guilty of secur- Would it not be most 
ing to the obstructionists in the act itself the power of render- | f raming of a remedial statut a 
ing it nugatory and keeping up their revolutionary practices. | h conclusi t 
The Senators in the Legislature of Florida need not have fled to | vote of each house separate} aut of be 

Georgia to prevent the election of my friend Senator CALL if | to vote was no evidence what of yil- 
they had consulted the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy] and | ity to elect by a majority 








the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. They would I less « sive act of , 
have learned that all they had to do was to organize t poraril: sive « ce tha 
and do everything they wanted, and adjourn without electing a | that defa ting house to 
Senator. ust give them another da 

No, Mr. President, the true rule of construction requires that |:a parate vote, and if both continue r act 
the organization contemplated in the act of Congress is such an | there can be no election of a S ute that « 
organization as puts the Legislature in a condition to work, to | houses. 
do business as a Legislature. Blackstone defines a Legislatur [t is true that w 1 either he ails t ) { oO 
tobe a lawmaking body. It is a Legislature when itis in a con- | other in separate session can ou , a air 
dition to pass laws. When the members are in a condition that rt although the vote of that house ate session d 
enables each house to exercise its functional power to pass laws, | Closes f ict that there was i at, house a majority of all tl 


then the Legislature is organized in the sense most favorable t n} elected in favor « ne ] on for Senator. It is also 
the purpose of the act to aid the Legislature ’ 


in discharging a | true that the vote cast for one pers in separate sesslol Vv « 





great public trust, as early as practicable, of electing a United | house may not be a ms ty of a mem ected to 
States Senator. Legislatur But for ¢ ‘ se to vot t other to fa 
The 16th day of December was the second Tuesday, and the | tovote throws the membx rs into joint assembly the succeeding day, 








lawful day on which the Legislature could begin to elect a Sen- | yet what the action of one house and the failure of the other can 
ator from the State of Idaho for the long term. The election | accomplish amounts to nothing when the same failure is by both 
could be had in two ways. The first mode or manner is provided | houses. The conduct of one house forces the members of both 
on the presumption that the election may be had without ob- into joint convention the next day, but when both houses are 
struction or difficulty, and that is by a vote of the majority of | guilty of the same conduct they thereby keep t selves in sep 
each house voting separately. If there is a majority in each | arat ssion indefinitely they adjo ithout ele 
house for the same person, let them vote separately for the a Senator. I must beg to be excused fro ! ng inor a o 
choice; and, as each house is agreed on the same man, there is | on any such technical and hair-splitting reasoning in discharg- 
no use in giving them but one day, and there can be no harm | ing my. in t] i 








and no ground of complaint that there is only one day, and t 
manner of voting by each house in separate session is limited to Mr. S" Senato e wa y movi 
one trial. that t r! 

Hence the language of the statute—‘‘on that day each ho 
shall vote openly by a viva voce vote of each member present, M Senator to hdra toa 
who shall name one person for Senator,” because one day and | journ rita motior in ex ( 1 
one baliot would be sufficient’ to discover the inability of each M ( iy for tha pos 
house to agree on the same person, and to develop th ‘Obst re tl iotion is desire , 
ive policy of either house, so as to make it necessary all re st the Senate to rema be 7 
the remedial provisions of the statute in operation on the da O rte this a t It seems to 
succeeding the second Tur day, and change the mar rof « tha sing it now for thr eeks. or so 
ing by a majority of each house to a majority ofa nembers | t the Senate will ac rema 
elected, present and voting in joint assembly of the members. ion té nal vot xu 





It will be observed that it takes more votes to elect on the see- now move that the Senate pr to t ( atio ‘ 
ond Tuesday, when each house is required to vote separately, cutive business. 


than it does to electon the ceeedi day by a vote of t] int [" VICE-PRESIDENT The « 




















assembly. It takes a naj rity of each hous« nen they vote se] Senator from Or on tnat i et 
arately as constituent branches of the Les ature. but on of « tive busi : 
members meet in joint ass ily the act of 1866 states at 1 “he motion was agreed to; and 
meet as members, and thatamajority ofallthe1 eration of executive : 
and present and voting shall elect the Senator. execut session t low wer ypened, and (at 4 
The next g iestion raised in the debate is whet "a separa a b I t s : ad i Lunt rrr 
vote of each house or voting by one of the houses is ar $- ay, Ma 1, 1892, at 
pensable condition precedent to the exercise of the power of 
tion by the joint assemoiy. (‘¢)* : 
The words in astatute claimed as creating indispensa ' 
dition precedent to the exercise of a power conferred by ” = 
ute, must be construed in harmony with its ob sand ret POSTMAS 
How can an indispensable condition precedent be found in a pro Schi r, to po ster at ' 
vision that on a day ain each ho shall vote sepa 5 
when it is expressly provid in the t s claimed a L 
the condition that either house may waive its right. or fail. « - t fF S awrenc 
ite, without dela: . impairing, or affecting in any 
or manner of electing aS ator by the joint as n ‘ ( ( i 
andatory word ‘*shall” applies with « al foree to eac H ry C. Mo hor 
Each shall vote, and yet one may fail, may esc: f c ty of Crawford and Sta 2 
the compulsory eg liren it. , I 10 ne A. M sh. to be 7 I ast ‘ ( 
lam unable to understand how the words * eith ] ‘ i rins ¢ S 
the act of 1866 can be so cr trued as to be made toembra dwin C. Tl , to a 
one house in their legal effeet on the a nm of both he : 1 Montgomery a! . ( ! 
one house fails to vote. an election D’ the vote of eac talph F. Bra i. 
have any different eff ot h ce eg ay ti ot a a : ‘ on St. Clair ; n ; Stat : 
ge ney or cor diti mupon Ww hi n the names * a of bot! ( . \ - . “ \i y ‘= 
authorized to mect on the succeeding Wednesday in joint nty of Glenn and S ’ te Ca 
vention and proceed toelectaSenator? It is express y pro’ Sena G ) ty <« 
in the act of 1866 that if either house fails to vote such act p ‘ 1 
by « ither, without regard to whether it be the senate « } 
is declared and treated as obstructive of the right and duty of the | L ce Sta 
two houses as constituent branches of the Legislature to elect a Charles F. Honkir t ' 
Senator, and without giving another day for either house t count f “ 5 P 
= its refractory or dilatory action itis provided that the mem- ( W. Griffith, to b a O 
vers of beth houses shall meet as members in joint convention, | of Dale and State of Alabama 
where a majority of all the members elected and present and vot- Fanny W. Byrd, to be postmaster at t) 
ing shall elect a Senator. Gree! “a S a of Alaba i Ps nm —— 7 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAY, February 29, 1892. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HALL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for three days, on account of important business. 


LAND GRANT TO LICK OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. LOUD. [ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House bill No. 3933, to set apart a tract of land in the 
State of California for the use of the Lick Observatory of the as- 
tronomical department of the University of California. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following-described land in township numbered 
7 south and range 3 east, Mount Diablo meridian, is hereby reserved from 
sale or disposal under the general laws of the United States, to wit, the north- 
west quarter of section 3, the east half of section 4, the northwest quarter of 
section 4, the northwest quarter of the southwest quarter of section 4. 

Sec. 2. That in addition to any lands heretofore granted to the Lick Ob- 
servatory of the astronomical department of the University of California, so 
much of said land as is not already granted or disposed of by the United 
States, to wit, the northwest quarter of section 3, the east half of section 4, 
the northwest quarter of section 4, the northwest quarter of the southwest 
quarter of section 4, be, and the same is hereby, granted to the regents of 
the University of California, and their successors, in trust, for the use and 
penetit of the astronomical department of the University of California: Pro- 
vided, Thatif the land herein granted shall be used for any other purpose 
than the site of said observatory and the necessary purposes in connection 
therewith, the same shall revert to the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MCCREARY. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 
ask the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] from what com- 
mittee the bill comes. 

Mr. LOUD. From the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McCREARY. Has it received the unanimous recom- 
mendation of that committee? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir; the report is with the bill. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Lask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. SEERLEY) was read, as follows: 

TheCommittee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 3933) 
to set apart a tract of land in the State of California for the use of the Lick 
Observatory of the astronomical department of the University of California, 
have had the same under consideration, and report the same back with the 
recommendation that it pass. 

The committee find that the land described in said bill is of no value for 
timber or mineral, and moreover is not suitable for farming purposes, and 
from the following report of the General Land Office it will be seen that no 
valid entries appear of record on its tract book for any of said land: 

‘‘ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
* Washington, D. C., January 15, 1892. 

“Sir: [have the honor toacknowledge the receipt of a memorandum from 
you, herewith returned, as to the status of NW. 3 sec. 3, E.} NW. } and NW. 
+ SW.} sec. 4, T.7 S., R.3E., M.D. M. You are advised that no entry ap- 
pears of record upon the tract books of this office for any of the above-de- 
scribed tracts. 5 

“In the entire T.7S., R. 3 E., twenty-five entries have been made, embrac- 
ing a total area of about 2,775 acres. 

“Very respectfully, 
“W. M. STONE, 
“Assistant Commissioner.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill, which was orderred to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and it was accordingly read the third time 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. , 

TYPHUS FEVER IN NEW YORK. 

Mr. STUMP. I ask for the present consideration of a con- 
current resolution from the Senate, which has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Senate Committee on Immigration and the House Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, be, and hereby are, authorized jointly to inves- 
tigate the workings of the various laws of the United States relative to im- 
migration from foreign countries, and the importation of contract laborers 
to the United States, and the expenditures made in connection therewith, 
and especially the recent admission of immigrants infected with typhus fever 
into the port of New York; the investigation to be conducted at such times 
and places as said committees may deem proper; and the committees are 
hereby authorized jointly, as full committees or through subcommittees 
thereof, to send for and examine persons, books, and papers, and to admin- 
ister oaths to witnesses. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
adopted. 

On motion of Mr. STUMP, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was lajd on the table. 


INVESTIGATION OF PENSION BUREAU. 


Mr. ENLOE,. Iam requested, Mr. Speaker, by the chairman 
of the special committee appointed to investigate the Pension 





Bureau, to offer the resolution which I send to the desk and ask 
for its adoption. , 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the special committee to investigate the Pension Bureau be 
and is hereby, authorized to have printed from time to time for the use ot 
said committee the proceedings had and evidence taken by and before said 
committee. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
adopted. 

On motion of Mr. ENLOE,a motion to reconsider the last vote 


| was laid on the table. 


TOWN OF CHELAN, WASH. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2568) for the relief of 
the inhabitants of the town of Chelan, in Okanogan County, State 
of Washington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That theGommissioner of the General Land Office be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to issue a patent for the following tract of public 
land, to wit: The northeast quarter of section 13 in township 27 north, range 
22 east, in Okanogan Coun‘y, Wash., upon the entry made at the North Ya- 
kima local land office for said land by Charles H. Ballard, probate judge for 
said county, in trust for the use and benefit of the inhabitants of the town of 
Chelan, in said county, under the town-site laws, being cash entry numbered 
1064 of said North Yakima series of entries. 


The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I ask that the 
report be read. 

The report (by Mr. STOUT) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2568) for the relief of the inhabitants of the town of Chelan, in Okanogan 
County, State of Washington, submit the following report: 

The lands in question were required for town-site purposes under the laws 
of the United States, and as such were located by Charles H. Ballard, judge 
of probate, in trust for the inhabitants of Chelan. Pending thisa treaty was 
made releasing the Indian title, the legislation concerning which precluded 
the location of any of the lands embraced in the treaty only under the home- 
stead laws. 

Inasmuch as town sites can not be located under the homestead law, and 
homesteads can not be located or lands selected as town sites, no title can be 
given to the lands without an enabling act of Congress. The committee find 


no adverse claims, and therefore report the bill to the House with the réc- 
ommendation that it pass. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 8, 1892. 
Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of the report to me by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated the 3dinstant, on H. R. 2568, 
‘For the relief of the inhabitants of the town of Chelan, in Okanogan County, 
State of Washington,” in response to the reference of a copy of the bill to 
the Commissioner for report by Hon. B. G. Stout, of your committee. 
Very respectfully, 


Hon, T. C. MCRAE, _ 
Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, House of Representatives. 


JOAN W. NOBLE, Secretary 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 3, 1892. 

Str: I have had the honor toreceive from Hon. Mr. S'rout, of the Committee 
on the Public Lands of the House of Representatives, for report thereon, 
House bill No. 2568, entitled “A bill for the relief of the town of Chelan, in 
Okanogan County, State of Washington,”’ which reads as follows, viz: 

‘That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to issue a patent for the following tract of public land, to wit: 
The northeast quarter of section 13, in township 27 north, range 22 east, in 
Okanogan County, Wash., upon the entry made at the North Yakima local 
land office for said land by Charles H. Ballard, probate judge for said county, 
in trust for the use and benefit of the inhabitants of the town of Chelan, in 
said county, under the town-site laws, being cash entry numbered 1064 of 
said North Yakima series of entries.” 

In reference to the subject I have to report that a letter was addressed by 
this office to L. H. Woodin, esq., Chelan, Wash., under date of the 12th Feb- 
ruary, 1891, which I quote, as follows, to show the status of the entry which 
this bill proposes to have patented, viz: 

“T am in receipt, by reference, of your letter of the 16th ultimo, addressed 
to Hon. JOHN L. WILSON, relative to the legality of cash entry No. 1064, of the 
NE. } sec. 13, T. 27 N., R. 22 E., North Yakima land district, Washington, and 
in reply I have to state that said entry was made by Charles H. Ballard, pro- 
bate judge, in trust for the several use and benefit of the occupants thereof 
as the town site of Chelan, Wash., according to their respective interests. 
The proof upon which this entry was allowed is complete in all respects but 
one, viz, the population of the town, which is alleged to be ‘about 100,’ a state- 
ment which, in connection with this proof, is entirely too indefinite. 

‘‘ Aside from the question of defective proof, I find that the entry was im- 
properly allowed and illegal. The land entered is within that portion of the 
Columbia Indian Reservation restored to the public domain by the ‘act 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department,’ etc., approved July 4, 1884 (23 Siats., 79), and made subject 
to disposal ‘to actual settlers under the homestead laws only, except such 
portion thereof as may properly be subject to sale under the laws relating to 
entry of timber lands and of mineral lands, the entry of which shall be gov 
erned by the laws now in force concerning the entry of such lands.’ While 
it is true that section 2287, United States Revised Statutes, under which this 
entry was made, provides that ‘whenever any portion of the public lands 
have been or may be settled upon and occupied as a town site,’ it is lawful 
under certain conditions and upon proper showing toallow atown-site entry 
of the land thus occupied, yet that portion of said section above quoted has 
reference to public lands that have not been specifically made subject to en- 
try under other laws than those relating to town sites. 

* To construe the language of said section otherwise would be to empower 
a body of town settlers to defeat the eee provisions of Congress itself 
The land in question having been specifically made subject to entry under 


the homestead, timber-land, and mineral-land laws, a town-site entry of the 
same can not be allowed. Said entry, therefore, will have to be suspended, 
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and, in the absence of any additional legislation affecting the tract covered 
thereby, eventually canceled. It is proper to further state that although the 


entry before me can not be approved at this time, nevertheless the occupancy 
of the land for trade and business by a sufficent population effectually re- 
serves the same from homestead entry.’”’ (See sections 2258 and 2289, U.S 
Rey. Stats.) 

From an examination of the official record, it appears that there is no con 
flict with the entry in question and that there is no protest or contest affect 
ing the same. If Congress is satisfied with reference tothe sufficiency of the 
population of the town, which it appears is shown in the proof to be about 
“one hundred,”’ I see no objection to the passage of said bill, the copy of 
which received from Mr. Stout is herewith inclosed. 

Very respectfully, 
THOS. H. CA RT ER, ( OMUIMNIBBIO NE ; 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of Washington, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

CONSTRUCTION OF SPECIE-RESUMPTION ACT. 

Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, directed 


to inquire and report to the House whether under the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875, 


the Secretary of the Treasury has the right to use the proceeds of any moneys | 


in the Treasury arising from the sale of bonds or otherwise, as authorized 
under section 3 of said act, for any purposes other than those mentioned in 
said section 3. 


On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 
GOLD AND SILVER CERTIFICATES. 
Mr. OTIS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 


toinform the House of Representatives what amount of goldand whatamount | 


of silver certificates has been issued since January 1, 1878, to January 1, 1892, 
and give the aggregate amount of $1, 8, 810, $20, #100, $1,000 and all other 
amounts of said certificates, giving the amount of each kind of certificate 
and the amount of each kind in gold or silver, and also what amount of gold 
or silver certificates has been redeemed, giving amount of each, and what 
the same was redeemed in, whether gold, silver, or paper currency. 

On motion of Mr. OTIS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


GAINESVILLE, OKLAHOMA AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3627) granting to the | 


Gainesville, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company a right of 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read at length. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- | 


tion of the bill? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know whether the gentleman pro- 
poses to consider this bill by paragraphs? There are a multi- 
tude of details in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Kansas objects to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Ido object. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE SILVER BILL. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Commit- 
tee on Rules, [I submit the following report from that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 32, 
providing a time for the consideration of H. R. 4426, have had the same unde1 
consideration and report in lieu thereof a resolution, the adoption of which 
they recommend to the House: 

“Resolved, That on Tuesday, the 22d day of March, immediately after the 
morning hour, the House proceed to the consideration of H. R. 4426, being a 
bill for the free coinage of gold and silver, for the issue of coin notes, and for 
other purposes, and should said bill be not sooner disposed of the House shal! 
continue the consideration thereof, beginning on each dayimmediately after 


the morning hour, during Wednesday, the 23d, and Thursday, the 24th, days 


of March.” 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr.Speaker, I desire to give notice to the 
House that the Committee on Rules will on next Monday ask the 
House to take up and consider that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, in the absence of objection, 
will be printed in the RECORD and lie over as the gentleman in- 
dicates. 

FRIDAY EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to submit the report I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend clause 3 of Rule XXVI, as follows: 

, The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o’clock p. m., take a recess until 8 
o’clock, which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of pri- 


vate bills reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills 
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removing charges of desertion only; said evening session not to extend be 
yond 10 o’clock and 30 minutes.’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the accompanying re- 
port. 

Mr.McMILLIN. As this reportof the committee was adopted 
so recently, it was impossible to prepare a written statement to 
accompany the report, and I will ask the indulgence of the House 
to make a verbal statement in explanation of the change which 
this makes in the present rule. 

It had been the intention of the framers of the code of rules to 
provide for night sessions on each Friday by special order of the 
House, as had been done in Congresses preceding the last. But 
when the report of the committee was being considered by the 
House there was an amendment adopted, offered by a member on 
the floor, incorporating in the rule the provision as it now stands 
in the rule providing for these evening sessions. That amend- 
ment, however, failed to contain a provision which had thereto- 
fore been contained in the orders and rules of the House upon 
the subject, providing that the House should take a recess at 5 
o'clock until 8, for the consideration of bills under that special 
rule. It is to correct that omission that the report is now sub- 
mitted, the only effect of the adoption of the report being to pro- 
vide that the recess shall commence at 5 o'clock, instead of 
ordering it on each Friday by a special vote of the House or 
otherwise. 

Mr. MARTIN. I did not understand whether the order as 
read provided that the session should terminate at 10 o’clock or 
later. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is the same order as was provided in the 
last Congress that the session shall not extend beyond 10 o'clock 
and 30 minutes p. m. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Before the gentleman from 
Tennessee takes his seat will he permit a question? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly. 
| Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Do I understand thatthe reso- 
lution just reported from the Committee on Rules, which pro- 
vides for arecess at 5 o'clock on Friday, would prohibit the House, 
if it saw proper to do so, from adjourning at that or an earlier 
| hour? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Itdoes not prevent the House itself from ad- 
| journing on that evening, if it sees fit to do so, except that the 
rules heretofore existing would prevail, being subject to thatex- 
ception. AsI have said, it was in contemplation of the Commit- 


| instead of incorporating it into the code of rules, but as the House 
saw fit to make a special rule on the subject this provision is in- 
tended to supply that omission. 


is not certain to my mind, and it is a question that the Speaker 
would have to decide rather than any member, whether there 
can be a change in the rule which would allow adjournment with- 
out giving one day's notice. Upon that [ give no opinion. 

Mr. LANHAM. Does the rule now proposed conform to the 
rule that has heretofore obtained with reference to evening ses 
sions on Friday? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It does, with this exception only, that now it 
is incorporated into the rules of the House, whereas in all Cor 
gresses prior to the last it was merely an order of the House: 
but as to time it corresponds in every respect with the orde: 
heretofore made. It embraces one subject-matter that [ am not 
able to find was embraced in any except the last Congress, and 
that is, reports from the Committee on Military Affairs removing 
charges of desertion. As to time it is the same. 


Mr. OATES. [I understand this proposed amendment goes bo- 


yond the order of business ever heretofore embraced, to wit. the 
removals of charges of desertion. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. lam not able to find it in the proceedings 
of any Congress until the last. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That rule was in force in the last Con 
gress. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My friend from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE 
will pardon me for one moment. In the last Congress it was en 
braced, as I understand: but not in any preceding Congress. It 
conforms in that respect to the last Congress and not to its pr 
decessors. 

Mr. OATES. Why should that subject be embraced in this 
amendment?’ Is not the removal of charges of desertion a mat- 
ter which should always be considered in the full House? The 
granting of pensions has been treated somewhat as a matter of 
course, and left to the committees. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is amatter about which, individually, 
[ have no pride and would express no opinion; but I wish each 

gentleman to form his own opinion upon it. I[f the gentleman 
| from Alabama [Mr. OATES] desires to amend it by striking o 
| that provision, I will not demand the previous question until he 
has an oportunity to do it. 


tee on Rules originally to make this provision by a special order 


But, I do not wish to mislead my friend from Mississippi. It 
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Mr. PICKLER. This was the rule of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It was the rule of the Fifty-first Congress, 
and it has been the practice of former Congresses, with the ex- 
ception of the provision concerning the removal of charges of 
desertion. 

Mr.OATES. I understand that. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield tothe gentleman from Alabama to 
allow him to offer an amendment. 

Mr.OATES. I merely want to offer an amendment— 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman from 
Tennessee will yield to me for the purpose of opposing the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Alabama will with- 
hold his amendment for a moment, I will yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Itrust the gentleman from Alabama will 
not insist upon thatamendment. There are many cases in which 
men are technically charged with desertion, which charge can 
not be removed under existing general laws. 

There are many cases in which men served with fidelity and 
patriotism through the long years of the war, and yet on account 
of technicalities, on account of their not returning to the service 
after they had left their companies as late as June, July, or Au- 
gust, 1865, they are technically charged with desertion. These 
are cases in which men simply concluded that the war was over, 
that the country had no longer any need for their services, and 

‘that they would be a burden upon the Government if they re- 
mained in the service, and felt that their families and society de- 
manded their presence and their exertions at home as bread- 
winners; and because they do not come within certain general 
rules that had been adopted they can not have the charges re- 
moved except by act of Congress. 

Now, I assure the gentleman that the Committee on Military 
Affairsof this Congress scrutinize carefully every case that comes 
before them, and they have not so far viewed with favor any in- 
stance where one might be considered unfaithful, or considered 
as having left the service for the purpose of obtaining a large 
bounty, or for any other disreputable purpose, but have estab- 
lished a rule of action which will yield such relief only to men 
who must be regarded as patriots and soldiers worthy of the relief. 

Mr. HARRIES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. . 

Mr. HARRIES. I want to ask if the Committee on Military 
Affairs have adopted a rule providing that they will not report 
favorably upon any case covered by the general law? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They certainly have. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not a fact that many of these men are 
now growing old, and their children as well as themselves are 
desirous of clearing their records before it is too late? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In many cases the purpose of introduc- 
ing the bill into Congress is simply to remove a stain upon the 
name of the soldier which ought not to have been put upon it: 


because in some instances superior officers have insisted that men 
should be charged with desertion who had dropped out of the 


ranks on account of physical disability, and who did return to 
the service, but not within the time prescribed by the general 
statutes. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs whether it is not a fact that examination has 
disclosed that these charges of desertion in nearly every single 
case are technical, and that they do not reach to the real merits 
of the case—that is tosay, that these charges of desertion which 
are now standing against soldiers are charges that ought not in 
fact to remain, and that these men did serve in the Army, but 
did not for some technical reason receive their discharges? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are in most cases; and only such 
cases are veported favorably by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Howmuch time does the gentleman yield to 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understood I yielded the gentleman five 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. OATES. 


Mr. Speaker, these Friday evening sessions, I 


have observed, in every case, are attended by less than a 
quorum, and the bills that are passed for the granting of pen- 
sions and the relief of disabilities are taken very much as a mat- 
ter of course, depending upon the investigations made by the 
committees reporting the bills. 

Now, sir,I think thata larger attendance ought to be had and 
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more attention given to these bills than has been the case here- 
tofore. The growth of the pension roll and the heavy appro- 
priations required demand closer scrutiny. Iam the last man 
in this House, sir, to deny any right which is due on his merits 
to any faithful soldier. A soldier who served his country faith- 
fully and well, but who is by some mere technicality, or ina case 
properly designated as ‘‘ absent without leave ” merely, who is 
under a charge of desertion, ought to have it removed. 

But, sir, in removing these charges, the disposition of men, 
on the better side of our nature, is towards great leniency. I 
have no toleration for deserters from the flag of their cause and 
country. Their conduct should be scrutinized, and the proof 
should make a clear case and show that justice demands that such 
charge be removed, or it ought to be denied. Thatis the reason 
why [ call attention to this innovation on former practices, giv- 
ing this matter into the hands of the House on these Friday night, 
sessions. No Friday night sessions should be held, and I would 
vote against them but for the fact that the crowded condition of 
the Calendars will soon preclude the possibility of considering 
these bills in the regular day sessions. 

Now, sir, I do not care to be persistent in this direction. Sev- 
eral gentlemen who have cases of this kind among their con- 
stituencies have appealed to me not to insist upon this amend- 
ment; and in deference to their wishes, because in all probability 
their bills could not be otherwise considered, I yield. I have no 
such constituents myself; and, in abstaining from offering this 
amendment, I do it in deference to the wishes of those gentlemen 
who have; but Ido not really believe that the matter ought to be 
incorporated in the Friday night sessions; still, I am not ina 
position to insist uponit, andd simply give my opinion for what it 
is worth. 

I will, therefore, withdraw the amendment which I offered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. [Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, it was my purpose to have 
said something in opposition to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs]; but as he has seen fit to 
withdraw the amendment, itis unnecessary for me to occupy the 
attention of the House. 

{Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I now yield to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the resolution 
offered from the Committee on Rules, presented by my friend 
from Tennessee, itseems to me, makes an unnecessary restriction 
upon the power of the House to adjourn at any time. The cus- 
tom has prevailed in many Congresses before this of having these 
Friday night sessions, which are held for the purpose of consid- 
ering private pension bills, introduced for the purpose of putting 
on the pension roll those persons who do not come within the 
general law upon that subject. There is never a quorum here, 
I believe, at any time during these sessions, and it is therefore 
putting it out of the power of the House, if you adopt the resolu- 
tion which my friend from Tennessee has presented from the 
Committee on Rules, to prevent this session. I think that often- 
times bills are passed that ought not to be passed without a quo- 
rum. [remember in one case a gentleman on one of those even- 
ing sessions at which I happened to be present moved to pension 
a soldier of the Seminole war. Opposition was made to it, by say- 
ing that there was no law justifying a pension of that sort, and 
he said: “Very well; if you do not pass my bill I will stop this 
whole matinee. You shall not pass another bill.” So that any 
man, by raising the point of no quorum, can prevent the pas- 
sage of any bill. These sessions, therefore, are of doubtful use 
to the true soldier who is entitled under the law, or where he 
can not bring himself under it, can show that his is an exception 
which would justify special legislation. 

But that is not my objection to the resolution, sir. My objec- 
tion to it is that it puts out of the power of the House the right 
to adjourn, if it chooses, on any Friday instead of holding an even- 
ing session. It cripples the power of the House to regulate its 
own adjournment. For instance, next Friday evening it might 
suit the House to adjourn until Monday or to adjourn over until 
Saturday; but, as I understand it, if you adopt this rule reported 
from the Committee on Rules, you cripple the power of the House 
to regulate its own adjournment to that extent. 

I therefore propose this amendment, which I hope the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will allow to be offered: 

Provided, That nothing in this rule shall prevent the House from adjourn- 
ing over on any Friday if the majority of the House so desire. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the report and the amendment. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to prevail. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand a division. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 130, noes 3; so the 
previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do I understand that if that amendment is 
adopted the House will be obliged to take action every Friday 
afternoon as to whether we shall have an evening session or not? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Not at all. 

Mr.OATES. Letthe Clerk report the proposition of the Com- 
mittee on Rules and then the proposed amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if I can be indulged by unan- 
imous consent, I will state that the effect of the amendment pro- 
x0sed by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] is to 
Cove it in the power of the House to adjourn over should it s 
fitto do so, but if the House takes no action then there is simp! 
@ recess, as under the special order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Doesnotthatallow the majority of the Hous 
to abrogate the rule? 
Mr. McMILLIN. 

trol itself. 

Mr. PICKLER. But that is not so as to any other rule. 

The SPEAKER. It has been always held that it was in the 
power of the House to adjourn on Friday at any hour before 5 
o’clock, and the rule simply means that if the House is in sessio1 
at 5 o’clock, then there shall be a recess and an evening sessi 
But if the House adjourns at half-past 4, or any other hour pr 
to 5 o’clock, there can be no evening session under the rul 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. And that result fo 
whether the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi | Mr 
HOOKER] is adopted or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. So far as the Chair 
knows, it has been always held that it was in the power of th: 
House to adjourn at any time on Friday before 5 o'clock, and the 
rule only means that if the House is in session at 5 o’cloc th 
there must be a recess. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. I understood the Chair to state just now, in giving t 
reasons for his ruling, that if the House should adjourn at ha 
past 4on Friday, that would of course get rid of the evening ses- 
sion, notwithstanding the adoption of this rule. That would 
seem to imply that the House must sit until 5 o’clock, and that 
then, if there was no motion to adjourn, there must be an e\ 
ing session. I take it for granted, however, that the Ho 
might take a recess before 5 o’clock, or might vote to adjourn, 
but that that would not necessarily prevent the evening sessio 
if no motion to adjourn over was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will repeat. If the 


| ’ 
House LO COLU- 


It allows the majority of th« 


Hous 


session on Friday when the hour of 5 o'clock arrives, then th 
Chair, under the rule, declares a recess, but if the House is not 
in session at 5 o’clock of course there can be no recess taken 1 


the rule. 

Mr. OATES. Let the proposition be reported by the Cl 

The Clerk again read the report of the Committee on Rules. 
He read also the amendment of Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi, as 
follows: 

Provided, That nothing in this rule shall prevent the House from a 
ing over on any Friday if the majority of the House so decides 

Mr. REED. That is an entirely useless amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, [ rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand that if the House is not in 
session at5 o’clock on Friday, having adjourned before that hour 
there is to be no evening session, but that by this amendment i 
the House is in session at 5 o’clock and the majority desire to ad- 
journ over they can still do so even at 5 o'clock, and by that means 
vacate the evening session. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state again that under th 
rule of the House when the hour of 5 o’clock on Friday come 
Chair, without any motion, declares the House in recess. 

Mr. BUTLER. But with this amendment could a member at 
5 o’clock still move to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. He could not; because when the hour of 5 
o'clock arrives the Chair under the rule declares the House in 
recess, 

Mr. BUTLER. Then this amendment amounts to nothing. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
previous question having been ordered, debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The point iswelltaken. The question is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The amendment of Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the report of the 
Committee on Rules. 
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Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand from the reading 
of the resolution reported by the committee. it provides for the 
consideration of bills to remove political disabilities and also 
charges of desertion. I think the resolution ought to include 
only such cases as have been reported by the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs or the Judiciary Committ 

Mr. PEEL. I demand the regular ord 
Mr. REILLY. Iask unanimous consent to modify the reso 
tion in the respect I have indicated. . 














The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
demands the regular order, which is equivalent to « | obj ection. 
Mr. REILLY. I think the gentleman from Arkansas did 

hear my suggestion. 

The resolution reported by the Committee on R vas agail 
re ad. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular orde1 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississiy ‘ i u’y 
quiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. U2 hi h ji 
adopted will be a rule of the House, will it not be i rative on 

House to take arecess? Can there be anadjournment? The 
resolution says that the House “shall take a recess:” the imper- 
ative word *‘shall” is used, and it ms to 1 that the House 

b ( l l oO tak« a rec 5 i y I po er fT 
aa io} 

The SPEAKER. The Cha t 1an tha 

ill imperative o } Ho » t 1? provider 

Ho ( el $s f - n 1 
take a rece 

Ch stion being taken, tl] t ( d | Cor 
mittee on R was acreed to 

On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS Y the 
ist vote was laid on the tab 

i) ) iS ESS 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isd anded, which 
the call of committees for reports 

Mr. BLAND. I ask unanimous consent that the call be dis 
pensed with, and that gentlemen be permitted to submit thei 
reports informally. _ . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thi that tl ‘ call wi 
not consume re time than the course th ntl uggest 

M BLAND Ve | thdraw n re st 

SALE OF TIMBER LAND. » 
McRAI rom t ( nit on P porter 
sa e for Hou bill 29 and House bill 5142 a } H 
R. 665¢ for tl ( ne i or land f 
ior ¢ , ¢ 1 for o t ry a Y ul a 
and seco! referred t Ho ( a 
1 I an’ } ora } DI I 
} t tith ( 
he tab 
H. R. 29) tod Se ¢ t fthe S 
S nt ~ CY ! . 1 
H. J to p 
7. as d in 4 State ( ( ©) 
I W oton, Cua > 
1 Statutes of the United S 
REI * OF SETTLER S ] 

Mr. MCRAE also, from the Committee on Public Lands 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5997) to a id section 2 ¢ 
an act approved May 14, 1880, bi ing ‘‘An act fo ie relief of s 
tlers on public lands;” which was read a first and second tim 
referred to the House Calendar, and, wit! le accompa! 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR ARREARS OF PAY AND y 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committ War ( 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1196) to facilitate t 
ment of claims for arrears of pay and bounty: which wa 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 1 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be ] 

LEAVE OF ABSEN(‘ 

Mr. STACKHOUSE, by nanimous consent, obtained 

nite leave of absence, on account of serious illn n his fami 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL 
Mr. PEEL. I move that the House resolve itself into the Co 


mittee of the Whole on the of the Union for the p 
considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee « 
the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Bynum in the chair), 
and resumed the consideration of the Indian appropriation bi 


state 
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The pending amendment, offered on Saturday last by Mr. HAR- 
RIES, was 
Insert in line 9, after the word pupil, on page 47. the following: ‘‘Who has 


Mr. HARRIES. 
that— 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, subject to the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, is hereby directed to make and enforce by proper means 


such rules and regulations as will.secure the attendance of Indian children | 
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ports show to be in actual attendance now. Of course I am not 
authorized to accept the amendment, and shall leave it to the 


; chia . 
committee, but if it pass at all it should be very much reduced. 
been in attendance at school for at least three monthsinevery twelve months.” | 


I find in the Revised Statutes a provision | 


Mr. JOSEPH. If the gentleman will permit me a moment, I 
will state that this amount also embraces the provision begin- 


| ning at line 12— 


of suitable age and health at schools established and maintained for their | 


benefit 


That provision would seem to be broad enough to authorize the | 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs to enforce all needful regulations. 


My impression upon reading the bill, and especially that portion | 


of it in relation to Indian education, was that it offered nothing 
broad enough to constitute an incentive for the attendance of In- 
dian children upon the reservations. In view of the provision 


of law which I have just read, I ask permission to withdraw my | 


amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Minnesota will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. JOSEPH. lLofferthe amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend lines 11 and 12, page 48, by 

£60,000. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, the object I desire to accom- 
plish by my amendment is to provide sufficient funds for the sup- 
port of the Indian pupils now attending the Albuquerque Indian 
industrial school. 


striking out * 847,625" and inserting 


This institution has cost the Government something over $150,- 


000, and is one of the largest establishments of the kind in the 
United States. Its efficiency is generally recognized by the peo- 
ple of the Territory T have the honor to represent here, and all 


| intend to ask in this amendment is that the committee appro- | **',; a . : 
. : : . 2 | of this amount shall be used i a le A b 
priate sufficient funds to support the Indian pupils in attendance | soe Se nepeiring Ralidings: Ane precited Sw ther. 


at that institution. 

it will be seen by reference to the report of the Indian Office 
that there were 287 pupils actually in attendance at the school on 
the 10th day of the present month. Under the appropriations 
recommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs, if the recom- 
mendations of the committee shall prevail and this bill pass as 
originally reported, sixty of these pupils will have to be expelled 
ordischarged from thatinstitution. I therefore submit the amend- 
ment to the consideration of the committee, which merely provides 
for the support of the pupils in actual attendance to-day on this 
Indian school in that Territory. 

{ hope that the committee will agree to the incorporation of 
the amendment on the bill. It is a very meritorious case and is 
recommended strongly by Gen. Morgan, the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs. It is on the line of what the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs of this House said on Saturday last, that 
the committee was willing to provide means for the support of 
those industrial schools to the full extent of their capacity; that 
is, where they had facilities for the accommodation of more chil- 
dren the appropriations had been increased. This is the case 
now at Albuquerque, and this amendment comes within the pur- 
view of that statement. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr.Chairman, | will state, as I have already stated 
on this floor, that the Committee on Indian Affairs, when pre- 
paring the appropriations for these separate schools, had before 
them the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and ob- 


tained the average attendance at the schools; we thenascertained | 


the increased capacity of the schools; and our whole purpose was 


to appropriate enough to pay the a all the children that | 


would likely attend in view of the enlarged capacity of the schools 
to accommodate them. Since the bill was made up and reported 
to the House we have received from the Commissioner of Indian 
\ffairs a report showing the enrollment, the average attendance, 
and the number of children now in schools of this particular class. 

{ find from this that at Albuquerque, in New Mexico, the en- 
rolled number of pupils is 303, the average attendance 296, and 
the attendance on the 10th day of February was 287. The esti- 
mate we had before us, furnished from the Indian Office, being 
a special estimate, was for 250 pupils, and amounted in the ag- 
gregate to $43,750 for this school. I believe the appropriation 
for the school at present is $47,000 and over. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PEEL. We had in addition to the amount estimated for 
these pupils something for repairs. 

Now, since the bill was reported, if it is in evidence that there 
are more children there than we knew of at the time or made 
provision for, it would seem proper that there should be a pro- 
portionate increase in theappropriation. But I think the amount 
asked by my friend from New Mexico is very largely in excess 
of what would be needed in view of any probable increase. I 
think he should modify his amendment and reduce the amount, 
because that sum will support more children than the last re- 


_ ‘That not more than $6,450 shall be used for erecting, repairing, and furnish- 
ing buildings, etc. 

That amount will have to be deducted from the amount avail- 
able for support and education. 

Mr. PEEL. I understand that, but still the increase from 
£47,000 to $60,000 is quite a large one. I believe it to be more 
than is required to support the pupils in attendance. 

Mr. JOSEPH. After the amount covered by the proviso is de- 
ducted, it will leave only enough to support 300 pupils, and on that 
number [ base my calculation. There are ample facilities there 
for the support of that number of pupils. 

Mr. PERL. I do not think we will be warranted to go beyond 
whatare now in attendance, thatis,287. You base your amend- 
ment on an estimated attendance of 300? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Yes, sir; and I am satisfied that they have to- 
day that number of pupils. They have ample room for every one 
of them. The difficulty is not as to the capacity of the school, 
because there are ample facilities for their attendance; but the 
amount provided here is insufficient. I think the committee will 
err in making provision for less than that number. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. JOSEPH, 
the committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 12. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle. Pa., at not exceeding 


#167 for each pupil, for transportation of jw er to and from Carlisle school, 
and for the repair of buildings, $105,000: Provided, That not more thau %,000 


That no more Indian children shall enter and be educated and supported at 


| Said school who have not attended some other school for a period of at least 


two years. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 
to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “five,” in line 19, on page 47, and insert in lieu thereof 


I offer the amendment which I send 


| the word “fifteen.” 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which 
[ propose to the bill now under consideration is intended to in- 
crease the appropriation for the Indian training school located 
at Carlisle, where IT reside. It is unquestionably the largest and 
best institution of the kind in the country, and every reason 
which should appeal to the considerate judgment of intelligent 
and honest students of the Indian question favors the utmost lib- 
erality in legislation and appropriation for its support. Its his- 
tory, plant,equipment, environments, and most unqualified suc- 
cess combine to assure for ita bright and beneficent future in 
the great work to which it is dedicated. It is situated in one of 
the most beautiful, fertile, and healthful valleys in the Union, 
in the midst of an intelligent, thrifty, and broad-minded people, 
with railroads, telegraphs, telephones, electric light, and all the 


| other facilities of modern civilized life. 


| 


The property which 1t occupies was selected in 1755 as the first 
military post west of the Susquehanna River, and was used by the 
troops of the English, colonial, and Federal Governments from 
that time down to fifteen years ago. For more than acentury it 
was enlarged, improved, and adorned by the Government from 
time to time until it became one of the most eligible and delight- 
ful military stations in the nation. The most distinguished offi- 
cers of the old regular Army resided there at some time during 
their service. Meade, the hero of Gettysburg; Thomas, who won 
immortality at Chickamauga; Sumner, and many others who 
fought on the Union side during the late war were there. There, 
too, are pleasant memories of Lee and Jackson and our own Gen. 
WHEELER, and numerous gallant soldiers who cast their swords 
and destinies on the other side. 

Shortly after the close of the civil war the Government, for 
reasons which were inadequate, at least very unsatisfactory to our 
people, discontinued the use of this station as a military post. 
After it had been abandoned for a number of years and had fallen 
somewhat into decay, in 1879 the present Indian school was es- 
tablished there. 

The property at that time was worth at least $200,000 in cash for 
school purposes, but was practically worthless for anything else. 
The appropriations, as well as the school, at that time were small, 
and continued so fora number of years; but the charitable friends 
of the Indian and of Indian education came forward and during 
the first ten years of its history contributed more than $80,000 for 
building it up and improving it. They bought first, in 1881, a 
valuable farm, at a cost of $20,000. 

In 1882 they built the boys’ quarters and a gymnasium, at an 
expense of $29,000 in cash. They next built the girls’ quarters. 
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at an expense of $11,000. They also put in a heating and light- 
ing plant for $12,000, and sp« nt more than $20,000 additional for 
minor improvements. Sowe have hadcontributed by these peo- 
ple, toa property that was practically worthless to the Govern- 
ment, nearly $100,000 incash, The Government during this pe- 
riod also expended some ae In 1887, asthe gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] will remember, they appropriated $16,000 
to the purchase of another farm adjoining the property on th: 
ast, and from time to time during the last twelve years bieve 
expended the balance of nearly $100,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ge 
REILLY] is recognized. 

Mr. ag ag I yield my time 
re ELTZHOOVER]. 

Mr. BEL TZ YOVER. Therefore, we have a school, begin- 
ning with a property that practically cost the Government noth- 
ing. with 147 pupils, now worth tothe Government at least $500,- 
000 in cash, and with an annual attendance of 1,000 pupils. Here 
we have a thoroughly equipped school that is capable of caring 
for 1,000 pupils annually at no cost to the Government except th: 
absolute running expenses. There is a way of fixing the value 
of this property at $500,000. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs in his last annual report 
says that he has given careful, attentive, sc ratinizing examina- 
tion to the question of what it costs to equip and build an Indian 
training school that will accommodate 100 pupils, and he gives 
it as his deliberate judgment that it can not be done for less than 
$50,000. Therefore this school, that is capable of accommodating 
1,000 pupils, is worth, at the same rate, $500,000. You have then 
in favor of the continuance of this school the utilization of this 
plant, which otherwise would be pré actically worthless, and i 
you abandon it you will have to replace it with another, or el 
leave 1,000 of the Indians that are now being educated without 
facilities for education. In addition to this the report of the 
{indian Commissioner for last year shows clearly and conclu- 
sively that while the average annual cost per capita of educating 
Indians elsewhere in the United States, at all the other schools, 
is from $167 to $175, the average annual cost per capita at Car- 
lisle is only $140; so that you have here not only the largest and 
best school, but you have one that affords the 
tion at 25 per cent less than any other 


ntleman from Pennsylvania [\r. 


to the gentleman from Penn- 


} 





¢ 





facilities of educa- 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does that amount include traveling 
expenses? 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That includes transportation and 


*n when you allege that the cost 


hat i y) 
that 1s counted 


everything, and you are mistake 
of = ionis against the Carlisle school; 
in; and wi “ansportation and all other expenses it is still 2 
per cent ¢ ans r per capita than any other school in the count 

I do not propose to discuss the que -stion Ww he ther t 1e edue ation 
of the Indian is the lution of the Indian probl m. The 
vast preponderance of intelli gent publicsentiment here and every 
where has settled that point irrevocably. The Government has 
adopted that view and entered upon the work and can not afford 
to take any step backward. Of the 30,000 Indian children in th: 
country more than two-thirds are now in schools, and when the 
remainder have be in and all the Indian boys and 
girls have been educated, as they are at Carlisle and elsewhere, 


he places of their 


proper s 





and have taken fathers and mothers no sane 
man can doubt that a new light will break across the 


dreary horizon of Indian history. 


aqark anda 


The schoolhouse is notonly the citade! of civil liberty. but still 
more the bulwark of Indian emancipation. Whether the Indians 
shall be educated in reservation schools or schools established 


elsewhere is a leg timate subj ctof discussion, but it oughttob 


discussed coolly, deliberately, and dispassionately on the fact 
hout feelings of selfishnessor prejudice; and perhaps a proper 
solution o t is that the schools should be on the reser vation 
and off the reservations Perhaps both kindsof schools v help 
best to solve the problem of ed cating these peopl 
It seems to me that there can be no doubt but that tI ndian 
ouths like all others wi learn most rapid! hy object le on 
Mr DIC K E RSON Wi i the gentile man “al 0 vy me to ask hin 


a question? 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER Not nov In th gventiemar owl 


time I will answer h iestion with pleasure That the 


many q 


must inevitably absorb information and character largely from 

their surro indings. Thatas long asthey are in sightof the ban 
»? . © € : ; ‘ . : ; 

ful customs and habits and superstitionsof their tribal associat 


they must be influenced by them. That 
among the best people in the centers of civilization, where they 
can not move without encountering with their eyes and ears what 
they ought to learn, their progress will be infinitely better and 
in the right | Seclusion with them in their 


when they are placed 
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Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Not at present. 


Mr. OTIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

\dd to line 24, page 47, the words, ‘‘and reached the age of fifteen year 


The CHAIRMAN. 


There is an amendment pending. 
Mr. OTIS. This is an amendment to the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. Iti 


s not in order at this time. 





Mr. PEEL. Ir. Chairman, before the vote is taken on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment has been ex- 
hausted. 
Mr. PEEL. Then I ask unanimous consent to speak five min- 
tes in opposition to the amendment. 
There was no objection. 


centleman allow me 
him address him- 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the 


o ask a ques because [| would like to have 


Lou, 
f to a certain point. 
Mr. PEEL. I have five 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Chairman, before t 
Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] begins I would like too 


only minutes. 
e gentleman from 


r an amendment 


2 
ir, n 
fe 








to the amendment 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wi recognize the gentleman 
after the ec ision of the remarks of the gentleman from Ar- 
Sa M PEEL 
Vir. PEE] Mr. Chairman, the reason why I think the amend 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania ought not to prevail 
s this: The capacity of the Ca e scho ow is estimated at a 
SOO \s | said the other day, it was understood between the su- 
verintendent and those of us who have looked into this matter 
that if \ creased the cap ty o ie b os the and then 
rave him $100,000 outside of transportation (whi this amend- 
ment seeks to do), he would carry 1,000 Indian pupils in the school, 


and by the aid of what is known as the “‘ outing system would 














reduce the per capitaexpense very greatly. but that was on tl 
assumption that the old law would « int ler which the 
1001 had a right to recruit its pupils ue ve sould find In- 
dian children to be educate 
Now, there is on this bill a pri > W 1 has neve heen o1 
any Other Indian appropriation bi that no Indian drer 
sili i) rer ted yr 1 1e 4 a ish Sscnor iniess 1 VY baye ‘ 
tended school al ome other pla auring : O ars 
Th ovjyect Of This was to meet the objection ‘ oO resuma- 
small « ire! yn Wes »> the Ea n sehoo Ch 
S not opjectioni ot erintk ent o Carlis he , 
L l a I 
that OV » rie i Cl 1.0 aents it ne ~ 
if Ca l he acdcditiona sto .OU0U T 
I ( () dared thousand do irs Was t ato 
oO! ft} ( ( D ¢ trar ) Ch 1 
,as Ll unders l, seeks to e $15,000 additional fe rai 
tion eay $100.00 red itional } - 
| is D were 1 orm alwi iO i nO 
a rity to rec 1 as many c I i ) int l ? 
co ga hind, he m n i ») increas the Le » one he 
A a f he did so ii¢ wo ‘ iit S10 } Siuitll U ‘ ) i 
of transportation: but inasm is he car o that this season 
ess this proviso be st ck O L think i ‘ il 1 18 
umple for all the schools e al » 4 | ! ‘ 
next fiscal year. 
Mr. BELTZHOOV ER. Vhat was the a ria or t] 
school last year? 
Mr. PEEL. I do not m be becaus é L think 
something additional for buildings last ye This year h ; 
not made any such appropriation, except $5,000 that may be used 
for repairs. : 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Was not the appropriation last yea ‘ 


115.0007 

Mr. PEEL. I thi An examination of 1 
bill will show that the appropriation for th« 
made in 


} 
he 


industria 


it was. forme 


Ln 
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SCNOOLS 


Was gross, and consequently the supel intendent could 
use as much as he thought proper for buildings. In this Con- 
cress we have adopted a differentrule; we provide that not more 
than a certain amount shall be used for buildings and repairs. 


h; 
Our object was to keep the Department from going beyond what 
we thought ought to be used for i 
the balance for the education of the children. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Is not the capacity of this Carlisle 
school nearly one thousand? “3 

Mr. PEEL. I see in the report of the Commissioner of Indian ? 
Affairs it is put down at eight hundred; but one thousand could 
be managed if the ‘‘ outing” system were adopted in connection 
with the existing arrangements. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Can they, with an appropriation of 
| $105,000, including transportation, educate eight hundred pupil» 

at that school? 


tt that specific purpose, leaving 


beat 


% 
x 
| 
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Mr. PEEL. I thinkthey could. That is simply the capacity | The CHAIRMAN. The 1 debate on this a 
of the school. They have not quite that number; the school is | has expired, and the questio agreeing tot 
: hardly ever filled to its utmost capacity. | of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
3 Mr. BELTZHOOVER. They had 984 pupils last yearthrough | The question was taken; and « div yn 1 e were—a ), 
the year. noes 48. 
. Mr. PEEL. Ido not remember as to that. Mr. BUTLER. No quorum. 
p Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That is the fact; and the capacity of TheCHAIRMAN. The point of or b ade that no quo- 
; the school, asthe Indian Commissioner and Capt. Pratt, the super- | rum has voted, the Chair will appoint t 
intendent, say, is 1,000. Now, inthemidstof the solution of this Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I t i 
problem, would it not be right to give them enough money to | standing as to the announcem of th f ask 1 a 
run the school to its capacity? again to announce ij 
[Here the hammer fell.] The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has anno 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment sent | 40, noes 48. 











to the desk by the gentlemanfrom Mississippi[Mr. STOCKDALE}. Mr. BUTLER. The vithdraw 1 point of no q 
The Clerk read as follows: So (no fur't count bei anded) t wmendm 
In lines 18 and 19, page 47, strike out *‘ 105°’ andinsert **50 ecte 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not able to see that this is | “0115. Now, Mr. Spea ; 
an amendment to the amendment. He thinks the gentleman 2 
had better withhold it and offer it as an original amendment. , ee pene 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Very well, I will call it up at the proper Ad ne ~4, page 4 
time. a i i 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of See Weneren | evn ene r ete : 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which will be read. =a. axatelgr — 3 : a 
The Clerk read as follows: ee as - 
In line 19, on page 47, strike out “five ind insert ‘fifteen ee eee ae ae : ee ae : ache 
paper entitied iii ry Vid com! 0 \ ( ( 18 
; Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last Pennsylvania, a ad in that paper 1 true and a 
a word. I have beentrying to get the floor in order to ask a ques- | way to educate the Indi hit nr 
tion in regard to this method of figuring out the amount needed. | ervation and bring 1 here m | ld al 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that these children are | and into w they e of « a 
instructed at an average cost of $140 each: still this bill contai N¢ th ntlema 
the clause *‘ at notexceeding $167 foreach pupil.” Withahigher | of the Ca i001 has s that ool has 
rate per pupil, a less total is reached than the gentleman from | fixtures, t Lost co t tenan \ 
Pe nnsylva nia proposes with a lower rate. [can not quite under- ere in an as re s to 
stal id the method of securing this result. catlo n é t ass s ( 
Mr. PEEL. Doesthe gentleman desire me to answer his ques- | |] 5 
tion? Dp 
| Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir}; anybody who can throw light ont 
matter. The ame ich | LV Oo ; the ¢ 
Mr. PEEL. One hundred and sixty-seven dollars, as will b sle school sha tir Liv 
: scam. indie named in the bill: but I presume what the g« ive attend the 
é Ronen. em anay ee ia had in view was the cost heretofore. | 1 rovides 
At the Carlisle school during the past year, with the nun 4 
pupils actually carried, the cost to the Government has no ! 31 
| 4 more than $140 per pupil. ‘ ; und asso 
4 Ir. BUTLER. But how many pupils have they, and do} J 
you get at this total amount which the gentlema from P i 
; vania says is not enough? eir gua : 
: Mr. PEEL. The cay acity of the school, as I said aw i : ‘ 
4 is 800 pupils. We figured upon the number of pup ca d | self, to t ‘ ( 
4 last year, and tried to give enough to meet the necessities the \ a 
) coming year; but we did not see any reason for an increase. ! ation. ca 
| the estimate before the committee an additional Vas asked h, 1 < 
4 for repairs which we did not think necessary. a 
i Mr. BUTLER. Well, if they have 800 pupils at the scho 
5 at $140 a head, it makes $112,000 and you have only f t | should ukken at 
. out at $105,000. low do you mak: that? ( and ‘ 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. If the gentleman from Iowa will | oa ( the p se O 
mit me, for I do not desire to occupy the time of th ‘on ttee eat 
longer on ee bject, [ will answer the gentleman. Now, we re uf 
4 Mr. BUTL Well, [ should like to have an answer, but the State of Kans ( 
4 believe I have but a few moments and prefer not to yield n ery fine ideas. Ve hi 
* BELTZHOOVER. If the gentleman will permit me, th: hat Lo, th 1 
argument in favor of the Carlisle school, in addition to what has | ought to care for 
been already said, is this, that having given them an appropria got a Lis ‘ 
tion under which Capt. Pratt and the management could have ction, an at 
' charged $167 per annum for each pupil rutal Indian we 
; Mr. BUTLER. Ican not yield to the gentleman for an a i- | actual conta 
a ment. wooks and communicat that in« OV i 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Justasingleinstant. Insteadof using | ing. ia 
3 that $167— Now, do not misund an il 
3 Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield. tion of the Indian, bu am in f; of edu 
3 Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will the gentleman allow me to an- |! reservation at home: and L¢ ot 
a swer his question? shall be in favor of increasi he appropriation to yt 
5 ‘ Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman will answer it without mak- | school, but I can not consistently aid and as a school that 
: ing an argument. 30 far awav from t theater of operati Mr. ¢ na 
q Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Iwillansweritinan instant. Isay in- | not only the Indian school of the East that is begging for pupil 
stead of using $167 they brought in pupils so as to increase the | I have in my possession, from the old East Ha npton Academy 
number, and in equalizing the appropriation between the number | in Massachusetts, information that they would Like to have ail 
i of pupils they reduced the amount to $140. They did not limit | persons who were educated there urge their friends in the W es 


4 themselves to the number that they could have had at $167. to send pupils to East Hampton, becau these Eastern peop 
‘ Mr. BUTLER. Well, the point is that there are 800 pupils, | can not fill up their schoolhouses, and they want to draw fro 
a and if it requires $140 for each it would make $112,000, or $7,000 | the children of the West to fill up their academi: ~ | 
more than the committee have put it into this bill. | Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was under consid 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The reason is because it does not ac- | eration before the subcommittee that matter was discussed, and 
4 tually cost $140; $130 covers the amount. we came to the conclusion that if we put in a proviso that no 
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children should be recruited for that school unless they had gone 
to school somewhere else for two years, it would be an ample 
safeguard. 
and disputes will necessarily arise if there is any contention 
about the 
<eep a record of births and marriages as accurately as the most 
enlightened people of the United States do. We thought that it 
would be very seldom that too young a child would be taken to 
provided all the children sent there had attended 
school somewhere else for at least two years. 
i probab! 


the school}, 


that they would get there under 12 or 18 or 14 years 
of age; and it is important that these schools, which perform the 
larger part of education, should begin with the children as young 
as the circumstances will permit; because the older they get and 
the longer they follow the instincts and habits of their race, the 
harder it is for them to change their natural ways to what they 
call the white man's ways. Therefore, I think it would be better 
to leave the bill free and unencumbered in that respect. The 
proviso that we have in the bill is, I think, a proper one, but the 
limitation as to age, I think, had better be left out. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, on last Thursday, just before 
the hour of adjournment, I sent an amendment to the Clerk’s 
desk and asked that it be printed in the REcorpD. That amend- 
ment would properly come in with the paragraph that has just 
been read. I[t is printed on page 1480 of the RECORD, and I now 
call up that amendment for consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Mississippi] Mr. STOCKDALE] toofferanamendment. Ifthe 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] will withhold his amend- 
ment until after the amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. STOCKDALE|] is disposed of the Chair will then recog- 
nize the gentleman from Texas. 
amendment of the gentlemen from Mississippi. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words “one hundred and five, 
19 on page 47, and insert the word “fifty ’ instead thereof. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, my opposition to some 
provisions of this bill, including this and other items appropri- 
ating for East 
the Indian on my part, nor is it intended as a criticism upon 
those who are conducting the work of educating the Indian. 
{never have put it upon that basis. People who believe that 
the present policy of the Government is the proper one are, | 
have no doubt, in earnest in it and think it is the proper way 
to expend the money of the United States. 
there is the whole issue between myself and gentlemen who have 
charged me, both in and out of this House, with opposition to 
the Indian educational scheme. There is another class of peo- 
ple that [ think ought to be heard. And I will say that not one 
man in this House who favors the present system of Indian edu- 
cation seems to have taken one thought for that class of people. 
except the chairman of the committee, and he did it in a very 
modest and rather apologetic way. He did say at one time on 
Saturday, very modestly and shrinkingly, that the committee 
did think that something was due to the p “ople who furnished 
the money. I think so, too. 

[ felt relieved when the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
conceded that much. It may be a great work, and gentlemen 


in lines 18 and 


tern schools, is not because of any hostility at all to | 
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The limitation of age will be a very uncertain one, | 


ave of a child: for remember that the Indians do not | 


it would hardly | 


| appropriated in this way, or rather a part of it. 
The Clerk will report the 
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ple ever worked for in enfranchising the negro, was swept utterly 
from the faceof the earth bya relentless and unnecessarily cruel 
war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. lIask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I said that we commenced together to re- 
claim the country over which desolation brooded, and voice of 
despair was heard in all her valleys. We are trying to educate 
these people of both races. [think it was commendable, and the 
reply came, ‘* Why we gave them theright to vote.” Thatis the 
only thing that the Republican party hasever done in their favor— 
only given them the right to vote, and to vote against their own 
people, against their own interests, and when we have educated 
the negro to some extent, they want to crush him down and ruin 
what he has accumulated and what the white people have accu- 
mulated during twenty-five years of toil, privation, and economy 
by asystem of legislation that I have not the time to describe, 

Now, as to what I want to do with this and other institutions. 
| will vote for a bill turning this school body and soul over to 
the good State of Pennsylvania—make it a gift to them, and we 
will make money by it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I say | want my people let alone to edu- 
cate our own people, and not thrust into the discussion here a 
matter that does not belong to it-—-criticisms of our people. All 
we want you to do is not to rob us to educate this other race when 
we have another race toeducate. Youare taking the money out 
of the United States Treasury, and 1,289,000 people in Mississippi 
pay perhaps $25 per head into the United States Treasury to be 
We work from 
dawn until twilight. We have 4,000 schools and we have 3,600 
colored teachers, a thing that does not occur in any State in this 
Union. 

In the State that the gentleman represents there are none. I 
have looked through the statistics of the Northern States, and 


| in every case almost there is none; but they would take the 


[ think it is not, and | 


who uphold it and say that it is a great work that they are en- | 


vaged in no doubt believe it: and the chairman of the committee 
has become so enthusiastic that he denotes himself, ‘*‘ We whoare 
engaged in this work.” What work? .Why, the committee have 
only to determine how much money shall be appropriated in this 
way and have nothing more to do with the problem of educating 
the Indian. Is there no limit to the appropriation of money ex- 
cept to say that you are engaged in a great work? 

Gentlemen on the Republican side may well be in favor of these 
additional appropriations, and I do not wonder that they are: 
for every dollar that is expended by the United States Govern- 
ment is that much weight to compel a high protective tariff. 
They can afford to be generous because they spe nd other people's 
money, and every dollar they spend they make more. 
who pay the money and g 


get nothing out of this high-protective 
tariff that this is one of the means of supporting are nbdt so en- 
thusiastic. 

[t has gotten to be rather arisk for agentleman to say that he 
does not want the money in the Treasury to be thrown away be- 
cause his people have to pay it. 

The other day | spoke in opposition to taking this money away 
from the Treasury and impoverishing the people where [I live, 
because we have a people of our own to educate. The voice came 
in bitterness and in cruelty, as I thought, ‘‘ The South has only 
done their duty by educating the negro, because the negroes 
worked while other men were at leisure.” He either did not 
know that all the negro ever worked for, or that the white peo- 


But we | 


money from the national Treasury for the purpose of educating 
the Indians, no matter how much money we expend in connec- 
tion with the great work we are performing in Mississippi. 

[ had several letters yesterday, and one was from the great 
State of Pennsylvania. The party who wrote it said: ‘* My ex- 
changes are cursing you.” Those words struck me with force, 
because these people, strange to say, who claim to be the great- 
est of philanthropists in anything they do, curse when a gentle- 
man rises in this House and asks that alittle less money be filched 
from the people. They turn in and abuse him and villify him, 
and try to blacken his character. What a schedule for philan- 
thropists. Have we not a right, in the name of God, to obey the 
voice of our people, and ask that a little less of our earnings be 
taken from the Treasury and squandered upon these schools. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, [ do not desire to enter into a dis- 
cussion of reconstruction and the operation of enfranchising the 
negro, or go into the question of negro education. I propose 
while | am on the floor to try to go along with this bill. I want 
to say in reply to the gentleman that I have quite as much sym- 
pathy with the oppressed South as he or any man that ever lived 
upon earth. But the war is over. We have got something else 
todo. The gentleman asserts that such appropriations as this 
will amount to $25 per head to the people of his State. If that 
were true that would make this bill about $30,000,000, while the 
bill only carries $7,000,000, and something like three-fourths or 
two-thirds of the amount is money which this Government owes 
to these Indians, and which they have in the Treasury belonging 
to them. 

If the gentleman thinks the Committee on Indian Affairs have 
been extravagant, he ought not. The estimates of appropria- 
tions for the entire public service of the United States of every 
description come officially from the Treasury Department to the 
different committees that have charge of the appropriation bills. 
They are made by officials of the Government who are presumed 
to know something of the amount of money needed by the coun- 
try. The amount of estimates that come to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs for this appropriation bill was $8,603,970.76. 

Our appropriation is more than a million dollars under the 
estimate, and more than $600,000 under the appropriation of last 
year for similar purposes. We have been as economical as pos- 
sible. I wish to say to the gentleman from Mississippi that I do 


not lose sight of my constituents or of the taxpayers of this 
| country when I go to appropriate a dollar, but when the official 
| responsibility rests upon me as a member of this House to rec- 
commend appropriations to meet the current expenses of one of 
the branches of this Government, my constituents are of such a 
' character andof such intelligence as to know that it takes money 
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to defray these expenses; and it is useless to be harping contin- | 
uously here upon the amount of money that we are appropriating 
when the appropriations are absolutely necessary. 

Now, if the gentleman’s amendment to cut down the appropri- 
ation for this Carlisle school to $50,000 were to prevail the result 
would be that the service would be destroyed. Would that be 
economy? Would it be economy to suspend that work after the 
Government has invested hundreds and hundreds of thousands 
of dollars, to cut it in the middle, and to turn back and quit? | 
do not suppose that any intelligent constituency, I care not | 
whether it be in Mississippi, in Arkansas, or anywhere else, will 
indorse such “economy” as that. We have plenty of mattersin 
which to economize. 

I say to the gentleman now that I am ready to vote for a bill 
that will cut down the salaries of the officers of this Government, 
including my own, at least 25 per cent. The salaries of the Gov- 
ernment officers and the number of those officers have grown be- 
yond the capacity of the people to maintain. There is the place 
to commence economizing, and I repeat that I am ready to join 
hands with the gentleman or with anybody else to reduce the 
salary of every man who receives more than it is within the ca- 
pacity of the people to pay. When these salaries were fixed 
money was plentiful in the country, property brought a good 
price, labor was better paid than it is now, and these salaries 
ought to be reduced so as to make them commensurate with the 
present values or the property upon which the people have to 
pay taxes to meet these expenditures. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of Mr. STOCK- 
DALE was rejected. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add as a new section 

“After the passage of this act no Indian pupil shali be received at the ex 
pense in whole or in part of the United States at any school except the res 
ervation schools proper; and after this Indian pupils now in schools other 
than reservation schools shall have completed the course as now provided 
for it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to sell all property 
of the United States used for such school purposes, and hold the money so 
arising to be disposed of as shall hereafter be directed by Congress.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the point of order on that amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will state tothe gentleman from 
Texas that there are amendments already pending to the section 
under consideration, and therefore he can not be recognized at 
this time to offer a new section. 

Mr. KILGORE. I intended that to come in at the end of this 
paragraph. If it appears to be offered as a new section that is a 
mistake. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires tooffer it as a pro- 
viso to be added to the paragraph now under consideration, that 
is another question. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is what I propose. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order upon the amendment that it is new legislation and 
that it does not reduce expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New Jersey on that point. Merely being new legislation does 
not make it out of order, but if it makes a change of existing 
law 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. It doeschange existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is open to conviction on that 
point. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. My point of order is that 
the amendment does change existing law, and that it does not 
reduce expenditures. As to whether it will reduce expenditures 
or not, that is a question of fact, and the burden of proof is on 
the gentleman who offers the amendment to show, when the point 
of order is raised, that the amendment itself will have the effect 
required by the rule to make it in order: in other words, the gen- 
eral rule is that new legislation, any change of existing law, is 
not permissible upon an appropriation bill, unless in a certain 
exceptional case. 

Now, the general rule being as I have said, it seems to me that 
the burden of proof is upon the gentleman who offers an amend- 
ment to show that it comes within the exception. To do that, a 
num>der of different facts will have to be looked into and ascer- 
tafeed. The determination of that question will be affected by 
the price which the property brings, by the circumstances of the 
sale, by the net amount which it will bring into the Treasury, 
and also by the question whether these pupils can be maintained 
hereafter upon reservation schools at the same cost, or at a less 
cost, than they are now maintained for at Carlisle. Further, in 
the determination of that fact we must take into consideration 
not only the difference which will exist this year at Carlisle, or 
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| gentleman from New Jersey to the fact that the on 
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elsewhere, but also the result in the succeeding period into which 
this work may be continued. 

| state these different items to call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact how very difficult it is under the language of the rule 
to determine whether a specific amendment does in fact reduce 
expenditures or not; but it seems to me that where an exception 
to the rule is being made the burden of proof is clearly upon the 


} 


will do 


+ 


proposer of the amendment to show that his amendment 
precisely that thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 

ly difficulty 
appears to be whether there is a change of existing law. If the 
gentleman can cite any law which would bechanged by this pro- 
vision, itis clearly not in order: but unless there is some chang’ 
of existing law the Chair must entertain the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. In the first place, ther: 
no law authorizing any officer of the Government to sell that 
property at Carlisle. There is no provision upon our statute 
book authorizing the course of conduct described by this amend- 
ment. That school is the property of the Government; the title 
is held in fee by the Government; without the authorization pro- 
posed in the amendment no officer could convey title to the 
property. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment is ob- 
noxious to the pointof order. The point made by the gentlemar 
from New Jersey is sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. We would like an opport I 5 to discuss he 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion upon a point of order proceeds 
by permission of the Chair: and when the Chair has reached a 
decision it is presumed no gentleman would wish to oce ipy further 
time. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I wish to suggest that there is only a 
part of this amendmet which can be considered out of order. 
That portion can be struck out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenthe amendment is offered in a modi- 
fied form the Chair will rule upon it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will ask that the amendment be 
modified by striking out that part which provides tor the “a of 
this property _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HO 


MAN] has been recognized. The gentleman from Alabama cai 
offer his amendment in modified form late 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 offer the amendn t wh | ne 
desk. 

inh { K aad a fo oO s 

inset! ulter t! pup il 4 t t 

d schor ne 18 Cal ‘ ‘ 
anme 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairma his proposition practically 
the same as that of the gentleman from Texas, except that it does 
not propose to dispos of this pre ! Lh ) Mr. ¢ airman 
that this question will be dist ectiy understood, for lam confi- 
dent that thos who have studied it ot theoretically, but on the 
yround, ar unanimously of the opinion that this edue ations} ould 
take place on the reservations. 

Mr. Chairman, this House a few years ago appointed a co 
mittee to investigate this subject and kindred utters connected 
with Indian affairs. Thatcommittee submitted to the Hous 
port in L886 recommending thatthe moneys hereafter approp: 
ated for the education of the Indian children be applied to t ( 
tablishment and support of industrial and boardi: chools « 
the respective reservations, except that provision be made for 
sending the more promising childre f both sexe after passir 
through a course of instruct at t arding hools, to inst 
tutions of highe oradt Les 

That opinion was concurred ym d from Arkansa 
[Mr. PEEL] and Mr. Ryan, of Kansas, then a member of the Hous 
now our distinguished minist to Mexico, Mr. Cannon, of | 
nois, so long a leading men f this H ‘ 
this House has. | know. entire confidence These ventlemen a 
concurred in that opinion. They went farther in the 
and declared it a cruel proceeding to take these Indian children 
from their mothers and fathers to remote regions of the country 
these parents not comprehending the p ose of the ation 
and being left to weep for years for the loss of their childre1 

On this question I ask to have read oO the report of that 
committee the opinions of two very eminent men. This book is 
full of information on this subject. Almost every leading 


. 
\mong them, Rev 


cator amongst the Indians was interrogated. 
L. Van Gorp, living among the Flathead Indians, and Rev. W 

liam J. Cleveland, an Episcopal minister at Pine Ridge,S. Dak 
give their opinions. I hope the House will notice what they said 
[t will be seen that they consider calmly and dispassionat the 


effect of removing the children from the reservations for educa 

















































‘ ( isk it the extract | have marked in the 
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‘ ‘ \ . one, have schools o 
j rere are he day schools Chis 
vs ( cn are i ie] SS inhen the board- 
Le « dren onthe res Vatlon are taken care 
of and ated, remainin ‘ . live, or six years, and the uni- 
( 3s that the est ‘uit of all is to be found in the se. 
mot ym the reservation. 
s last class are unsatisfactory: we did not find 
( 1510 ( instance whe re achild had gone trom 
t back to the Indians, unless supported in 
yim the Government—in some Government 
employmente—who had not relapsed into barbarism; and thisap- 


plied to girls as well as to boys, while those who were educated 


on the reservation, no great chasm existing between them and 
their surroundings when they returned, constantly having occa- 
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sional intercourse with their parents, who came miles and miles 
to see them, which seemed to satisfy the child and make him 
more interested in his studies, [ say in schools of that character, 
where this condition prevails, the advancement of the Indian was 
marked and the effect upon the tribe was most beneficial. 

Mr. WLLSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? You are in favor, as I understand it, of the educa- 
tion of the Indian children on the reservations? 

Mr. HOLMAN, And I want 
to mention an instance which will illustrate what I desire to ac- 
complish. Let me say first, though, that I regard it better for 
the child himself to be so educated: but, in the second place, it 
humane 


Decidedly, on the reservations. 





is a& more 


policy. Kind as these good people are in 
Pennsylvaniaand in Virginia to the 


, Indian children, it is more 
humane 


to educate them on the reservations than to remove 
them and undertake their education at a great distance, where 
they can not see j 


’ their parents or their parents can not see them. 
And, third] \ 


, the fact 
the Indian children, but the whole tribe. It creates at the same 


time a very kindly feeling towards the white people. 


is that by this system you educate not on 





When 


But to illustrate by a single instance, as I was saying. 















we were at the Rosebud Ageney a very excellent gentleman, 
Mr. Wright, was agent (in 1885) at the time this committee made 
s inspection. An old Indian mother came to the boarding 
school—you find the same condition at every agency where there 
ch a school—the old Indian mother came there to see her 
She must see her little girl, a child of 7 or 8 years of 
ag S saw the child, talked with her perhaps an hour or 
two, or sat in silen ide by side on the ground as is their habit, 
and en the agent ga the old mother a basket of food and she 
ed back on her weary jour? of 90 miles and the little girl 
returned cheerfully to herschool. Mr. Wright said this occurred 
or slxX 1 sa year, and that it wasa benefit to the child: 
he « l was more contented, studied and learned better. and it 
at t same time soothed and ameliorated the natural pain and 
oy ol the other in being deprived o the society of her child 
No human affection is strong: an that of an Indian mother 
or her child As | have said, this instance is not singular, but 
am told that ‘ s at all of S oardir hools on th 
servations 
| nsis ir. ¢ rma oO ! round ¢ nh nan ( 
re { Sbla LL AU Vance ‘ L ¢ s ft 
‘ I ite t! llidren, a 1K ought 
sad ( them t! } ‘ at n the 
‘ ) ) ) a latth me i Lt¢ l Whole 
‘i to b ie wisest policy at can be } 
( ma ev eks ago, il 
é ) at Ha ( l ( a sing St tary 
i ( Ll re it I i ie ( ts avd lutely « im- 
o Lif ‘ ‘ m i ul ind L 
( toward n Ve { cle ci nstanc 
\ l stem or re t 018 I t 1e thi 
r tl ) ‘ | ‘ ur’ he ch 
‘ rt | ) | 1 at Hampt 
\ l ‘ i ( ( Ss Vv. and th 
el I } \ 4 4 ft { tion neal 
India ‘ l i it Lawren 
Kansa wh L ‘ it one I é re th 
triking distan a ma of the lial 
rere th al ler it 
Mr. B I VER wa d 
\ WILSON of Was on Wil l in ¥ ) 
l ) «@ r \ > on Ol mal ( ala ) { 
al ! » : 
BELTZHOOY ER. it 1t dor not come out ol my ti 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to ask but a single qu 
tion. [am notso certain but that I agr vith the gentleman 


statement but 


ir. HOLMAN. 





Why, of course, there isa school right ther: 


in your own region at the Puyallup Agency, which | understand 
s a most excellent institution. It ranks well up with any in the 


¢ 


country. and as a matter of fact. as the gentleman himself 


is 
aware, that whole tribe has been raised up by it. 
Mr. WILS«* IN of Washington. Of course we have in Wash- 
ington quite a number of thesesmall schools. We have not only 
the Puyallup school, but we have the Nisqually, the S’Koko- 
mish, the Quinaielt, the Yakima, and others. But why not go 
forward and appro] riate $50,000 to locate a large school right 
there? Why should we not have a school aside from the small 
ones right amongst these very people and educate the children 
there? Is the gentleman willing to go with me that far? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, you have several of the best schools 
in the United States 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
paying for their own schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You can not improve on the conduct of those 


But the Coeur de Alénes are 


— 


| 
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schools, or the ability of the teachers. They are ahead of most | tothe discussions in the newspapers and maga 
of the schools in the East. the country, and to the report ol Le { mmissloner ¢ 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. But what you are proposing | fairs, and to the whole array of t rn 
to do now, if I understand it, is to cut off this and give us noth- | and positive, and whose opinions a exa al 
ing in its place. opposed to those of the gent 
Mr. REED. Is the gentleman from Indiana willing to appro- The New York City ian Association. organi: 


priate for purposes that he approves what he cuts off from pur- 
poses he does not approve of? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly I am; but we are not 
present cutting anything off. 

Mr. REED. Then you are not trying to reduce the total? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; not for education. 

Mr. REED. 

Mr. HOLMAN. While I think this bill 
count of the army of employés, yet at the same 


ior the 


is too large, on ac- 
time | am w 


ing to appropriate substantially the amount appropriated by this | « 


bill: but I want to appropriate it where it will do the most good 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. You are not attempting 
duce it, but you want it expended at home instead of anywl 
else, and if necessary you will appropriate money to accomplish 
that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to benefit the Indians and not white 
veople by a multitude of employments in the East. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Indiana consent 
what he cuts off from the appropriation for these schools added 
to the general fund of a million dollars? 


t< e- 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, but we can not cut off any of this iten 
for the present. 
Mr. REED. The gentleman says, ‘* yes, but “—is the ge 


man willing to do that? 
shall be 


i 
Mr. HOLMAN. I 
gther. 


i 
the reduction from the 
Mr. REED, When? 
Mr. HOLMAN. You ean not abolish the Carlisle school al 
once You must let the children get 
study. So at Hampton and so at the Lincoln Institute. 
Mr. REED. The gentleman is not striving for reductio 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


_— 
Willing to do that whet! 


through thelr cours 


Why, how can you make a reduction 

these schools now? WhatIam looking to, and what | am: 

ing for is. in the name of humanity, that these children may b 
ir reservations. ’ 


educated hereafter on the 
Mr. REED. Then, why did the gentleman vote agains 


amendment adding $300,000 to the facilities for educating « 
reservation when the appropriation was for that identical p 


pose? Why does not the gentleman answer th 


d the gentleman from Arizons 


xico |Mr. JOSEPH] ar 


SMITH], who demand that education shall take placé 
res ations in the Territories? Why did he refuse 
the approp! ations that uld do the very work which he sa 
ought to be done, in the name of humanity and decency” 

Mr. HOLMAN. But you are no proposing to reduc 
propriations for the institutions at the East? 
' Mr. REED. But I propose to add the $300,000 for the o 
purpose, and you can do the reducing. [Laught 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition to add 10,000 was WV 

: 


any proposition to reduce anywhere. 
Mr. REED. Will the gentleman vote for the $300,000 


tion of the is made according to his plan? 





reduc other 


ir. HOLMAN. I will if you reduce the amoun thes 
Eastern institutions $300,000. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Does the gentlema on 
diana want to abolish the Hampton and Carlisle schools? 

Mr.HOLMAN. O, we must educate what children are th 
Now, I wish finally to furnish ample facilities for the educa 


of all the Indian children on the reservations or near them, ans 


abandon in the course of time all of the remote institutions. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Lask that the Clerk again report t 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word *‘ pupils,’ in line 7, page 47, the word now at ! 
ing said schoo and strike out ‘*Carlisle school,’’ in the eighteent 
insert the words ** the same 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, [ have great respect 


for the opinions of the learned gentleman from Indiana [| Mr. 


HOLMAN] on questions to which he has given serious attention. 
[ am also familiar with the fact that a few years ago the gent! 
man, with several other members of a committee, on a junket- 
ing tour, gave a few weeks’ investigation to this Indian question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. O, several months. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Several months, including the whole 
time occupied in going and coming, I presume, and all the inci- 
dental time occupied. But there are thousands of people in this 
country, Mr. Chairman, who have given this Indian question a 
life study, who are devoting to it their undivided attention, and 
whose opinons, with the profoundest respect for the gentleman, 
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one cent of it to go back into the Treasury of the United States, 
but that it shall be given for a sensible education of the Indian, 
and then increase it. 

Mr. REED. If you can get the consent of the gentleman from 
Indiana probably it will be done. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I am trying all I can to get his con- 
sent, and the gentleman from Indiana did consent that if this 
money were saved and taken from these schools it should be ap- 
plied in this way. I believe he was in favor of that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly: that is my statement. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The gentleman says that that is his 
statement. 

{ then believed in his sincerity, and as he has again said that 
he is sincere in his statement, I advocate with all the more force 
this amendment, because it will ultimate finally in the education 
of the Indian. Whatever is saved let the money be appropriated 
to the other schools, and it will have the effect, as I said, of ele- 
vating the Indian tribes. These schools should be where the In- 
dians can see them, and the best way is to have the schools so as 
to educate the children in their midst, and let them see that 
their children are feeling the impulse of civilization, and in that 
way you will improve the Indians themselves. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will permit me a single re- 
mark, five years ago, when we went to Arizona to the 
Apaches at the San Carlos Reservation, we saw a school building 
that had been erected for years, and it had never been occupied: 
but the money had been spent in its construction. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It is true that schoolhouses have 
been erected and have never beenused. Then, in regard to this 
matter of the Indians giving their consent to their children go- 
ing to the Eastern schools, the other day I asked a gentleman 
on the floor who was advocating these Eastern schools if he 
knew a single case in the history of those schools where an In- 
dian was willing to give up his child to allow him to come to 
these Eastern schools for education. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Myfriend from Arkansas will remember that 
there was not an Indian who ever said that they had voluntarily 
given up their children to come to the Eastern schools for educa- 
tion. 

Mr.SMITHof Arizona. In this connection I desire to say that 
there isa schoolin Arizona for which, when we reach that part of 
the bill, I wish to ask for an increased appropriation. To that 
school the Indian mothers do go to see their children in school and 
at work; and having seen them, they walk back 10 or 15 miles across 
the plains, feeling satisfied on seeing that their children have 
not been taken away from under their influence. They are 
pleased that their children can go to school, and that is because 
it is a school in the neighborhood. 


see 


| tee. 
| the amendment of my friend from Indiana. 


Carlisle school now? That is the question before the commit- 
I notice that many gentlemen misunderstand the object of 
The amendment 


does not decrease this appropriation a cent: it does not add to it 


| a cent; it simply confines the appropriation made in the bill to 


[ defy any fifty men in this House to find a member of the Mari- | 


copa tribe who would consent to send one of his children to the 
East to be educated. In what I have just said I do not desire to 
be understood as saying anything in detriment to the Carlisle 
It is the policy that is wrong, and not the institution. 
The people who conduct that school and who live aboutit are the 
most exemplary in the world; but it is against the policy under 
which they are acting that [complain. Youcan take the money 
that is appropriated for that purpose and educate three children 


school. 


130 acres of land worth $125,000 or $130,000. 


in Arizona, under proper limitations, where it would educate one | 


in the East. Therefore, I believe that the amendment ought to 
carry, and that this school ought finally to be abolished. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman— 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 


[ want to offer an amendment, if it is in 
order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has the 
floor. 
Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, [ listened with a great deal of 


pleasure to the very interesting remarks of my friend from Indi- 
ana {[Mr. HOLMAN]upon this subject. IT want to say that I was a 
member of the committee to which he refers and of which he was 
chairman, and that I signed that report very cordially because I 
believed every statement contained therein, and so far as the 
policy is concerned | believe in it yet. I have not changed my 
judgdment in that respect one particle. In fact, the more I in- 


vestigate the question the more confident I feel that the proper | 


policy is to use our educational appliances on or near the reserva- 
tions, that is tosay, in the climate and section of country in which 
the Indians were raised and where they have to live. I have 
said that time and again upon this floor during the consideration 
of this bill. 

The amendment of my friend from Indiana applies for the 
present solely to the Carlisle school. There are other schools 
in the Kast that we shall reach after awhile—the Lincoln Insti- 
tute in Philadelphia and the Hampton school in Virginia—and 
the same rule will apply to them; but there is a marked differ- 
ence between the facts relating to the Carlisle school and those 
relating to the other schools I have referred to. The question 
for us to determine is, What ought we to do in regard to the 


the support of the Indian children now enrolled and attending 
school at Carlisle. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
tation. 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, it withdraws transportation, and also the 
authority to add to the number of children at the Carlisle school. 
So gentlemen will see that it does not take off anything from the 
appropriation or add anything to it. There is nothing taken off 
the appropriation for Carlisle that can be added to the Western 
appropriation. There is no taking off and no addition about the 
amendment. It simply relates to a matter of policy 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. A policy which will eventually 
result in the destruction of the Carlisle sehool. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Finally. 

Mr. PEEL. Now, I want tosay to gentlemen,while giving the 
reasons why I am opposed to this amendment, that I am not at all 
captious about it. I have no feeling about it. It is only a ques- 
tion of good judgment. I might remark in the language of one 
whois widely known in this country that it is not merely a theory 
thatconfronts us, butacondition. |Laughter.] If we wereenter- 
ing now upon the enterprise of locating an Indian school at Car- 
lisle I would oppose it bitterly. I would not vote for a dollar to 
add a single student or to add to the capacity of any Indian school 
in the East, because | do not believe in the theory. 

As my friend from Arizona[Mr. SMITH] said, it is not the fault 
of the teachers or of the school; itis the fault of the policy. Now, 
when we understand what the Carlisle school is and what it ac- 
complishes, we shall be in a position to determine whether we 
ought to set out upon a plan which must ultimately result in the 
extinguishment of the school. In connection with this subject I 
want to repeat again that in this bill we have inserted anew pro- 
viso with regard to the Carlisle school. Heretofore there has 
been no restriction upon recruiting for that school; pupils could 
be taken from any source whatever, whether they had previously 
attended other schools or not; but in this bill we have inserted a 
proviso that no more Indian children shall go to Carlisle unless 
they haveattended school for at least two years elsewhere. The 
idea is to make it a school for advanced students. That theory, 
| think, is the correct one: but as to extinguishing the Carlisle 
school, the question now is, would it be good policy, inasmuch as 
that school has got such a hold upon the country and has attained 
to such a position? 

[Here the hammer fell, but, by unanimous consent, Mr. PEEL 
was allowed to continue for five minutes longer. |] 

Mr. PEEL. The status of the Carlisle school is simply this: 
The Government owns a large amount of property there; I sup- 
pose that the Carlisle school property, if duly appraised, would 
amount to half a million dollars: The Government owns 120 or 
It has expended 
large sums of money in erecting dormitories and other build- 
ings, and school appliances of different kinds, including shops of 
all descriptions, and the school is running under a magnificent 
organization. They have what they call there the * outing 
system; that is, the children are taught awhile in the school. 
and then in the shop, and then in the cornfield, and then in the 
garden, and after a certain age they are put out in families to 
learn farming, the care of stock, and the various pursuits of 
civilized life. 

Now, to withdraw the support of the Government from that 
school, or to stop the supply of pupils, is simply to provide for 
extinguishing the school in time, and the question is, what are 
you going to do then with all this vast plant? Must it not be 
sacrificed? And is it not a question whether this is wise, espe- 
cially when that school is educating the pupils as it is now, at a 
less cost per capita than any other school? 

Is it economy, then, to hold the school intact but limit its re- 
cruits to those children who are somewhat advanced so that they 
may not be taken from their parents when too small? 

Mr. CULBERSON. How are the teachers employed? 

Mr. PEEL. They are employed by the Governmentas in any 
other industrial school. There is a superintendent, an officer 
detailed from the Army, who has had the school in charge, and 
I believe has had it ever since it was founded. The question 
here presented is simply one of good judgment as to whether we 
will enter upon a policy looking to the extinguishment of this 
school,or whether we should foster it for a different purpose 
than that for which it has been used heretofore. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Who is the Army officer referred to by 
the gentleman? 

Mr. PEEL. Captain Pratt. 


It simply withdraws transpor- 





Now, Mr. Chairman, looking the 


ground all over, I have come to the conclusion that it would be 
bad policy to undertake to break up that particular school, inas- 
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much as it has been supported so largely by gratuitous cont. 
butions of people in the East. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is not the same true of the other schools? 
Mr. PEEL. No; we do not own a dollar of property at the 
Hampton or the Lincoln school. We simply pay those schools 
$167 per pupil for the education of the children. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That is true. 





Mr. PEEL. The Government has no property interest there; | 
we simply appropriate $167 for the education of each pupil taken 
charge of and educated by those institutions. The case is differ- 
ent at Carlisle. There are there over 300 acres of land, 120 or 130 | 
of which have been bought by theGovernment. The remaining | 
land has been purchased by money given gratuitously, and is held 
now in the name of the institution. This land we can not take: 
we could only sell that in which we have an interest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Adopting the gentleman’s view, would it not 
be fair to provide that no pupil shall be educated except those 
who have graduated at one of the boarding schools on the reser- | 
vations? [should have no objection to a provision of that kind. 

Mr. PEEL. I would have no objection if we could know what 
grade of education is attained on the reservation schools. It | 
might be so high that the pupils would not need to go to any 
other school. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
I understand. 

Mr. PEEL. I trust the gentleman from Indiana understands | 
the policy am advocating. If this were a trivial matter I might 
be willing to abandon this institution; but that is not the situa- 
tion. If this were an institution about to be inaugurated [I would 
not be in favor of starting it at all. But,asI have said, 140or 150 | 
acres have been bought by gratuitous contributions and are held 
by the trustees of the school. There is a sort of partnership be- | 
tween the Government and the charitable institutions who have | 
been so liberal in their donations to carry on Indian education. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress, when I first raised the question on | 
this floor in regard to the policy of transporting the Indian chil- | 
dren from the West to the East and after educating them trans- 
porting them back—when I looked into the matter, | found the | 
condition of the Carlisle school such that I did not believe we | 
could follow the policy there safely. It is a matter of judgment 
for this Committee of the Whole whether we had better com- | 
mence to-day the policy of stopping further recruiting for that | 
school with a view to its final extinguishment. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the pro forma 
amendment of the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] will be 
considered as withdrawn, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
a few words in reference to the amendment of my friend from In- 
diana[Mr. HOLMAN]. Gentlemen have discussed here the policy 
of educating Indian children at home. Several years ago it was 
strenuously argued here that such a policy was not sound by 
reason of the home situation and the condition of the tribes: it | 
was urged that the children after one or two or three or four | 
years of education, as the case might be, would relapse into the 
barbarous condition of the ‘‘ blanket Indian.” Now, it chanced 
some years ago that I visited the Carlisle school as a member of | 
the Indian Committee of this House. That was shortly after its 
establishment, while Mr. Carl Schurz was Secretary of the In- | 
terior. I found there a very large school, composed of both boys 
and girls, aggregating 300. I chanced to meet there a lady who 
only three months.before this visit of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and these members of Congress, had brought on the cars a 
number of Indian boys and girls to the Carlisle school. She de- | 
scribed their condition when taken fromthe agency. I recollect | 
that one of the pupils was a son of Spotted Tail; another of Red | 
Cloud; and I believe that of the children there, male and female, | 
there were only five or six who were not full-blooded Indians. 

She described the condition in which they came as “ blanket” | 
Indians to that school, profoundly ignorant of everything pertain- 
ing to civilization, and in a bad condition in all respects. They 
were put there and subjected to the discipline established for the | 
government of the school for a period of three or four months be- | 
fore thiscommittee went there. When we arrived we found that | 
the boys had been drilled to march by an officer appointed by the 
Government for that purpose. They were uniformed, and the 
girls were also dressed in the uniform of the school. We were 
conducted through the various schools, they being organized on 
the principle of teaching by object lessons; and the advancement 
that both the boys and girls had made in that very short period 
of time during which they had been subjected to this training 
was most astonishing, not only to the Secretary of the Interior, 
but to every member of the committee of the Senate and House | 
who went there. 

Now, a strong argument is made in favor of the Carlisle school, | 
by those who favor it, thatif you bring the children from the In- ! 


A four-year term is the period proposed, as 
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dian tribes of the West and locate them there, they are subjected 
to the surroundings of a civilized white community. They are 
educated in the midst of a civilized white community, and when 
they are sent out during the vacation of the school, or when there 
is not much to do, they are located with the farmers of the great 
State of Pennsylvania, who live in a region, perhaps the finest 
agricultural region of country on the face of the globe; for I be- 
lieve this region of country in the neighborhood of the Carlisle 
school, for a radius of fifty or sixty miles around it, is the old 
Lancaster and Buchanan district of the State of Pennsylvania, 
and is said to be the richest agricultural settlement in the coun- 
try. There these children come in contact with enlightened 
farmers, and I remember well that everybody was most aston- 
ished to find wagons manufactured by the boys at that school 


| equal in quality to those manufactured at the great Studebaker 


works, so famous throughout the West and South, where their 
wagons are well known. They alsomanufactured tin plates and 
tin cans, and many things of that kind, and the girlshad become 
proficient as seamstresses, cooks, and in other domestic employ- 


| ments. 


Now, the proposition of my friend from Indiana is in this eon- 
nection to strike down this very school, on the assumption that 
the same condition of things exists and the same kind of educa- 


| tion can be effected amongst the tribes themselves at a less ex- 
penditure of public money than in these schools of the East. I 


submit, Mr. Chairman, that the argument of the gentleman on 
that point is not tenable; that, on the contrary, these Indian 
youths, boys and girls, brought here and educated, receive a bet- 
ter education and are more fitted for civilized pursuits than is 
the case when the schools are located amongst the tribes them- 
selves. 

And we are not without examples of the same kind. The hab- 
itsof the civilized tribes in this country, the Rosses of the Chero- 
kee tribe, has been to send their girls to be educated in Elizabeth, 
N. J., and their boys to Princeton for many years past. They 
have gone back from the East to their Western homes having re- 
ccived their education at these institutions, and I have seen before 
the Indian Committee of this House men from the Cherokee Na- 
tion making as intelligent speeches as any made in either branch 
of Congress. 

[ therefore oppose the amendment and think it is not founded 
on good policy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will be again reported 
and that the paragraph will be read as it will stand as amended. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question was taken: and on a division there were~ayes 
3l, noes 57. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, | offer an additional 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the words “ have not in the twenty-third line, and in 
sert “graduated at a boarding school on or near an Indian reservation or 

Mr. HOLMAN. That proposition is in harmony with the re- 
port made to the Forty-ninth Congress by a committee of which 
the gentleman from Arkansas himself was a member, as well as 
the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. Ryan], now our minister to Mex 
ico. That is, that when the children have graduated at the local 
boarding school, where they have to take a four years’ course, 
they may be sent to the high school at Carlisle. I think the 
gentlemen of the committee ought to accept that proposition. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Will you allow me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
ated ?” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, what do you mean by “ graduated?” 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I mean acase where a boy takes 
a degree at a college. Do you mean that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I mean graduation, such as we understand it 
in our schools at home, in our high schools, generally a course of 
four years. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. ‘Then you would deny the right 
to a student who had been only three years or two years ata home 
school? ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, why does the 
ing aright? They do not ask it. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. But they might. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing they should come if they want 
to, but there is no such instance to be found. J 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Inthe absence of enough of graduates 
of Indian and other schools in the West this amendment would 
result, would it not, in the extinction of the Carlisle school at 
once? 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


What do you mean by * gradu- 


rentleman talk about deny 
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But the pretence now is that that institution furnishes better fa- 
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cilities and a higher grade of education than the local schools on | 
the reservation. That is the argument I am now proposing to | 


accept the force of, and to propose that these children who have 


been four years at these reservation boarding schools, and who | 


are well advanced, may be sent to Carlisle—those that wish to do 
so. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

*, WILSON of Washington. Why can we not compromise, 
and let it read in this way: Strike out the word “ graduate,” and 
have it read ‘‘ scholars who have not attended some other schoo! 
for the period of at least three years’? 

Mr. He ILMAN. Say “atleast four years” and I shall be en- 
tirely satisfied with it. 

Mr. BUCHANANof New Jersey. Anything to kill the school 
the gentleman willagree to, and nothing else. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The taking from home ofthese little children 
is a thing that ought not to be done, and which I am trying to 
prevent. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would be glad to meet the 
gentleman on a compromise of that character, say three years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will propose as an amend- 
ment ‘‘four years,” I will be satisfied. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If we are going to take gradu- 
ates only, the word ‘“‘graduate ” is too indefinite. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. If the theory of the gentleman 
from Indiana be correct, that the schools at the Indian reserva- 
tions and on the border educate better than the Carlisle schooi, 
then why would you want to send graduates of those local schools 
to the Carlisle school afterward? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido notwantto. I am trying simply to pre- 
vent the taking away from home of the young children and send- 
ing them nearly across the continent and keeping them away for 
years. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. In other words, you are going 
to educate them so well on the reservation that you will have no 
occasion for the Carlisle school, and will break that up? 

Mr.HOLMAN. Oh, well, the House Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs have recommended that the advanced children should be al- 
lowed to be sent to these Eastern schools. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. | 
want to inquire of him, because I know he is familiar with the 
subject, whether there is anything in our treaty stipulations with 
the Indians requiring us to furnish boarding and finishing schools 
for them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; of course not; but we are required b 
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many treaties to furnish money for their education; that applies | 


to all branches of the Sioux tribe from Devils Lake down to Ne- | 


braska. Our stipulation is to furnish them with facilities for 
education; we have many such treaties as that. The larger num- 
ber of the tribes have no treaties providing for an educational 
fund, but still I think the sentiment of this country is that these 
Indians should be educated and that they should be educated 
where they are going tolive. Whatis the use of my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] talking about educating them in agri- 
cultural pursuits? This report recommends, and it is a fact, that 


for another reason which [ have not mentioned. We are sup- 
posed to be educating them in agriculture. How can these In- 
dians be educated in farming in the East in a way that will sub- 
sequently be of any use to them in a region of country requiring 
irrigation? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And this bill provides that the farmers 
out there shall teach them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will modify my proposition, because gen- 
tlemen think it is a little too indefinite, and will move to strike 
out the word ‘‘ two” and insert the word ‘‘ four.” 

Mr. MANSUR. Make it three and you will have it about 
right. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I desire to oppose the amendment for 
the reason that the gentleman from tales [Mr. HOLMAN] ad- 
mits that the policy he advocates will result, if not this year, 
then next year or the year following, in the extinction of this 
school. The limitation already put in the bill by the learned 
gentlemen who constitute the committee will to some extent re- 
duce the number of pupils at the school, and that I regard as an 
injury to the cause of Indian education. 

{ have already said that we have 30,000 Indian children, 10,000 
of whom are not now in school. We have, therefore, to provide 
for the education of 10,000 more children, or theirstatus must re- 
main during the coming year as it is now and has been in the 
past. This school at Carlisle is capable of accommodating 1,000 


pupils. Itis capable, therefore, of solving the problem to that 
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extent: and the capacity for educating the Indian children is re- 
duced to that extent if it is determined not to continue the edu- 
cation of Indian children at that school. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Will the gentleman yield to me fora ques- 
tion, 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Not just now. 

This plant is worth for school purposes $500,000. It could not 
be sold to-day for perhaps more than $100,000. The sale would 
therefore entail a loss of $400,000, and when the gentleman from 
Indiana talks about reducing expenditures he should think of 
this. Besides that, we would lose the farm that these charita- 
ble people bought for the school at a cost of $20,000. You would 
have to expend $500,000 if you were to build schools to take the 
place of the Carlisle school, which would cost the Government 
$400,000 more than they could get for the Carlisle plant. In ad- 
dition to this, in erecting schools to accommodate one thousand 
pupils it would take some one or two years at least to give you 
such buildings and equipment as you have at Carlisle. You 
would therefore lose the difference between what the property 
at Carlisle cost, $500,000, and what it would sell for, $400,000; 
for it can not be used for anything but an industrial school or a 
military post. 

The Government has determined that it shall not be used asa 
military post; and if it can not be used for an Indian school it 
can not be used for anything that I can suggest. Will youstrike 
down a property worth $500,000? Will you take from the Indian 
educational system the ability to educate 1,000 pupils? Will you 
consent to lose the one or two years’ time which would be required 
to erect other buildings, as well as the value of the property? 

| believe, as one of the friends of Indian education, that it 
would be a fatal error to adopt this amendment, or in any way to 
strike atthis splendid property and superb school at Carlisle, 
which is doing such good work in the line of Indian education. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman,I have been listening to 
this argument with a great deal of interest, and Ithoughtsurely 
[ would learn something important from the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. I find that the whole scope of the argument in 
favor of that institution for the last hour has been principally 
upon the ground that we have got a piece of property out there 
at Carlisle which cost this Government half a million of dollars, 
and we must use it, or we will lose money on the building. If 
that be true, then we have to use this piece of property which 
cost the Government half a million of dollars, because it is not 
worth anything for any other purpose, and therefore we must 
spend $100,000 to keep it in use, when everybody admits that it 
is of no furthey use. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Everybody does not admit 
t by a long shot. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman says to us that it is far 
better for it to be aGovernmentestablishment. Isay that we had 
better give this property to that charitable institution in Pean- 
sylvania, to do what they like with it. There is plenty of a 
in that country; they are a very liberal people, and if it is worth 
anything they will support and carry it on. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania says he is a trustee of the institution. There 
was published in the papers the other day—the Post of this city— 
a statement that the commencement exercises of the Carlisle 


| school were advanced three months, in order that 200 of the pu- 
they should be educated upon the ground where their tribes are 


pils could be got out on the farms to work. Is that true? 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I am not informed on that subject. 
t is barely possible that it may be so; and I think it would be a 
very praiseworthy thing to do. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I have nodoubt thatevery man wholives 
in Pennsylvania who lives near the institution thinks the same. 
The United States therefore pays a $167 a year each for four 
years to provide Pennsylvania farmers with farm hands. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Wiilthe gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him there? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Not just now. 

Now, I say that that is the only thing that this school does, and 
the gentleman can not say that it does anything else, for I have 
gone around and made inquiry of these gentlemen who have been 
upon the reservations in the Western country, and they can not 
point to one solitary instance of an Indian educated at Carlisle 
school ever doing anything else in that school, except to go on 
the farms in Pennsylvania. All the teachers of the schools at 
Carlisle, at Hampton, and at Lincoln say you can not send these 
people back to their reservations, and that they must be kept from 
returning. 

Why, here is a letter from the celebrated lady who is princi- 
yal of the Lincoln Institute, near Philadelphia, Mrs. Mary Mc- 
Beary Cox, and who is doubtless a good Christian oa 

I propose to insert it in my remarks by leave of the House. 
She bears testimony that the pupils educated in the Eastern 
schools can not go back among their own people without relaps- 
ing into barbarism. It follows that when we educate these peo- 
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that one only and done nothing for the race. 

Why, when I first heard of these schools in the East I was cap- 
tured by the arguments adduced by their advocates. They 
maintained that these schools would solve the Indian question of | 
civilization; that they would take the Indian boys and girls and | 
educate them in the East amid practical civilization, and send 
them back among their own people as missionaries to teach 
them in all the arts of civilization and the truths of religion, and 
I thought that could be done. But what are the facts? 

There is not asingle instance where any such result has fo! 
lowed; these gentlemen have been defied to produce one instance 
There is not one of these Indians educated at the East who is now 
acting as an Indian agent; there is not one of them acting as a 
teacher in the West; there is not one of them doing anything for 
his own people. The whole outcome of the experiment is that 
we are educating these Indians individually and 
the way I have stated, and no good comes of it, only ex 
Now, then, gentlemen who represent the Western coi 
us that when the Indians are educated at home they do some- 
thing for thems lves after the y leave school, and as 
farmers out there on Government salaries to teach these peop 
the science of farming, why not keep those Indians there d 
of bringing them to the East to teach farming at a high schoo 
at such expense and with such unprofitable results? 

Mr. FELLOWS. Mr. Chairman, the limitation of time in- 
posed upon us forbids anything like argument of the questi 
under discussion, and I rise simply for the purpose of makin: 
inquiry, the answer to which will enable me to vote, as I aj 
hend a number of other gentlemen upon this floor desire to v: 
intelligently upon this question. Ordinarily unfamili 
with the details of the subject, it would appear that the } 
of educating these Indian children far away from the savage : 
sociations amid which they have been reared, would 
rect one. Disassociation from their barbarous life, familiarity 
with the customs and pursuits of a civilized, Christianized com- 
munity; association with new forms and manners and habi 
which would lift them very far above the condition into which 
they were born and in which their early life was passed, would 
seem to be the correct policy for our Government, if, indeed, i 
be the desire to divest Indians of their savage attributes 
and to amalgamate them into our civilization. 

For that reason I shall certainly oppose any amendment which 
seemed to impair the efficiency of those institutions in the [ast 
that contemplate so much real benefit to the Indian children, if 
Ican be assured by gentlemen familiar with those institutions as 
to what is the ultimate fate of the pupils reared and educat 
there. I do not share the apprehensions expressed, noi 
lieve in the force of the argument adduced by the gentlem: 
has just taken his seat [Mr. STOCKDALE] that it is bad polic: 
this Government to furnish « 
Pe nnsylvania from these Indian schools. 

Infinitely better that we should make 
helpers of our civilization and expend a portion of our 1 


for the furtherance and acc 
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that they should lead the life of degradation and savagery w}! 
they have lived upon the border. Infinitely better that, « ‘ 
the expense of the Government, they should become the help 


free of expense, of the farmers of Pennsylvania, than that 





should be wrapping our homes in flames and making dist 
ances along the whole line of our border as through so many 
years past they have done. ButI want to know what becomes 


of them after they are educated and returned to their tribes? 
Do they bear back with them the influences of our civilizati 
or do they lapse into savagery again? 

The experiment has been long enough tried now to bear some 
fruit. Weshould be enabled to know the facts before we are 
called upon to vote on the question of the efficiency of the meas- 
ures which you have pursued in these schools. What statistics, 
then, can be furnished us showing the final effect upon the savage 
student that you took from his home and charmed with your 
civilization, and into whose spirit you poured something of the 
influences of our Christianity and humanity? When he goes 
back does he bear those influences to his tribe and become the 
apostle and minister of the faith that you have taught him, or | 
does he put on his savage trappings and lapse again into barba- 
rism? 

I shall vote against this amendment if you can convince me, 
by the statistics you have to offer here, that what you have done | 
at Carlisle and the other schools in the East, beneficent in its 
tendency, isalso beneficent in its results; and, simply for the pur- 
pose of asking this question and desiring to obtain from the gen- 
tleman who represents that district, and who should be thor- 
oughly familiar with the subject, such information as will en- 
able me to vote consistently and rationally upon this question, I | 
have risen to my feet. 
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be the policy of 


Mr. FUNSTON. 


Mr. Chairman, it seems to 


Congress to spend one-half its time in building up something and 
the other half in pulling it down. Now, the question of expense 
which seems to have been made, inmy judgment, too prominent 

















here, is not the all-important consideration. The question is 

whether we are to continue the prese! t Syste m f ed icating the 

Indians? The question is, Is thissystem whic] have adopted 
| the right system, or are we to go back and adopt another: 

Much has been said against Easter? tho and t schools 
not on the reservations, because, it is said, the children ar ced 
away from their parents. Sir, you, as as f, ha i 
on this floor when the testimony has |} n lV here that the 
children were not forced from th t ! a i 
away with their parents’ consent 
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of mechanical work, I say h« that | ‘saw better we 
any shop than I saw there in th: on shop, the tin 
blacksmith shop, the harness-making shop, and the tailor sho 
By the way, I had happened to tear off a but fy y coat 
and an Indian tailor sewed it on for! Iga 1im 25 cents 

A MEMBER. He took it? 

Mr. ENGLISH. He grabbed itvery quickly. I went into t 
schoolroom. I was struck with the neatness of the childrs 
and their affection for their teachers; above all, for their 

intendent. JI was also struck with the fact that they spoke 1 
excellent English, because they had been taken young, 1 
the age of 15 years, and had been trained in the use of au 
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guage. Talking with one young fellow, I asked him, ‘‘Are you 
going back to your people when you get through here?” He 
said, ** No, not right away.” ‘‘ Why?” Lasked. ‘ Well,” re- 
plied he, ‘‘ | have saved some money here working around the 
country; I want to stay here and make some more, until I get 
enough tostock a farm.” I asked,‘‘ Why?” ‘ Well,” answered 
he, ‘‘my people "—I did not ask him who his people were; I am 
sorry I did not—‘‘ my people are rather wild, and I would not 
have a good time there if I went there with nothing; but if I 
have money enough to stock a farm the case will be different; 
the Indian is like any other man: he respects one whois thrifty.” 

Now, that is what this Indian said to me. I went into one 
room and saw some handsome lace curtains, not extravagant in 
value of course, but very nice, and said to my guide, ** Why, 
does the Government provide this also?” The response was, 
‘*No; this was gotten up by the boys themselves out of their own 
savings.” Thatis all right. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not come to argue the question: did 
not rise for that purpose. The gentleman from New York asked 
a question as to what becomes of these Indian children after they 
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CLASS 1891. 


Name. Tribe. Occupation. 


Robert Mathews _....| Pawnee 
Henry Standing Bear Sioux . Working in Chicago. 

Josiah Powlas........| Oneida . Attending Dickinson College. 
Martin Archiquette_. ___. do se odie Do. 


Working on farm in Pennsylvania 


Etta Robertson... _.. Sioux _.. .. Teaching at agency school. 
tay eee Cheyenne _...... Dead. 

Yamie Leeds - __- Pueblo _.... ..... Working for his parents. 
Wm. H.Troman _._.. Miami .......... Living in Colorado. 


Levi St. Cyr Winnebago Working in school printing office. 


Charles Daynett PUOON oesincen At home in poor health, but now im- 
proving: entered Dickinson Col- 
lege. 

Harry Kohpay* Osage .... Working in school tailor shop. 


*Kohpay is the only Osage graduate of Carlisle. He visited home last sum- 


| mer; found the pressure almost too heavy for him: returned to Carlisle to 
| review his studies and enter on a more advanced course. 


vraduate, and as I had the means at hand of answering him, [ | 


wanted to do so. I wanted to know that myself, because the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] the other day—and | 
listened to him with great attention—said that the greater number 
of graduates of these schools relapsed into savagery and bar- 
barism worse than before they were taught at all. 

The gentleman is a man of honor, I know, as all must know who 
even look at him, and he would not have stated that unless he 
was credibly so informed; and, secondly, I desired to ascertain 
myself the facts, and made particular inquiry about it, and here 
is the result. I hold in my hand a list of the graduates of the 
Carlisle school, with the statement as to what became of them, 
of the classes of 1889, 1890, and 1891. 

Mr. BURROWS. Have it read. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I will send it up to the desk and have it read 
for the information of the House, together with the matter of in- 
dorsement, which refers to the general students who do not take 
the whole course. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
time having expired, the paper will be read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CARLISLE GRADUATES, CLASSES 1889, 1890, AND 1891 


The graduating point is ordinary grammar-school grade. 

The course is five years, but only half time is study; it therefore takes sev- 
eral years longer to reach the point where the language has to be first learned, 
and there were no graduates before year 1889. 


CLASS 1889. 


Name. Tribe. Occupation 
Kish Hawkins -... .| Cheyenne ...... | Clerking at agency 
Frank Dorian ........| Iowa ........... | Working his farm. 
Joel Tyndall.....- | Omaha .| Has been teaching and attending col- 


lege. 

Studying law in Minneapolis. 

Chief baker at Carlisle school. 

Married and settled at his home. 

Foreman in Red Man office. 

Attended normal school; now at 
home. 

Graduated at city school; now teach- 
ing. 

Attending normal school, Peoria, Il). 

Married an ex-student and has been 
teaching. 

Assistant at hospital; intends to be 
trained nurse. 

Teaching at agency school. 


Wim. T. Campbell ....| Chippewa 
Edwin Shenandoah ..) Oneida 
Thomas Wistuo ..-_.. | Ottawa ... 
Joseph B. Harris .....| Gros Ventre 
Clara Faber | Wyandotte 


Eva Johnson ..do 


SNE ime. bean 
Oneida 


Esther Milieo. .. 
Julia Powlas 


Katie Grindood ..| Wyandotte .... 


Cecilia Londrush - Winnebago ... 


CLASS 1890. 


| 
At college, Hasting, Nebr. 
Wears blankets. 


Winnebago . 
Comanche 


Lawrence Smith -... 
William Tivis -... 


George Means........| Sioux ..-.-. ..| Cooking at Pine Ridge Agency. 

Rosa Bouissu......... | Chippewa... ..! Attended high school and teaching. 

Howard Logan alate --| Winnebago . ..| Clerking and county surveyor. 

Dennison Wheelock..| Oneida | Bandmaster at Carlisle and attend- 
wm beep y (Dickinson). 

George Vallin .| Quapaw .... Working at home. 


Assistant Fort Totten school as dis- 
ciplinarian and assistant teacher. 


Stacy Matlock Pawnee........ 


William Morgan .....'....do...........) Farming at home. 

Nellie Robertson. ..../ Sioux .......... | Attending high school at Carlisle. 

Levi Levering........| Omaha .... .... | At college, Hastings, Nebr. 

Carl Leider...._...... Crow ...... .... Interpreter at Fort Custer. 

Veronica Holliday Chippewa......| Lives at home with parents. 

Julia Bent Cheyenne ......! —- in Pennsylvania; supports 
| herself. 

Benjamin Lowrie Winnebago Agency farmer, Winnebago Agency, 
| Nebraska. 

Percy Zedoka Keechi.........| Working as farm hand in Pennsyi- 

vania. 


Ben Thomas | Pueblo ..| Working for parents. 


Mr. ENGLISH. If my time has not expired, Mr. Chairman, 
| have a word further to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BERGEN. I hope the gentleman’s time will be extended. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Chairman, [ have answered the question 
of the gentleman from New York, and desire now to say that but 
one of these graduates has returned to the *‘ blanket” state, and 
one of them has gone to the place where all the good Indians go. 
The others are all engaged in legitimate occupations. 

Mr.FELLOWS. Will the gentleman from New Jersey permit 
a question? 

Mr. ENGLISH. Certainly. 

Mr. FELLOWS. I would like to ascertain if that list discloses 
how many of these students were from what we know as the sav- 
age tribes. Or are they not rather the children of some of the 


| semicivilized Indians? 


If there be no objection, the gentleman's 


Mr. ENGLISH. Many of them are from very savage tribes: 
the others are a mixture. So the school itself isa mixture. I 
found about 700 children there, and, as I have said, I went and 


| talked to many of the pupils, because | wanted to get at their views 


| directly and not at secondhand. 


| tion. 


| thing which struck me very forcibly. 
| ting in the body of the audience. 
| to make out what they were doing. 


{ found them not only con- 
tented, but exceedingly eager to learn. 

[ noticed another peculiar thing to which | wish to call atten- 
At the commencement—and by the bye the speeches of the 
graduating class at that time were about on a par with those ] 
have heard at colleges generally, not any higher or any lower 
in the scale of merit—but I noticed at that commencement one 
There were 700 pupils sit- 
I used my glasses and managed 
Now, I defy you to get 700 


| boys and girls, ranging in size from little children up to manhood 


a ani 


and womanhood, inan audience without finding the younger ones 
exceedingly restless. The exception is perhaps insome reform- 
atory where they have the rod of correction held over them. 

But I watched these children and saw none of that larking you 
would find among the smaller boys in such a crowd, but a patient 
interest in the proceedings, bent on hearing and seeing every- 
thing. But it was not the manner of those who are ruled by fear. 
1 noticed all through the institution the respect and love and con- 
fidence which these children, who have been rescued from bar- 
barism, had for their teachers and above all for the superin- 
tendent. I saw furthermore, when I went alone in the different 
halls, that there was a tendency among the children where they 
could get a chance, males as well as females, towards the little 
luxuries of civilization. They like drawings evidently, and they 
like paintings; they like all things that civilized children like or 
that children of arefined tendency like. I was convinced from 
that time that the Government has wisely expended money at 
Carlisle, and that it would wisely continue to do so. 

I have nothing to say, Mr. Chairman, against the reservation 
schools. They are very excellent in their sphere. But the dif- 
ference between them as the civilizing agency for the Indian and 
that at Carlisle is the difference of the day and the boarding 
school. Talk of them being savages! We havesome savages in 
my own town. They call them ‘‘toughs,” but they are as savage 
as the Apaches if you give them achance. They have children 
who go to the schools, who are forced regularly to the public 
schools, and we know what becomes of a good many of them; but 
it isno argument against the public schools to find so many of 
their graduates relapsing into barbarism; nor is it any argument 
against the Carlisle school if you find some of its graduates going 
back into savagery. 

I know, and many gentlemen of this House know, that if you 
get out West you will find men who have been bred in colleges 
and cradled in luxury, who go out among the savages and among 
the roughs of the border and become as savage and rough as the 
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worst. But that is no argument against colleges, against edu- 
cation, or against the civilizing effects of culture. I repeat that 
in my judgment you can not more wisely expend this small 
amount of money than in sustaining the school at Carlisle. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this par- 
agraph be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will make it fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr.PEEL. I have no objection to fifteen minutes; but we have 
been spending so much time upon this paragraph that I want to 
get along. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand whether 
the request applied to thisamendmentor to the whole paragraph. 

Mr. PEEL. Tothe whole paragraph. Ido not wish to ex- 
clude amendments, but I wish to limit debate on the paragraph 
to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I object, unless I have an opportu- 
nity, within that time, to reply to the interrogatory of my friend 
from New York. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman will not object. It gives an 
opportunity for three gentlemen to talk for five minutes each. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. If you will give me five minutes [ will 
not object. 

Mr. MANSUR. I want five minutes. 
here and I want to say something. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [thought fifteen minutes had been agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand whether it 
was upon the amendment or upon the paragraph, and on restat- 
ing the questionthe gentleman from Pennsylvaniaobjects. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] is recognized. 

Mr.MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I tried as carefully as I could 
to listen to the names and occupations of those styled in the 
em read to us ‘‘graduates of the Carlisle school.” Ido not 

now that I understand the meaning of ‘‘ graduated” as used, 
but I am disposed to challenge the fact whether that list includes 
all who have gone back to their tribesfrom that school. If so, it 
is a very poor showing, because certainly not over fifty names 
appeared on those four pages read to us, out of eight hundred 
kept at the school, and a very large portion of the fifty are from 
tribes known to be civilized and residing within the older States 
and upon our border, whom we do not consider as ‘‘blanket In- 
dians” in any sense. 

I noticed, furthermore, it was stated that but one Osage grad- 
uated from that school. Itis very easy to determine the truth of 
what I said the other day, when [ stated that the chief of police 
of that tribe, incompany witha gentleman of Osage blood, whose 
name, if [remember correctly, is Connor, a well-educated man 
who has repeatedly been a delegate to Washington for his tribe, 
pointed out to me at one time from twenty-five Indians in blankets 
and war paint engaged in dancing seventeen Indians who had 
been educated at and had returned from Carlisle and Hampton, 
the majority from Carlisle. When I have given names and 
places, as I did the other day and do now, I repeat it is very easy 
to soon demonstrate whether my statements be true or not, and 
this statement of only one Osage graduated and returning is 
something that I can not understand. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was for one year. 

Mr. MANSUR. Iam informed by my friend from lowa[Mr. 
BUTLER] that that statement is simply intended to cover the 
graduates for one year. Does it mean thatout of eight hundred 
that year not to exceed fifty graduated? Or does it mean those 
that returned, having for a longer or shorter period remained 
there for educational purposes, as suited their convenience and 
that of the Government? 

Mr. DICKERSON. I think there were three classes. 

Mr. MANSUR. I have tried not toassert hostility on my part 
against these higher schools. I have thought that in the sys- 
tem of Indian education they might very well doa good work: 


[ have been referred to 
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for the higher education of Indians, well and good. The Goy- 


; ernment can select and bring those young Indians whoare deemed 


that is to say, for those selected to take higher grades of Indian | 


learning and education, but I have stood up for what seems to be 
a unanimous belief in the West everywhere that these Indians 
can be best educated and most quickly brought under civilizing 
influences at and upon their own reservations; so that when we 
hear so much said about the maintenance of this one school it is 
simply from our standpoint a question as to whether it is the 
best use of our money or not, to maintain this school any longer. 

I started out in the remarks I had the honor to submit last 
week, with a declaration, not of hostility against Indian educa- 
tion, but to consider this other proposition, to wit: ‘‘Whether 
for the money we were expending we were getting the best re- 
sults which it was possible for us to obtain,” and it was upon that 
line I made my entire remarks. 

I simply discussed the proposition whether or not we were 
paying <oo dearly for our whistle (Indian). 

This, then, brings us back to the proposition: Is it well to have 
this school continued? 


XXI1I——99 


If it can be maintained as an institution | 


| a higher education to this school. 


of sufficient intelligence among the tribes of the West to receive 
They could be brought to 
Carlisle to receive that education, and if so, inasmuch as we have 
it, it might be well enough to maintain it; but it is not my opin- 
ion that it ought to be maintained for any other purpose. For 
one, therefore, I propose to vote in the line indicated by my dis- 
tinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and that is, to 
prohibit the introduction of scholars to that school who have 
not had two or three years’ prior instruction. I shall therefore 
vote to confine the functions of that school to the 
higher Indian education. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Debate on this amendment has long since expired; but the Chair 
has been tolerating it because of the importance of the question. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I move tostrike out the last word, and 
I do so for the purpose of answering, as well as I can within the 
time allowed me, the pertinent inquiry of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. FELLOWS]. It would require an 
hour’s speech, however, to marshal the evidence on the point 
which the gentleman raises. These charges of the lapse of the 
Carlisle Indian students into savagery have been made, and they 
have been refuted again and again by what seems to me to be 
overwhelming proof. 

[t would be impossible, however, to goover the evidence in the 
time now available. All that I cancommand would be consumed 
by the statementof the first witness; but in corroboration of what 
[ say, and to show how easy it is to be mistaken about a statement 
made by gentlemen on this floor on this very question, permit 
me to call attention to a statement made by the gentleman who 
last addressed the committee |[Mr. MANSUR]. In aspeech a week 
or more ago he said, and he reiterates it to-day, that he meta 
number of pupils from the Carlisle school at the Osage Agency 
last May who had lapsed into savagery. 

Now, the truth is, if the gentleman will bear with me, and I 
have documents here that sustain exactly and fully what I say, 
that there is not an Osage in existence who is not at Carlisle now 
who has been there within the last five or ten years; and the In- 
dian pupils to whom the gentleman refers were pupils who had 
been sent between 1882and 1885 from the Osage Agency to Car- 
lisle, and remained there, most of them, not overeleven months, 
and were then taken by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
put in a contract school in Pennsylvania, at Martinsburg, and 
were there kept for three or four years under the mistaken policy 
of the Government and educated as the gentleman found them. 

The Carlisle school was not in any way responsible for the con- 
dition of any human being that the gentleman or his informers 
might have met at the Osage Agency. Those pupils were not 
Carlisle students. They had been taken away from Carlisle 
school, because the Osages have an annuity which justified the 
Commissioner in sending them to contract schools and not taking 
the fund of the Carlisle school for their education, as it is in- 
tended for the education of Indians who have no annuities. I 
have here a tabular statement which I shall print in my remarks, 
showing that the gentleman was misinformed and misled by the 
verbal statements that were given to him as tothe lapsing of In- 
dians who had been educated at Carlisle. 


purposes of 


Carlisle students from Osage Aye ney, Ind. 7. 


Names and sex Entered Discharged Time 
BOYS 

Embry Gibson penecececcee-| Feb. 26,1881 | Aug. 17,1885 4 vears 64 month 
Louis Big Horse = aes do June 17,1884 3 years 3} months 
Clarke Mad Chief _.... do Sept.18, 1883 2 years 74 months 
Joe Big Wolf eee do Aug. 17,1885 4 years 64 months 
Alex. Tall Chief_.-_...-. ‘ do do Do 
Watson Penn 2 : do June 17, 1884 3 years 34 months. 
Elmer nidioa do ao Do 
Herbert . ; do ado Do 
Francis French Killer do Aug. 17,1885 4 years 6} months 
Joel Chetopah ; do June 17, 1884 3 years 34 months 
Fred Lookout ce a do do Do 
Alex. Eaglefeather June 9, 1882  Sept.i8, 1883 | 1 year 44 months 
Daniel __...-. do July 6.1885 3 years 1 month 
Webster ..... do Aug. 17,1885 3 years 2} months 
Jesse Townsend 3 do do Do 
Edward Chouteau_.. do June 17, 1884 2 years 
Paul Big Horse -__-. do Aug. 17, 1885 3 years 24 month 
McKay Dongan do July 6,188 3 years 1 month 
Robert Dunlap do Aug. 17,1885 3 years 24 months 
George Summers do do Do 
Beecher... ...-. Sept.26, 1884 do 11 months 
Dorland __. : do do Do 
Watt Townsend. do do Do 
Jesse Townsend do do Do 


4; Sept.26,1884 | Aug. 17,1885 7, . 

2| June 22,1888 July 8, 1989 ¢) year 11 monti 
§| Sept.26,1884 | Ang. 17, 1885 ? D 

?| June 22,1888 | July 8, 1889 ¢ - 
Sept.26,1884 July 6,1885 10 month 


Guerney 
Harlow Miller.. 


Roscoe 





GIRLS 


Metopah 
Julia Pryor 
ssephine Pryor 


Grace Que 







Alaskan 
Apache 
Arapahor 
Arickaree 


Assinaboine 
Bannock 
Blackfeet 


Caddo 
Cherokee 
Cheyenne 
Chippew i 
Cree 
Creek 
Comanch 
Crow 
Gros Ventre 
Kaw 
Keechi 
Kiowa 
Lipa 

M ul 
Miami . 
Navajo 


Nez Percé 
Omaha 
Oneida 


Onondaga 
UOsag 
Ott a 





Pawnee 
Peoria 
Plies in 
Piute 
Ponca 
Pottawaton 
Pueblo 


Wuapaw 

Sac and lox 
Seminole 
Seneca 

Shawnee 
Shoshor 
Sioux 


Stockbrid 


Tuscarora 
Wichita 
Winnebago 
Wyandott 


Soldier ___. 
lefeather 


or 
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Entered 


Sept.26, 1884 
June 22,1888 
Sept.26, 1884 


Sept. 26, 1884 
June 22,1888 


Sept.26, 1884 | 
7 


. June 9, 1882 
.| July 1, 1882) 


abes 


do 
Sept.26, 1884 
June 9, 1882 
Sept.26, 1884 


Discharged. | 


Aug. 17, 1885 


July & 1889 
6, 1885 


; , 
. 1885 





1RR9 
July 6, 1885 


Aug. 17, 1885 
Jan. 20, 1885 
Aug. 17, 1885 

alas 
July 6, 1885 
Aug. 17, 1885 
July 6, 1885 
Aug. 17, 1885 

ao 

July 6, 1885 


| Aug. 17, 1885 
June 17, 1884 
a ie 

Aug. 17,1885 


Jan. 3, 1884) 
Eo | 


Jan. 3, 1884 | 


.| June 17, 1884 | 


Sept.18, 1883 


__| June 17, 1884 |) 
Aug. 17, 1885 \4 


Jan. 3,1884 
Aug. 17, 1885 


Oarlisle students from Osage Agency, Ind. T.—Continued. 


rm 


ime 


ll months 
Do 
Do 
Do 
10 months 
Do 
Do 
Do 
1l months 
Do 
/ 
Ql year 11 months 
10 months 
il months 
cl year 11 months 
10 months 
Do 
4 months. 
11 months 
4 months. 
11 months 
Do 
10 months 
11 months 
10 months 
ll months 
Do 
10 months 


4 years 6} months. 
i months. 


3 years 3 
Do. 
3 years 2} months. 
3 weeks. 
1 year 6} months. 
Do 
Do. 
Do. 
2 years 1 week. 
1 year 3} months 


2 years 11 months 


oy 
s 


ars 6 months 


| Helen Little Buck. 
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Carlisle students from Osage Agency, Ind. T.—Continued. 


Names and sex. Entered. Disciargad Time 


GIRLS—continued. 
Mary Gibson ... 


--| Sept.26, 1884 | Aug. 17, 1885 | 11 months. 


icine do --/ July 6,1885| 10 months. 
Josephine...._..... alae Jan. 20,1885 | 4 months 
Augustine Aiken .. . ....do0 ..| Aug. 17, 1885 | 11 months 
Ellen Carleton......... utiiitiali tamil iiamate saad Do. 
Minette Papen aici I cncninnetl annie ‘ Do. 
Carrie Kennedy ‘ do ..-| Aug. 12, 1885 Do 
Minnie Kennedy . Sat a <cenual do .. Do. 


In answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FELLOWS] I will state that in the report of the superintendent 


| of Indian education he will find collated overwhelming testimony 


that of the Indians who have been educated at the Carlisle school 
more than 95 per cent of them have become civilized, useful, de- 
ent Indian citizens. This testimony is found in the report of 
he superintendent of Indian instruction. 

[ wish also to have read the testimony of Bishop Hare on this 
very point, and while [ could corroborate it with other testimony, 
| think that it ought to be sufficient: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rev. Bishop W. H. Hare, writing from Sioux Falls, says: 

‘Much has been said of the tendency of the educated Indians to ‘ return to 
the blanket; * and ofcourse, asin all school work everywhere, one meets with 
grievousand flagrant cases of nonsuccess. But, as a matter of fact, any care 
ful observer who should travel through the Indian country would have his 
attention attracted by a large element totally distinct in its bearings and 
appearance from the old Indian life; and should he inquire what is the history 
of the young people who thus attract his attention by their appearance and 
by the work they are doing in the schools, churches, offices, and shops, as 
teachers, catechists, preachers, apprentices, clerks, ete., he would find that 
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| they are persons who have had the advantage of education in the mission or 


Government schools." 

Mr. SMITH of.Arizona. 
dians? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. They take the Indians sent to them. 
They are not limited to those which are most available, but they 


How many of these were blanket In- 


| take Sioux, Apaches, Comanches, and all kinds of Indians com- 


Statement showing number of Indian ch 


ing from the West. The following is an exact statement on this 
point for the Carlisle school in 1891: 
ildren at Carlisle school in 1891. 


Connected 


with school | New pupils | Total 


Returned Remaining at Absent in 


at date of received. | dur- |toagencies. | Died. school — and 
last report. ing os 
= year. - - — 
M F M. F M. FP. |M.| F.| M. F. |Total.| M. F 
1 3 4 | he ieee k i 3 5 
72 18 1 1 98 | 10 | 4 68 16) 84 67 21 
15 SO Dates scenes 29 | 3 6| 1 11 | ~ 19 13 9 
‘ Le t @l......c1 1 
21 13 6 $ 44 | 1 Bils.col 6 | 6) 4 20 | 9 
2 2 2 cee 2 
I 1 1 1 I 
7 3 10 2 5 3 8 4 
, 1 1 = I 1 J 1 
26 9 4 37 10 4 l 15 7 22 15 10 
32 4 28 21 105 6 oT 3 53 43 96 33 0 
i 1 I 1 
i 2 l iicdile j l oa 1 » 
1 1 5 2 : 2 l 3 2 1 
2x 14 ; 42 | 12 6 16 8 24 17 7 
12 5 1 18 | 2 1} 2 | ~ 5 13 | 6 2 
| 1 1 2] ees 1 1 | Deakins 
la ies creas 1 | ae a id sie 1 
7 tigate 10 | 2 5 3 8 6 4 
1 Oe cs oa I I oak 1 
RA casi I | = 
1 Ried hy 1 1 1 |. 
3 s 3] i . 2 2 2 3 
ee 9 5 14 1 , . 5 13 7 | 2 
| il | 1 4 3} 28] 6 2 y 5 i4 7 7 
17 47 9 5 108 16 4 | 1 40 47 87 40 45 
i a 1 | oe ae Hine! ee a 
2 1 il 1 | 15 Pi cid 11 2 13 10 > 
21 | i8 16 13 68 | 9 4 28 27 55 24 18 
| 6 6 | 5 2 19 } 7 + 4 4 8 4 t 
2 I 3 | I 2 i. 2 
31 16 7 rT! 1 30 9 39 22 2 
i I 1 I I 
1 u 3 3 | 3 i 
38 31 69 5 ; 33 28 61 32 26 
2 | 1 3}. , 1 3 2 1 
i ee 1 2 Ie cca hiciedl eden Minit a nicest nad 
i 2 3 2 | I 1 1 
2 1 | 2 5 2 1 2 2 1 
4 | 2 6 I 2 3 | 5 | i 3 
2 one 4 aimee 6 ails 6) 5 . 
52 30 13 17 112 12 7 2 51 40 | 91 46 27 
es 1 { 5 1 4 | 4 1 3 
aie Ss 5 2 7 1 5 | 1 | 6 3 s 
1 teste Ernie liad } 1 — 1 = 
i 13 6 6 1 26 7 2 : 12 5 17 ) 4 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
vania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] has expired. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. [ask unanimous consent to occupy two 
minutes more. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not make many 
speeches, nor occupy the time of the House except upon ques- 
tions in which I feel a deep interest. And let me say that so far 


as this Indian school at Carlisle isconcerned I have no more per- 


sonal or selfish interest than any other individual among our 
sixty-five millionsof people. Ihave only that philanthropic f 
ing for the school which every man who has given attention 
this Indian question ought to have. 

If I consulted the wishes of my people I balieve they would al- 
most unanimously prefer, from a selfish standpoint, to have tl 
Government take away the Indian school and restore the 
tary post. But, sir, the results of the operations of this school 
are clear and incontestable, as could be shown if we had time 
present the statistics. The letter which was read here awhile 
ago shows that three of the pupils of this school are now attend- 
ing Dickinson College; a half dozen or more of them are attend- 
ing our public schools, and scores of them are seattered through 
Chester, Delaware, Lancaster, and Cumberland Counties, em- 
ployed on farms. I may say also in this connection that the 
gentleman [Mr. STOCKDALE] who remarked awhile ago that he 
did not want the Government to furnish free laborers to the 
Pennsylvania farmers is very much mistaken, because these [n- 
dians are hired by the farmers at a fair compensation and re- 
ceive the same wages that equally good white hands in the same 
pursuits command. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask to have the balance of my time 
employed in reading the testimony of another gentleman upon 
this question of what becomes of the Indians who leave Carlisle. 
I ask the Clerk to read the statement which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





LO 


STATEMENT OF REV. AARON B. CLARK, MISSIONARY OF THE 
SIONARY ASSOCIATION, ROSEBUD AGENCY 


AMERICAN MIS 


Your communication of November 2, concerning certain recent allegations 
unfavorable to the character and standing of students returned from Hamp 
ton and Carlisle, is now at hand. 

From my knowledge of the people, gained by two and one-half years’ resi 
dence and constant labors and journeys among them, I am able to say that 
the allegations in question are, on the whole, either barefaced falsehoods « 
else blind misstatements of the facts, calculated to deceive those who n 
see them. 

Considering their present surroundings, the condition in which they find 
their parents, and which it is impossible toimprove much, under the present 
state of things, the returned students generally are holding on to the knowl- 
edge, the dress, the manners, and the morals of their school life with as much 
tenacity as human nature is capable of anywhere. 

Cases such as are suggested by theseallegations as exceedingly common are 
veryrare. Lcouldnotnametenamong all those living here. Give themanop 
portunity to put in practice theireducation, without sacrificing their homes 
and see then what would be the result. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent toextend my remarks somewhat in the RECORD, and to print 
in connection with them some of the statisticsfrom which [ hay 
quoted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANSUR. [I hope the gentleman will include the statis- 
tics. We want those very much. 

Mr, BELTZHOOVER. I will print them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman,! rise for the purpose of mod- 
ifying the amendment which I have submitted. I withdraw the 

mendment and move to strike out the figure ‘* 2” where it oc- 
curs and insert ‘‘ 3,” and before the vote is taken I wish to say 
an additional word. I am utterly confounded by some of the 
statements which have been made here, especially some that 
have been read. The House has never sent a committee to visit 
these Indians but once. That committee made a very thorough 
investigation and they found no instance where Indians from the 
Eastern schools had not relapsed into the methods and habits of 
their tribes, except where individuals were in Government em- 
ploy and constantly surrounded by civilized influences. 

At Pine Ridge, at Rosebud, and at other places in South Da- 
kota there were instances of Indians who had been at the Eastern 
schools and were now in Government employ and doing well. 
This was six years ago, and changes may have occurred since then, 
but that committee found no instance, either there or amongst 
the civilized tribes, where the children, boys and girls, had not 
relapsed into the condition of ‘* blanket” Indians, and in many 
cases, as was stated on this floor by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr.Cannon]a few yearsago, they had become more vicious than 
the body of the tribe. 

The testimony upon that point is simply overwhelming. I 
have here the testimony of Catholic and of Protestant mission- 
aries, men devoted for many years to the Indian race, familiar 
with this whole subject, understanding well the condition and 
working of the boarding schools on the reservations and also the 
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efiect of sending the Indian children to the East t 
and the testimony of these men is unanimous that 
of the children on the reservations, at th 
at the day schools, because they do amount 
that the education of the children at the boarding 
highly beneficial effect upon the whole tribe, a 
generally do well after the: 

That testimony also shows that whe children ar 
the East to be edueated they return wilt tany de 
moral courage or character, and general 
dition of the tribe, except, as [ have said, in cases where they are 
in Gevernment employ as teachers or tl ike an 


} siwild 


> boarding schools—not 


_ as” ’ 
1O to much 8) 


schools has a 


at the p 


oe r 4 a 4 
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| the agents-and teachers is to be believed, credited wi 
the time they have attended th: 

Mr. PEEL. [ will 
ports which come to us tl > Sé 
deal since he and [ were out there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That may be; but su 
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say tot eman that ac rdaingm to the 
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ions But these ‘ding sel 
cellent and the ds 
doing more good 
appropriations. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Su 
return the children to enools on or ar th re rva OT 
would that injure the el L: 
Mr. HOLMAN. No: it would not injur childr 
Mr. DICKERSON. How m: 


upon the reser 


se nhoeis, 


for t indians than we are 
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ations for the same amount that it costs to edu- 
cate one in the East? 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to the ex] would be very Little 
difference except in the matter of transportation. 

One very important consideration whic] 
sented [ wish to again. 
the ag i vS are trained in agriculture. 
case at Rosebud, at Pine Ridge, at i 
They are thus taught agriculture in 
to make a living. How would ana 
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The methods of agriculture are entiré different in different 
parts of the country. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amend) t of the 
gentleman from Indiana |[Mr. HOLMAN] to strike out ‘* two,” in 
line 24, and insert ‘** three.” 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Bef 1e VO s taken [ wish to ask 
whether the Committee on Indian Affairs accept this amend 
ment? 

Mr. PEEL. Ihave no power to accept it, but ha said that 
indivy auaily L have no Ovo} ction to it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Then, Mr. Chairman, [ wish to say 
just a word in opposition to the amendment. This two-year lim- 
itation will be an experiment. Whether, under that limitation, 
we can get pupils enough at Carlisle to keep t school supplied 
and properly utilize the appropriation is uncertain. If we make 
the limitation three years the matter will be still worse. Thisex 
periment has never been tried. It ought not to be tried no l 
view of the history and economy and success of the Carlisle | 
dian training school. 

Lt may be impossible to get a tho \ p vho have b I 
three years atany school. [f you should get a smaller mumber, 
the appropriat on W1 be expen 1, and properly, too, beca 
the amount it would cost to educate and mainta rht hund 
would probably educate and t1intain or thousand The lim 
tation ought to be left at two years, because even the two-yea 
limitation has never been tried. 

Mr. HOLMAN addressed the Chai 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate ( wuister 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am aware of at, but |] 
lowed the same length of time which the g c 
sylvania has occupied. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no object he gentleman Ww 
proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ want to n end that t "e V De no 
trouble about getting the Indianch Perhaps he doe ) 
know the process by whi s don 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Oh, yes, I do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The process can be told, I ha ) ib ) 
the gentleman from South Dakota. The aventof Ca 
other school in the East goes to the place wh 1diar 
he tells the Indian agent how many children h ants; and the 
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agent says to the parents of the children selected, ‘‘ Your rations | 
are suspended until you let your children go.” 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. If the gentleman will put ina proviso 
that in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, when 
children to fill the capacity of the school can not be obtained 
those who have been at school less than three years may be ac- 
cepted—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I repeat there is no difficulty in obtaining 
the children. My friend must understand that the power of the 
agent is that of a despot. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. But the agent can not by his ipse dixit 
or fiat make pupils who have attended school three years if there 
are none there who have been at school over two years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, I know—— 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The gentleman can not know that 
they can be obtained, because neither the Secretary of the In- 
terior nor anyone else can know such a matter to a certainty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend know that atevery agency 
there is a well-conducted boarding school with from one hundred 
to three hundred children; and that all that they have got to do 
at Carlisle or Hampton or the Lincoln Institute is to send out 
agents to hunt up the children? The Indian agent says at once 
to the parents of the children selected, ‘‘These children have got 
to go to school; your rations will be suspended until they do go.” 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Then there can be no objection to the 
proviso I proposed—that if the pupils can not be found who 


have attended school three years, pupils who have attended for | 


a less period may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Inter- 
ior, be received. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to extend the time to four years 
and add a provision that no Indian child under the age of 13 
years shall be removed from an Indian reservation and placed in 
a school remote frém the reServation without the voluntary con- 
sent of the parent or guardian of the child. If the latter pro- 
vision were carried out in good faith, very few Indian children 
would be brought east of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I object to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman fixing the limitation at three years; but if he feels sure 
that there will be enough Indian pupils who have been at school 
three years he can not object to the proviso I have suggested, 
submitting the matter to the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwillsay this, that Lhope we are not tocarry 
out now the same policy which was in operation some six years 
ago. The precess then was assimple ascould be. All depended 
on the Indian agent. He was an absolute autocrat or despot 
and could do pretty much as he pleased. I have before me now 
testimony relating to the Sac and Fox Indians, showing that 
children of several families were taken from the boarding school 
and brought here to the Eastern schools against the absolute 
protest of their parents. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
71, noes 44. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words *‘‘ to and," in line 17, page 47, so that it will read: ** For 
transportation of pupils from Carlisle school,” ete. 


Mr.STOCKDALE. Mr.Chairman, this amendment will sim- 
ply dispose of the expenditure for the transportation of these 


children to the Carlisle school, leaving it to them to educate such 
children as are brought there. Surely that ought not to be ob- 


jectionable to the members of this committee. They have ex- | 


pressed here an apprehension that they can not get the children 
to fill the school. If they can not, they ought to be educated 
where they are and where they can not get them from. 


And, Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word to these gentle- | 


men from the West who are so much interested in this Indian 
school business. The sentiment of this country now appears to 
be universal that these Indians ought to, be educated and will be 
educated amongst the Western people, who know them, who un- 
derstand them, and not bring them to these Eastern schools, 
where the people know nothing about Indians, and where they 
are necessarily kept away from their own people. And gentle- 


men, let me tell you that if you continue to press this thing upon | 


the people of this country that these Eastern schools, with all 
this foolish and, I believe, criminal expenditure of money must 
be kept up much longer, you will find that public sentiment will 
getrid of it altogether, and they will speedily make a disposition 
of all of these schools that will be likely to astonish you. 

You can not cram such a thing down the people’s throat very 
long. We sre willing to give you money if you educate the de- 








ee 





serving people where they live. But to go to the unreasonable 
and unnecessary expense of taking these children away from 
their own homes and bringing them hundreds and thousands of 
miles to the East here for an education is an absurdity that will 
not long receive the patient indorsement of the thinking people 
of this country. 

Now, I say again, because I notice the committee have resorted 
to the usual plan when they can not defeat a thing by argument 
they sneer at it; but I did say, and I repeat now, that we are 
paying too much money when our people are pressed to the very 
earth to get it. Why, we are educating more Indians in Missis- 
sippi than our share would be of all the tribes—over 3,000. In 
1870 the census reported 908 Indians civilized or taxed in Missis- 
sippi. In 1880 the census reported 1,857 civilized or taxed. They 
are not increasing in numbers in that proportion, but they are im- 
proving in that proportion; and I have telegraphed the Census 
Office three times to-day to get the returns of the number civil- 
ized or taxed, as shown by the census of 1890, but it seems to be 
impossible to get anything from that Bureau. They refer me to 
the office way up yonder on Ninety-first street or somewhere 
else. [Laughter.] 

We are educating these Indians in the public schools of Mis- 
sissippi. There are many of them in the district of my colleague 
[Mr. BEEMAN], and I do say that itis a very hard thing, and I 
mean to repeat it as long asI occupy a place on this floor, to take 
the money away from the people who are educating two races, 
besides their own in the full proportion, and contribute their 
share of this $8,000,000 that this bill covers also. You have de- 
clined to do anything whatever forthem. You haveleftthem to 
suffer and struggle onin their poverty. Why, youwill not even 
give us back the cotton tax to put into the educational fund, 
a fund you know was taken without constitutional law, justice, or 
conscience. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire tosend to the desk, 
to be read, a decision of the Supreme Court which is of special in- 
terest to the House at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Supreme Court of the United States. No. 1061. October term, 1891. 


The United States, a pellant, vs. Ballin, Joseph & Co. Appeal from the cir- 
cuit court of the United States for the southern district of New York. 


In July, 1890, the appellees imported into New York certain goods, which 
they claimed to be dutiable as manufactures of worsted at the rate described 
in Schedule K of the act of March 3, 1883 (22 Statutes, 509). The collector 
assessed them at the rate prescribed in that schedule as manufactures of 
wool (22 Statutes, 508). This he did by reason of an act claimed to have 
been passed by Congress in 1890, as follows: 


“Chapter 200.—An act providing for the classification of worsted cloths as 
woolens. 


‘ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to classify as woolen cloths all imports of worsted 
cloth, whether known under the name of worsted cloth or under the names 
of worsteds, or diagonals, or otherwise. 

“Approved, May 9, 1890."’ (26 Statutes 105.) 

The board of general appraisers found these facts: 

“1. That the goods in question are worsted, and not woolen goods. 

“2. That the Secretary of the Treasury never examined or classified the 
goods in question. 

“3. That the Journal of the House of Representatives shows the facts at- 
tending the passage of the act of May 9, 1890, thus: 

“The Speaker laid before the House the bill of the House (H. R. 9548) pro- 
viding for the classification of worsted cloths as woolens, coming over from 
last night as unfinished business, with the previous question and the yeas 
and nays ordered. 

“The House having proceeded to the consideration and the question being 

put, 
m Shall the bill pass? 

“There appeared 

* Yeas—138. 

“*Nays—0. 

** Not voting—189. 

“The said roll call having been recapitulated, the Speaker announced, from 
a list noted and furnished by the Clerk, at the suggestion of the Speaker. the 
following-named members as present in the hall when their names were 
called, and not voting, viz:"’ 

| Here follows an alphabetical list of the names of 74 members. } 

“The Speaker thereupon stated that the said members present and refus- 
ing to vote (74in number), together With those recorded as voting (138 in 
number), showed a total of 212 members present, constituting a quorum 
present to do business; and that, the yeas being 138 and the nays none, the 
said bill was passed.” 

On appeal, the circuit court of the United States for the southern district 
of New York sustained the claim of the importers and reversed the decision 
of the collector, from which judgment the United States appealed to this 


court. 
[February 29, 1892.} 


Mr. Justice Brewer delivered the opinion of the court: 

Two questions only are presented: First, was the act of May 9, 1890, legally 
passed’ and second, what is its meaning? The firstis the important ques- 
tion. The enrolled bill is found in the re office, that of the Secretary of 
State, authenticated and approved in the customary and legal form. There 
is nothing on the face of it to suggest any invalidity. Is there anything in 
the facts disclosed by the Journal of the House, as found by the general ap- 
praisers, which vitiates it? Weare not unmindful of the general observa- 
tions found in Gardner vs. The Collector (6 Wall., 499,511), ‘that whenever a 
question arises in a court of law of the existence of a statute, or of the time 
when a statute took effect, or of the precise terms of a statute, the judges 
who are called upon to decide it have a right to resort to any source of infor- 
mation which in its nature is capable of conveying to the jndicial mind a 
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clear and satisfactory answer to such question, always seeking first for that | take it to be clear law that the corporat 


} ‘act may be done by the majority of 
which in its nature is most appropriate, unless the positive law has enacted | those who have once regularly const 




























































































































tuted the meeting 
; a different rule.’ | In5th Dane’s Abridgment, page 150, th ny is hu stated When a cor- 
Be And we have at the present term, in the cases of Field e¢ al. vs. The United | poration is composed of a definite number, and : inte gr ul part of itis re 
‘a States, had occasion to consider the subject of an appeal to the Journal in a quired to vote in an election, a majority of such integral definite part must 
<4 disputed matter of this nature. It is unnecessary to add anything here to ome nd alit er there is no elective assembly. but a majority of those present 
3 that general discussion. The Constitution (Article I, section 5) provide a that hen legally met will bind the rest In | Dillon cipal Corporations 
¥ “‘each House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings;”’ and that “the yeas | i yurth e lition), section 283, the rule is tl '$ a general rule 
and nays of the members of either House, on any question, shall, at the de it may be stated that not only where the cor ‘ r ‘ 
sire of one-fifth of those present be entered on the Journal.”” Assuming thi it lect body, as a city council, but where it has beendelegated toa cor r 
by reason of this latter clause, reference may be had to the Journal to see | to agents, then, in the absence of special pr ’ f 
whether the yeas and nays were ordered, and if so, what was the vote dis- | the select body, or of the committee or agi oWwerless t 4 
closed thereby; and assuming, though without deciding, that the facts which | jority or do any v alid act. If all the nber t | y or commit- 
the Constitution requires to be placed on the Journal may be appe aled to on | tee, orifall the agents are assembk r if all} ‘ dulv } ed. and 
the question whether a law has been legally enacted, yet, if reference may be | the minority refuse or neglect to meet with the others,a majo of those 
had tosuch Journal, it must be assume d to Speak the truth. It can not betha | ent iunay act, provided those present constitute a majority of th ‘ 
we can refer to the Journal for the pur pose of impeaching a statute properly | number. In other words, in such case a major partof the wholeis1 ry 
authenticated and approved, and then supplement and strens gthen this im to constitute a qu m, and a majori thequ If the ior 
> peachment by parol evidence that the facts stated on the Journal are not | part withdraw,soa ) eno quoru t DOV ri a 
% true, or that other facts existed which, if stated on the Journal, would give | in general cons 
; force to the impeachment. This de 1 has been « ited apn t ' . 
If it be suggested that the Speaker might have made a mistake as to some ’ ( imbia (127. S° 579. 5 In 2 Ke ne 
4 one or more of these 74 members, or that the Clerk may have falsifi the or draws n bet we i rily a 
es Journal in entering therein a record of their presence, it is equally p ble f a represe t and bod it rd There 
S. that in reference to a roll call and the yeas and nays there should be a like ion ta } . 1a : . and : 
: mistake or falsification. The possibility of such inaccurac y or falsehood only as by a al rectors. and - wai ete 
suggests the unreliability of the evidence and the danger of appealing toit to tituent members. I T ter case an , , 2 . may 
. overthrow that furnished by the bill enrolled and authentic ate l by th : ut in the former, a majority of the definite body must be present ‘and 
natures of the presiding officers of the two Housesand the President of the | then a majority of the quorum may deci In Horr & Bemis’s recent wor] 
United States. The facts, then, as appearing from this Journal. are that a on Municipal Police Ordinances, 42, the authors obser Those who - ” 
the time of the roll call there were present 212 members of the House, more | present and help tomake up the quorum are ex} o vote on every que 
than a quorum; and that 138 voted in favor of the bill, which was a majority | tion, and their presence alone is ist lake the vote decisive and bind 
: of those present. The Constitution, in the same section, provides that “each | ing, whether they actually vote or not. The objects of legislation can not 
¢ House may determine the rules of its proceedings.’’ It appears that in p be feated by the refusal of any one to vote when present. If eighteen are 
y suance of this authority the House had, prior to this day, passed this as one | present and nine e. allin the a itive, the easure in: the re 
; of its rules: f} lof the other nine to vote being rued as a vote in the tiv : 
“RULE XV. far as any construction is necessar Ss lso Ex parte Willco 7 Cor 
‘3, On the demand of any member, or at the suggestion of the Speaker, the | 4” ommonwealth rs. Green (4 Wharton, 5: 1); St vs. Green (870.8 i 
names of members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hallof the House who | Launtz vs. The People (113 IL, 137); Gas Company vs. Rushville (121 Ind., 20¢ 
do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and re- | Gosling vs. Veley (7 A. & E., 406); S.C. (4 H. of L. Cases, 679 
ported to the Speaker with the names of the members voting, and be counted In State vs. Deliesseline (1 McCord, 52) it is said 
and snnpuncel in determining the presence of a quorum to do business For, according t ) the principle of all the cases referred to, a quorum po 
(House Journal, 230, February 14, 1890.) sesses all the powers of the whole body; a majority of which quorum must 
The action taken was in direct compliance with this rule. The question, | Of course govern. * * * The constitutions of this State and the United 
therefore, is as to the validity of this rule, and not what methods the Speaker | States declare that a majority shall be a ¢ to do busine but a ma’ 
may of his own motion resort to for determining the presence of a quorum, | Jority of that quorum are su fficient to decid nost Important question. ’- 
nor what matters the Speaker or Clerk may of their own volition place upon In Wells vs. Rahway Company (19 N. J. Eq., 40 ve find this language 
the Journal. Neither do the advantages or disadvantages, the wisdom. or ‘A majority of the directors of a corporation Lbsence of a regu 
folly, of such arule present any matters for judicial consideration. With lation in the charter, is a quorum, and the majority of such qui wher 
the courts the question is only one of power. The Constitution empowers | convened can do any act within the power of the directors. 
each House to determine rules of proceeding. It may not by its rules ignore And in Attorney-General v8. Sh ‘pard 62 N. H., 383, 384) the question was 
constitutional restraints or violate fundamental rights, and there should be | Whether an amendment toa city « harter had been properly adopted by the 
‘ a reasonable relation between the mode or method of proceeding established | board of aldermen. All the members of the board were present but one 
' by the rule and the result which is sought to be attained. But within these | The ordinance was duly read and put to a vote, and declared by the chair to 
limitations all matters of method are open to the determination of the House, | be passed. The yeas and nays were then called; three votedin the affirm 
and it is no impeachment of the rule to say that some other way would be | tlve, three refused to vote, and the chair declared the ordinance passed 
better, more accurate, or even more just. It is no objection to the validity he court held, Chief Justice r the opinion, that the amend 
f of a rule that a different one has been prescribed and in force for a length of | Ment to the charter was legally board of aldermen. He said 
. time. The power tomake rules is not one which once exercised isexhausted. |.” fhe exercise of lawmaking power is not stopped by the mere silence and 
4 It is acontinuous power, always subject to be exercised by the House, and, | inaction of some of the lawmak ‘esent An arbitrary, technic 
eat within the limitations suggested, absolute and beyond the challenge of any and exclusive method of ascer uorun present, operat 
‘m other body or tribunal. ing to prevent the performance ! and obstruct the business of 
es The Constitution provides that ‘a majority of each [House] shall consti- | ¢overnment, is no part of our commonlaw. The statute requiring the pres 
tute a quorum to do business.’ In other words, when a majority are pres- | ence of four aldermen does not mean th at in the presence of four a maior- 
ent the House is in a position to do business. Its capacity to transact busi- | ity of the votes cast may not be enough. The journal properly shows how 
ness is then established, created by the mere presence of a majority, and | Many members were there when the vote was taken by yeas an inays; there 
does not depend upon the disposition or assent or action of any single mem was no difficulty in ascertaining and recording the fact; and the require 
ber or fraction of the majority present. All that the Constitution requires | ment of a quorum at that time was not intended to furnish a means of sus 
is the presence of a majority, and when the majority are present the power | pending the legislative power and duty of aquorum. No illegality appear 
, of the House arises. in the adoption of the amendn 
2 But how shall the presence of a majority be determined? The Constitu- Summing up this matter, this law is found in the Secretary of the Tre 
“4 tion has prescribed no method of making this determination, and it isthere- | ury’s office, properly authenticat If we appeal tothe Journal of the H 
‘a fore within the competency of the House to prescribe any method which | We find that a majority of its members were present when the bill pa 1, a 
fe shall be reasonably certain to ascertain the fact. It may prescribe an- | majority creating by the Constitution a quorum, with authority to act upor 
rs swer to roll call as the only method of determination; or require the pas ny me re; that the presence of that quorum Wa eternill na 
RS sage of members between tellers, and their count as the sole test; or the | ance with a reasonable and lrule theret ea ted by the House d 
& count of the Speaker or the Clerk, and an announcement from thedesk ofthe | of that quorum a majority voted in favor of the bill. It therefore legally 
B names of those who are present. passed the House, and the law as found in the office of the Secretary of State 
% Any one of these methods, it must be conceded, is reasonably certain of | 1s beyond challenge 
ascertaining the fact, and as there is no constitutional method prescribed, With reference to the other quest The opinion of the circuit court 
and noconstitutional inhibition ofany of these, and no violation of fundamen- | seemed to be that the act cast upon the Secretar ie Treasury a specia 
tal rights in either, it follows thatthe House may adopt either or all, or itmay | duty of classification in all cases of the import of worsted « und that 
x provide for a combination of any two of the methods. Thatwasdone by the | unless he so acted in any parti case the duty remained as it was prior 
Bh rule in question; and all that th: at rule attempts to dois t ) prescribe a me the on o the passage 1eact. We quote it nguag ’ 
b for ascertaining the pre sence of a majority, and thus establishing th: is act proces on an entir r 1e0! xp 
E that the House is in a condition to transact business. a classification in « ( af ! i I rizes ani 
z As appears from the Journal, at the time the bill passed the House there | of the Gov: n ind it I ) 1 nh arti 
i was present a majority, a quorum, and the House was authorized to transa nder the tariff laws pays one ra lutyt . ) ng else h 
any and all business. It was in a condition to act on the bill if it desired; 4 not in order to enable the rever officers to levy upon it a rate dut 
Pa and the other branch of the question is whether, a quorum being pr nt, V ‘h that other article, which it is not, pay * I do not mean 
: the bill received a sufficient number of votes; and here the general rule of | that to sugg or moment 1 f 1 it 
: all parliamentary bodies is that when a quorum is present the act of a ma- | the duty of Secretary of the 7 f « t vackage 
- jority of the quorum is the act of the body. This has been the rule for all f goods, to handle or see their co nt . land ad 
time, except so far asin any given case the terms of the organic act under ised as to the fac in the sa ry ii t l i adi 
i which the body is assembled have prescribed specific limitations, as, for | upon any facts upon which he is req ) pass, t I ition a 
E instance, in those States where the constitution provides that a majority of | report of such trustworthy subor i f 
all the members elected to either house shall be necessary for the passage of | cation of the particular ar es is one t i 
any bill. Nosvich limitation is found in the Federal Constitution, and there We do not s the a We ul 
fore the general law of such bodies obtains. by Con 3 ruct 1 to 
It is true that most of the decisions touching this que stion have been in | « vhic npo l 
respect to the actions of trustees and directors of a private corpor 1, or | the test he « 
of the minor legislative bodies which represent and act for cities and other versely to itint i S U.S 
municipal corporations, but the principle is the same. Those are legislative | wh ‘it was held by thi irt that **« hs popu 
bodies representing larger constituencies. Power is not vested in any « me and known in trade as ‘worst md 
individual, but in the aggregate of the members which compose the bod asmall proportion of l ) 
and its action is not the action of any separate member or number of mem manufacture of worsted, and 1 inufacture inder the a 
bers, but the action of the body as a whole; ; and the question which has over | March 3, 1883, c. 12! The f yf pi ised ir » act may be ) 
and over again been raised is, what is necessary to constitute the offi | | but the intent of Congressis quite ir. Recog ett f 
action of this legislative and represents ative body? In Rex vs. Monday (2 | tary of the Treasury is the head of the financial De ( 
Cowp., 530, 588) Lord Mansfield said: “I will take it for granted that a ma ment, that to him, as itschief administrative 
jority ‘of the mayor and aldermen for the time being was sufficient to consti of the tariff and all the collections thereunder i hit all 
tute the corporate assembly; and the fact found by the special verdictis that | worsted cloths as woolen cloth nd it ¢ to him I 


the majority of those in being did meet. When the assembly are duly met I ' not classify some worsteds as woolens and others as not 
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There is given n 
Convress to him, a 
ties. to place all worsted cloths, by Whatever name popularly known or known 
to the trade, within the category of woolen cloths, and, of course, if placed 


» choice or selection, but it is the imperative direction of 


Within that category. or, using the familiar language of the tariff, ‘ classified 
as woolen cloti subject tothe duty imposed onsuchcloths. Ifaction were 


necessary by the Secretary of the Treasury to put this act into force, which 
we think is not, such action was taken by the circular letter of May 5, 1890, 
from the Treasury Department to all customs officers, publishing the act for 
the information and guidance of the public. 


sthe chief administrative officer in the collection of du- | 


that children can not be taken from parents without their con- 
sent. Theonly trouble is the abuse of it, and you can not remedy 
that very well. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Myamendment requires that consentshall 
be given in the presence of some white person who is disinterested. 
I would not believe on oath the statement of an agent who would 
be willing to go toa mother and demand the surrender of her 


| child under such circumstances. 


Mr. BRETZ. On penalty of starvation. 
Mr. DICKERSON. The statement of such a man as to the 
character of the consent would not take me off a balance if I were 


| undecided. 


Our conclusion, therefore, is that the act was legally passed; that by its 
own terms, and irrespective of any action by the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
duties on worsted cloths were to be such as placed by the act of 1883 on Woolen | 
{ . 

e judgment of the circuit court will be reversed, and the case remanded 
ther proceedings in accordance with this opinion. 
During the reading of the above, the time of Mr. DOLLIVER 
having expired, he asked and obtained consent to have the entire 
opinion printed in the RECORD. 


Mr. DICKERSON. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is already an amendment pending, 
offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE], 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: 

Amend by striking out the words “to and,” in line 17, page 47. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DICKERSON. I offer the amendment which I 
the Clerk’s desk to be added to the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the section. after line 24, the words: 

“And no Indian child under the age of 13 years shall be removed from an 
Indian reservation and placed in a school remote from the reservation with- 
out the voluntary consent of the parents or guardians of the child, reduced 
to writing and attested by some disinterested white person.” 

Mr. DICKERSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment 
because of what I have heard stated by the gentleman from In- 
diana {Mr. HOLMAN] as to the methods of procuring Indian chil- 
dren. He said, and the statement was not controverted on the 
floor, that the method was to make a requisition on the agent at 
the reservation, and that he demanded of the parents the surren- 
der of their children for the purpose of transporting them East to 
these schools, and coupled his requisition with the statement that 
unless they did so their rations would be cut off, thereby putting 
them under duress and exercising a very brutish force, in my 
judgment. 

It seems to me that we can not, under the guise of exercising a 
charity and the education of these people, begin with the exhi- 
bition of such brutish force and cruelty as this. 
greater wrong to the parent of a child than to take it from that 
parent’s custody without the parent’s consent, and I know of 
nothing that I would sooner join a mob in hanging a man for 
than the abduction of a child or the carrying of it from a parent 
without that parent’s consent. If the statement of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is true, we are asked to coun- 
tenance a system which goes into these agencies and by the ex- 
ercise of this force compels them to surrender their children 
and transport them a thousand miles from where they live for 
the purpose of educating them. 

It seems to me that character of education will do little good, 
and will have very little beneficial influence upon an Indian when 
it is coupled with such cruel punishmentas this. It is in defer- 
ence, it seems, to the ideas of gentlemen who want to supply this 
school with children that these half barbarous mothers are to 
be tortured in this way. We want to treat them kindly; we want 
to recognize the relation of mother and child; and I submit that 
as long as the Indian rises above the animal I am compelled in my 
conscience to recognize the relationship and the love and affec- 
tion which exists between the parent and the child, and I can not 
give my consent to any method of force, direct or indirect, which 
proposes by force to take from these parents their children and 
drag them away to the East. It seems to me that is the very re- 
finement of cruelty and wrong, and I shall oppose this bill in all 
its forms as long as it is coupled with this sort of force and 
cruelty. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Will thegentleman permit 
me to call his attention to the fact that perhaps his amendment 
goes further than he intends. It prohibits the removal of any 
child under the age of 13. I think the gentleman ought to make 
an exception in the case of orphans. Now, inthe Carlisle school 
afew years ago there was a boy whose mother was dead and 
whose father was shot to death by United States soldiers. 

Mr. DICKERSON. In cases where there are no parents to be 
separated from the child, then the reason for my amendment 
does not exist. 

fr. PEEL. 
child. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Well, the guardian does not usually have 
the character of affection for the child that the parent has. 

Mr. PEEL. It is already the law, and has been for some years, 


send to 


In that case there would be the guardian of the 


I know of no | 


Mr. PEEL. I do not care to say anything further. This is 
already the law. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Let it be adopted then. 

Mr. HOLMAN. After we made this report which I have 
spoken about, then this provision was adopted, that the child 


| should not be brought away from the parents without their con- 
| sent. 


This proposition goes one step further and proposes to require 
some mode of proving the fact, that it shall be done in the pres- 
ence of some white person. 

Mr. PEEL. If the agent is of the kind my friend from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. DICKERSON] says it will not be very hard to do that. 
You can not improve it much. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosay that my statement, made a short 
time since, as to the manner in which these children were brought 


| away from their parents only applied to those agencies where 
| supplies are furnished to the Indians—Indians yet in a savage 


| condition. 








[ do not know how it may be elsewhere. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. MILLER. I move to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. PEEL. Please have the amendment read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 47 strike out lines 15 to 24, inclusive. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
this House to the rapid increase in the annual appropriations 
that have been made for the education of these Indians, evidently 
to a great extent, so far as the Carlisle school is concerned, to 
furnish work hands to the farmers in that vicinity. 

The gentleman seems to be very much exercised for fear these 
children can not be secured, but when my friend from Indiana 
|[Mr: HOLMAN] proposes to insert an amendment in relation to it 
then the gentleman was exercised for fear that they could not 
fill up the Carlisle school, and it is not singular that the gentle- 
man should be exercised very much. He claimed thatit was not 
of much interest to the people of Carlisle, but when $110,000 or 
$115,000 is proposed to be expended in some particular place it is 
of some importance. So long as they do not consider it of any 
importance, let us remove the amount appropriated for that 
school to the reservations and transfer those children, so that 
they can be educated in the vicinity of their parents. This talk 
about the Indian children not being torn away from their parents 
is contrary to the fact. These people know that they can go and 
take any child they desire and drag it across the continent to 
their school at Carlisle. 

Now, if anyone thinks that an Indian has no affection for his 
children let him read in the history of the Black Hawk war the 
account given of their retreat across Wisconsin and the battle 
given to cover the retreat of the women and children, and he 
will come to the conclusion that the Indian has more affection 
for his wives and children than has been generally conceded. 
The sacrifice of the lives of Custer and his men was to a great 
extent the result of fear of the destruction of their women and 
children. When you come to talk about the necessity of taking 
away the children of Indians let me tell you that they are just as 
well able to take care of their children as you are. 

When we commenced with this business in 1877 an appropria- 
tion was made of $20,000 for the education of these Indians. This 
has run on until it is now come to $2,291,000. In the year 1885 
it was $992,000; in 1886 it was $1,000,000, and so it has crept up 
until it has now gotten to be over $2,000,000. 

Now, I would like to know where this thing is going to stop. 
To you gentlemen who are drawing your regular salaries of 
$5,000 a year, and perhaps have large incomes besides, it may 
be a very small matter to pay a tax for the support of these In- 
dians, who are absolutely worth more money than those as a rule 
who pay the taxes. Do you know that we have a trust fund of 
$26,000,000 of theirs in the Treasury? Do you know that if all 
the lands of every tribe of Indians were sold it would create an 
income sufficient for the support of every Indian man, woman. 
and child in this country? eaes know that they are absolutely 


worth more than any white people in any section of country oc- 
cupying the same amount of territory? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MILLER. I would like to continue for a few moments. 
There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER. Now, I have lived for forty yearson a farm on 

ake Winnebago. It is only 10 miles from two tribes of Indians, 

hose tribes have solved the problem of education that you gen- 
tlemen talk about. They have fine farms worked up. [ have 
watched across from my side of the lake and have seen the land 
steadily cleared up, until their farms compare with the farms 
round about Carlisle. These Indians have educated themselves. 
They have not had any high finishing school, but have been ed- 
ucated in public schools, such as doubtless many members of 
Congress have received their education at. If the history of the 
Stockbridge and Brotherton Indians were understood, and if 
those gentlemen who talk so knowingly upon the subject had 
watched their progress, they would entertain very different ideas 
upon this subject from whatthey do. The fact is that these In- 
dians and the Oneidas have built up their own churchesand school- 
housé 8, and are carry ing on all kinds of b isiness. Some of the 
Brotherton Indians are men of refinement and intelligence, who 
have occupied positions of trust and have even been members ol 
the Legislature. 

Now, why should the Government of the United States tax th: 
people who live in the log houses, the dugouts, and shanties of 
the South and West for the purpose of educating Indians who 
are absolutely worth more money than most of the people who 
pay the taxes? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I move to strike out tl 

last word. Gentleman of the committee, it is no doubt true, as 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MILLER| has said, that these 
expenses have increased from the year 1877 up to the present 
time; but there is a reason for this which, if once known, 
I trust, remove all danger of that increase frightening the mem- 
bers of this House from a faithful and courageous discharge of 
their duty. Our modern Indian wars practically closed in the 
year 1877. Our modern system of Indian education practically 
commenced in the year 1877. The Sioux Indians, who occupy a 
large portion of the reservations in my district, the most pictur- 
esque, the most warlike, and in many respects the most manly 
and most to be admired Indians of modern times, date the begin- 
ing of their civilization from that period. They were heard of, 
it is true, two hundred and fifty years ago. 

We heard of them as the enemies of the Winnebagoes and the 
Iowas and the Sacs and other tribes and bands, but they were 








away beyond the Indians with whom we then came in contact, | 


and, in fact, we never came into practical contact with the Sioux 
tribes until about the time of the treaty of 1851. In that treaty 
we stipulated ina general way to provide for the education of 


their children. They claimed later, with much justice, that we | 
failed to fulfill the stipulations of that treaty, and hence the war | 


and the battle at Little Blue Water in 1855, fought by Gen. 
Harney. We conquered them and they subsided. Then followed 
the massacre of 1862 and the wars of Gens. Sully and Sibley in 
Minnesota. 

In the treaty which followed the close of those wars we again 
stipulated in a general way for the education of their children. 
We let-that treaty remain unfulfilled on our part for twenty years, 
never positively repudiating but neverfulfilling it. Then in 1876 
we sent out commissioners to the Black Hills to treat for the ces- 
sion of that region. Gold had been discovered, and a great tide 
of young men, full of courage and ambition and greed for gold 
was rushing in there. Itwasfound utterly impossible to protect 
the Indians from that influx, and we sent out commissioners to 
treat with them with instructions substantially like this: ‘‘Go and 
make treaties with those Indians; tell them to leave the Black 
Hills or they will be shot down by the military.” 


Read the speeches that were made at that time, by such men | 


as Spotted Tailand Red Cloud and other leading Indians, as they 
were reported to this House in 1876, speeches that will compare 


very favorably with many that are made upon this floor, speeches | 


laying down the hereditary rights of their race, laying down 
the history of these treaties, laying down their desire to be pro- 
tected in the quiet and peaceable possession of their ancient 
homes. Read the report of that Commission and the promises 
held out to them in the treaty of 1876, in which we agreed, among 
other things, that they should have opportunities for the educa- 
tion of theirchildren. Atthat time, as we all know, great hordes 
of buffalo roamed over the prairies of Nebraska and the Da- 
kotas, herds which occupied days and days in crossing the Mis- 
souri River, so that the Indians could get easily all the suste- 
nance they wanted. 

The Pacific railroads crossing the plains, bringing the hunters 
and the sportsmen out there, utterly destroyed the herds which 
had been the means of subsistence for these savages from time im- 
memorial. We have taken from them their best lands; we have 
taken from them the Black Hills; the necessities of our modern 
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civilization required it. We have taken from them their buffalo 
herds. Thus a new era daw on these Indians. T! 

adopt a new civilization. It was utterly impossible for men who 
had spent their youth and tl manhood awav fron 
abodes of civilization to adopt a ee n intried. and entirely 
lifferent methods of life. It not stra it Indians like Sit- 
ting Bull and Galland John Grass az + -the-fs ind R 

ni r Antelopt —- 


rere the hammer 1[e11. | 
‘+, COBB of Alabama, and o ‘'S as at 1 f Mr. 


JOHNSON of North Dakota be 





|’ ‘© was no obiection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of N rt Dakota. was notstrat I ay 
that those blanket indlans, those pic uresque savages, should be 

I pa adopt the methods of civilization. ¢ 
ha 1 us Ww he indians o 0 c far th I | 
Mi na ! po prac \ lair yn I 
dians of the West of our day. It you gen nen we have not 
had pict to us poor, degraded Indians of two 
h lred years ago. They have been left out of the picture 
But [ will point youto Indians of our day, who are fully the equal 
of any savage of which we have had any picture. Those are t 
people whoare worth taking care of. We onthe frontier know 
that we must live with those people. There is no lon any 
wilderness to which we can drive them. We have them by the 
thousands. They are taking their lands inseveralty. Inside of 
three years thousands of them will be voters inmy district. We 
must deal with those people 

Now, the question is whether weshall fulfill our treaty obliga 
tions. That is all that the Sioux Indians ask—not charity, not 
merey, but simple justice. fair and honorable dealing on the part 
of this nation. The question is whether we shall go on and give 
these Indians the education which we promised them in those 
treaties, or whether we shall furnish them reason or excuse for 


saying that we have acted with injustice and perfidy. 

Let me tell you that there are among those Indians such women, 
for instance, as Mrs. Galpin, a full-blooded Sioux, who was often in 
Washington, and who died at the mouth of Cannonball River in 
1888. I will give you, not my judgment of this woman, but the 
judgment of Mrs. Frances C. Holley, the author of a volume which 
! hold in my hand—a most intelligent observer, one who has had 
the best opportunities for knowing the Indians of our day from 
having lived among them. , 


Let me read you ju it one sentence in which Mrs. Holl y sums 
up the life and character of this full-blooded Indian, Mrs. Gal- 
pin—a woman who, tested by every fair test of greatness, by her 


courage in war, her humanity, her tact, her eloquence, her sound 
moral character in peace, was the equal of any woman living 


in America to-day. [ read the sentence in which Mrs. Holley 


gives her estimate of this woman: **[ regard her as one of the 
most illustrious women of our time.” 

Take another instance, Gall, as fine a specimen of manhood, 
savage manhood, considering his opportunities, as we have ever 
had in the pages of American history. Take Wahnita, of Devils 


Lake Reservation, hereditary chief of the Chippewas,a man who 
f 


| froma long line of ancestral chiefs has inherited adignity of char- 


acter, an eloquence, a true manhood, such as is seldom found 
among our own citizens. 


Do you tell usthese people are not worth educatin 





og al 
care of? Sir, they are increasing in numbers instead of decrea 
ing. We must live with them: and the only question is whetl 
by giving them a fair and reasonable education, such as our ow 
citizens enjoy, we shall raise them to an educated citizenship, or 
whether we shall condemn them to a degraded and outcast exist 
ence, such as must be a lasting danger to th Republic | Ap- 


piause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection > pro forma 
amendment will be regarded as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





For annual allowance to Capt. R. H. Pratt, in charge of said 1001, $1,000 
in all, $106,000. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, [ move to amend by striking 
out the last line on page 47 and that part of the first line of page 
48 ending with the word “dollars.” Before addressing the ¢ 
mittee I send to the desk to be read an extract from the Wash- 
ington Post of last Saturday week. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


+ 


PAID BY THE CATHOLIC CHURCH—CHARGES MADE BY SUPERINTENDENT 
PRATT, OF THE CARLISLE INDIAN SCHOOL 
CARLISLE, Pa., February 19 

Capt. R. H. Pratt, superintendent of the Indian school, speaking to-day in 
reference to the attacks made by Congressmen STOCKDALE, MANSUR, and 
PENDLETON on the appropriation, said: 

‘They were made through the Catholic Church, in paying Congressmen to 
attack the national schools, because they are detrimental to their parochial 
schools, which are given three times the amount by the Government that 
other denominations receive."' 
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He further stated that Congressman MANSUR told an untruth in his speech— 
that out of seventy Indians which had returned from this school fifty had 
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| 


relapsed into a savage state—while he can not name ten who returned to | 


their former savage state 


Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I have taken my time for ten 
days past for a reply without getting into an angry passion at 
this most savage and baseless charge. I desire to say that with 
me, as I have no doubt with every other member of the House, 
the fact that a man was an army officer was a synonym fora per- 
fect gentleman. I can not then understand why this gentleman, 
Capt. Pratt, who, I understand, is an army officer detailed from 

he Army, drawing his salary as a captain in the Army, but as- 
signed to the management of this Carlisle school, should under- 
take to defame and defile members of this House by wholesale. 

{ understund my friend from West Virginia!Mr. PENDLETON] 
has already said something. I believe my friend from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] has been quiet, being in entire accord 
with myself and waiting with me this opportunity for our self- 
defense 

To those who know me personally and well, I believe little or 
no defense at my hands is necessary as against this base and un- 
ided charge. To the country, I desire to say that the Cath- 
olic Church, rich as it may be, has not money enough atits com- 
inand to buy me to make a speech of the character | made ten 


hOur 





days ago upon Indian education, without my judgment warranted 
my utterances. I think, sir, the Catholic Church can not do any- 
thing better, in the way of exercising its great political power in 
this nation, than to demand the absolute removal of Capt. Pratt. 


is greater to that church than it is to myself. 

. Chairman, I have for over twenty-five years practiced my 
ssion asa lawyer. In that time I have prosecuted and de- 
‘nded many criminals. It has been a part and parcel of my ob- 
servation and experience to find men of doubtful reputation, when- 


ever assailed for any cause, endeavor to justify themselves by 





making unwarranted impeachment of the character and motives | 


of others, and always of a kind in harmony with their own char- 
acter. I have, therefore, no hesitation in saying that Capt. 
Pratt, in charging that I and others were bought up, lays him- 
self open to the charge that upon occasion he can be bought also. 

This quality, | regret to say, has been exhibited so unmistak- 
ably by Capt. Pratt, that I am strongly of opinion this $1,000 ex- 
tra pay ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Let me ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. MANSUR. I can not yield to the gentleman now. 

But, Mr. Chairman. I have another andastronger reason why 
this appropriation should be stricken out. It isa characteristic 
of the Indian everywhere, as far as I have ever heard or read 
of him, that he is a man of infinite patience, and must be dealt 
with in the most patient and kindly way. If anyone undertakes to 
makea treaty with Indians or has undertaken to have a powwow 
of any kind with them, he knows the solemnity with which they 
reach a conclusion, and the gravity and patience that they ex- 
hibit on such occasions; and when an Indian makes a talk of five 
minutes, or for any length of time, at the endof his little speech 
the pipe of peace issmoked again, and sent around the circle; and 
so it oftentimes takes days to accomplish what Americans would 
do within an hour. 

If, then,the Indian is by nature so patient and reasons so dis- 
passionately to take a position of any sort, that, in my judgment, 
is conclusive evidence that Capt. Pratt lacks one of the qualities 
necessary to fit him for the managementof Indian children,when 
he can get himself into such a passion with men of whom he 
knows but litt! 
stand me, this Post article appeared in Washington the morning 
after my remarks were printed inthe RECORD; my remarks are 
made on the assumption that this dispatch is true. 

Carlisle is but a short distance from here, only a few hours’ 
run, and Capt. Pratt undoubted|y saw the RECORD, for he speaks 
of matters that he could only have learned by reference to the 
RECORD. In the Associated Press dispatches published on the 
same day, whichI took occasion to examine, there were not more 
than four or five or six lines of allusion to my speech. There- 
fore he must have seenthe RECORD. Thereis init, lremember, 
this statement, that I can not name ten menamongst the Osages 
who have relapsed into barbarism since they left that school. 

That is true: Ican not name one. But I gave the names of 


two informants. and one of these is chief of police of the na- 
tior aman who was a half-blood of the tribe, and at 
different times, as I was informed, wasadelegate from the Osage 
iribe of Indians to this Government. I gave the names in that 


add re [ stated that they were my informants and that they 
had said so and so, and they can and did name more than ten. 

[ am informed a gentleman who saw the statistics that my 
friend from Pen vania |Mr. BELTZHOOVER] had in his hands 
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| in the RECORD, that it turns out on an examination—I see my 


friend from Iowa [Mr. BUTLER] in front of me who gave me the 
suggestion—that there are fifteen or twenty Osages on that list 
who were three years at Carlisle and who have relapsed into bar- 
barism. Gentlemen defending the school at Carlisle donot refer 
to them in any manner, but I have been informed within the last 
ten minutes on this floor that they understood I said that the In- 
dians who had relapsed into barbarism were graduates of that 
school and were of the Osage tribe. 

[ do not know whether I said they were graduates or not. If 
[ did it was an unfortunate use of the word. It was not my in- 
tention to have said so, and it did not convey my meaning. My 
understanding was, and I so intended to state, that of the Indians 
who had been at that school, of the Osage Tribe, numbering 
some seventy in all—there and at Hampton—that of that number [ 
was informed about fifty had, on their return to the tribe, relapsed 
into blanket degradation, assuming the'blanket and breech-clout, 
and in all other respects returning to the condition of the sav- 
ages. 

lor these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I favor this motion tostrike 
out the amount of the appropriation. 

| Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman aquestion. [would like to know whether you have made 
any effort—and if so, what—to satisfy you that Capt. Pratt is eor- 
rectly reported? 

Mr. MANSUR. I say, if he is correctly reported— 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That is to say, you have 
made no effort whatever. : ah 

Mr. MANSUR. I say that he must have seen the RECORD 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Thereportof his interview 
was not in the RECORD. 

Mr. MANSUR. Thatistrue. Itwasin the Washington Post, 
which I have had read. It was also in the St. Louis papers, and, 
[ suppose, was an Associated Press dispatch. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The refutation of it was in the REC- 
ORD. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. As I understand the gen- 





| tleman, he has made no effort to ascertain whether Capt. Pratt 


e and at such distance away. [Applause.] Under- | 


was correctly reported. 

Mr. MANSUR. My remarks are based upon the hypothesis 
that he is correctly reported. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Several members on the floor re- 
ferred to it, and no denial has ever come from any source. If it 
is possible he saw the speech, it is possible he saw the balance. 

Mr. STOCKDALE addressed the Chair and was recognized. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman will yield to me to allow 
me to move that the committee do now rise. 

Several MEMBERS. Let him make his statement first. 

Mr. PEEL. Very well. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I have not much to say. 
[ am not much in favor of advertising these fellows in the REc- 
ORD. It goes over the country and gives them a notoriety prob- 
ably to which they are notentitled. But since it has gone in the 
RECORD and my name appears there under an insinuation of 
that sort, I want to say something in reference to it. I believe 
[ will rise in the defense of Capt. Pratt. Ido not say that this 
newspaper report is true. The Post reports it as having been 
said at Carlisle by Capt. Pratt. I was informed indirectly from 
the Post that it came in the Associated Press dispatches. 

The Post simply says that Capt. Pratt said that. Ido notknow 
whether he did or not. I know that whoever spoke those words, 
whoever originated them, they contain and utter a base, a 
slanderous, and a cowardly falsehood. Whoever is responsible 
for putting them in circulation may respond to that. But what 
I was going to say in the interest of Capt. Pratt, if he did utter 
those words, is that probably he is not to blame for it. A man 
who without evidence—I suppose it is a man—can suspect other 
men that he never knew or saw of being moved by corrupt mo- 
tives can very readily and naturally come to that conclusion, be- 
cause he would do the same thing under ,the same circum- 
stances, and you can not expect a man to believe that other men 
are better than he himself is. 

A man with a base spirit can easily believe that other men are 
actuated by venal motives. Itis very easy for him to believe that 
men would act from base rather than noble impulses, for he must 
have the internal evidence to satisfy him. A religious bigot, 
without Christianity, can very readily get his own consent to cast 
an aspersion upon another denomination. I have known many 
Catholies. I am about the last man they would come to to for- 
ward their interests. A Scotch-Irish Presbyterian and a brother- 
in-law of the Baptist Church, I am about the last man who would 
be expected to espouse their cause for any consideration. 

[ have known a great many good Catholics; I have known 
some very mean ones; but I never knew one mean enough to 


and referred to in his remarks to-day, and which will be printed | make such a charge as that contained in the language just read 
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from the desk without evidence; and while I believe the tenets 
of the Catholic Church are many of them seriously wrong, I de- 
spise a religious bigot. ‘“‘By their works ye shall know them. 

Mr. STOCKDALE’S time havi ing expired, by unanimous consent 
it was extended five minutes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Gentlemen who surround me who Sgere d 
in either army in the unfortunate war that has passed, w iil 2 
member when the soldiers lay in their trenches day after di ay 
and week after week, in the snow and rain without shelter, who 
were the chaplains and the religious men who staye -d with the 
boys in the trying hours. They were the Catholic priests. Other 
men had gone off to se ek shelter, away from the hardships and 
the dangers. I once saw in my own State—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me toask him a ques- 
tion right here? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
tion. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 
truth. [Laughter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I will ask the gentleman a questior 
in the interest of the truth. Doesthe gentleman intend to hay 
it understood from his remarks that the Protestant chaplains 
shirked their duty? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If the gentleman will let me choose mj 
own phraseology, I have some knowledge of the English lan- 
guage and I pre fer to make my remarks in my own way. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have asked the gentleman a direct ques- 
tion. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I will inform the gentleman privately if 
he will come to my room. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman can evade it if he wants to 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What say is that many people sent out 
as chaplains in both armies were not there in those trenches, in 
the frozen snows, and in the brunt of battle. Many a man died 
without a prayer being said over him—few ( ‘atholics died with- 
out extreme unction. [once saw inmy own State, as I was about 
tosay when the gentleman interrupte .d me , acoach full of soldiers 
who were, some of them, intoxicated, and in great confusion, and 
who could not be controlled. <A Sister of Charity entered the 
car, and there was silence in a moment as soon as they saw her 
Wherever the camp was, wherever there was suffering, wher- 
ever there were men who were dying, these people were minis- 
tering angels. I say that when epidemics prevail in this coun- 
try, when other men run away, the Catholics go to the place of 
danger and risk their lives and die, need be, in the interests 
of humanity—priests and the Sisters of Charity. Such peopledo 
not attempt the crime of bribery. 

When you gentlemen of the North, seeing that dark cloud 
hanging over the fair land of the South like a brooding Nemesis, 
opened your hearts and your pocketbooks, when your 
meant lemons and ice and nurses and doctors to the fever-stricken 
regions—God knows I was glad you had the money—it was the 


Yes, if youdo not make a speech. 
I am not accustomed to when I ask a ques- 


Do not say that, in the interest of the 
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much of the people’s money spent on it 
by a sort of blackmailing operation. 
Mr. PEEL. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was acreed to. The committee accordingly rose: 


, and thus get the money 


and the Speaker having resumed the chair, BYNUM, from 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
| ers that that committee had had under consideration the 


bill (H. R. 5974) making appro] lala for and contin- 
gente aa nses, and for fulfilling tre aty stip lati ns with Indian 


urrent 


| tribes for fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I move that the House do vijourn 
The SPEAKER. Before putting the motion. the Chair will 
submit personal requests of members. 


action | 


Catholic priests and sisters of charity who dispensed your dona- | 


tions in many instances. 
did they do God’s work. I say he who would cast an aspersion of 
that sort upon a denomination of Christians and assert that they 
would use the venal, disgraceful, and contemptible means of money 
to influence men to attack schools—he who would utter such an 
aspersion upon another denomination can not be a Christian. If 
he belongs to achurch himself—well, as the fellow said of Texas, 
‘‘T am sorry for the church.” Now, I have nothing further to 
say on that subject. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs if Capt. Pratt is an army officer? 

Mr. PEEL. I understand he is. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Does he draw pay as captain in the 

Mr.PEEL. I do not know, but suppose hedoes. He has been 
at the school ever since I have known anything about it. | 
think he is an army officer and draws pay as captain. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iam told he draws pay as captain in the 
United States Army, and he does not one solitary bit of service 
as captain in the military service. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Getting $2,800? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Drawing $2,800 a year as capt ain, 
be correct, for which he returns not one dollar’s worth of service 
to the United States Gove rnment? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No prayers at all? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. 
school. Now, then, 


if that 


[ understand that the gentlemen who are 


Hand in hand with other brave people | 


} 
Army? 


And he gets $1,000 for his services at this | 


connected with the school, except the —_ intendent, are gen- | 


tlemen of high character, and that the lady teachers are 1: udies 
of high character, and why they should want such a manas this I 
do not know, unless it be that they are willing to accept the serv- 


ice of a —_ ‘who stands as a sort of sentine I on the walls of the 
school t 


slander any man who undertakes to say that there is too ! 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SCULL, indefinitely, on account of death in his family. 

To Mr. SPRINGER, ind finitely, on account of entnenes Clakaue 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly 
at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EPORTS OF ¢ 
f Rule XIII, 
‘d from committees, deli 
referred to the Committee of the House, 

By Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands: A bill (H. R. 801) for the relief of the estate of Isaac W. 
Talkington. Report No. 481. 

By Mr. WILSON, from the Committee 

\ bill (H. R. 2398) granting a p 
ward. (Report No. 485. 

A bill (H. R. 5200) with an amendment for the rel 
Worthington. (Report No. 4386. 

bill (H. R. 3767) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. White. Report No. 487. 

A bill (H. R. 3587) for the relief of 
war veteran. (Report No. 488. 

A bill (H. R. 5342) granting a pension 
Report No. 489. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, from the Committee 
on Pensions: 

bill (H. R. 5734) granting a p ng to = Za M. 
the surviving widow of Alexander M. Boatri; ght 
dier in the Black Hawk war. coat No. 490. 

A bill (H. R. 5364) granting a pension to Mary ¢ 
No. 491.) 

A bill (H. R. 5363) granting a pe 
Report No. 492.) 

By Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 5383) to increase the per Aaron V. Hamil- 
ton, late a member of Frémont’s Battalion, Mexican war. (Re- 
port No. 493. 

A bill (H. R. 5330) for the relief of Fredrick Meredith, late 
soldier in the Indian war of 1832. (Report No. 494.) 


Under clause 20 


private bills 
sverally report li 


and resolutions were 
vered to the Clerk, and 


— ; 
W hol as follows: 


’ensions: 


on | 
nsion to William S. 


W ood- 


ief of Betsey 


Jonathan Ramey, Mexican 


to Harmon H. McElvey. 


Boatright, 
who was a sol- 


ratlin. (Report 


nsion to David C. Barrow. 


sion Ol 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committee was discharged from 
the consideration of the following bi 
follows: 

\ bill (H. R. 4023) granting a pension to Phi 
mittee on Invalid Pensi 
mittee on Pensions. 


red as 


DLLs which Was re-refe I’ 


G. Dunn 
‘red to the Com- 


‘ 
Com- 


ons discharged, and re 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND EMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced, several 
referred as follows: ' 
By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R. 6641 
constructed over navigable waters under charters granted by the 
States, and approved by the Secretary of War, lawful structures 
and military and post-roads—to the Committee on Interstate an 
Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. MALLORY: A bill (H. 
ete., to the Mexican Gulf, Pacific 


, and men 
read twice, and 


to dec la 6® pridves 


R. 6642) gcranting right of way, 


and Puget Sound Railroad Com- 


pany through public lands in Florida, Al sbama, Mississippi, and 
Tennessee, and through the naval reservation near Pensacola, 
Fla.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6643) granting to the Mexican Gulf, Pacific 
and Puget Sound Railroad Company the right to build bridges 
over certain rivers in the State of Alabama—to the Committe« 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. 


WILSON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6644) to 
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amend an ac 
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tentitled ‘‘An act authorizing the sale of title of the 
ates in lot 3, in square south of square 990,” approved 
1891—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6645) to amend section 2998 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request, a bill (H. R. 6646) t 
in square No. 493, in the city of Washington, 
mittee on District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: 
for 


United St 
MM 


March 3, 


D. C.—to the Com- 


A bill (H. R. 6647) to provide 


road, between Frascati and 
bile, in the State of 
county of Mobile, 
A ffairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS: 


Dauphin streets, in the city of Mo- 
Alabama, to the national cemetery, in the 
in said State—to the Committee on Military 


A bill (H. R. 6648) to establish a commission 
to compel the use of safety appliances on all railroads engaged 
in interstate commerce and to protect railroad employés from 
overwork and underpay, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill 
visions of an act to provide for the muster and pay of certain offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 6650) to amend section 9 of an act for the 
lief of certain volunteer and regular soldiers of the 
of the war with Mexico—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STACKHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 6651) to repeal the du- | 
tieson manufactured cotton goods, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 6652) to abolish the punishment 
of death and substitute therefor imprisonment for life—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: 


re- 
late war and 


A bill (H. R. 6653) | 


to provide for the industrial development of the United States | 


and to reduce the 
Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6654) to declare trusts unlawful, toadmitcer- 
tain imports free of duty,and for other purposes—to the Com- 
— e on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRAWLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6655) to speedily | 
increase the volume of the circulating medium by issuing money 
direct to the people, ete.—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. HARVEY: A bill (H. R. 6657) granting, upon condi- 
tions and under limitations therein contained, the assent of the 
United States to a certain lease to prospect for and to mine cer- 
tain minerals (not including stone, coal,and iron ore),in the 
Chickasaw Nation, Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: A bill (A. R. 6658) to vacate Madison 
street and extend Y street, in Burleith, in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


revenue—to the Committee on Ways and 


By Mr. BENTLEY: A bill (H. R. 6659) to amend paragraph | ¢ 
122 of Schedule B of the act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce the rev- 


enue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes,” 
approved October 1, 1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 6660) to establish a system of 
subtreasuries, 
and Means. 


By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6661) to amend section 2 
an act entitled ‘“‘An act to amend section 1661 of the Revised 
Statutes, making an annual appropriation to provide arms and 


equipments for the militia,” 


approved February 12, 1887—to the 
Committee on the Militia. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6662) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
reorganize and establish the customs collection district of Puget 
Sound,” approved August 28, 1890—to the Committee on Inter- 


state and Foreign C commerce. 


Also, a bill(H. R. 6663) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to 
authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to con- 


struct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between | 


the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to estab- 
lish it as a post-road”—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6664) for the relief of purchasers of lands 
within the limits of the Umatilla Indian Reservation—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6665) extending the privilege of bounty land 
to persons who served in the Indian wars of the United States sub- 
sequent to March 3, 1855—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: A bill(H. R. 6666) to amend 
chapter £66 of the acts of the year 1888, being an act to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of circuit courts 
of the United States, and toregulate the removal of causesfrom 


State courts, and for other purposes "—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


to pay for alley condemned | 


the construction of a shell road from a point on the Bay shell | 


H. R. 6649) to extend the pro- 


and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways | 
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By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 
fornia débris commission, prescribe its duties, and define its 
powers, and to regulate hydraulic mining on the tributaries of 
the Sacramento and San Joaquin River systems in the State of 

California—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

_ By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 6745) to establish a subport of 
| enwy and delivery at Superior, Wis., in the Super ior collection 
| district—to the Committee on Interstate and Fore ign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 93) proposing 
amendments to the Constitution substituting the 31st day of De- 
cember for the 4th day of March as the commencement and termi- 
nation of the official term of members of the House of Representa- 
tives and of United States Senators, and providing that Congress 
| shall hold its annual meeting on the second Monday in January, 

and substituting the 30th of April for the 4th day of March as 
the date for the commencement and limitation of the term of 
the President and Vice-President—to the Select Committee on 
Election of President and Vice-President and Representatives 
in “ ongress. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A joint resolution (H. Res, 94) to inquire 
into the operation of the anti-Jewish laws of Russia on American 
citizens—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A resolution asking for an annual clerk to the 
Committee on Accounts—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A resolution calling on the Secretary of the 
Treasury for information as to the increase and decrease of sal- 
aries in the Coast and Geodetic Survey—to the Committee on 
| Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 


6744) to create the Cali- 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
| titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 6667) granting a pension to 
Andrew Schoen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 6668) granting an increase of 
pension to John Stockwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
5100S. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6669) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Jane 
Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6670) granting a pension to Mrs. B. Jennie 
Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAWLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6671) for the 
| relief of Honorah Armstrong, administratrix, etc.—to the Com- 
| 


| 


mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6672) for the relief of Thomas 
Black—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6673) for the relief of Wiley T. 
Burge, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6674) for the relief of Thomas 
| B. Chaplin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6675) for the relief of Mary A. 
Japers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6676) for the relief of Edward 
| Capers—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6677) for the relief of Francis T. 
| Capers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6678) for the relief of W. A 
Chisholm—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6679) for the relief of Wiiliam 
G. Capers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6680) for the relief of Robert 
De T. Ellis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6681) for the relief of Augusta 
| E. Fripp—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6682) for the relief of B. E. Fripp 
administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6683) for the relief of Elizabeth 
| and Joseph J. Fripp, executors, ete.—to the Committee on War 
| Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6684) for the relief of William 
| O. P. Fripp—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6685) for the relief of W. O. P. 
| Fripp, administrator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 6686) for the relief of Moses 
Goldsmith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6687) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Albert L. Haseltine—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6688) for the relief of John A. 
Hamilton and William H. Perryclear—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6689) for the relief of Daniel P. 
Jenkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6690) for the relief of William 
Morrison—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6691) for the relief of Edward 
W. Marshall, surviving partner, ete.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6692) for the relief of John b. 
Miller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6693) for the relief of Thomas 
Means—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6694) for the relief of Alfred H. 
MecTureous—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6695) for the relief of Rob 
Oswald—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request) a bill (H. R. 6696) for the reliei of Clifford 
Oakman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6697) for the relief of Heph 
Pope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6698) for the relief of Francis 
M. Pritchard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6699) for the relief of Ann FE 
Pritchard and O. J. Pritchard—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6700) for the relief of Stephne 
Riley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6701) for the relief of John R. 
Read—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6702) for the relief of the heirs 
of L. Reeve Sams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6703) for the relief of Henry C 
Stoll—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6704) for the relief of Eugenia 
F. Sams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6705) for the relief of Julius J. 
Sams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6706) for the relief of Stephen 
E. Scanlan, administrator, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6707) for the relief of the heirs, 
etc., of E. T. Sturdivant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6708) for the relief of Franklin 
Talbird, executor; etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6709) for the relief of Franklin 
Talbird—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6710) for the relief of Henry H. 
Von Harten—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6711) for the relief of Frederick 
Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6712) for the relief of George W. 
Williams & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6713) for the relief of Thomas 
G. White, executor, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6714) for the relief of Thomas 
G. White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6715) for the relief of Edward 
T. Walker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6716) for the relief of Miss Rosina D 
Torre—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6717) to 
increase the pension of Andrew J. Aubrey—to the Committe: 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6718) to increase the pension of L. D. Owen 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRETZ: A bill (H. R. 6719) for the relief of Wil 
K. Whitsett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATE: A bill (H. R. 6720) for the relief of the Fourth 
Arkansas Mounted Infantry—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CRAIG: A bill (H. R. 6721) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Capt. A. J. Barr, of Company E, Ringgold Battalion, Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military A 
fairs. 

By Mr. DOAN: A bill (H. R. 6722) granting a pension to Julia 
Mclintyre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 6723) for the relief of Da 
vid Owl and Nillster Davis—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6724) for the relief of George C. Hayni 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EPES: A bill (H. R. 6725) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentativesof Capt. Isaac Hicks—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6726) to increase the pen- 
sionof Arethusa Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6727) for repayment of purchase money to 
E. C. Masten on erroneous entry of public lands—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD {by request): A bill (H. R. 6728) granting 
arrears of pension to Pauline M. Beach, widow of Henry S. Beach, 


deceased, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Michigan Infantry | 


Volunteers, and First Regiment Michigan Heavy Artillery Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 6729) for the reli ( 
William T. Ferguson, as assistant surgeon of One hundred and 
thirty-ninth and One hundred and forty-second Indiana Volun 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: A bill (H. R. 67 inting a pensi 

Hedwig Voss, widow of Arno V ( nel Illinois vol 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid ons 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 6781) granting a pension 
0 Mariana Smith—to the Cr ittee on Inva Pensions 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 6732) f t ! f of William G 
Raymond—to the Committee on War Clair 

\lso. a b H. R. 6733 ranting an ho i ischares ) 
\ iham Trout—to the Commit on M ul \ ffa 

By \ OW S: A bill (H. R. 6734 4 tional p 
slor o W l H. Ney (om oO | Llid P 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennesset \ bill (H. R. 6735) to r 
fer the claim against the States of Nancy E. Dickens, of 
Boliver, Hardeman County, Tenn., to the ¢ irt of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Cl: 

By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H. R. 6736) granting a pension to 
Josiah Drummond, late of Company C, First Illinois Cavalry 
V olunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 6737) gran r a pension to Delzell R. Brad- 
ford, Twenty-fourth Michigan Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bi H. R. 6738) granting a pension to 
Caroline W hitt to 1 Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6739) to re- 
move the charge of desertion standing against Philip Jackson 
to the Com1 tee « Militar A fi "Ss. ; 

by Mr. BERGEN: A bil 1. R. 674 ma £ an appropriation 


iem Rive *-in the State of New Jer- 


for the improvement of Sa 
y—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbo 
By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 6741) granting an honorable 
\ 


discharge to Wilmar A. Schlagec—to the Committee on Military 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 6742) granting an honorable discharge to 
Thomas Morrison—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6743) for the 


relief of Eugene B. Payne—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PiTITIONS, ETC 





‘nder clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pe were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: ; 

By Mr. AMERMAN: Petition of Madison Grange, Lackawana 
County, Pa., praying for free delivery of rural mails—to th 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same bo iy to encourag* silk « tut oO 
the Committee on Agrik ¢ 

sO. D on of the same bo praying for he pa 4 ol a 
} il ) o th Committe or \oT itu 

LiISO, Memorial Ol the DOUY prohibitin contracts dis- 
crediting ie Fai-ie der currency to the ¢ ommitter on Coinage, 
W or} bs, &AUG ca re 

so, m ) rf s a nst gamblir 1 fa 
prod ts O Comn .' I 

\lso, memorial of th ) ) fg ior the pi 1 ( L 
aw a nst the a 1 ition oO Oo 5 a a 8 ) e ( 
n ‘ n Agric re. 

i>) \ Bl GEN ‘ ) ( \ Te r { 
Patrons of Husbandry, for the passage of a law defining lard 
imposing a tax ther to t Cor on Ways and Mean 

\lso, petition of the sam ly, for a law to prevent deali: ! 
options and futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, prt tit on of the Salm i) ly, ior tn ! ae iy vy of mail 
in al districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Lio 

\lso, petition of the same body, for a law preventing the adu 

ration of food and drug to the Committ« on Agricultur 

\lso, petition of the same body, for the encouragement of s 
culture—to the Committee on Agric 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of the citizens of Port Wash- 
ington, Wis., urging the passage of Hous: pla 
and unused postage stamps on the f1 ist—to the Cor ttee on 


the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRETZ: Petition and affidavits of Mary G. Giles, to a 
company House bill 3764, for pension—to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Papers to accompany House bill 6498, 
for the relief of Sanford Graham—to the Committee on Milita: 
Affairs. 9 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of citizens of Michigan, asking 
| for equalization of salaries of letter-carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. BUSHNELL: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of Milwaukee, Wis., asking Congress to purchase the 
Sturgeon Bay Ship Canal and to appropriate $81,833.48 therefor, 
pursuant to the memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wis- 
eonsin asking the same—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: Petition of 506 residents of Almy, 
Uinta County, Wyo., praying for the passage of an act toexclude 
Chinese immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of Jefferson Grange, No. 314, of Penn- 
sylvania, to prevent adulteration of food and drugs—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of free delivery of 
rural maiis—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of House bill 395, de- 
fining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, making certain issues of money 
full legal tender in payment of debts—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Forward Grange, No. 1003, of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of free delivery of rural mails—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law preventing 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of House bill 395, de- 
fining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Also, petition of Woodside Grange, No, 1008, in favor of mak- 
ing certain issues of money legal tender in payment of all debts— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of House bill 395, de- 
fining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of free delivery of 
rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Aiso, petition of the same body, in favor of legislation for the 
encouragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Farmers’ Institute, of Connellsville, 


| 


Fayette County, Pa., in favor of free rural mail delivery—to the | 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Robert M. Whinney, of Homestead, Pa.,. for 
the extension of free-mail delivery to towns of 5,000 inhabitants— 
to the Committee cn the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of De Kalb County, 
Mo., asking that Congress forbid the opening of the World’s Fair 
to visitors on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 
Exposition. 


By Mr. HALLOWELL: Petition of Middletown (Pa.) Grange, | tain issues of money a full legal tender in payment of all debts— 


No. 684, for the enactment of a law extending the free delivery 
of mails to country districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of A.S. Bennett Post, of Downing: 
of A. R. Humphrey Post, of Knapp; of Charles Coleman Post, 
of Durand: of John E. Perkins Post, of Augusta; of Custer Post, 
of Rock Elm, and of W. W. Olds Post, of Turtle Lake, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, against the 
free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Papers from D. R. Fillmore, 
commander of A. B. Wallace Post, No. 488, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Dows, Iowa, opposing the free coinage of silver—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, paper from Dr. J. Burbank, commander of St. Broden 
Post, No. 356, Grand Army of the Republic, Allison, Iowa, for 
the same purpose—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, paper from members of the faculty of Doane College, 
Crete, Nebr., protesting against the reduction of the appropria- 
tions for Indian service and education—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Also, papers from Mr. John Knapp, adjutant John Broden 
Post, No. 242, Grand Army of the Republic, Parkersburg, Iowa, 
opposing the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, paper from Rev. Alex. G. Wilson, of Hopkinton, Iowa, 
urging that no money be appropriated for the World’s Fair un- 
less coupled with the conditon to close the Exposition on Sun- 
day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of citizens of Whité | 
Bivin Township, Randolph County, Ind., praying for the passage | 
of the antioption bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. ! 





Also, petition of citizens of Economy, Wayne County, Ind., 
against holding the World’s Columbian Exposition on the Sab- 
bath day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of Latu Grange, No. 607, of Indiana, praying for 
the passage of the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of Miles Grange, No. 1057, of Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of the act making certain issues of money afull 


| legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Committee on Coin- 


age, Weights, and Measures. 
Also, petition of the same body, in favor of the free delivery 


| of mails in the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of legislation for the 
encouragement of silk—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of House bill 395—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Progress Grange, No. 96, of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of House bill 39—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, making certain issuesof money 
a full legal tender for payment of debts—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of an act making cer- 
tain issues of money a full legal tender for payment of debts—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of an act to prevent 
gambling in future products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of legislation for the 
encouragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of the free delivery of 
mail in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Mount Joy Grange, No. 584, of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of legislation for the encouragement of silk culture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of an act making cer- 


_ tain issues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to 


the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of House bill 395, de- 
fining lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of extending the free 


| delivery of mails to rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of Cherry Run Grange, No. 733, of Pennsylvania, 


| in favor of extending the free delivery of mails to the rural dis- 
| tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of the same body, in favor of legislation for the 
encouragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of an act making cer- 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body in favor of House bill 395. de- 


| fining lard, ete.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition in favor of a law to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Victor Grange, No. 159, of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of House bill 395, defining lard, ete.—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of an act making cer- 
tain issues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of an act making cer- 
tain issues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of extending the free 
delivery of mails in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of legislation for the 
encouragementof silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Salem Grange, No. 964, of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of extending the free delivery of mails to the rural dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of House bill 395, de- 
fining lard, ete.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of legislation in en- 
couragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of an act making cer- 
tain issues of money legal tender in the payments of all debts— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
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By Mr. MCCREARY: Petition of J. E. Huffman, with affida- | 
vits to accompany bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. MI LIKEN: Petition of Monmouth Grange, Me.—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. OWENS: Resolution of Buckeye Assembly, Ohio, in | 
favor of the election of United States Senators directly by the 

ople—to the Committee on Election of President and Vice-Pres- 
ident and Representatives in Congress. 

Also, resolution of the same body, for restricting Chinese im- 
migration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, resolution of the same body, praying the enactment of 
laws prohibiting Chinese from landing upon our shores—to the 
Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Concord, Muskingum County, 
Ohio, asking for a certain amendment to the Constitution—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of the Tampa (Fla.) Board of 
Trade, for the maintenance of certain fast-mail service—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. RAYNER: Petition of Caroline Whittle, fora pension 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHONK: Petition of State Grange No. 1023, of Penn- 
sylvania, for the immediate passage of a law prohibiting gam- 
bling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the extension of the free 
delivery of mails in the rural districts—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the passage of an act pro- 
hibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the encouragement of silk 
culture in the United States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, forthe immediate passage of 
House bill 395, defining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the prompt passage of a 
law prohibiting the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition and resolutions of George H. | 
Thomas Post, Grand Army of the Republic, to amend the laws 
restricting the civil service—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

Also, petition and memorial of Bricklayers’ Union No. 18, of 
Cincinnati, against Chinese immigration—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial and petition of Bricklayers Union No. 18, of 
Cincinnati, in favor of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of about 1,000 citizens 
of Venango County, Pa., in favor of more effective legislation 
regulating foreign immigration and the qualification for Ameri- 

ean citizenship—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR: Memorial of W.B. Gamble, 
postmaster, and 27 other citizens, of Akron, Ohio, asking for re- 
ief in matter of duties on postage stamps—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Ohio State board of health, asking for es- | 
tablishment of a national board of health and the appointment of | 


a medical secretary of public health—to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of 153 miners of the Twentieth district of Ohio, 
praying for the passage of Chinese exclusion act—to the Select 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition favoring an amendment to 
the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of North Carolina: Petition and memorial | 
in reference to an amendment to the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 1, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
Phe Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present the petition of George W. Hass and | 
other citizens of Wichita, Kans., praying that Congress may | 
take whatever action may be necessary to invite a conference of 
the governments of the world to sit during and in connection with | 
the World’s Columbian Exposition to be held at Chicago in 1893 
for the purpose of devising, discussing, and recommending meas- | 
ures by which the principle of arbitration may be incorporated ! 
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in treaties, conflicting international laws may be harmonized, 
and an international court established having jurisdiction in 
cases which governments shall fail to settle by negotiation. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Select Committee 
on the Quadro-Centennial. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of certain citizens of Kan- 


| sas, praying that an appropriation be made for the purpose of 


irrigating the western part of that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of A. W. Gilchrist, of 
Punta Gorda, Fla., praying that Punta Gorda be made a port of 
entry in that State: which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented petitions of Thorn Creek, Union, 
Washington, Harmony, Lotus, and Forest Granges, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Indiana, praying for the passage of the bills to 
prevent the adulteration of food and drugs, and defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of Harmony, Washington, Union, 
Forest, and Thorn Creek Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of In- 
diana, praying for the free delivery of the mails in rural districts; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Harmony, Washington, Union, 
Lotus, Forest, and Thorn Creek Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Indiana, praying for the passage of the law to prevent gam- 
bling in farm products: which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Washington, Harmony, Thorn 
Creek, and Union Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana, 
praying for the passage of legislation making certain issues of 
money full legal tender in payment of all debts: which were re- 
ferred to the Committée on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Thorn Creek, Forest, Washing- 
ton, Union, and Harmony Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Indiana, praying for the passage of legislation for the encourage- 
ment of silk culture; which were referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Commandery of the Loyal 
Legion of the State of Indiana, held at Indianapolis, February 22, 
1892, praying that an appropriation be made in aid of the build- 
ing of a chapel at Arlington Cemetery, Virginia: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Indiana, pray- 


| ing that Congress prohibit the opening on Sunday of any exposi- 


tion or exhibition at which United States funds are expended; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial 


(Select). 


Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of Progress Grange, No. 9, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Maryland, and a petition of Asbestos 
Grange, No. 172, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maryland, praying for 
the passage of legislation for the encouragement of silk culture; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented the petition of Annie Dulany, of Maryland, 
widow of William Dulany, late of the Marine Corps, and lieuten- 


| ant in the Fifth United States Cavalry, praying that she be 


granted a pension of $50 per month: which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented a petition of Progress Grange, No. 9, Pa- 


| trons of Husbandry, of Maryland, and a petition of Asbestos 
| Grange, No. 172, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maryland, praying 
for the passage of an act prohibiting contracts discrediting legal- 


tender currency; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented a petition of Progress Grange, No. 9, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Maryland; a petition of Olney Grange, 
No. 7, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maryland, and a petition of 
Asbestos Grange, No. 172, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maryland, 
praying for the passage of a bill defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Progress Grange, No. 9, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Maryland; a petition of Asbestos Grange, No. 
172, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maryland, and a petition of Olney 
Grange, No. 7, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maryland, praying for 
the passage of legislation to prevent gambling in farm products: 


| which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented a petition of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Baltimore, Md., containing 128 sig- 
natures, praying that no exposition or exhibition for which ap- 
propriations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centenial 
(Select). 

Mr. GULLOM presented the petition of Pleasant Plains Grange 


oso? 





— 


No. 174, Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for the encouragement of silk culture; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Pleasant Plains Grange, No. 
174, Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the passage 
of abill to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also, presented the petition of Pleasant Plains Grange, No. 
174, Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prevent gambling in farm products; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Pleasant Plains Grange, No. 
174, Patrons of Husbandry, of Llinois, praying for the passage of 
House bill 395, defining lard and imposing a tax thereon; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Pleasant Plains Grange, No. 
174, Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the free deliv- 
ery. of mails in rural districts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Pleasant Plains Grange, No. 
174, Patrons of Husbandry, of Llinois, praying for the passage of 
a bill making certain issues of money full legal tender in pay- 
mentof all debts; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. TURFTE presented two petitions of Greenfield Grange, 
No. 887, Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana, praying for the pas- 
sage of the bills to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs, 
and defining lard and imposing a tax thereon; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Greenfield Grange, No. 887, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana, praying for the passage of a 
law to prevent gambling in farm products; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Greenfield Grange, No. 887, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana, praying for the passage of 
legislation for the encouragement of silk culture; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Greenfield Grange, No. 887, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana, praying for the passage of a 
law making certain issues of money full legal tender in payment 
of all debts; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Greenfield Grange, No. 887, 

-atvons of Husbandry, of Indiana, praying for the free delivery 
of mails in rural districts; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented a petitionof Woodstown Grange, 


free delivery of mails in rural districts; which was referred to 
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legislation to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Woodstown Grange, No. 9, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of New Jersey, praying for the passage of 
legislation for the encouragement of silk culture; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Woodstown Grange, No. 9, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of New Jersey, praying for the passage of a 
law to prevent gambling in farm products; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Woodstown Grange, No. 9, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of New Jersey, praying for the passage of 
legislation prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender cur- 
reney; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Woodstown Grange, No. 9, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the 
bili defining lard and imposing atax thereon; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Lane | 
County, Oregon, praying for the passage of the Butterworth 
antioption bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lane County, Ore- | 
gon, praying for the speedy passage of a bill framed on the prin- 


ciples of what is known as the Conger lard bill: which was or- | 
dered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a petition of the Astoria (Oregon) Chamber | 
of Commerce, praying that appropriations be made for the im- 
provement of the rivers of Oregon; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. WASHBURN presented a patition of Minnehaha Grange, | 
No. 398, Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the 
passage of a law to prevent gambling in farm products; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Stephen County, 
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Minn., praying for the passage of the antioption bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a. petition of Minnehaha Grange, No. 398, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
legislation for the encouragement of silk culture; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Minnehaha. Grange, No. 398, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
the bill defining lard and imposing a tax thereon; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Minnehaha Grange, No. 398, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
a law to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs; which was 


| ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of Minnehaha Grange, No. 398, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for the passage of 
legislation making certain issues of money full legal tender in 
payment of all debts; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition numerously signed by 
citizens of Arrow Rock, Saline County, Mo., praying for the 
passage of the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Farmers and 
Laborers’ Union of Cooper County, Mo., favoring the free coin- 
age of silver, the electionof President and United States Senators 
by direct vote of the people, a graduated income tax,.the sup- 
pression of gambling in grain and farm products, and. a rigid 
economy in Government affairs; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of citizens of Peru, Kans., 
praying for the passage of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States prohibiting any legislation by the States re- 
specting an establishmentof religion or an appropriation of money 
for any sectarian purpose; which wasreferred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Trades-and Labor 
Assembly of Findlay, Ohio, and a petition of the Bricklayers’ 
Union, No. 5, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill 257, to amend and enforce the eight-hourlaw; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 19 citizens of Waterville, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the Washburn-Hatch antioption bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of citizensof Avoea; Iowa, 


B , | members of the Grand Army of the Republic, praying that. the 
No. 9, Patrons of Husbandry, of New Jersey, praying for the | 


pension of Joseph Porter, late private in. Company K, Sixth New 
York Heavy Artillery, be increased to $72 per month; which was 


ii¢ 5 bs | referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented a petition of Woodstown Grange, No. 9, Pa- | 


trons of Husbandry, of New Jersey, praying for the passage of | 


He also presented a memorial of the Congregational Church 
of Meindoes Falls, Vt., and. a memorial of the Hartford Braneh 
of the Connecticut Indian Association, remonstvating against any 
reduction in the appropriations for the cause of Indiaw educa 
tion;. which were referred. to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of Algona Grange, No. 1684, 

?atrons of Husbandry, of lowa, praying for the passage of legis- 
lation extending the free delivery of mails to rural. districts; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Kinsman Post, No. 7,.Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Des Moines, Lowa, remonstrating 
against the passage of the free-coinage bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented apetition of Algona Grange, No.1684, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Iowa, and a petition: of citizens of Denton 
County, Iowa, praying for the passage of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products; which were referred to the Commit- 


| tee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented the petition of H. I. Smith and other citi- 
zens of Mason City, Lowa, praying for the adoption of an amend- 


| ment to the Constitution prohibiting’ the States from passing 


any law respecting an establishment of religion, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
He also presented the petition of R. J. Gillespie and other 


| citizens of Benton County, Iowa, praying for the passage of the 


Conger lard bill: which was ordered to lie on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2081) to grant.to the Duluth, Mis- 
sabe and Northern Railway Company a. right of way through 
the Fond du Lac Indian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE, from.the Committee on Coast Defenses, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 537) to provide for the establishment of 


ry 
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a gun factory for the finishing and assembling of heavy ordnance 


on the Pacific coast, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5681) for the better control of and to pro- 
mote the safety of national banks, reported it with anamendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. From the Committee on Finance I report 
back adversely the bill (S. 2133) to repeal the internal-revenue 
tax on the circulation of bank notes issued under State authority. 
The bill was introduced by the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE]. I ask to have it placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam also directed by the same committee to 
report back adversely the bill (S. 672) to repeal all aets and pa 
of acts discriminating in taxation against the circulating note: 
of State banks and State banking associations. [ask to have the 
bill indefinitely postponed. It was introduced by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the action of the Senate 
proposed, but I simply desire to say that the report in respect to 
the bills adversely reported was not unanimous in the committ 
One of the bills going upon the Calendar, I have no objection to 
the disposition suggested as to the others. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam also directed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance to report back adversely the bill (5.2027) to repeal all acts 
and partsof acts discriminating in taxation against the circulat- 
ing notes of State banks and State banking associations, intro- 
duced by the Senator from North Carolina | Mr. V ANCE], and the 
bill (S. 1699) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes and 
United States Treasury notes, introduced by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE], and [ask that the bills be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. VANCE. I rose to request that the bill which was ad- 
versely reported, that I had the honor to introduce, be permitted 
te goon the Calendar. But my friend from Tennessee |Mr. HAR- 
RIS| informs me that a similar bill introduced by the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has gone on the Calendar. and 
that will answer my purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
nitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1234) amending an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated 
bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation 
in said State, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary 
appropriations for carrying out the same,” reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. On the 23d of this month the following pro- 
posed amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill was intro- 
duced and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, namely: 

To enable the Postmaster-Generai to make tests in country districts of the 
free delivery of mails, $200,000. 

Iam instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads to report the amendment back favorably and recommend 
that it be referred te the Committee on Appropriations for the 
consideration of that committee. 

The report was agreed to. 


The bills will be postponed indefi- 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 2403) for the relief of 
certain officers of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON of Maryland introduced a bill (S. 2404) provid- 
ing for the extension of Thirty-seventh street; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2405) to incorporate the East and 
West Washington Traction Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2406) to pay a pension to Martha 
P. E. Kenly; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 3 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2407) for the relief of the 
legal representative or representatives of Franklin S. Whitney. 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2408) granting a pension to 
William H. Egolf: which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLPH. introduce a bill, not wishing to anticipate the 
action of the Committee on Foreign Relations, but to have it 
printed by way of suggestion to that committee. 
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punishment of violations 
rights of aliens was read twice by its title, and referred 


The bill (S. 2409) to provide for the 
of treaty 


to the Committee on Foreign Re! 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced (5S. 2410) to authorize the 
purchase of the library of historical manuscripts and printed 
books belonging to theestate of the late George Bancroft: which 


¢ 
Was r ad twice by its title, and eferred tothe ¢ nmittee on the 


Library. 





Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. for th ief of 
Lydia A. Magill, administratrix; whi rea e by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bi S. 24412) to provide for the 


eation of a board of regents of education for the Indian and 
Oklahoma Territories, te define the powers, duties, and respon- 
ibilities of such board, and to provide for the purchase of cer- 


tain lands from the Government of the United States for the 


promotion of the industrial and academic education of Indians 
and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr.PERKINS. [ask unanimous consent that 500 extracopies 


of that bill be printed and sent to the Senate document room for 
the use and distribution of those who are interested in the pro- 
posed legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? 
none. and the extra number of 500 will be ] 
Senate document room. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (SS. 2413) for the relief of 
Thomas Moonlight: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2414) granting a pension to Abasha 
Risk; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2415) granting apension to Samuel 
N. Robertson: which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introdueed a bill (S. 2416) granting an inerease 
of pension to Joseph Porter; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2417) relating te lands in 
Colorado lately oceupied by the Uncompahgre and White River 
Ute Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2418) for the relief of Louis 
H, Bristol, administrator; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2419) for the relief of Agnes 
McIntyre, administratrix: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. , 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2420) to require patents to be 
issued to land actually settled under the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
j ide for the armed occupation and settlement of the unsettled 
part of the peninsulaof Florida,” approved August 4, 1842; which 
was read twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2421) to repeal the second 
section, numbered 4, of chapter 561 of the laws of the second s 
sion of the Fifty-first Congress and to retnaet the pre#émption 
aws thereby repealed; which was read twice by its title, and) 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


1 
I 


Che Chair hears 
rinted and sent to the 


HON. J. W. FLANAGAN. 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution: whic 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 














Resolved, That the Secretary be. and is ereby, authorized and directed t 
pay to the legal representative of Hon. J. W. Flanagan, late Senator from 
Texas, }——, the amount due said J. W. Flanagan as Senator in the For 

‘th Cor $3 from the 4th of March, 1869, till he was paid; said payment to 
¢ le the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate 

COAST DEFENSES COMMITTEE HEARING. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted the following resolution; which ‘ 
‘elerred to the Committ to Audit and Control the Conting 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to rep 
Commit on Coast Defenses in relation to the bill (S 
estat } mntofa gui ‘ 
ordnance on the P fic coast. and the bi S. 17¢ 
ing the efficiency of the coast defenses, be paid ont of the niingent tun 
the Senate. ipen vouche! pvr “cl blr vl i 

PROPOSED RETURN OF CREDENTIALS 
BARBOUR. I send a communication to the desk whic 
| k to have read. 
PTA ——— _ : 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication w he ad. 

J Chis Clerk read as follows: 

IRGINTA, OFF! )F SECRETARY OF THE COMMONWEALTH 
Richmond. Va.. Febvrua 9 
DEAR Sire: I write to request you to return me the mmiss ttt 


JOHN W. DANIEL, recently elected United States Senator f 1 Virginia, 
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which I mailed you on last Saturday, in order that I may make a smal! cor- 
rection. It will be immediately returned to you 
Yours truly, 


H. W. FLOURNOY, 
Secretary of the Commonweaith. 

Per S. 

To the SECRETARY Of the Senate of the United States, 
Senate Chamber Washington 


D. C. 
Mr. BARBOUR. 
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I ask that the request of the secretary of the | 


Commonwealth be complied with, and that the credentials be re- | 


turned to Richmond. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request will be complied with 
by the Secretary of the Senate, in the absence of objection. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL subsequently said: A moment ago the Sena- 
tor from Virginia |Mr. BARBOUR] presented an application re- 


questing the withdrawal of the commission of the Senator from | 


Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. The chairman of the Committee on 
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referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, if it has not already 
been ordered printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be considered as 
agreed to if there be no objection. The Chair hears mone, and 


| it is agreed to. 


PROPOSED TRANSFER OF REVENUE MARINE. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present a letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy in reference to the transfer of the Revenue Marine 
Service to the Navy Department, and ask that it may be printed 
as a document and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
I desire to call it to the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
| Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say TI desire to call the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri to the communication of the Secretary of 


| the Navy which I[ now present concerning a transfer of the Reve- 


Privileges and Elections was not present at the time, and I did | 
not feel at liberty to interpose; in fact, I did not comprehend | 


precisely what the request was. 
dangerous practice to permit, on the request of a secretary of 
state simply, the withdrawal of a commission that has been reg- 
ularly presented to the Senate and is on the files of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And it was not signed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That may all be— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that the letter requesting the 
return of the credentials was not signed by the secretary of 
state; it was signed by the ‘‘secretary of state, per S.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. That makes it infinitely worse. I ask that 
the matter be held over for the present, and I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the credentials were orcered to be returned. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 


But it seems to me that it is a | 


nue Marine to the Navy Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will be printed 
as a document, if there be no objection, and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Naval Affairs. 


SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I now renew my motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the contested-election case. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consid- 
eration of the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
on the contested seat from the State of Idaho. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On this question the Senator from 


| Montana [Mr. SANDERs] is entitled to the floor. 


by the Senator from Oregon to reconsider the vote by which the | 


credentials were ordered to be returned by the Secretary of the 
Senate. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the communication be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION—SENATOR FROM IDAHO, 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask consent to make a per- 
sonal explanation. In the Idaho Daily Statesman of the 25th of 
February, 1892, there is what purports to be a telegraphic dis- 
patch from Washington, under the date of February 24, which 
bears some inherent evidence of being genuine. In it I find the 
following: 

The lobbying by STEWART and SANDERS with the Democrats still con- 
tinues. DUBOIS taunted SANDERS to-day and asked him to speak for Clagett. 

T wish to say in reference to that last statement it is true. 

When seen afterward, DUBOIS said *‘he has been buttonholing Senators, 
both Democrats and Republicans, and lobbying for weeks in Clagett’s inter- 
est, and I want him to go on récord fairly. I do not believe he has the cour- 
age to make a speech for Clagett nor vote for him, but I want him todo both. 
If he really thinks I was not legally elected he should so speak and vote. I 
want him to be manly and consistent.” 

What truth there is in that extract I leave for Senators them- 
selves to determine. My self-respect does not permit any reply. 
ENLISTMENT OF INDIANS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The resolution submited yesterday by Mr. MORGAN was read, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on Military Affairs be instructed 
to inguire and consider whether a wise policy in the civilization of the Indian 
requires the establishment Of a school west of the a River, based 
on the principles of the military enlistment, instruction, and discipline of In- 
dian youths and young men, with a view to qualifying them for service in 
the Army of the United States, and that said committee have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, let that resolution lie over, 
and I shall call it up at a later day in the week. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be laid over. 

CHOCTAW 

Mr. DAWES. 
cluded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIIT is 
in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the contested-election case from Idaho. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will. 

Mr. DAWES. Last week a message was received from the 


AND CHICKASAW LANDS. 
Mr. President, is the morning business con- 


President in reference to an appropriation of a sum of money to 
be paid to the Choctaws and Chickasaws, which was laid upon 
I move that it be taken from the table, printed, and 


the table. 





Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, ‘‘And Paul earnestly behold- 
ing the council, said, ‘Men and brethren, I have lived in all 
good conscience before God until this day.’ 

‘*‘And the high priest Ananias commanded them that stood by 
him to smite him on the mouth. 

‘** Then said Paul unto him, ‘God shall smite thee, thou whited 


| wall, for sittest thou to judge me after the law, and commandest 





| can mistake. 


me to be smitten contrary to the law?’ 

This is the first great contempt of court of which we have an 
authentic history, and it resulted in the triumphant acquittal of 
the accused and in the final and supreme condemnation of the 
judge. More than that, itseparated the function of a judge from 
the sordid occurrences of life and lifted it into the serene sky 
where, in popular apprehension and in ethics, it has ever since 
remained. 

By the Constitution of the United States, section 5 of Article 
[, it is provided that each house shall be the judge of the elec- 
tions, returns, and certifications of its own members. This Sen- 
ate then sits here not mixed up with the strivings of party 
polities, not to be swayed by personal considerations, not to be 
intimidated by cowardly fear, nor yet to be led by personal prefer- 
ences in this way or that way according to its individual desire. 
In the serene light of the law, in the examination of every ques- 
tion according to the weight of the proof, we enter upon the 
controversy here and now under consideration to submit a final 
award that must stand all examination, that must survive all 


| criticism, or our honor will suffer for all coming time. 


The State of Idaho is a petitioner at our bar, an august suitor 
invoking the judgment of this Senate upon an agreed state of 


| facts controlled by constitutional provisions and mature legisla- 


tion that knows no ambiguity and no equivocation. She brings 
to us plaintively and pathetically all her history and turns it wide 
open for our gaze. It is a book, the chapter of which no man 
It is an epic, the events of which are not denied, 
and we are called upon in the exercise of the intelligence which 
we possess to say what is the interpretation of those statutes and 
that constitution, and what are the consequences of those undis- 
puted facts in her history. 

I confess that I am not fully satisfied that this discussion, thus 
lifting itself into this serene sky, has seemed to be clouded some- 
what by the mistsand fogs of personal considerations. To us in 
the administration of Government these considerations are inad- 
missible. Great they may be; as said by the honorable Senator 


| from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] they may not be minor issues, 


but if they are great to any people, they are great alone to the 
Commonwealth of Idaho. Here they are irrelevant. They do 
not touch and they should not by a hair’s breadth swerve us from 
the diligent and solemn inquiry as to what is by law the creation 
of this body, the Senate of the United States. 

It was my fortune in former times to have been a resident of 
the Territory of Idaho. She was the nursing mother from which 
the State I have the honor in part to represent sprung. Be- 
tween her people and those of the State in which I live there 
are many interests in common, intercommunication is frequent, 
and the duties and privileges and pride of good neighborhood 
are alike hersandours. The citizens of Montana feel an abiding 
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interest in her prosperity, and she could never present to them 
an exigency of sorrow or of care that they would hold any rep- 


resentative of their’s guiltless if he should not rush with all his | 
powers to the rescue and do what he could to retrieve the mis- | 


fortunes that had befallen her. 

In the fulfillment therefore of a high duty, commanded by the 
Constitution and by the law, and seconded by every impulse of 
my own heart and of the hearts of my people, I have been con- 
strained to give to this controversy my best attention and I have 
arrived at a conclusion which is satisfactory tomy own mind; and 
as with that conclusion and my action I shall be compelled here- 
after forever to abide, I can not submit either the conclusion or 


the action to the control of any other man. So as that my con- | 


science acquits me of having done the just thing in the supreme 
exigency of a sister Commonwealth, [ shall go out from this 
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circumstances, could possibly arise. Indeed, it was left for that 
modern Christopher Columbus, the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], in quest of new lands and new ex- 
igencies, to find a condition to which the language of this law 


| did not apply; and although I listened to him with whatsoever 


Hall gratified that the occasion has occurred and that I had the | 


| ate, when the Judiciary Committee was the ( nmitt on Privileges and 


courage to discharge the duty which my people expect. 


cial in its character. The speech which we use here ought also 
to be judicial; butsome of us are so used to the duties of advocacy, 
not only outside of this Chamber but somewhat within it, that 
possibly in an extemporaneous speech I-shall not be able whoily 
to control the forms into which I shall attempt to put the few 
considerations which appertain to this case which I desire to sub- 
mit to the Senate in as judicial aframe asI coulddesire. In that 
respect I make ample apology in advance, not justifying, but ex- 


of attention 1 could, I must say that I failed to see any demonstra- 
tion whatever that the exact language of the first section of this 
law did not cover precisely and exactly the case that the Idaho 
Legislature on the 18th of December, 1890, had in their keeping. 

Why, there was a time in the history of this statute when, used 
for illustration, there were no suggestions needed that a condi- 
tion could arise that was not within it, but an honorable Senator 
standing on this floor, in a most remarkable speech concerning 
the tenure by which members of this body hold their seats here, 
said of and concerning this law: 





This statute was devised cautiously by the Judiciary Committee of the Sen 


Elections, and when its members had become somewhat versed in the law 


I have said that the position which we occupied here was judi- | 


applicable to contested elections and to the tenure of seats in the Senat« 
The statute was intended, along with the Constitution, to cover every con 
ceivable case of vacancy. It was intended to provide for every contingency 


which judicial or parliamentary foresight could suggest 






Speaking, then, of a most remarkable resolution before the 


| Senate and riddling it with his eloguence and his logic and his 


cusing myself that I have some examples of aberrations from ju- | 


dicial expression in the discussion that has heretofore transpired. 

Iam not about to delay the Senate with the discussion of any 
question that, in my judgment, is irrelevant to the determina- 
tion of this controversy, As to some of the conclusions at which 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections have arrived I do not 
dissent. As to some of the conclusions at which the minority of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections have arrived Iagree, 
and as to some of them I disagree; but gathering around all this 
controversy and reducing it to the very pith and marrow of the 
proposition that decides it, we are brought face to face with th« 
definition of a single word, which, as it shall be defined, is the 
supreme determination of all that we have at our bar. There- 
fore, as to the propositions of fact and law which enter into and 
control this matter, for purposes of exactness I have chosen to 
reduce them to writing. ; 

Section 3 of Article I of the Constitution of the United States 
provides that— 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the Legislature thereof for six years. 

So much of that section as appertains to Idaho is the number 
of Senators, the State from which they are to be chosen, and the 
body which is to choose them. Being a State newly admitted 
into the Union, and subject to the provisions of other sections in 
this article of the Constitution, she did on that 18th day of De- 
cember, 1890, elect but one Senator for six years. 

Section 4 of the same article of the Constitution provides that— 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Rep- 
resentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but 
the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, ex- 
cept as to the places of choosing Senators. 

Under that section of Article I forseventy-five years the Legis- 
latures of the various States, under laws passed by them or under 
regulations prescribed by the respective houses independently, 
elected Senators, but at the end of three-quarters of acentury the 
perturbations of the time made it wise in the judgment of Congress 
that an authority which had lain dormant so long should finally 
be called into exercise, and a law was framed, which for per- 
spicuity, which for brevity, which for comprehensiveness, which 
for exactness, stands unexcelled in all the statutes that have ever 
been passed. It was the outgrowth of contentions in more than 
one State. The Senate had stood the observer of factions that 
had left States unrepresented, that had excited passions, that had 
incited impulses that had better remained quelled. It therefore 
submitted to its Committee on the Judiciary, then having charge 
of those duties that now appertain to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, the responsibility of framing a law which should 
cover every conceivable case that might arise where a vacancy 
existing or imminent should be required by the Legislature of a 
State to be filled. 

That Committee on the Judiciary was composed of as able law- 
yers as ever graced this forum. Thechairman of it was the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois, Lyman Trumbull, and the other 
members were Ira Harris of New York, Daniel Clark of New 
Hampshire, Reverdy Johnson of Maryland, Luke Poland of Ver- 
mont, WILLIAM M. STEWART of Nevada, and Thomas A. Hen- 
dricks of Indiana. Of them all, two alone survive; of them all, 
one alone remains here to instruct us by his wisdom. After this 
law had been examined for many years it had been found to fit 
every conceivable case which, by any combination of unexpected 
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perceptive faculties and his sarcasm, he said: 


But the resolution before us presents a case never dreamed of by the “aen 


| who drafted, amended, and enacted any statute to be found in the recerds of 


Congress. 


Thus spoke Mr. Roscoe Conkling, of New York. What is the 
exigency which that statute covers? A Legislature must find 
itself to have been chosen next preceding the expiration of the 
time for which any Senator was elected to represent such Stat 
in Congress. Did the Idaho Legislature, after it had elected 
Senators SHOUP and McConnell, find itself in that place, in that 
situation, in that exigency? I recall that when their creden- 
tials were presented to this body it was suggested, I believe 
by the honorable Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], that 
possibly it were wise to make an inquiry whether it was compe 
tent for that Legislature to proceed with that duty until the two 
Senators chosen had presented their credentials and themselves 
in this body, had taken the oath prescribed by the Constitution, 
and by the processes prescribed by the Senate had determined 
when their respective terms should expire 

That idea obtained not merely here, but it suggested itself to 
the members of the Legislature of the Stateof Idaho. Without 
aid, each from the other, both bodies arrived at the same con- 
clusion, and inasmuch as from all the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States it was made apparent that one of the 
classes which it was the duty of the Senate to fill was a class the 
terms of which would expire on the 3d of March, 1891, and inas- 
much as all elections of that character proceeded upon the prop- 


| 
1] 


+ 


| osition that the Constitution and the laws would be obeyed, the 


Legislature of Idaho coneluded, as we have concluded, as all this 
discussion leaves as a final and aunani 
right and proper for the senate and house of representatives of 
Idaho to say, after they had elected the two Senators who by the 
constitution of the State and of the United States were entitled 
to represent her in this body, the term of one of them by th: 
Constitution and by the law and by the action of the Senate an- 
ticipated indeed, but which is nevertheless in the order of things 


1 . 1 ° 
lous CONnC!uUsiON, that it was 


| as certain as that the 3d of March, 1891, will transpire—it de- 


cided, and said: ‘* We are the last Legislature elected before th« 
expiration of the term of a Senator, and therefore it is our duty 
under this law to select the successor of the one whose term of 
office will expire on the 3d of next March.” 

No, this statute fulfills, even with hypercritical criticism, th: 
purpose of the men who prepared it, of the Congress that wov 
it into your law, and, therefore, I say, that if there be no better 
escape from the conclusions that are produced before us as the 
report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections than the es- 
cape suggested by the honorable Senator from New Hampshir 
there is nothing left but surrender or standing upon that report 

Possibly here as well as anywhere else [ might conclude what 
| have to say, not by way of criticism indeed, but by ay of 
caution against what else was said by that honorable Senator 

A few days before that, while we were determining as to tl 
validity of the title of the honorable Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] to his seat, we were greatly beholden to the Senator from 
New Hampshire for a historical disquisition upon this statute 
which, although it did not concern any pending controversy in 
this body about which the Senators disagreed, nevertheless was 
very instructive and very useful, but I can not allow it to remai 
here as a suggestion that when, upon a proposition of constit 
tional and statute law, we are to determine what agent a great 
State has selected to represent her interests upon this floor, to 
have it minimized and belittled by an appeal to Senators whether 
they are going to drive the sitting member from his seat. 


ie 
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We drive nobody from his seat. Unless we be ingrates, unless 
we abdicate our duty, we shall ascertain according to the forms 
of law what Senator Idaho has chosen to represent her on this 
floor, and it is not aconsideration worthy of amoment’s thought 
who shall be driven or who shall be admitted. It is nobody’s 


seat. It belongsto the State of Idaho. Shestands here demand- | 


ing that her rightful Senator shall be given the place, and her 
request is one that no Senator has a right to fail to examine and 
to fail to determine according to the best lights which are given 
him. 

Thus saith the law: 

The Legislature of each State which is chosen next preceding the expira- 
tion of the time for which any Senator was elected to represent such State 
in Congress shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization 
thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress. 

And here in this word ‘‘ organization” is what has been found 
the stumbling-block of statesmen. In this plain little word that 
needs not to be discussed, that with all our experience under it 
and with itiand about it does not need to be lexicographically 
defined, has been the Scylla and the Charybdis upon which the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections are stranded, and we are 
called upon here and now to gather together the wrecks that are 
left. Why, if we were to gather before us the young men who 
are the pages in this Hall, and should tell them to go down into 
the room of the Committee on Foreign Relations and organize a 
legislative body, they would come back here with a report of that 
which they had done without instructions from anybody; and 
they would have a presiding officer; they would have recording 
officers for so many duties as in their judgment were required; 
they would have executive officers adequate to the duties that 
were in hand; they would have doorkeepers, and they would have 
all the paraphernalia of an active legislative body ready to do 
work conveniently and in order. 

{f we should submit to our colored fellow-citizens, who some- 
times grace the galleries with their presence here, and who, since 
their emancipation, have derived half of their knowledge from 
what has been rudely sometimes said, perhaps, but what has been 
said in their own public meetings—if we should send them out to 
organize a body, legislative or otherwise, they would come back 


pages. What is true of them would be true of any body of citi- 
zens up and down the length and breadth of this land. They 
would not go away and disturb their brains with that discussion 
which for more than two hundred years has disturbed the biolo- 
gists, whether life precedes function or function precedes life. 
They would know, and know as conclusively as it is given to 
human beings to know anything, that the organization of a body 
vas the furnishing of it with those organisms through which all 
its business, essential and nonessential, might be done. 

There is, therefore, for me in this word “ organization” no ter- 
ror. I approach it in this law with the same calmness and in 


| 





the constitution of Idaho that divided her Legislature into two 
houses, he did not deign to tell us. 

He was followed by the honorable Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
PALMER], whom I regret I do not see in his seat now, with an- 
other argument as remarkable and startling and as remote from 
the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections as was 


| the argument of the Senator from New Hampshire, and a mostal- 
| luring speech it was, addressed to Senators susceptible to be mis- 


led by its insinuations; but to him the law is a good piece of ad- 
vice like the Bible and ought to be followed, and the time fixed 
for an election ought really to be observed; but if it is not ob- 
served, ‘‘are you going to rebuke the sovereign States,” ex- 
claims the honorable Senator? ‘‘Are youhere proposing to deny 


| to Idaho her right of representation? I should think there 
might be some deference shown, particularly by my brethren 


on this side of the Chamber, to the rights of a sovereign State.” 

Well, Mr. President, I have a suggestion to make, which I 
think may be very useful and may allay a great many anxieties 
and may accommodate a great many honorable men in their most 
honorable aspirations. The newspapers, that say so much of us 
on this floor which is not true, say that here in this Chamber are 


| several honorable gentlemen possessing that most honorable am- 


the same spirit that I would approach it in any other place in | 


literature. I know how the courts have defined it; I know how 
popular action in myriads of instances has defined it: I know how 


the American Union have defined it; I know how from immemorial 
time it has been detined; and, knowing these things, I have no 
desire in this matter, so supreme and controlling over my judg- 
ment, as that I will consent to kick history off from the footstool 


There is no use of multiplying authorities. In the thirty- 


eighth volume of the Connecticut Reports, it is said on pages 67 | 
and 68: 

The wor rganize”’’ ordinarily signifies the choice and qualification of 
sll necessary officers for the transaction of the business. 


\nd right here as well as in any other place possibly, I might 
stop and make a comment or two upon the somewhat remark- 
able aberration of this discussion from the report of the Commit- 


hung up in the porch of a rich man’s house in the gray dawn of 
the morning that was so utterly abandoned as is this majority re- 
port. No one but the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] has 


Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] says there is no law applicable to 
this case; the act of 1866 does not touch it; no law of Idaho touches 


it; but he did not tell us by what process of ratiocination it was | 


bition to be elected President of the United States. Humbly 
yielding to the appeal of the honorable Senator from Illinois, I 
beg leave to suggest to him that he shall take the last Tuesday 
in October as his day of election and that each of the other hon- 
orable gentlemen shall select a day of his own. 

There would be not a particle of doubt but that each and all of 
them in the respective States could have an electoral college, 
could have a host bearing their banners and shouting their 
names, and that they could all come down here on the 4thof next 
March, each with his little green bag containing his inaugural 
address, labeled upon the outside ‘‘ Remedies for financial evils;” 
‘‘A cure for the influenza;” ‘‘A certain and sudden promise that 
the millennium will come on the Tuesday succeeding the first 
Monday after this inaugural address is read.” Ido not know but 
that there would be some advantages in that, for we could get 
up on the eastern portico of the Capitol a competitive examina- 


s 4 ' | tion and see which one of them suited us best. If we are going 
here with as complete and perfect an organization as would the | 


to abolish the solemn forms of law, if time is no longer of the 
essence of an election, I pray these honorable gentlemen to cease 
watching each other over each shoulder and around the corners 
so closely and each select a day for election of his own. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

No, the honorable Senator from Illinois, I think, can hardly 
be sincere in his desire that we shall not yet cling to the ancient 
landmarks. I have nota particle of doubt but that the State of 
Idaho is oppressed with candidates for the United States Senate 


too numerous for anything that the Constitution allows, as the. 


halls of the Senate floor are oppressed with statesmen appropriate 
and fitting and worthy and deserving of the Chief Magistracy of 
the Union. But nevertheless until the Constitution is changed 
we must abide by the plain and homely rules of action which our 


: dae : ee | ancestors prescribed, and hold thatthe essential things by which 
legislative assemblies in forty-four States and four Territories of | 


democracy expresses its choice must be a place where the public 


| will can be expressed, a time when all can go to express it, and 


| 


he got around to the proposition that, inasmuch as the constitu- | 


tion of the State of Idaho makes the Legislature consist of two 
houses, he was able to get them into one. 

| can very well imagine tha.if there was alaw to get them into 
one for a given purpose they would constitute one house. That 
was the burden of his argument when he spoke to us about the 
controversy between the honorable Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL] and his contestant. But how, without a law and without 
a resolution of the two houses they could come together and act 
as one for a specific and definite purpose, he was able to override 





a form and manner whereby they can make that expression com- 
prehended and weave it into legislation and execution of the laws 
of the land. 

I did not know but that this tearing down of all the bars which 
have heretofore circumscribed us, so dear and enticing to the 


| honorable Senator from Illinois, might possibly obtain a foot- 


hold here; but I desire to record another view spoken on an- 
other occasion by a name that has heretofore been commanding 
in our history, and, although it has been in this discussion once 
recited, I choose to read again in happy contrast to this loose- 


| ness, this abandonment which we are invoked to exercise, the 


| commanding words of Daniel Webster. He said: 
tee on Privileges and Elections. There never was a foundling | 


But the people limit themselves also inother ways. They limitthemselves 
in the first exercise of their political rights; they limit themselves by all 
their constitutions in twoimportant respects; thatis to say, in regard to the 
qualifications of the electors, and in regard to the qualifications of the elected. 


| In every State and in all the States the people have precluded themselves 
been so poor as to do it reverence. The Senator from New | 


from vot for everybody a oS ht wish to vote for; they have limited 
their own ht of choosing. ey have said we will elect no man who has 
not such ona such qualifications. They have also limited themselves to cer- 
tain prescribed forms for the conduct of elections. They first vote at a par- 
ticular place, at a particular time, and under particular conditions; or not 
atall. It isfrom these modes that we are to ascertain the will of the Ameri- 
can people, and our Constitution and laws know no other mode. We are 
not to take the will of the ae from public meet , nor from tumultuous 
assemblies, by which the id are terrified, the ent are alarmed, and by 
which society is disturbed. These arenot American modes of signifying the 
will of the people, and they never were. If an in the country not as- 


certained by a regular vote, by regular returns, and by regular representa- 
tion has been established, it is an exception and not the rule; it is an anom- 
aly whichI believe can scarcely be found. 


There I leave the honorable gentlemen who think that upon 
the whole we must not rebuke a State by inquiring when the 
election was held and what the law was determining when it 
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should be held, or how it was conducted or the place where it was 
held, to wrestle with Mr. Webster, and I come to that other ar- 
gument from the honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] 
and the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH]—argu- 
ments which I can clearly comprehend, words spoken like law- 
yers, logical, precise, exact, plausible, but which begin with a 
single and an essential vice, which, having been once made the 

ostulate of their argument, all else is easy. They start in by 
annihilating the dictionary. To them “‘ organization” and ‘* ex- 
istence’’ are the same, and that there is a definition of ‘‘ organi- 
zation,” if we shall go to the lexicographers, which would com- 
port with their theory, may not be denied. 





Objectively considered, a great many things are organizations | 
that, subjectively regarded, are not organized. A government | 


is organized when it is divided into a legislative, a judiciar, 
and an executive department. Objectively each of these is a de- 
partment of an organized government, but when you come dow! 
to consider each one of these three departments in itself and in- 
quire whether it is organized or not, not whether it is an organi- 
zation of a larger thing, we shall find that the words * organize,” 
‘* organized,” and ‘‘ organization” have asubjective meaning and 
do not mean homogeneity but heterogeneity; they mean differen- 
tiation; they mean the assignment of functions to certain parts; 
they mean, as these two hundred and thirty-four instances have 
affirmed them to mean, the assignment by a legislative body of 
those things convenient and necessary for the conduct of the 
public business to the particular instrumentalities which are re- 
quired for their conduct. 

Organ. Especially a natural part or feature of a living existence or b 
cages of a special function that is essential to the life or well being 

rganize. To furnish with organs. 

To arrange or constitute in parts. 
fice, or relation appliedto * * * 
army, and the like. 

A legislative body, says the honorable Senator from Indiana 
Mr. TURPIE], isorganized when itisswornin. But we are talk- 
ing philosophically and lexicographically about the meaning of 
the word “ organize;” and I affirm that where a constitution of 
a State provides that the legislative power shall be vested in a 
senate and an assembly, the senate to consist, we will say, of 16 
members and the assembly of 55, that those 55 men whom ‘the 
people have elected and those 16 men that they have elected ar 
the repositories of legislative power. 

Why does the honorable Senator from Indiana hold that in a 
definition of the word ‘‘ organize” an oath is necessary? But 
for some law requiring it, it is as completely and as absolutely 
the repository of the legislative power and may exercise it in 
just such way as it chooses as if no oath were administered to it 
at all. Why make this step in the direction of an oath in order 
to define the word ‘‘ organization”? The oath is only requisite 
where some supreme law requires it; and it is just as competent 
and complete.a definition of the werd ‘* organize” to say that it 
when the fifty-five members of the house and the sixteen mem- 
bers of the senate are assembled, as to say that they must ve 
taken the oath in order to be organized. No, that will not do. 
And why a presiding officer? ‘The constitutions of very many 
States say nothing about a presiding officer, and in any event, 
if they all did or do, a presiding officer is only a matter of con- 
venience. 

There is no constitution of the United States, or of any State 
in it, which says that an organized body is a senate witha pre- 
siding officer or a house with a speaker. The senate consists of 
s0 many members, and the question of having a presiding officer 


Each having a special function, : 
human institutions, as agovernment 


at all, or a recording officer at all, or an executive officer at all, 
or a doorkeeper or a messenger at all, is a question that ad- 
dresses itself in such instances alone to the members of the body. 
They are as completely and as absolutely the repositories of the 
legislative power as if they did have these officers. The rest of 
it is all convenience; the rest of it is all custom; the rest of it, 
in theabsence of these constitutional requirements, may be omit- 
ted at the sweet will of any legislative body. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SANDERS. 


4 


With great pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I perhaps misunderstand the Senator. 

Mr. SANDERS. Ishould not wonder. The Senator seems to 
misapprehend almost everybody. 
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not answer that question. I did not say anything of the kind, 
but what the gentleman understood me to say I do not know. 


I was undertaking, Mr. President, to give a definition ab- 


stractly of what might occur in the absence of requirements con- 
stitutional or legislative, and it does not embarrass me at all if 





I should get along to the proposition where it would m of suf- 
ficient consequence to inquire whether in the State of Idaho this 
could be done or not. Iam simply saying if 
constitution and no statute law requiring a ] ing officer, the 
eighty-eight men who constitut 
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Hall, sit down here, and in turns or by one of our number, write 
out that we are in favor of and do hereby enact legislation which 
| shall read as follows: Section 1, section 2, section 3, section 4, 
and so on to the end of the chapter, and say that it had p d by 
the unanimous consent and vote of the body, sign it as a round 
bi * otherwise, and it would have the force and effect of law 
our action in that regard was concernet 
ITCHELI Will the Senator allow 
ANDERS. Iwill allow a ody 
ITCHELL. I understood Sena 1 I ina— 
think I am wrong about that—a few minutes ago to 
the Senator from Indiana[Mr. TuRPIE] for holding that 
» swearing in of the members of a Legislature w necessary 
before it could be said t t the Legis re was 0 nized Why 
so that far? If the swearing in was a mere matter of conven 
lence, why, then, have the members of a Legislature sworn il 
before it can be said that there is an organization? 
Mr. SANDERS. Ifthe honorable Senator from Oregon de- 


sires to interrupt me to ask me a question for information on the 


subject of organization of parliamentary bodies, I should hold it 
to be a very ungracious and cruel thing for me to refuse to yield; 
but if he desires simply to embarrass me, he knows my newness 


in this body, and I trust I may appeal to our long fri 

to have him do that. 

| understood the Se 
I 


! hi > 
ndship not 


nator from Indiana|Mr. TURPIE}, speaking 





abstractly of what was an organization—for that is what we have 
rot before us to discuss—to say that a body was organized when 
it had assembled and had sworn in its member 
Of course, Mr. President, if the law of 1866 is to be subjected 
to this last and final analysis which characterizes the report of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections a » th ord ‘or 
ranization,” it will tumble to pieces and crumble in our hands if 
hey shall undertake to attack the word ‘*1 n rT ha 
| not any doubt but that the night before this fated Sth da D 
| cember all the members of the Idaho Legislature me in 
churches of that tow Ln 1 ( i 16 statute a Ss ) Ly 
thatit must be the particular and definite meaning ordi y 
attac] oO 1e word neeting’ D pre ii ita Le ; 
isiature f I ly K 1 ol } or¢ I | 
» fi l t ( : oO ] L ¢ Vy a 
asonable as it is to tear in pieces the word ‘* « anizat i 
Having said that undera|! vwrraphics n of t ord 
‘ organization,” differentiation instead of a nilation is th 
rule, action instead of being is the quality of the word 1, let 
come down to a few ( nte: eta ] beer 
laid down in the books, and inquire in what s are to tak 
| them. Vattel says: 
It is not permitted to interpret what has no ns f interp i 
As soon as Wwe meet with any « irity in 
was probably in the thoughts of the w!l ir 
ingly 
What was, therefore, in the mind of Mr. Fessend as ast 
and keen and profound a lawyer—I do not kno { mi 
say as ever stood on this floor—when standing inh 
he asked to have this word “organization” put in, beca Ld 
said, it might occur that a house would 1 t and b abl 
to agree upon their officers for the period of time covered t 
might not have reached apoint where they should be ca pon 
to electaSenator. What, in obedience to that r est, was in th 
mind of Senators when they said ‘‘ that a reasonable sugges- 
tion; we will not remit the election of a Senator to tumult and 
turmoil; we know something about what has been transpiri ! 
California, in Indiana, and in the other Commonwea 3 who 


& Mr. MITCHELL. The misapprehension, I think, came per- | 


haps from the indefiniteness of the Senator’s remarks as much 
as anything else—the vagueness with which the proposition was 
ut; but, putting that aside, do I understand the Senator from 
fontana to suggest indirectly that there was no law or provision 
requiring the members of the State Legislature to be sworn? 
Mr. SANDERS. Is that the question? 
Mr. MITCHELL. That is my question. 


Mr. SANDERS. Well, Mr. President,I do not know. I can 


guardians we are.” Why, that controversy in California re« 
the picture which the poet drew of chaos: 
Before the sea vl 
And heaven's high canopy that rove 
One was the face of Natur: af 


and this terrestri 














Rather a rude and indis od 
A lifele ump, unfashion’d and unframed 
Of jarring seeds, and justly Chaos named 


As a complete and final answer to this attempt to annihilate 
this statute, to take away from it all its benignities, to usurp the 
functions of States that theretofore had wisely directed how Sen 
ators should be elected and put upon our statute books a 
plain that 


aw 80 


‘the wayfaring men, though fools, shall not er 
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therein,” by enervation and emasculation and deracination and 
annihilation to destroy it and to recall chaos again, is a crime 
which it seems to me no Senator has aright for an instant to 
suggest. 

For what is leftas arule and guide of conduct to the States of the 
American Union if we do not first require that a Legislature shall 
have got down to business before it elects aSenator? Who does 
not know that it was the purpose of that Congress tosee that the 
Legislature of the State got together, that it elected its officers 


| from forty-four States. 


and put itself in harmonious relations with itself by all the in- | 


trumentalities that its members adjudged necessary, useful or 
convenient, that when the two houses had done this they should 
put themselves into harmonious relations and information each 


with the other; that both of them should put themselves into | 


harmonious and intelligent observation and relation with the ex- 
ecutive of the State who participates in the legislative duties of 
most all our States? . And who does not know thateven after all 
this was done, inasmuch as it frequently occurred that exigen- 
cies of pressing pith and moment concerning the State called for 
instant action, the act of Congress said we will provide that after 
they have done this they shall have until the second Tuesday 
thereafter in which they may care for the serious and urgent af- 
fairs of the State before we will charge them with thisduty which 
by this law is theirs? 

{ want to call the attention of Senators whodo me the honor to 
listen to what I am saying to the conditions which this method of 
interpreting this statute makes possible. A State senate assem- 
bles at some time and place, near or more remote from a place 
where the house of representatives of the same State assembles. 
Each in its respective hall commences to ballot, sometimes, fre- 
quently under the supervision of an officer of the last legislative 
authority within the jurisdiction, sometimes the result of astat- 
ute, sometimes the result of arule, sometimes the result of usage 
in the absence of both. They ballot forthe day and adjourn until 
the next day. They ballot the next day, and failing to agree 
they continue from day to day for two or three or four weeks. 

The same thing thatoccurs as to the senate occurs also to the 
house, the two bodies vainly struggling and striving to elect the 
orderly, usual officers which all legislative assemblies have in 
contemplation when they come together. Somebody, however, 
by a rule or a law or by aconstitutional provision, oreven by the 
consent of the members of the respective bodies, is presiding. 
‘They read this law over and they say, ‘* There is a person presid- 
ing, and there is a man taking down what is transpiring. He 
has not agreed to do it any further than the fact that he sits 
there. We administer an oath to people to discharge faithfully 
the duties of their office; which has something more than a re- 
ligious significance. It is apromise on the part of the officer that 
he will discharge the, duties which by that office devolve upon 
him.” 

But it is not pretended that Athey promised to discharge these 
duties an hour. The only evidence that we have that he prom- 
ised at all is that he signed his name to the proceeding when it 
was closed. But we have here our two houses together and 
somebody is presiding by unanimous consent, and somebody is 
writing out the record by unanimous consent. Looking into the 


**As an organization this is not much of a success from our point 
of view: it does not look like an organization; it does not sound 
like one; it dees not fulfill the functions of one very well. But 
the Senate of the United States have held that a pro tempore or- 
yanization, as they pleased to callit, is sufficient, and we have got 


ing out what we are doing. 


Now we have got to get together 
and elect a Senator.” 


Which house shall go to the other? 


accord, in direct and absolute hostility to this interpretation, 
willdo. I wonder if they will reverse all that they have here- 
tofore determined. I wonder if amid the confusion and chaos of 
striving to see who shall be speakers and who shall be presidents 
pro tempore, or otherwise we shall remit the election of Senators 
I wonder if the courts that have had the 
word organize in their keeping, who have defined what it means, 


| are going to reverse all their opinions out of what this Senate is 


asked to decide. 

Following the rules of Vattel—— 

AS Soon as We meet with any obscurity in a law we should seek for what 
Was probably in the thoughts of those who drew it up and interpret it ac- 
cordingly. We ought not to deviate from the common use of the language, 
The reason of the law or treaty—thatis, the motive which led to the making 
of it—is one of the most certain means of establishing the true sense. 

Order is what Congress meant in making this law—severity, 
calmness, freedom from tumult, exactness of parliamentary ac- 
tion. 

Puffendorf says: 

As for words, the rule is, unless there be reasonable objection against it, 
they are to be understood in their proper and most known significance, not 
so much according to grammar as to the general use of them. 

Rutherford says: 

Words are the common sense that mankind make use of to declare their 
intention to one another. And when the words of a man express his mind 
plainly, distinctly, and perfectly, we have no occasion to have recourse to 
any other means of interpretation 

Again: 
The rule of interpretation is in respect to the intention of the Legislature 


| that where the language is explicit the courts are bound to seek for the in- 


terpretation in the words of the statute itself, and they are not at liberty to 
suppose or to imagine that the Legislature intended anything different from 
what their language imports.— Maxwell on Interpretation of Statutes. 

Now, I shall read what Domat says. Here I wish tocall atten- 
tion to the quality of this law before reading this rule of in- 
terpretation. I desire to inquire what was in the mind of Con- 
gress. They proposed to make here a rule to which they would 
compel political parties and human ambition and all forms of or- 
ganized power to submit, todraw for the guidance of everybody a 
Proerustean bed from which there should be no appeal. It was 
a law of rigor. It was a law that prescribed precision of action. 
Political parties were not above it; it was above peoples and 
legislators and magistrates, supreme in all and overall. In the 


| light of a purpose like that, how sounds this rule of interpreta- 


tion from Domat? 


We must not consider as unjust and repugnant to equity or the legisia- 
tors’ intention those decisions which appear rigorous and severe when it is 


evident that rigor and severity are the essential characteristics of the lawin 


| at its capital on the 8th day of December, 1890. 
+ = a ot | and remarkable sagacity and foresight and patriotism which 
that, for we have a presiding officer, and there sits a man writ- 


Which house will be able to find the otherif itshall start out on | 


a quest of that kind? Who shall be its spokesman? 
preside when the two houses have got together? 
undetermined. 


Who shall 
All this is left 


But sitting in one of the halls we will imagine the house of | 


representatives is vainly striving to organize. By the infor- 
mation given by somebody the senate has found out the hall 
in which it is assembled; and they come and knock at the door, 
and somebody says, ‘‘ Who is at the door?” The response would 
come, ‘* Why, we are the senate pro tempore unorganized; we are 
chaos come again. Who are your” 
we are trying to organize. We have been at it for three weeks 
and we have not succeeded. How did you know we were here, 
and are you entirely certain that we are here anyway? But I 
will not raise any of these technical questions, because if you are 
chaos, as you say, you belong in here; come in.” 


‘* Well, we are in here and | 


question and that it could not be mitigated without impairing its effect. 

it is never a matter of indifference whether we apply a strict or a liberal 
construction. In each case we are to inquire whether the rule in question 
calls for a strict interpretation or will bear a liberal one and then decide ac- 
cordingly. 

We have some rules that have been designated by Mr. Potter 
in his edition of Dwarris’s Statutes as American rules. One of 
them is that 

It is the duty of Congress so to construe constitutions as to meet the mis- 
chief and advance the remedy. 

* * * * * = * 

Constitutions should be interpreted according to the most natural and ob- 


| vious import of their language, without resorting to subtle or false construc- 
Senatorial interpretation of the actof1866 one of them suggests, | 


tion for the purpose either of eliminating or extending their operation. 

Mr. President, let us come down to the facts in thiscase. The 
Legislative Assembly of the State of Idaho, the first in its glad 
and memorable history, was called by its governor to assemble 
With that rare 


characterize and become him and adorn him, the governor of that 
State so fixed the dates in that proclamation as that it was pos- 
sible and probable that the Senators from that State, three in 
number, would be elected on the 16th day of December, 1890, and 
that that day would be in compliance not merely with the act of 


| Congress of 1866, but also in exact compliance with the constitu- 


tion of the State, and in compliance with the organic law of Con- 
gress under which that State was admitted. Whatever sorrow 
or anxiety or care has come to the State of Idaho it can not be 
laid at the door of its accomplished governor; and I, for myself, 
appreciating something of the gladness of that assembly, do not 
recite to condemn the folly by which they brought this great ques- 
tion into this discussion and tumbled onto the floor of the Senate 
all this confusion and all this labor and all this care. Had they 
proceeded according to the ordinary action of Legislative Assem- 


| blies to organize themselves on that day, the next day would 
| have been the first Tuesday after the organization, and a week 


| 


from the next day would have been the second Tuesday after the 


| organization. 


Now, that 1s the body we are going to remit the election of | 


Senators to. To that ‘“‘ most lame and impotent conclusion ” does 
this method of interpreting this statute come. 

{ wonder if this Senate shall interpret this statute this way 
what the forty-four Commonwealths that are now in harmonious 





Section 20 of the act of Congress approved July 3, 1890, pro- 
vided that the Legislature of the State might elect two Sena- 
tors of the United States, as provided by the constitution of the 
said State. 

Section 14 of article 21 of the constitutiop of the 


State of 
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Idaho provided that within ten days after the organization of the 


Legislature both houses should then and there proceed to elect, 
as provided by law, two Senators of the United States from the 
State of Idaho. 

Here as well as anywhere else I might as well refer to a little 
colloquy that occurred between the honorable Senator from Or- 
egon [Mr. MITCHELL] and the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] while this matter was under dis- 
cussion by the Senator from New Hampshire, in which, if I did 
not mistake the proposition, the Senator from Oregon expressed 
the opinion that it was competent, under this constitution and 
admission law, to elect three Senators instead of two. Now, he 
is the only Senator who has expressed such an opinion on this 
floor. The Senator from New Hampshire holds that al! the Sen- 
ators could have been elected under the constitution and not 
under any law; but the Senator from Oregon gave his approval, 
if I did not misunderstand him, to the proposition that whereas 
a State was entitled to two Senators and her constitution said 
she might elect two Senators at a given time, and an act of Con- 
gress said she might elect two Senators at that time, she might 
under that privilege elect three. I do not know where we are 
coming out in this matter. Words seem to be the merest play- 
things instead of solemn measures of men’s rights. 

Now,these things being the law, by the terms of the constitution 
the lieutenant-governor is the presiding officer of the senate, and 
as to him and his right to preside no question is raised. On the 
8th day of December, 1890, he called the members to order, 
they listened to prayer, and one of the members (unsworn) moved 
that M. C. Athey be elected secretary of the senate pro tempore, 
which motion was carried. 

The proclamation of the governor was read, as well as the rol! 
of members as certified by the secretary of state, and all the 
senators answering to their names, the oath prescribed by the 
constitution and laws was adminstered to them, whereupon a 
recess was taken until 2 o’clock and 30 minutes. At that hour 
the senate reassembled. Mr. Brigham, one of the members, 
moved that the president appoint a committee of three on organi- 
zation—not on reorganization, but on organization—to designate 
and determine the number and order of offices to be filled by the 
senate, which motion was carried. And the lieutenant-governor 
appointed as a committee on organization Messrs. Brigham, 
Gunn, and Jewell, whereupon the senate adjourned until Tues- 
day, December 9, 1890. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PApDpbDOocK in the chair). 
Will the Senator from Montana please suspend for a moment? 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair will lay before 
the Senate the regular order. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S.1) for preventing the adultera- 
tion and misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the regular order be laid aside 
temporarily for the purpose of proceeding with the privileged 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection that 
order will be made. The regular order will be laid aside in- 
formally, subject only to the privileged question now under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. SANDERS. Tuesday, December 9, 1890; and I ask the 
attention of the Senate to what transpired on this date touching 
the organization of this body. The committee on organization 
made the following report: 


Mr. President, we, your committee on organization, appointed to designat: 
and determine the number and order of the offices to be filled by the senate 
ask leave to report as follows: 

First. President pro tempore of the senate 

Second. Secretary of the senate. 

Third. Assistant secretary of the senate 

Fourth. Engrossing clerk. 

Fifth. Assistant engrossing clerk. 

Sixth. Enrolling clerk. 

Seventh. Assistant enrolling clerk 

Eighth. Two pages. 

Tenth. Doorkeeper. 

Eleventh. Janitor. 

Twelfth. Chaplain. 

Respectfully submitted 

J. W. BRIGHAM, Chai 

Mr. Weiler moved that the report be adopted, which motion 
prevailed, and Mr. Wells moved that the senate now proceed to 
the election of the officers as designated inthe reportof the com- 
mittee on organization. 

Mr. Gray moved to amend by adding the words “that the 
election be by ballot.” 

Mr. Wells accepted the amendment, and the motion prevailed. 

The president of thesenate then appointed Messrs. Finch and 
Dempsey as tellers. Mr. Finch placed in nomination Mr. M. C 
Athey for secretary of the senate. Mr. Gunn moved that the 
secretary cast the vote of the senate for M. C. Athey for secre- 
tary of the senate, and the motion prevailed. The president then 
declared M. C. Athey duly elected secretary of the senate. 
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Mr. Weiler then placed Mr. Robert Larimer in nomination for 
assistant secretary of the senate,and Mr. Finch moved that the 
secretary cast the vote of the s i uy Mr. Robert Larimer for 
assistant secretary of the senat Mr. We r moved to amend 
by adding the words “ that in all ot where there is but 
one candidate for the office the sa proceeding shall be had.” 


Mr. Finch accepted this amendmer nd the motion prevailed, 
and the president of the senate declared Mr. Robert Larimer 
duly elected as assistant secretary of the senate 

Mr. Wells moved that the secretary cast the vote of the senate 
for Mr. S. B. Smith for engrossing clerk of the senate, and this 
motion prevailed. Mr. Gunn moved that tl cretary cast the 


vote of the senate for Miss Parmelia French for 


ing clerk of the senate, and th 





Proceedings were here interi 


as [OLLIOWS: 













assistant engross- 
e motion prevailed 


re from the house 


Or! E OF THE CHIEF CLERK OF THE 
House OF REPRESENTATIVI 
I, City. Idaho. D nb ) 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Lam instruct it ” le body that the 
house of representatives has } é ‘ i l j 1e@ € tlor he 
following atta 

Speaker, Fr Fenn 

Chief clerk, ¢ H.R 

Assistant chief clerk et 

Sergeant-at-arms, Jo} 

Doorkeeper, J. W. Ja 

Enrolling clerk, W.S V 

Assistant enrclling « $i ence Hut 

Kn -ossing clerk, Miss Theresa O Farrell 

Assistant engrossing clerk, Miss Anna BI 

Page, Master John Tonkin 

Messenger. Master Harry Shellworth 

Chaplain, Rev. J. H. Barton 

And proceeded to the trans n 

Respectful 
CHARLES H. REED, ¢ ( R 


The senate then proceeded. 
retary cast the vote of the sen 
rolling clerk of the senate 
then placed in nomination for 
senate Miss Maggie 
ford in nomination for the same 
Miss Mable } 
and Miss Maggie Reavy, hay 
was declared duly 
of the senate. 

Mr. Smith moved that the 
for Mr. G. W. Hunter for serg 
motion prevailed. 


Mr. Gunn moved that the s 
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votes cast, 


for Sydney Fuldand W. W. Ga 


Mr. Gu 


the motion prevailed. 
the vote of the senate for Mr 
the senate, 

Mr. Branstetter moved that 
senate for James Lawson for 
tion prevailed. Mr. Bri 
vote of the senate for Re. 


ate, which motion prevailed. 


and attachés of the senate be i 


this afternoon to take the oat! 
The senate then took a recess 

The senate resumed its ses 
in the chair, and the oath of 
tachés by the president 

Mr. Gunn moved that the s 
the house 
the State of Idaho and 
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and Mr. Jewell n 
This motio: 
Reavy. 4 


Sheehy also in nomination. The 
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ate tor Mr. Mar! 





np! 


received a majority of all the 
‘ted a assistant r nrolling clerk 
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Boisé City, Idaho, December 9 


» inform your honorable bo 


nroe. Porte 





lile mT ? 
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upon His ] George L. Shoup, governor of Idaho, and inform him 
that the L t f Idaho is organized and ready to receive any commu 
ni mn tha é lire to mak 


CHARLES H. REED, Chief Cler} 











Mr. Gunn moved at the secretary of the senate proceed to 
t house and announce that a committee consisting of three 
senators have been appoint d by this body to act with a like com- 
mittee aa ise and inf orm His Excellency George L. Shoup 
that the L ; Assembly is now organized and is now ready 
to receive any commu! handle 1 that he may desire to make. The 
motion prevailed, and Messrs. Wells, Dempsey, and Gunn of the 
committer ap] inted were excused. The committee returned 
hat the joint co ittee of the senate and the house had waited 
pon his ney the governor, and that he informed them 
would send th te a communication to-morrow at 11 
o'¢ a On ti ‘ Mr. De Lamar, the senate then ad- 
to-morrs 10 o’clock. 
B. WILLEY 
M. C. ATHEY, Secretary 
eh of representatives in respect to its organization was 
like the nate, th only diff rence being one of degree 
Without « ‘tion it was called to order byaformer speaker of 
a l ality kno as t Territory of Idaho, in obe- 
d toa la t I's tory ipposed to have b en projected 
int es ( ) es the State constitu- 
tion W het ‘tha ea was correct or not is immaterial. 
| t i chief clerk of the house of representa- 
t j laho read the governor's proclamatio 
and 1 former officers of the extinct Territory without objec- 
t alled the names of members of the house of representatives 
( hed by ti secretary of state to have been el eted No ob- 
j mn was raised to this proceeding, and its legal propriety can 
not affect t result, and is not now in question. 

» oath of office was then administered to the members of the 
house, who then proceed Atal ct a speaker and a chief clerk 
for the ensuing session. A recess was taken and the House pro- 
ceeded to elect a sergeant-at-arms, an assistant clerk, and a door- 
K r, and without finishing the task of electing officers the 
ho uijourned for the day. On Tuesday the House again m« 
a there was prayer by a chaplain, when 

fr. MIT [ELL. Will the Senator allow me right there? I 
know he does not int to get the facts ined: all. I under- 
wood tl = atk to say that when the house on Monday found a 
peaker in t chair and a clerk who had come over under som«¢ 
old rule and was simply re ognized, it went along in that way. 
The Sena will find that there was a motion made to proceed 
to the election of a speaker on Monday, and that he was elected 
on Monday, ifla ot mistaken; that a committee was appointed 
to | to the chair, and he took the chair, having been 
declared d ed speaker on that day, if I am not mistaken. 
Ir. SANDERS. I have sometimes made s mething by wait- 
ing even a minute. The honorable Senator from Oregon would | 
ha I f he had waited one second, for the very next sen- 
t at | was going toread is this: The oath of office was then 
a i to mbers of the house, who the *n proceed l 
oO \ a and a chief clerk for the ensuing s ssion. A 
I \ he ho ise proceeded to elect a sergeant-at- 
arms, an assistant clerk, and adoorkeeper, and without finishing 
the task cf electing officers the hous any irned for the day. On 
Tu lay e} acvain meta there was pray¢ rbyac haplain. 
I think S iis ler ae ae Lt Piel thy ad read tl 
ali 
Mr. MITCHELI The Senator had evidently through mis- 
ta omitt that, because the Senator ae proceeded to state 
ut took placeon Tuesday. Thatis why linterrupted him. It 
‘ l ya OV Ssigi 
SANDERS. I can not think that I omitted to read that, 
f [ am ing f rpose of historical exactness. 


> omitted to read that. 


LN ARS It was on f those instances where gentle- 

u t two things alike, and nothing is gained by 

each one stating his view of it more than once. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. So far as that is concerned, the RECORD 
will show precisely what was read 

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I decline to be interrupted in 

PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana d« 

further 

YDERS. Not to yield further, but to be interrupted in 

On 7 t ouse again met, and there was prayer by a 

chaplair n the journal of the first day was read, corrected, 

and approved; and the speaker declaring the election of officers 

of the house then proper, it proceeded to elect a chaplain, where- 

ipon all the attachés, with a single exception, took the oath of 





| duct the speaker elect to the chair. 


| known that the house would elect another officer than t 


IONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| tion of eleven certain of 


| the 


| of the State of Idah« 


re 
Re presentativ. s of Con 
tl 


MARCH 1, 


office. These officers seemed to have been elected pursuant to 
the statute of the Territory providing for them, as the House it- 
self f did not imitate the senate by appointing a committee on or- 
ganization to designate or determine the number and order of 
offices to be filled by the house. As to the Territarial law pro- 
viding for these attachés, the house accepted it as having been 
prescribed to it by the constitution of the State. 

The house thereupon sent word to the senate that it was per- 
manently organized and ready to proceed to the transaction of 
legislative business, and the senate on the same day sent word 
to the house that they permanently organized by the elec- 
licers, designated at length, and both 
»sday, the 9th day of December, 1890, appointed 
a joint committee to wait upon the governor and inform him that 
the Legislature was organized and in session, and ready to re- 
ceive any communication that he might be pleased tomake. Of 
all these facts there is ample proof and they are controverted by 
noone. The in respect of their organization to all 
intents and purposes were precisely alike. On Tuesday, the 9th 
of December, eleven offices in the senate were vacant and one in 
the house. None of these twelve officers on the morning of that 
day were elected, nor had any officer of either house, except the 
presiding officer, taken or subscribed the oath of office. On this 
‘Tuesday these twelve officers were elected and the oath of office 
was administered to them with asingle exception in their respec- 
tive houses, and the question presented is whether the organiza- 
tion was had on Monday, the 8th of December, or on Tuesday, the 
9th of December, 1890. 

And right here I wish to make 
friend from Oregon will say, 


ous wrong to the p ople Idaho, 


had 





houses on this Tu 


two houses 





complaint of what I think my 
mature reflection, is a griev- 
when he says that it was not 
hose they 
had elected on the 8th of December. Does he not know, is he 
not a sufficiently near neighbor of Idaho to know, does not what 
had preceded advise him, that nothing was more certain than 
that the of representatives and the senate would proceed 
to elect a chaplain? I think that he owes an apology to the cit- 
izens of Idaho for putting in that most grievous accusation. 
And another thing I might just as well speak of here in its 
double relation, first, to the Legislature of Idaho, and, second, to 
House of Repre ‘sentatives of the Congress of the United 
States. Certain officers came to the newly elected Legislature 
) and called it to order pursuant to previous 
in the rn In the House of 
1839 a rule has been in force 
, and that he shall call the roll 
assemble. The authority 
snged by the honorable Senator 


ipon 


house 


ulations that had existed 


rress since 
at a Clerk of a House shall exist 
f th met hay f th 


ic lem Vers Ol 


» House next to 


of both these persons is chall 


| from Oregon. 


Mr. MITCHELL 
Mr. SANDERS 


Will the Senator allow me 
Yes, sir. If youthink I am misrepresenting 





you, or wish to know anyt g¢ about this, please ask me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I know the Senator means to be fair; but, 
like any other Senator, he is liable to get wrong sometimes on 
facts, as well as onthe law. The difference in the two cases is 
this: In the National House of Representatives, by commoncon- 


, they allow the old officer to hold over, not because he has 
any constitutional right there, but simply by permission he is 
permitted to goon. In this case, although the house was called 
to order originally by an old ker and by an old clerk, the 
house proceeded to elect a sp vaker and to elect a clerk on Mon- 
day, and inducted them into their respective offices, and they 
proce ded to act. 

' Mr. SANDERS. I should like to ask the Senator if he did not 
say that the other day, and if I had not said it? 

Mr. MITCHELI [t is none the less true if said twice. 

Mr. SANDERS. But it looks as if I had doubted it a little. 
When you say “‘ inducted into office ” you draw upon your imagi- 
nation. All the evidence there is in that his name is appended 
to the journal for that day. There is not the remotest sugges- 
tion in all the record nor anywhere that he ever agreed to act as 
such, but his name is appended to the journal, and therefore I 
think by implication it may be said that he did consent to act for 
that day. 

Mr. MiTCHELL. 

Mr. SANDERS. Yes, sir. 

ir. MITCHELL. Righton that point I wish to show that the 
Senator is disingenuous, that his argument will not stand the 
test. The record before the Senator shows that a committee of 
three was appointed—or two, I do not remember which—to con- 
He was conducted to the 
chair and inducted into office, and then acted, and on the next 
day, Tuesday, he signed the record, as did the chief clerk. 

Mr. SANDERS. From which, if anything could be deduced, 
it would be this, that he was put into the chair by duress and 
that he did not go of his own free will and accord. 








Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
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But I was speaking, Mr. President, of the clerk pro tempore | 
more particularly. The only evidence of that acceptance of the | 
trust is the fact that his name is appended to the record and the | 
statement of Mr. Clagett that it is there. Now, all this is wholly | 
aside from anything that I mentioned, and does not contradict | 
anything which I have said, and is interpolated in here, bad law, | 
I think, to make the good law which I shall lay down shine a 
little brighter and be a little more conclusive. I thank the gen- 
tleman for it. 

The point made by the Senator from Oregon was that if per- | 
sons presented themselves there, they did it under the authority 
of an old Territorial statute, to use the language of the report of | 
the committee, which continually and perpetually minimizes and 
diminishes and holds up for scorn anything that could militat 
in behalf of the contestant in this matter. He calls it an old 
Territorial statute which provided certain things, precisely as 
time and time again when the House of Representatives prece- 
dents which are found referred to fell out from under him and 
under the cause which he believed they sustained, he raised a 
constitutional question as to the right of a Clerk of the former 
House of Representatives to call the roll of the new House about 
to assemble. 

Those two propositions stand in some respects alike. They 
touch the Government of our country in its most vital part, that 
aa which presents the greater danger, that part which I may 

esignate to be the umbillicus, the transmission of authority 
from the people, where it securely rests, to the Congress and Leg- 
islatures, where it also securely rests. Allour trouble in recent 

ears has come from weakness there; and now it is proposed b) 

his misinterpretation of the statute to burden it with a weight 
that I undertake to say it can not bear. 

I do not know what the gentleman’s views of constitutional law 
are. For fifty-two or fifty-three years, with a single exception or 
two where a Clerk has been dead, the Clerk of alast House of Rep- 
resentatives whose term has expired pursuant tothe rule of the 
House which appointed him, has stepped into the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Congress of the United States, where, accord- 
ing to the theory of the gentleman he was a trespasser, has car- 
ried with him a roll of the new House, has called it to order, has 
or has not dispensed with the services of aChaplain, and has pro- 
ceeded alphabetically to callarollof the members. When it has 
been said that the House elected a Speaker, had a Clerk, the 
gentleman has got up and said there is no warrant in the Consti- 
tution for a House of Representatives to elect a Clerk and to say 
that he shall hold his office until his successor is elected and qual- 
ified; and he says that is unconstitutional because the Constitu- 
tion of the United States provides that each House shall elect its 
own officers, and the Clerk of the last House in the new House is 
a usurper because the new House may elect its own officers. 

Well, now, does this provision say that they shall not? Is the 
fact that a House say ‘‘ we willelect our own officers and they shall 
hold their offices until another House shall elect theirs” adenial 
to the new House of its right to elect its officers? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly not, if the question is asked me. 

Mr. SANDERS. I should answer it myself in the same way. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But, Mr. President, will the Senator insist 
that those old officers, by virtue of the rule passed by a former 
House, have any right there that would stand for one moment 
except by the consent of the new House? 

Mr. SANDERS. I will answer that. I am not going to run 
away from that question. I have got this arranged in some or- 
der in my own mind, and I will try and get to it without undue | 
delay. 

Now, the gentleman himself at this distance of time and in 
this geographical location proposes to raise a question whether 
the acts of Oliver Cromwell were constitutional while he was 
Protector of the Commonwealth of England. In the House of 
Representatives, where this question might have been raised, 
everybody conceded and yielded toit. Herecameaman saying: 
“Tam the Clerk. The muniment of my title isa rule adopted 
by the last House, which does not invade by ahair’s breadth your 
right to elect your own officers. But you are an incoherent 
mass, and a duty is devolved upon me. I have here a roll, and 
by virtue of the rule of the last House I am called upon to call it 
here and have the oath administered to you.” Nobody says a 
word. He goes on with calling the roll. Each answers to his 
name, stands up, and the oath is administered by the oldest mem- 
ber, and then aspeaker, actual or pro tempore, is elected. Now, 
there was an acting officer, and I think I might reasonably ap- 
= to the things that are in the report of the Committee on 

rivileges and Elections to sustain it, wherein they say, quoting 
from a solemn authority to maintain it, that where a person acts 
in a given office it will be presumed that he was leaally there or 
lawfully elected, as the case may be. 

I do not understand that questions of constitutional law touch- 
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by anybody but the members of the House itself, and I do t 
understand that such a question can be raised by any \ f 
the House except at the time when the u onstitutional offic 
is assuming to act as such. 

So, in the first place, there was no violation of the Constitu- 
tion at all in that rule which was adopted in 1839. If t e Was, 
the persons who had a perfect right to raise it never did ra t 
but on the contrary waived it, and it stands as a fact that when 

| a Speaker was elected they also had a Clerk, and therefore the 
deduction that is sought to be made from those precedents and 
this sophistry built up and supported by t \ » tl und 

Another and a worse proposition still finds some kind of refug 
in the argument of the gentleman, and that is the proposition 
that when a Territory as to its system of government is chai 
into a State the laws of the Territory are silent; that it isan 
muuicipality without relation or reference tothe mother from 
which it sprang. I know in my own professional experi 
when the Ter itory of Montana was cri ed out of the 7 ritory 
of Idaho and a court had assembled, a bar, learned course, but 
existing in a time of some disorder, raised the question tha 

‘e could organize a Legislature and have them together and 
pass laws there were no laws for the government of that p 
for the measure of their rights, and the determination of their 


wrongs, and the punishment of crimes against the public. 
The bar stood, | | i 
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eleven or thereabouts, a majority holding tna the la 3 of the 
Territory of Idaho, of which we had been a component part, had 
no force or effect within the limits of the newly created munici 
pality of Montana. I remember full well in the poverty of au 
thority that existed in that day, for law books were 5 arce. We 
were remitted to primal elemental ri 3 There i advan 
tage of living in a new country, anyway. You dig outof human 
history and human nature what must be the law, dedui 
thereby very conclusively that ethics and mor Tt are 
the same identical thing under different names. Although we 
ransacked every one of the few law books that we had in that 
remote settlement [ have before me here the only authority that 
we could gather from all that we had. 


After we had wrested by war the province of Alta-California 
from Mexico, jarring and discordant as war is, where law itself 


yielded to force instead of the peaceful transference of power to 
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name, we got hold oi a ietter writ n by the Secretar 
»of the United States to an individual who was sent to Cali 
fornia to extend over that province 1 mail facilities of the 
United States, and here Mr. Buchanan, under the date of Octo- 
ber 7, 1848, after expressing regret that Congress had1 
Territorial government to California, saying t 
was anomalous, proceeds in this language: 
In the mean time the lition of the people of ¢ ail 
and will require on their part the exercise of grea 
By tl oncl t t ity of peace th h 
t l T , 1 y 
’ : : 
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So, Mr. President, if there had been in the constitution of 1 
new State of Idaho no provision wh by it had be provid 
that the laws of the Territory of Idaho pr ciIstin sho 
tinue in lor« 30 iar as i 11caDd é 1 SO lar as 
i ++ as 1+ 9 or low + oy +} +. 
Limited untli new iaws touching that subs were ¢ 
stead, they would have survived 1e mild shock of callin aho 
by a new name and enlarging its rights from Terr 
. 1 . } , ta4 7 +a 4 
diing clothes into the full stature of stateh« 
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By the concurrent determination of the majority and minority 


of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, if this organiza- 
tion did not exist on Monday within the contemplation of th 

law, then the pretended election of Mr. Dubois was not on the 
second Tuesday after the organization, as is prescribed in section 
14 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, but was on the 


| first Tuesday after the organization, and therefore, if section 14 
lerst | controls the election, it was a nullity. 
ing the organization of the House can be raised in the first place |! 


On Tuesday, December 16, precisely one week after the el 
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tion and qualification of twelve subordinate officers, and pre- 
cisely one week from the time of administering the oath of office to 
every officer of both houses subordinate to the presiding officer, 
ezch house by itself voted for one or more Senators, no one having 
amajority. On the next day the house signified that it was ready 
to receive the senate in joint assembly for the purpose of bal- 
loting for the election of a United States Senator. And upon 
comparison of their respective records, and it appearing that the 
same person had not received a majority of the votes in each 
house, the presiding officer directed that the joint assembly pro- 
ceed to choos? by a viva voce vote a United States Senator. And 
after two ballots the joint assembly dissolved. 

On Thursday, December 18, the joint assembly again convened 
and balloted for two Senators to fill existing vacancies, and after 





such election proceeded to elect one United States Senator to fill | 


1891: the two senators were 
elected to fill existing vacancies and Mr. Dubois was elected on 
that day to fill the vacancy thereafter to occur, to wit, March 4, 
189]. 
to elect the third Senator; but whether in that joint assembly he 
gave in detail the grounds on which he objected does not appear. 
As is the custom, the journal of the joint assembly was kept by 
the house of representatives, and when it was read in the house 
on the succeeding day, Mr. Gray being a senator and not a mem- 


the vacancy occurring March 4, 


, 
i 


ber of the house of representatives, seems to have deputized Mr. | 


Ballantine to see that the grounds of his objection were entered 
in the journal, and Mr. Ballantine moved to amend the journal 
by stating what the grounds of objection were, among other 
things asking that it be entered of record that his objection was 
that the voting for Mr. Dubois was illegal and not in accordance 


with the Federal statutes relating thereto; but the house refused | 
and | 


to allow the ground of objection to be put upon its journal, 
the journal was approved with the mere statement that Mr. 
Gray’s objection is entered on the journal. This objection of Mr. 
Gray sought to be entered on the journal was a generalization 
and may or may not have been intended to raise the question 


that the second Tuesday after the organization had not arrived. | 
The question presented to the Senate of the United States is | 


whether the organization was complete on the &th of December 
or was completed on Tuesday, the 9th of December. If there was 
a complete organization on Monday, Mr. Dubois is entitled to 
his seat. 


Mr. Clagett is entitled to his seat. If the election of the eleven 


officers in the senate on Tuesday and the one officer in the house | 


on Tuesday, and the administration of the oath to them all on 
Tuesday was a part and parcel of the organization of the respec- 
tive houses, then that Tuesday was the day of the organization, 
the 16th of December was the first Tuesday after the organiza- 
tion, and the 23d of December was the second Tuesday after the 
organization, and the day upon which the election of these Sena- 
tors should have been proceeded with. 

I dismiss every other question. Who is the judge of the date 
and the fact 
is the judge, by the very fact that it is the judge of the election 
and qualifications of its members. We are called upon here and 
now to say for ourselves when was that organization complete. 
But that does not settle the difficulty we have in hand. On what 
action, on what basis, by what controlling authority or action 
shall we determine when the organization was complete? That 
is the question. 


Manifestly the two houses, respectively, of the Idaho Legisla- | 


ture have something to say about that. I have already shown to 
anybody who is capable of following me thatin the absence of con- 
stitutional enactments or legislative authority a presiding officer 
is not nec a recording officer is not necessary, an officer to 
carry messages is not necessary, a doork« eper is not necessary, a 


‘ssary, 


page is not necessary. These are all matters of convenience 
which the wit of man and the wisdom of legislators have de- 


termined to be useful in the conduct of public legislative affairs. 

So itis that anybody who would sit down here now and pre- 
scribe what would be the organization of a Legislature arbitra- 
rily independent of their desires and independent of their needs 
would be usurping a function that appertains to the Legislature 
In the State of Maine, where my friend who sits before 
me lives, a fireman and an assistant fireman might reasonably be 
expected to be deemed essential. In the State of Florida a fire- 
man might be a supernumerary officer and his place a sinecure. 
In the State of Montana, from which I have the honor to come, 
where our statesmen from time to time seem to exhibit the ele- 


itseil. 


ments of fugacity, a sergeant-at-arms with several assistants, 
each one armed with a lariatin the hat, might be deemed by the | 


Legislature to be essential to the orderly progress of affairs. 


In some of the States of the Union, where tobacco is regarded | 


not only as a necessity but as an accomplishment, a janitor with 
several assistants might be deemed necessary. Nobody can sit 


down and say, with reference to these matters, that the Senate 
here and now are the supreme judges of what is convenient and 
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Senator Gray in the jointassembly objected to proceeding | 


If the organization was completed on Tuesday then | 


of organization? Objectively considered, this Senate | 
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necessary for the conduct of public affairs. As well might you 
undertake to prescribe fora woman the wardrobe thatshe should 
wear without reference to the fact whether she lived under the 
| snows of the polar ocean or in a tropical sun. If we should un- 
dertake to do it we should act in as utter disregard of the pro- 
prieties as if we prescribed furs for the maiden at Delhi and 
| gauze for the senidien of St. Petersburg. No; incontestably the 
legislative assemblies themselves must say when they are or- 
| ganized. We, looking at them, must inquire when did they say 
| they were organized? 
| Ihave some views which I entertain of the law as to whena 
legislative house is organized and is not. organized that, in my 
judgment, will stand the test of any criticism and are incapable 
of successful refutation: 

First. That house is organized which has appointed or elected 
the officers required by law, where the law has dealt with the 

question of organization as a complete thing. 
| Second. That house is organized where there is no law defin- 
ing its officers superior or subordinate, when it has elected the 
convenient and customary officers through which legislative 
bodies ordinarily perform their functions with no then expressed 
intent to proceed to elect others 

Third. That house is organized when the law has dealt only 
with a partial organization (as defining who shall preside) when 
it proceeds to elect and qualify other necessary officers without 
a then expressed intent to elect or appoint other convenient and 
customary officers and proceeds, with officers merely necessary, 
to legislative business. 

Fourth. That house is organized when it proceeds with the 
legislative business of the session without reference to the in- 
completeness of its supply of organisms. 

I shall recur to that a little later. 

Fifth. That house is organized when it manifests that it has 
provided the organisms with which it will conduct the legisla- 
tive business. 

Sixth. No legislative house will be permitted to shirk the 
duty devolved by this statute and yet perform the legislative 
business. When by proceeding with the legislative business of 
| the State, however insufficient its supply of subordinate officers, 
it will thereby make manifest its intent that the organisms 
through which it is expressing itself in the conduct of the other 
affairs of State are adequate, and it will be held to have been 
| organized for the purposes of this act, else it could elude the 
duty devolved by the act and yet perform all the other business 
of the State by declaring that it would organize by the election 
of seven subordinate officers, and should not be deemed organ- 
ized before, and yet proceed with the legislative business with 
three subordinate officers to the end of the session. A legisla- 
tive house is organized when it makes manifest by word or deed 
that it is in the possession of the official instrumentalities by 
which it intends to perform the public business. 

Seventh. It may be true, unless State constitutions or laws for- 
bid, that a legislative body is organized when its members are 
sworn; the legislative authority being vested in the members of 
the body, they may act in harmony together, signing their enact- 
ments and certifying them without a presiding officer, he being 
a convenience merely, and the power reposing in the body as com- 
pletely before his election as thereafter. They thereby would 
affirm that all the members were the organism through which 
| their united will would find expression. 

Kighth. That house isnot organized which has only apresiding 
officer and a secretary pro tempore, and which does not itself eon- 
sider that it is organized without other officers, and which pro- 
ceeds without the intervention of other business, to elect the or- 
dinary officers with which legislative bodies supply themselves. 

Ninth. The organization ofa house is a unity. It may con- 
sist of a number of consecutive actions, but those actions are an 
essential unity, and they as a whole constitute the condition des 
ignated as organization. 

Tenth. When we say consecutive actions, we do not mean that 
they may not be interrupted, by whirlwinds, by accidents, by 
illness, by hunger, or thirst or weariness, or the striking of the 
clock or night, or tumultuous and boisterous noises. Any one 
of these things intervening to delay for a moment, or an hour, or 
over night, do not separate the facts so but that it is all of them 
which constitute the organization. 

Eleventh. The best test is when the law defines what officers 
shall constitute the organization, the election of such officers, 
and proceeding with the public business, the organization to date 
with the election of the last officer. 

Twelfth. Lf the law did require certain officers to be elected, 
| some of which were omitted, and the Legislature proceeded with 
the ordinary public business as if organized, the omission to elect 
| the full quota would not invalidate the organization, it sometimes 

occurring that the full quota are not needed until an accumula- 
| tion of business gives each something to do. 
| Thirteenth. That house is not organized the first day which, 
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having only a presiding officer and an unsworn clerk pro tempore, | 
appoints a committee on organization and adjourning for the day 
comes in the next day and elects the usual complement of officers 
and has them sworn, and then adopts a resolution that it is now 
organized and ready to proceed with the public business. It was 
only organized when it elected its last officer before adopting its 
resolution. Whether administering the oath to its subordinate 
officers is part of the act of organization or no, might depend upon 
the provision of the local constitution or law, or might not, and | 
I choose not to consider it. 

Fourteenth. The phrase ‘temporary organization,” while of 
almost universal use, is probablya misnomer. Ifa temporary or- 
ganization is had itis never understood as an organization tech- 
nically at all, else the next move would be a motion to proceed in | 
some form to a reorganization, which has never yet been heard 
of in reducing legislative chaos to legislative order. 

Dropping all these refinements, the question addressing its>lf 
to us is, What was in the minds of the Congressmen when they 
passed this law? It was, as I have said before, that early in the 
session, after business that possibly crowded in the State was 
performed, they should enter upon the discharge of this duty. 

Now, Mr. President, I have arrived at thatstage of what I had 

roposed to myself to state that some observations seem to me to 
Se appropriate, touching the manifest incoherencies, errors, and 
unfairness of the report of this committee. But I have, I think, 
said so much that I shall not enter upon that most unwelcome 
task. I confess that I was somewhat startled the other day when 
the contestant in this case, addressing the Senate, proceeded to 
say that he would demonstrate that that quotation from the rec- 
ord that the lieutenant-governor of Idaho had twice certified 
that the 16th of December was the second Tuesday after the or- 
ganization of the Senate, was not in fact true. 

The gentleman from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions interrupted him, and got up and, asif an ordinary event 
had happened in our history, said that he desired to say to the 
gentleman that that statement was a mistake. 

What is that statement? In the first place, itis a statementof 
afact. It isastatementofa record fact. Itis said that the lieu- 
tenant-governor of the State of Idaho had twice over his hand 
certified that the 16th day of December, 1890, was in fact and in 
truth the second Tuesday after the meeting and the organiza- 
tion of the Legislature. Mistake! Mistake, forsooth, dug out 
of that immense and mighty quarry of imagination with no more 
basis to stand on than a story from the romancists. I shall not 
undertake to characterize it. Invention pure and simple, with | 
nothing in my own judgment appropriate to be done except to 
move that this report be re-referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections to the end that it might be omitted that all 
who are judges, whose eyes must not be blinded by false testi- 
mony, may not have their judgmentin any way or manner warped 
by the inventions of proof. 

Yet, coming to reflect upon it, I do not see that the question as 
to whether it is an invention or a fact cuts any figure whatever 
in this discussion. We know all about these transactions. Do 
you undertake to say that the Senate of the United States, in- 
quiring what was the second Tuesday after the organization of a 
house, and undertaking to get down to the very merits and final 
essence of this matter, is estopped by the certificate of the lieu- 
tenant-governor of Idaho? That is the argument, if it amounts 
to anything. You shall not inquire whether it was the second 
Tuesday or not, for here is a lieutenant-governor who has certi- 
fied over the seal of the State that it is so. 

Stepping along another step in the report, this fact is affirmed 
by the committee, and I believe it remains one of the facts re- 
ported and not contradicted, that the presiding officer of the sen- 
ate and the chief clerk of the two houses have certified that the 
16th day of December, 1890, was the second Tuesday after the 
organization of the Legislature, and stress is put upon that. Mr. 
President, while yet the continent of America was young to civ- 
ilization the poets and the romancers painted within its borders 
a fountain of perpetual youth. It lured from their homes the as- 
piring and the adventurer and their bones have rotted in the 
swamps of Florida,Georgia,and Alabama. Butit turns outthat 
according to the theory of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections that fountain has a veritable geographical existence. 
The chief clerk of the house of representatives, the secretary of 
the senate of the State of Idaho, and this lieutenant-governor 
have got a crank on the axis of the wheels of time and they may 
turn it back and forth at their sweet will, and the Senate of the 
United States is powerless to depend upon the Gregorian calen- 
dar. That is what it amounts to. 

If there is any stress to be put upon the fact that somebody has 
certified that this was the second Tuesday after the organization 
of the senate it is that we shall not inquire upon admitted facts 
whether it is or not; but Ponce de Leon lives multiplied in half a 
dozen forms in the Boisé Basin. 


There is another aspect of the report of which I think I have 


| aright to complain. When an individual comes to this body, 


which by the Constitution of the United States is made the sole 


| and exclusive judge of the election of its members, and presents 


credentials which in form entitle them here to be considered, in 
our judgment he is in the ful! f 






iment of a duty as patriotic as 


| any citizen fulfills,without reference to the question whether we 
| shall find him ultimately entitled toa seathere or not. To him, 


without reference to what may be the result of an inquiry as to 
the validity of his claim, every graceful courtesy is due. ' He is 
not to be made to feel in this debate or by the reports of the 
committees that he is engaged in any unworthy matter, or that 
he is to be treated as a criminal, or as if he had been doing some- 
thing to be condemned. ‘This has been the uniform opinion and 
practice of this great body. In the administration of the Con- 
stitution we do not treat the parties who come here laying their 
claims before us for our determination as if they were horse 
jockeys inquiring in a police court who owned a particular animal. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? ~° 

Mr. SANDERS. Always. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator point out in a few words 
where there has been any lack of courtesy shown the contestant 
either by the committee or the Senate? 

Mr. SANDERS. I say these things in the report, while we 
are administering the Constitution, while itis our sole and solemn 
and single duty to see that the Government goes on upon the 
plan which our fathers prescribed for us, that it is interpreted 
without reference to personal considerations—the portions of this 
report that talk about the contestant having admitted or conceded 
this, that, or the other fact or law have no relation to this mat- 
ter and weigh nota hair’s breadth inthisdiscussion. Noapolog 
has been made to this contestant that he has been accused o 
abandoning the claim that Mr. Athey was not elected. 

Abandonment means the letting go of something that was once 
held or the letting go of something that wasonceclaimed. That 
the thing might not lack anything of offensiveness—I acquit thé 
honorable members of doing this on purpose—it is stated in the 
report of this committee that the contestant, in his supplement- 
ary brief, abandoned a proposition that he never claimed. It is 
siated that the contestant concedes this, that, and the ot 
thing as being an appropriate interpretation of the Constitutio: 
of his country or the statutes passed thereunder. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield? ’ 

Mr. SANDERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There has been so much said on that point. 
I presume the Senator from Montana will scarcely contend that 
the contestant was not bound, or at least that he should be bound 
in every sense of the word, by the claim his counsel made before 
the committee. 

Mr.SANDERS. That,explicitly and absolutely and definite 
and perspicuously, I deny. Weare not here to inquire what may 
be the legal opinion of Hon. Samuel S. Shellabarger nor yet of 


the contestant himself. We are here to inquire what is the 
meaning of this Constitution and this law passed under it, and 
whiie their opinions as good lawyers might have a persuasive in- 
‘luence upon us, it is none of our business what they concede o1 


} 


what they affirm. I deny it utterly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, as this point has been 
gued with such persistency, I will state that it was insisted before 
the committee, if I may be permitted to say so, by the counsel 
selected by the contestant to argue his case before the committee, 
as one of the points in the case that Mr. Athey had not been 
sworn. Subsequently to that the contestant filed a brief before 
the committee, in which he very explicitly stated that he did 
not insist on that point, and also stated that he had n 
sisted upon it, as far as that is concerned. Therefore I insist 
with all due deference tothe Senator and with all due deferenc: 
to the contestant and with due deference to every other person 
who has intimated upon this floor that the committee has been 
guilty of no impropriety in anything that it has said in the re 


port from beginning toend (much less in that clause of th port 
to which reference has been made), that the point is not well 
taken. 


Mr.SANDERS. Ifthestatements ofthe gentlemen betru 

Mr. MITCHELL. They are true. 

Mr. SANDERS. I shall not certainly myself, about a matter 
of which I am not individually advised, make any statement it 
contradiction to what the Senator is pleased to say, but why not 
have said in the report of your committee that in the very first 
brief filed by the contestant he made no such claim, instead of 
saying that in the supplemental brief filed by the contestant h 
now abandons the claim? ; 
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Mr. MITCHELL. I will tell the Senator why, if he will allow 
me only a word. 

Mr. SANDERS. I will. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Because notwithstanding the fact that the 
contestant had in his first brief made the statement referred to 
by the Senator, subsequently to that he had come before the 
committee in the person of his counsel selected by himself and 
taken a different position. 
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Second. That it can do no valid act without the coérdination and coépera- 
tion of both of those branches, each acting, or at least er in the trans- 
t. 


| action distinctly by a majority of this branch, or a quorum of 


I think the objection is unsound. The Legislature of Iowasustains double 
‘elations —one a local one, as the lawmaking authority of Iowa; the other 


I 
| Federal, an electoral college to choose Senators in Congress from Iowa. In 


Mr. SANDERS. How it would have accorded with the most | 


gracious action of this body then to have said that his counsel 
appearing before the committee made a claim that the contestant 


had never made, but that on the contrary he had absolutely and | 


openly in his brief signed by his own name repudiated it. Iam | trusted the election of Senators of the United States, in all of 


dissatisfied; the explanation needs to be explained. 

Mr. MITCHELL. One other word, if that will satisfy the 
Senator. The contestant was present before the committee and 
heard the statements of his counsel and all the insistence of his 
counsel upon that point, and never made any dissent. 

Mr. SANDERS. He was too much of a gentleman to interrupt 
another engaged in trying to elucidate a proposition, even if he 
did not approve of that which he was saying. I should suppose 
that that would be the explanation which we would all be glad 


the one relation, it acts exelustvely under the constitution of Lowa; and the 
other exclusively under the Constitution of the United States. I may con- 
cede that m the former relation it must act by independent cobperation or 
cotrdination of both houses in all cases. 

That is as far as L wish to quote from that speech, although 
other propositions stated in it entirely sustain the views which 
Mr. Seward so suecinctly presents in that extract. 

I believe that the Legislatures ef the States to whom is in- 


their action upon that matter constitute electoral bodies. There 
is nothing connected with the election merely of a Senator of 
the United States that requires legislative action, for if it did 
the election could not become perfect without the assent of the 
governor in all of the States of the Union to the act; the legisla- 


| tion might be vetoed by him, and thereby the rule entirely 


to make in behalf of an individual who, having some claim under | 
these credentials and in this controversy, sits here with his 


mouth absolutely silenced. 

Mr. President, Il have nothing further to say about this report 
if the honorable gentleman is satisfied with it as toitsform. If 
really the Supreme Court of the United States, engaged in the 


determination of great constitutional principles, is going to be | 


swayed hither and thither according as the contending litigants 
in this, that, or the other place shall concede this, that, or the 
other proposition to be true, we shall have a piebald interpreta- 
tion of our Constitution and we will not even know it ourselves. 
No, we are not here to answer responsive to the demands or the 
ambitions or the hopes or the wisdom or the ignorance of con- 
testants here. We are here to hold in a serene sky the Consti- 
tution and lawsof our country. We are here tosee that we do not 
emasculate this statute. We are here to see that we do not turn 
over these forty-four Commonwealths of ours to a place— 
Where eldest Night 

And Chaos, ancestors of Nature, hold 

Eternal Anarchy amidst the noise 

Of endless wars, and by confusion stand. 


Mr. President, as representing one of the new Commonwealths | 
of the West, as being attached to it and them by ties of affection | 


of continually increasing strength, as being a witness of the 


growth of its civilization, of the entrance into those savage wilds | os oe : a ig 
| comprising the different State governments, bodies consisting of 


of the august presence of law, and living to see it reign supreme 
in their remotest and wildest fastnesses, as a friend of a quarter 
of a century of this contestant, and looking back through all 
these years and bearing witness as to his service on many a for- 
lorn field and in many a forlorn hope, with a faith and an elo- 
quence that 
I do not know whether he will sit in the Senate, I do know that 
to him is given the reward promised by the Wise Man: * He shall 
1 before kings, he shall not stand before mean men.” 


tion as to whether Idaho is represented @y a Senator on this floor 
at this time, and another question which is of a more personal 
character, as to which of the gentlemen who aspires to a seat in 
this body is entitled to the office, emoluments, and honors, I am 
very glad, through the want of acquaintance with these gentle- 
men and the wantof knowledge of the people of Idaho, that what 
judgment [I have to pronounce in the matter by my vote will be 
entirely impartial, and will have reference alone to what I con- 
ceive to be a proper construction of the constitutional duty de- 


volved upon this body, of judging of the election, qualifications, | 


and returns of the gentleman whose name is presented by the 


majority of the committee as being entitled to a seat in the Sen- | . ; 
‘ | refer, the question was, whether or not the action of the Senate 


ate. I shall not argue upon the right of the other claimant par- 
ticularly, nor shall [insist that it logically follows that if Mr. Du- 
bois is not entitled to a seat here Mr. Clagett is, although I be- 
lieve the argument is a very strong one to maintain the propositon 
that if Mr. Dubois is not entitled to the seat Mr. Clagett is enti- 
tled to it. But they are really separate questions, because the 
election under which each gentleman claims, or the action under 
which he claims, was held at adifferent time by the same body 
of men, but acting in different capacities. 

L agree, Mr. President, with a statement made by Mr. Seward 
when he was a member of this body in regard to the functions of 
the joint assembly of a Legislative Assembly when it meets for 
the purpose of electing a Senator of the United States. Mr. 
Seward, when the question arose as to the seat of James Harlan 
as a Senator from the State of Iowa, laid down these propositions 
in a speech which he made on that occasion: 

The objections rest on these grounds: 
First. That the Legislature of lowa consists of two codrdinate branches. 


mounted to audacity, I could say no less, and while | 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, as one of the judges appointed | 


by the Constitution of the United States to decide upon the ques- | W45 held that it required a majority of each house, thatis to say, 








changed from an election by electors who should constitute a 
majority of the house and of the Senate of a certain Legislature 
to a majority, in most cases, of two-thirds. 

In other words, the legislative function that is ascribed to the 
body that elects a Senator of the United States is not the law- 
making function. It is that function and that capacity alone in 
which they must find themselves constituted and organized after 

ing as a legislative body, and after they have found them- 
selves thus capacitated they may proceed to elect a Senator of the 
United States in accordance with whatever law is present to con- 
trol them in their action. 

[think the distinciion taken by Mr. Seward and which I am 
entirely satisfied with, and upon which I shall predicate my vote 
in this case, is not only a very clear one but itis a very impor- 
tant one in respect of the character of the office held by members 
of the Legislature in either House while they are choosing (for 
that is the language of the Constitution) a Senator of the United 
States. Whether they choose the Senator of the United States 
by an election by ballot or viva voce, or whether they choose him 
by a joint resolution or a concurrent resolution, the manner of 
the choice of course is to be regulated by existing law, probably 
not by a mere parliamentary law, what we might call the par- 
liamentary common law. It was intended by the framers of the 
Constitution of the United States doubtless that the Legislatures 
to whom they intrusted the election of Senators of the United 
States should be such bodies as were common then, and in fact 
without any variation they were universal in the United States, 


1 
n 


‘ 


meetl 


two houses, in each of which a quorum was always fixed by con- 
stitutional arrangement, and without the presence of a quorum 
in each or both, that house, or both houses, could not act in the 
capacity of a Legislature, whether that action was in the enact- 
ment of a law or whether it was in the election of a Senator. 
Up to 1866 there had been controversies in the Senate of the 
United States in various cases about what was the duty of this 
body in accepting the action of the different Legislatures in send- 
ing Senators here for admission to the Senate. In one case it 


a quorum in each house to be present in the common assembly, 
to be present in the united acti®n of both houses, in order to 
enable that body to make a valid election of a Senator of the 
United States. 

It was intimated to the contrary in a later case, following very 
soon after, that that requirement was not really necessary, that 
where there appeared in the joint assembly a majority of the en- 
tire body of the Legislature, although one of the houses might 
not be present in its organized capacity, there was a sufficient 
yresence of the Legislature or of the eleetoral body in that assem- 
bly to authorize them to elect a Senator of the United States. 
That question was not really decided, for, in the case to which I 


in seating a Senator here, after the time for a motion for recon- 


| sideration had passed, was conclusive upon this body, and con- 


clusive upon everybody else; whether,in other words,it was a final 
judgment for, after all, what we vote here is nothing more nor 
is it anything less than a judgment that is to be final in its char- 
acter, a judgment from which there isno appeal, a judgment 
that nobody can question, a judgment that the Senate itself can 
not question after the time for reconsideration under its rules has 

sed by. It becomes final and conclusive, and it is merely a 
judgment. That is all that we can say about it. 

Then, there was another case that arose here in New Jersey, 
Stockton’s case,in which the question was presented whether the 
Legislature by joint resolution could declare a certain person 
elected to the Senate who had not receiyed a majority, but had 
really received a minority of the votes of the body in a previous 
effort to elect in each house. 

These controversies, Mr. President, led Congress to exercise 
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what powers it had under the Constitution to prescribe the time 
and manner of holding elections for Senators, and the act of 1866 
was the outcome of that effort. 

Various motives have been assigned to the Senate and House 
for this action on their part in the passage of this law, in which 
also the President participated, and from these motives, thus 
assigned, Senators have attempted to deduce rules for the con- 
struction of the law itself. In the motives that have been pre- 
sented here historically, I think Senators have omitted one of 
the most important features that led to the enactment of that 
law. 

Immediately after the surrender in 1865, the Legislature of 
every Southern State, those Legislatures being Democratic, 
acted in accordance with their own constitutions and their own 
laws in the most formal manner and chose citizens of the respec- 
tive States and sent them here to be admitted into this body. 
Their admission was refused. Whatever the grounds of that 
refusal may have been, and however necessary or proper or justi- 
fiable they may have been, has not anything to do with the le- 
gal question involved in the case at all, but it is one of the facts 
of history which can not be lost sight of when we are attempting 
to trace the motive for the act of 1866. The motive of that aci 
was to take it out of the power of the Democratic Legislatu 
in the South to elect members to this body. 

It is true that in many cases we had very hard struggles to get 
those majorities. In some we did not accomplish a majority in 
both of the Houses, but the determination which has wrought 
itself into history and which isnow undeniable to have the opposi- 
tion Democratic party represented in this body, was sostrong, was 
so stringent, was so urgent that an improvement of the election 
laws of the United States in respect of the election of Senators 
was demanded by the dominant party, and after pretty full dis- 
cussion, during which eleven or twelve of the Southern States 
were absent and had no representation here, in 1866 this law was 
passed. 

There are some provisions in that law which, in my opinion, 
Mr. President, violate the Constitution of the United States, but 
whether they do or not, [ am here for the first time finding my- 
self in possession of an opportunity to express my opinion upon 
that law by my vote as a representative of one of the States de- 
prived of its right of representation in this body under the act 
of 1866 and some other contemporaneous legislation, I am here 
to express my opinion as a judge in this case that certain fea- 
tures of that law are unconstitutional and that, if they are not 
unconstitutional, in the particular case now at the bar of the Sen- 
ate the electors who chose Mr. Dubois in Idaho had not qualified 
themselves under that act for the exercise of the powers, and the 
only powers under which they attempted to elect him and to de- 
clare him elected. 

In the State of Alabama there was a vacancy in the r 
tation in the Senate not by the consent of that State, but con- 
trary to its consent, from 1861 to 1867. Mr. Parsons, a distir 
guished Republican, and John Anthony Winston, a distinguished 
Democrat, were elected to the Senate of the United States fr 
Alabama in 1865, duly and truly elected by a Legislature entirely 
constitutional and entirely competent, a Legislature against 
which no judge and not even a smart lawyer could raise an ob- 
jection that would be at all tenable or even plausible. They 
came here with their credentials, but were denied their seats 
and sent back home. The seats remained vacant until they were 
filled by George E. Spencer and Willard Warner, under the act 
of 1866. 

The seats from Arkansas were vacant from 1863 to 1867. 
drew Hunter and John T. Jones were elected in 1866 and sent 
here with proper credentials in ever possible respect. They 
were sent home and they were kept there until that State was 
represented by Mr. Alexander McDonald and Mr. Benjamin F 
Rice. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to interm 
moment merely to correct his history? 

Mr. MORGAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Hunter was elected and declined, and Mr. 
Garland was elected in his place. Mr. Hunter never presented 
himself. Mr. Garland and Mr. Jones were elected, but denied 
their seats. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
sent home. 

Mr. BERRY. That is right. 

Mr. MORGAN. The seats in the Senate from Florida were 
vacant from 1861 to 1868. 
tlemen who were sent here to represent Florida by what was 
called the reconstruction government of Andrew Johnson, but 
they were sent home, like the rest of them, without their seats. 
They were succeeded by Mr. Osborne and Mr. Welsh, two good 
Republicans. 


The Senatorial seats from Georgia were vacant, and that State 
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They presented their credentials and were 
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I do not recall the names of the gen- | 


' speak more particularly in respect of that part of it which r 


1595 


had no representation in the Senate from 1861 to 1868. 
elected, my recollection now is, Joshua Hill—I can not recall the 
names. Not getting their seats, they were succeeded by Mr. 
Miller in 1868, who was put in the third class. 

Louisiana had no place in the Senate and no representation 


They 





here from 1861 to 1868, but in L&6t State elected Michael 
Hahn and R. King Cutler, and sent m here with proper cre- 
dentials, and they were sent home. They were succeeded by 
Mr. Harris and Mr. Kellogg. 

The seats from Mississippi were vacant from 1861 to 1870, that 
State having no representation in the Senate that time 
Mississippi elected Judge Sharkey and Mr. Alcor: They were 
refused seats in this body and went home, and + succeeded 
by Mr. Revels and Mr. Ames. 

The seats from North Carolina were vacant from 1861 to 1868. 
That State elected Governor Graham and Mr. Manly, who were 
denied their seats. and were succeeded by Mr. Abbott and Mr. 
Pool, I think, in 1868 and 1869. 

South Carolina had no represeniation in the Senate from 1861 
to 1868. Ido not remember who w the S tors who were 

ected from that State and sent here and were refused their 

seats, but they 1 d by M Rob st id Mr. Saw- 
ver. 
" Texas had no place in the Senate from 1861 to 1870. O. M. 
Roberts and D. G. Bu tt w ected, sent here, and they 
were denied their seats, and were s ded by Hamilton and 
Flanagan. 

| have gone over that list of States. | have not been able to 
inform myself accurately within the few moments really tha 
[ have had to consider this subject as to the names of all the differ 
ent persons who were thus thrust out of the Senate of the United 
States who had been « in conform with what was ther 
the law of the United States and the precedent upon w Levery 
Senator who had occupied a seat in this bo ly had been seated, 
and almost entirely without question. 

Mr. President, the Congress of the United States, in providing 
a system of election laws to control the different States in the 


election of Senators, I think were animated by a rpose at that 


time really of prohibiting States from being represented in this 


+h} 


body according to the usages and customs of 


3 country from 


ndation of the Government 








the time of the fou t down to that date 
for purely political reasons, for the mere purpose of excluding a 
number of States from representation in this body which wer 
entitled to it under the laws and under the Constitution of tl 
Cc . 

We may well suppose that legislation fran in such a spi 
‘ fi ich a purpose an such at ‘ ied drastic pt 
V 1s contained pro ) naturally which would enab 
the party in power in the United States to frame the represen 
tation in the Senate according to pr cal ex ies rather tha 
according to right and justice and the Cor yn and the la 

So the Congress of the United States interpolated in the for 
of a statute a rule for the government of the S at in j l 
cating upon matters ol this Kind, tothe ellect that where thetwo 
houses of a State Legislature had attempted to make an election of 
a United States Senator, and nosingle person gota majority of the 
entire quorum in each house, then they were to meet on the nex 
day and proceed to vote in general convention a Senator of the 
United States, and while they have not said so terms, the con 

ruction placed by the Senate of the Unite ‘ on t 
statute is, that if on the second meeting in general assembly th 
is a majority f the entire body of both houses, not of eacha 
bly, in that joint meeting, they shall have jurisdi n 
power to elect a Senator of the United States. 

It is to that feature of the law that I object. light be di 
posed to take that as a rule and as the basis of my judgment asa 
Senator, but I deny the power of the Ho of KNepresentative 
and tne President of the United States to make that rule im- 
perative upon me. Associated with my brethren in this body, ] 






am one of the judges of an election, and I d my authorit 
under the Constitution of the United States; and the Presiden 
of the United States, by approving a billor withholding his veto 
has no right to make a law which shall guide and control me 
that judgment. He has no right of participation in the matter, 
for if we canmake a law to-day, we can make another to-morrow, 
and we can bend and mold and shape our laws to suit every 
emergency that may arise, and a President of the United States 
may veto or he may encourag yte and assist in th 


and prom 

passage of a bill which will place him in power in spite of all 
that the Congress of the United States might afterwards attempt 
todo. He hasnoconnection under the Constitution of the United 
States in the slightest degree in the world with the election of 
a Senator of this body and he can not unite in prescribing a law 
which is binding upon me or upon my judgment in that 


até 
L matte 


Now, all the force that is derived in favor of this statut 


AL 





1596 


to the meeting of the Legislature in joint assembly—all the force 
that that portion of the statute has, comes from the President's 
approval. Aside from his approval, it is nothing more than a 
rule of the Senate and House, a joint rule which can be set aside 
immediately by the recession.of either body from therule. That 
dissolves it. Being there in shape of law, if you want to get rid 
of it you must repeal it. If the President has not the constitu- 
tionai authority to participate in that legislation and impose 
rules for the restraint of judgment or for the guidance of judg- 
ment or for the confirmation or reversal of judgment on the part 
of the Senate—if the President has not power of that sort, then 
his action in regard to it is nugatory, and I count it as if he had 
not signed it. It has no impression upon my mind in the world, 
and certainly will not have any impression upon my vote. 

I therefore, Mr. President, dissent from my brethren on this 
side of the Chamber and especially from my colleague [Mr. 
PUGH], and from the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], who 
insists that there shall be a liberal interpretation of this statute. 
I dissent from that. I say that the interpretation which every 
Senator chooses to put upon this statute is a matter that must 
originate in his own conscience and be approved by his own 
judgment, and when he finds that the statute, if it be a statute, 
the law, if it be a law, is being wrested for the purpose of ac- 
complishing results which are not in themselves proper, which 
do not recommend a man here for a seat in this body, then it is 
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our duty to look upon these laws with great stringency, great | 


exactness, and great severity, and see whether after all they are 
not marring the free action of the Senate of the United States 


under the Constitution in judging as judges of the qualifications, | 


the elections, and the returns of Senators to this body. 

It is not necessary in this case that it should be held by the 
Senate of the United States that any part of the act of 1866 was 
unconstitutional in order to unseat Mr. Dubois, and I think I 
ean establish that proposition. The act itself, if constitutional, 
if it is a proper enactment, if it is binding upon the conscience 
or upon the action of the Senate of the United States, is an act 
of such specific nature, conferring powers of such a peculiar char- 
acter, giving to the Legislatures of the States such tremendous 
weight and influence in the councils of this Government, as, to 
allude to, but not to quote again, those ere remarks of Mr. 
Webster, which I think have been twicé read at the bar of the 
Senate by Senators, it becomes the most solemn duty of the Sen- 
ators in this body representing their respective States to see 
that every formality required by that law shall be at least sub- 
stantially complied with. 

Now, 1 go back, Mr. President, to the true character of the body 
which elects a Senator of the United States, and I will restate 
my concurrence in that very clear proposition stated by Mr. 
Seward, that, after all, the Legislature when acting in the elec- 
tion of a Senator of the United States is not making laws, is not 
exercising that quality of its power, but it is acting simply as an 
electoral body. We have in this country two electoral bodies. 
It is through those two bodies that the President of the United 
States and the Senate of the United States come in contact with 
the popular will. We have but one popular body in the United 
States Government; there is but one officer connected with the 
administration of the Government of the United States who is 
elected by the people, and that is a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

After you have stated that, you have stated every case in which 
it is really possible for the people of the United States or of the 
several States to express their will directly in the election of a 
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the body that certifies, or the body that receives, or the body 
that counts, or*the body that declares. 

The office and power of an elector is made dependent upon each 
and every condition of the statute, or of the Constitution, and it 
is perfectly hedged in by all the restraints which will prevent 
him from breaking beyond them, or any one else, from toleratin 
hisevasion or his deficiency of action and assuming that he woul 
after all be excused for not having complied with the statute in 
doing what he had to do. 

Treating a State Legislature as a body of electors, where do 
we get any definitions asto what a Legislature is out of the Con- 
stitutionaf the United States? The Constitution does not under- 
take to define what a Legislature is, the electoral body that is 
necessary to act in the election of a Senator. It merely says that 
Senators shall be chosen by the Legislatures of the respective 
States. We then have to look around at the assemblage of Leg- 
islatures which really gave rise to that Constitution, which rati- 
fied it or prepared for its ratification through the assistance of 
conventions or by other means. We look over the history of the 
United States at that time, and we find that every Legislature 
in the United States consisted of two bodies, a house and senate, 
one holding for a longer term than the other, one consisting of 
a larger number of members than the other, and that house and 
that senate must have a majority of all persons chosen to it. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. MORGAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. TURPIE. One State in the Union at the time of the 
adoption of the special section of the Constitution to which the 
Senator from Alabama refers had a Legislature consisting of one 
chamber. The House of Burgesses of the State of Pennsylvania 
consisted of only one house for many years after the Constitution 
was adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then, Mr. President, that was not a Legis- 
lature within the meaning of the Constitution of the United 
States; it could not have been within the meaning of the Consti- 


| tution of the United States a Legislature, and Pennsylvania, dis- 


covering her error, discovering her wantof conformation to the 
general principles of republican government in the United 
States, organized her State into two distinctive bodies. That 
may have been tolerated and was tolerated, but that does not 
prove that it was constitutional. 

It was the intention of the Constitution of the United States 


that the Legislature of every State in this Union should conform 


in its distribution of powers into two houses, just as the Congress 
of the United States was made to conform by the Constitution 
under which we are acting. There may have been a lapse, there 
may have been an omission, there may have been a defect re- 
majning to be cured, but the exception in that case only proves 
the rule. 

Beyond controversy, in 1866 there was no Legislature in the 
United States that did not have two houses, and that act, to 


| say the least of it, had reference to a Legislature that had two 


houses, and there could not have been a house in either of the 
branches of the Legislature without a quorum. There might 


| have been an assemblage, there might have been a body quali- 


fied to do certain particular descriptions of business tending to, 


| wards the assembling of the members together, and to the pun- 


representative of any character or an officer of any character who | 


has any connection with the Government of the United States. 
The other two elections which are provided for in the Constitu- 


tion of the country are by electoral bodies, the college of electors | 


to choose a President, and the electors who comprise the houses 


of the General Assembly or the Legislatures of the different | 


States to choose a Senator. 
toral bodies, except so far as they may be made different by the 
Constitution, are in general the same; the principles of their ac- 
tion and their powers of action are the same. 

Now, what is anelector, considering him as an individual? He 
is a man chosen in virtue of the command of the Constitution in 
a particular way, to do a particular thing at a particular time, 
and ina particular manner. Inorder to hold the office of elector 
he must be qualified for it; the certificate relating to his choice 
must be complete and satisfactory. He must take the oath of of- 
fice upon himself, must meet with his colleagues at the time and 
place designated by law, and he must there cast his vote in acer- 
tain manner; he must cast it on a certain day; he must certify 
it in a certain way; it must be transmitted toa particular officer; 
it must be by that officer carried before another body for the pur- 
pose of being counted in the case of a Presidential elector, and 
we have seen that no one has the right to declare a President of 
the United States elected when any one of these substantial or 
essential particulars is omitted in the action of the elector or 


The rules which apply to these elec- | 


ishment, perhaps, of those who were recalcitrant and did not 
come together, but for all the purposes named in the Constitu- 
tionof the United States, whether for making laws by the differ- 
ent State governments or exercising the powers of electors, 
these Legislatures mustconsistof two houses. It is sufficientfor 
my argument if that was the state of the case when you enacted 
the law of 1866, but unquestionably I think no Senator will deny it. 

Mr. GRAY. The law of 1866 speaks of two houses. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, it does; and I think no Senator could 
deny that it would be necessary in order to have an election of a 
Senator to the United States Senate under the law of 1866 that 
there should be two houses. If the General Assembly of Idaho 
had consisted of but one house, we should have had very liitle 
trouble in disposing of this case. We should have said, ‘* You 
do not comply with the Constitution of the United States nor 
with the act of 1866; your action is invalid, and we will not con- 
sider it.” 

Then, when these houses meet, in order to be electors they 
must be houses and they must be an organization, for the act of 
1866 says so. The Constitution does not say so except by impli- 
cation. It says so with remarkable strength and vigor by impli- 
cation, perhaps with sufficient strength and vigor to exclude the 
necessity entirely of making any further provision about it in the 
law of any State or in the act of Congress, that there should be a 
quorum of the body present before it could be considered a house 
within the meaning of the provision that authorizes it to partic- 
ipate in the election of a United States Senator. 

There must, then, be two houses, and they must be organized 
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houses. Organized how? Organized under the laws and con- 
stitution of the State. Neither the Congress nor the Constitu- 
tion of the United States undertook to prescribe what should be 
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the organization of either of those houses to constitute the quali- | 


fied electors to choose a Senator of the United States. You go 
to the constitution of the State to find out about whether they 
are really and duly and truly organized in accordance with the 
local fundamental law. 

Mr. President, assuming that this act of 1866 is constitutional 
and obligatory, we find that these two organized bodies shall, in 


| jority in the senate is 10, and that is 29. 


their respective houses on thesecond Tuesday after the meet ing | 


and organization, proceed to vote viva voce, not by ballot, in each 
house for a person to be chosen Senator of the United States for 
a term either then vacantor expected to be vacant, in the course 
of constitutional government to become vacant within a certain 
specified time. Suppose that these houses have not either of 
them a majority present in their body on the day that they meet. 


Of course they can not elect a Senator, they can go through the | 


mere pantomime; they can not comply with the law; they can 
not comply with the Constitution, because while they may be 
styled legislative bodies in one sense, they are not together a 
Legislature. Whena Legislature is present everything can be 
done that is competentfor a Legislature to do, but in the absence 
of a quorum in both houses, or in either house, a bill can not pass 
on a given day, laws can not be enacted, legislative functions can 
not be completely performed, neither can electoral functions b 
completely performed. 

But I waive that question to get to another as to whether, if 
the two houses attempted to meet on the second Tuesday after 
organization and failed in the effort to meet, under the act of 
1866, considering it to be constitutional, they might meet on the 
next day in joint assembly and then proceed to elect a Senator 
of the United States. For the sake of argument I will grant that 
they can, although I do not believe a word of it; I do not belie 
it at all. I believe that the Legislature of a State must meet in 
their respective houses and pass separately and distinctly upon 
the question of the election of a Senator of the United States be- 


fore any joint assembly can have authority to meet and constitute | * 
That preliminary | 


itself or be constituted into an electoral body. 
isa necessary qualification for the second and different electoral 
body that must meet on the second occasion. 

I will proceed now, I think, to demonstrate that. There must 
at least be an effort, for the statute says if either house fails to 
choose a Senator or fails to meet 6n the day prescribed therein, 
the second Tuesday after the organization, then the joint assem- 
bly may meet. If either house fails, that means necessarily that 
there shall have been an effort to meet, a proposition to meet, a 
resolution of some kind to meet before there can be a failure, for 
no man ever made a failure who never made an effort. That is 
an impossibility. 

Taking your statute, therefore, and construing it just as liber- 
ally as you please to construe it, we find in this case, as I under- 
stand the record, that there was no meeting, no effort to meet, 
no proposition to meet for the purpose of electing a third Sena- 
tor. Therefore there was no failure to meet for that purpose; 
there was simply an omission to meet; there was a want of action, 
not action which had been thwarted by the recalcitrancy of either 
of the bodies or any fractional opposition or anything of the kind. 
It was a mere omission to act. 

I claim, Mr. President, in this case at least, as the basis of my 


'on, if he can defeat the 


1597 


The membership of the house of representatives in Idaho was 
36 members; all present. The membership of the senate was 18 
members; all present but one. That made the number 54 mem- 
bers. One-half that number is 27, and the majority of that num- 
ber is 28. But when you get them into the houses respectively 
where a quorum has to be present in order to give validity to 
any of their actions, the majority in the house , 


is 19, and the ma- 
[It takes 29 votes in that 
Legislature out of 54 to elect a Senator of the United States in 
the two houses, and it takes 28 votes to elect him in the common 
joint assembly. Arethey the same body? Can they be thesame 
body? When on one day it requires 29 of their votes to elect a 
man, and on the next day it requires only 28, can they be the 
same body? No. 

The State of Idaho, Mr. President, can never be reduced 
the condition of having her Senators sent to this body by 28 votes 
until the two houses have met and made an effort, or. having 
made an effort to meet at least, have failed In those 
two houses 29 were required toelect, a majority of them. If Mr. 
Dubois had gone into the general assembly of each of those two 
houses, and received 10 votes in one house and 19 votes in the 
other, he would have been a Senator of the United States elect, 
provided that was the right time to elect him and those were 
votes enough; but if that house can only be prevented from meet- 
ing, and if Mr. Dubois has only got 28 votes that he can count 
action of the two houses entirely and 
vet them into joint assembly he can get into this body with 28 
votes, I should like for some Senator to answer me , these 
facts whether those are the same electoral bodies. 

[It can not be, Mr. President. That is a mere 
Constitution of the United States: it 
destruction of it. The Constit 
quires that the Senator shall be elected by 
the law of Idaho requires that the 
in each house of a majority of th: and that was 29 
on Wednesday and on Tuesday, and it was 28 on Thursday, and 
the 29 votes were not present voting in the re 


Lo) 


to meet. 


upon 


evasion of the 
is a dethronement of it, a 
ition of the United States re- 
y the Legislature, and 
Legislature should consist 
members, 


spective houses on 
luesday or on Wednesday, but on Thursday they 
28 were competent to elect the S nator. , 
Now, let me ask my friends here from the South whether or 
not they believe that the Congress of the United States in pre- 
scribing the manner of electing Senators of the United 
has power thus to break down the legislative organization and 
turn over the election of Senators from the Legislature into the 
hands of an electoral body who can elect with one vote less than 
the Legislature i [ maintain, Mr. President, that that 
invasion of the Constitution of the United States which was at- 


\ 


assembled and 


states 


itself can? 


| tempted in the effort to pass the force bill through this body was 


We 


| not more grave than the one I present here now, and that the 


judgment, and the one upon which I shall vote, too, that the | 


Legislature of Idaho did not meet on the second Tuesday of that 
December for the purpose of electing a third Senator of the United 
States. It is not to be inferred from anything in the record that 
it did so meet. On the contrary, when a resolution was offered 
in the joint body that they would proceed to the election of a 
Senator on Thursday after that Tuesday, there was a confession 
upon the face of the record that some concurrent action was 
necessary which had not before been taken, and which could not 
be supplied by intendment of law from their failure to meet on 
the Tuesday preceding for the purpose of voting upon this third 
Senatorial question. 

If it is true that that joint assembly constituted a different 
body of men—I do not mean individual men, but adifferent body 
in its powers and in its functions from the two houses that were 
required to meet on the Tuesday preceding—if that is true, then 
it must follow logically and without denial, it seems to me, that 
the first body must act before the second can take its place. A 
joint assembly is a substitute body of electors for the Legisla- 
ture named in the Constitution. The Legislature has not acted: 
it has not failed to act; it has not attempted to act; and in con- 
sequence of these facts, that Legislature or that joint assembly, 
that assemblage of gentlemen, said, ‘‘ We have now the author- 
ity devolved upon us by law to proceed to elect a Senator of the 
United States.” That can not be so, Mr. President, if that sec- 
ond body had a power that was not possessed by the first toelect 
& Senator. 


door of opportunity to fraud and outrage can not be thrown wider 
open than will be done by the seating of the Senator from 


Here 


Idaho. 
are the people of a State expecting the election of a Sen- 
In this case [daho did not expect it. It was adouble sur- 
prise, for Idaho had no expectation of the election of a third 
Senator of the United Statesonthat day. Butsuppose they were 
expecting it. A time is fixedforthe election. Why? Thatthe 
election shall not come off before that time—not after, but before. 
Why do you say that an election shall not come off before the 
second Tuesday after the organization of the houses? Because 
we want to give to public influence in Idaho an opportunity to 
impress itself upon the men who are constituted electors to ex- 
press their will in respect of the Senator of the United States. 
The probability is, in fact I suppose it is the truth, that there 
has been no canvass of the qualifications and acceptability of the 
different gentlemen who were expected to be can¢ 
United States Senate, as there v 


ididates for t} 
of the State of 
Illinois: no nominations made in party conventions or elsewhere 
of gentlemen to represent the 


was in the case 


State of 
Public opinion had not concentrated 
vidual or individuals to fill these 
The people were in ignorance of what their 
be. for they had not expressed it. but they 


Idaho in the Senate. 


ipon any particular indi- 


mmensely important offices 
united choice 


had a perfect right 


Would 


to overwhelm that Legislature, if they saw proper to doso, with 
public meetings or recommendations or even their personal pres- 
ence in the capital city until the second Tuesday after that Mon- 
day for the purpose of having their wil kpressed in the elec- 
tion of these Senators. 

Are we going to deny to them that right and that opportunity : 


That is, shall we deny it, as in this case, as I said, by the two- 
fold denial and surprise of having this election brought on in 
the way that it was without the previous action of the Genera 
Assembly upon the claims of the men who might be presented 
there as suitable representatives of that State in this body? ! 
care not what may have been the motive, the rule of construction 
must be that the time must not be anticipated and the prelimi 
nary events to the meeting of the joint assembly must not be 
' waived, for the reason that the people of Idaho have aright to 


See 
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be present there and instruct their representatives in both houses | man of the Committce on Privileges and Elections [Mr. TELLER] 
for whom they shall vote for Senator of the United States. shall close the debate on this case. I presume by common con- 

\is office is far enough removed as it is from the people, and | sent that privilege will be accorded him, as it is the usual cus- 
great clamor is heard throughout the United States froma large | tom, I believe. 





and very intelligent and certainly a very highly patriotic class| Mr.STEWART. I suppose if he raises any new argument it 
of 1 ople t we stand too far away from contact Ww oer will not cut off calling attention to it. 
of our respective States, that popular opinion and popularcom-| Mr. TELLER. You can not cut off debate in the Senate. 


mand have not got control enough of us, that they do not make | Mr. FRYE. This discussion indicates very clearly that no de- 








a suflicientimpress is; and now for us, in the majesty of and I am-inclined to think that Mr. Dubois 
our W1ii & jj res, TOE l ut T peo e of Idaho on thatexnyp ess f the discussion continues | iong eno. igh, for 
provision of the law that the Legislature of their State shall [ guess 

m and pass upo ech ; of some man on the second Tues- | inquire if there is any Senator on the side 
aa of tl I ) as ted DO oO ors no wouid iixe to proce a? If not, as I said 
s] ] ‘ i ‘ t in! fford to from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will close the 
ours 5 ca c hat 1 ‘ 





imply wish to make an announcement, which 







































\ ‘ ‘ re i i 5 é 4 Senator or 11s 81 S to speak, Dut he does not 
politi ud ‘ ta : up ! sh to speak t! evening is not very well and the hour 
W ret t the : cils out jus I - | is lat 
ve ary to be a majority of the whole of a joint as- Mr. MITCHELL. Then I inquire if we can not have an un- 
st yh t t i five t or fifteen, or twent ( nding that t vote in this case shall be taken to-morrow 
thousand dollars less to carry an « tion bef the joint assem- | at some hou I do not care what hour may be fixed, or how late 
bly than it wou e the two ses separately, for there is may be, but I ask that a time may be set when the vote can be 
one vot 3s t obtained. T managers meet together. | taken to-morrow. Any time that the opposition may suggest 
They ar : y eir choice is to |] her satisfy n 
conceal in their own bosoms all knowledge that they have in re- Mr. GEORGE. Myr. President, I had intended at some time 
spect to the qua ations of 1 v are to appear for elec n: | near the close of the debate to submit to the Senate my reasons 
their agre nts are lade pro and con, ra sare maa 7 ee i¢ the vote that I sha Cast. Lam too unwell to proceed this 
elect me : [ will elect you and you, a we three sha Sen- | evening, and I do not know that I shall be able to proceed to- 
etors.”’ orrow morning. I have had a conference with the Senator 

Mr. VANCE. And they put it in writing. from C {[Mr. TELLER], which I suppose I may disclose 
Mr. MORGAN as I yas r it - ) le ith } is permission. 
send, b ause USUALLY lt would not bk ‘eauced to v “iti yy. rh y Mr. TELLER. [ have no objection. 
Mi i ) rank al l b ittle mo in- Mr. GEORGI It was to this effect; that I should not proceed 
rer s evening, but that the Senate will either adjourn or take up 
We meet toget , we find that we can mus in the State | some other business informally, and to-morrow morning, ifI am 
( o 28 votes we can not get any n It w not do | tl able, that I shall proceed, and if Iam not able, I will resign 
to go bef tl slature, because it takes 29 to elect, and the | my right to speak atall. I believe that was about the proposi- 
t f this would have to be mentioned, he would | tion. If that arrangement is agreeable to the Senator I should 
} ote . t= rht turn < $ het 4 i cis . li 4 } ave ome 
ome ‘ nn Os selves < , ‘ TELLER 
O} to pub i a t 5 i vg S iO I a »T 
oO it wa ew re italla ‘ ves g re is any other § 
D t ‘ ( rt ¥ Gle ora tne « er- will be ab OaOoOs 
€ ‘ 4 \ s L r i »¢ ( sidera Ol exe 
t] \ j ) 1 I N 
I i ‘ t ai ‘ I » 1 WwW ( S| ] Vv 
fre : ‘ ‘ . Livi CdS f ‘ I 
C 5 est lat mal \ i e Senator to! c 1 
I 5 1 op or a St « : ) T R i , not i executive session. 
} : ‘ 1 l< olerat y it PRESIDING OFFIC g T S i i 
. . ositic r et “a or om the « ee 
case that shou ir upon t is of t Legislatur tion is on the motion of the Senator fr m Colorad 
é S f State of Idaho re- Che motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
q a t ade of 1 proceedings in each house, sideratiot exer ive business. After five minutes spent in 
a | 1 t ren s each e | executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
a ’ any whet 1a two 5 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
G : Tuesday, March 2, 1892, at 12< yeridian 
I 4 ‘ > us 
c 4 t explos ( \ 0, 
5 , ld not avoid, or some other 
overcome, or that one of th HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
her to constitute a rum: a 
: ssecond electoral body, this TuESDAY, March 1, 1892. 
. =e. a or he actos J met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
1 their 5 votes, wher nw, D. D. 
. ee ee ee ae lof the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
1e G I 1ssem - j z 
~Gorrpanengents LEAVE OF ABSEN 
t WwW Can pine ; = 2 . = 7 
7 -, By una f absence was granted as follows 
: te “ae To Mr e days, on account of sickness. 
’ yg eee ; ‘o Mr ama, for three days, on account of 
( \ was was special auth : 
i ; rat ofa atl ority, & Ix ; port van 
: a ress condition a ’ a ce n j INDIAN RESERVATION. 
\ ‘ ‘ at has failed ) Man car ir. GEARY Mr. § k unanimous cons nt for the 
which to rest their pre sent a ion of the bill which Isend to the Clerk’s desk. 
Che SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
smiss this case [ have not another | mous consent for the consi ation of the bill which the Clerk 
W Lt think the point I made in it is not to} will read, after which the € * will ask if there be objection. 
b sul i time of the Senate by wast-| The Clerk read as follows: 
| A bill (H.R. 8 7 yrovide for the disposition and sale of lands known as 
PRESIDING <« CER. Th question is on agreeing to © Klamath River Indian Reservation 





; ial : sted by th and House of Rep tives of t ited States of 
ne Psi 5 i l y the Committee on Privil ege sand | Be tt enact ec oY ve Sena sane use Of Representatives of the United States 0, 


, 

E tin Canata 3 Gann a | America in Con; gress quanbied, That all of ‘the lands embraced in what was 
ee : 7 one. Spee Klamath River Reservation, in the State of California, as set apart and re 

order dated November 16 


' he question? i 
.. xrT'T Ly Af, > lant i¢ 7 Ioncinad he } 
Mr. MITCHE! President, it is desired thatt 


s u ua 





1air- ' served under authority of law by an Executive 


- 
oa 
oO 
6 








l 
tl 
tl 
I 
i 


‘tu 
fo 
62 


— 


ond 








: 1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1599 








1855. are hereby declared to be subject to settlement, entry, and purchase | when in the judgment of the Secretary teri ieir interests require 
y J i 


under the laws of the United States granting homestead and preémption | an expenditure for such purpose 
rights and ae the sale of mineral and timber lands: Provided, That We recommend that the bill be amended by yr out the word ‘‘ and 
the Secretary of the Interior may reserve from settlement, entry, or pur- | after the word “removal,” on line 40, page inse ig the word ‘‘or 












































chase any tract or tracts of land upon which any village or settlement of In- | and, as so amended, we recommend 
dians is now located and which tract or tracts of land are now actually used | My IT ’ 1) AT, @ 1 
. etl : ens oa sane aaiath aidaetamad st : 7 i Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speak 
for village or settlement purposes only, and may set apart the same for the — p Saaire ; J ; 
permanent use and occupation of said village or settlement of Indians; and | The SPEAKER. Is there objection to t ( a 
any person entitled to the benefits of the homestead or preémption laws of | tion of the bill. 
the United States, who has in good faith prior to the passage of this act | Mr. KILGORE | ., ‘ 
made actual settlement upon any lands within said reservation and not re- | Sar. LATICES. = 1 OD nOvgo! a 
served for the permanent use and occupation of any village or settlement of [ would like to know from tl ma ( 
Indians, with the intent to enter the same under either the homeste: r | this land belon to? 
preémption law, shall have the preferred right to enter and acquire title to Vr GQRARY 7} 
the land so settled upon, not exceeding 160 acres, upon the payment ther a rMucitv i a . , , » 
of $1.25 an acre, and such settler shall have three months, er publicnoti | KTLGOR! ( 
given that such lands are subject to entry, within which to file in the pr Ir. GEARY t an 
land office his declaratory statement or other application there ; ; : 
the case of conflicting claims between settlers the land shall be awarded oe ree ; ” 
the first settler in order of time: Provided, That any portion of said | i Wr. KILGORE. i\re there a ndla 
more valuable for its mineral deposits than for agricu ] I r Vi GEARY No. sir 
its timber shall be entered only under the law author ya ORI ry 
sale of mineral lands: And provided further, That the hei i ea r. KLLGOIN Lh ut | 
settler shail succeed to the ri of such settler under this act: Provi for it three or four tim 
Jurther, That the pr ing from the sale of said lands shall con Mr. GEARY. T Ge nment ha oO Da ! 
tu fund to be used s direction of the S« tary of the Int “eis ‘3 re P 
f he removal, mainter e, or education of the Indians now re 1and 15 OU] a o ; , : 
said lands, and their children D1 tn and De part t can not i a | n the! ! (lon 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- |" \j-" PEEL. [ hope there v it 
tion of this bill? no UIE ies elicit don ian mealies aan 
Mr. BUTLER. Reserving the right to object. I would ask | 4;, " The C ‘ae a 
for the reading of the report. a, ae ae ed a 
Mr.McKENNA. If mycolleague will make a statement of th » ny aenemnil ves ores ; 
case he might dispense with the reading of the report. The bill aa a oil ‘anaes a ; 
Mr. GEARY. It might as well be read. inn oi Rica 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California « na 
to make a statement? On eaotion of Mr. GEARY. a motion to ree er 
Mr. GEARY. The statement would be that which i ee 
tained in the report. = oa 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. HARVEY. Mr. Sneak 
Mr. GEARY. The facts of the matter are these: The land .~ 4 39 us ep a eae or pape 
embraced in this bill was originally an Indian reservation "1m 1 > a 
1861 it was abandoned, and never since has been used for that ha ee 
purpose. Since 1868 it has been occupied by settlers, and thi 1 
merely authorizes the Land Department to enable them to acq 
title to the land they occupy. | 
Mr. WATSON. We can not hear the gent! ; ‘ ells . . + 
Mr. GEARY. This bill meets the approval of the Indian De- ee ee anne ee tanta 1209 and for ot} 
partment. oe a * scesetlage yao Py ae, pain oa ee 
Mr. WATSON. Wecan not hear the gentleman. and wo a ee ee 


ike the report to be read. 











til } . 


The report, by Mr. MCKENNA, was read, as follows 


s i re notic now 





irs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3 opport ty to resoluti ' } t¢ 


The | ¥ e on Indian Affai 
© provide for the disposition ar 
tes atic é sctfully repor 
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as follows 









saleof lands known as the Klamath R Tha 2PRFAKER rr} 4 
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ight years, there does not apy 


ge of the present bi 
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enter that p 


T he few Indians now on this tract, variously imated to be from fifty t vir. SmivTH of Illinc 
one hundred in number, occupy small villag or near the mouth of Kla a 
math River. They are semicivilized, disclined to labor, and have no co1 : — : . amy eX na 











tion of land values or desire to cultivate the soil. If it should be thoug are Cb meee 


i 






wise to allot land in severalty to Indians in such a stage of ci 
this tract is of a character which ought not to be devoted to suc 
It would be entirely useless to them, being alone valuable for lu 
mining, and stock raising, by far the greater part being heavily imbere sass } 
a and broken, as shown by the field notes of the survey of s cra? appropriscion Dil 

In addition to this, the Hoopa Valley Reservation isonly about 20 mileseast | itself into Cor mittee of the Whole Mr. 1] “UM 
of the eastern boundary of this tract, If it should be deemed advisable t aor Seen ante es ene ee 
hereafter provide for these Klamath Indians by the Government in the way INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILI 
of allotting to them land, this reservation in size and productiveness of soi mm) ITATRMAN mT} are aaa 
Will be found sufficient and better adapted for such purpose. will The CHAIRMAN. T! 

These Indians have not, since the abandonment of this reservation, been i ; e purpose of consider y ven 
any manner cared for, aided, or instructed in the ways of civilization by eport the unfinished bu 
Government. This duty the Government may hereafter desire to perfor: : ee 
and to this end and as @ matter of justice to these Indians and the! Vierk road as follows: 























Gren, we think the proceeds to be derived fr ese | is should For samuel of , R.H 
C ‘om the sale of these lands should For annual allowance to Capt. R. H. Pratt, in ch: 
constitute a fund to be used for their removal, maintenance, and education, | in all, £106 oo. eee a ee 
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Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, at the request of several members 
I ask unanimous consent that that paragraph be passed over in- 
formally, to be taken up and considered later. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. LI concur in that request. 

Mr. PEEL. 
who inform me that Capt. Pratt has been telegraphed to in re- 
gard to certain newspaper reports discussed here yesterday. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PEEL. Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to give the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations opportunity to report a bill to be 
printed, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; 
sumed the chair— 


and the Speaker having re- 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATON BILL. 
Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 


Mr. PEEL. I have always understood that they get their sup- 
plies at cost. I do not understand that they get them free. 
Mr. HOLMAN. But they get them at the cost to the Govern- 


| ment. 


I make this request at the suggestion of members | 


Mr. PEEL. 
plies at cost. 
Mr.HOLMAN. The saving to them by reason of the low rate 
at which they are permitted to purchase supplies from the 


| understand they are entitled to get their sup- 


| Government is equivalent to three or four hundred dollars ad- 
| ditional salary. 


Mr. PEEL. The fact of this privilege being allowed to the 
agents is one reason [ have understood why their salaries have 


| been fixed so low as they are in many cases. 


The Clerk proceeded to read. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I understood that my colleague [Mr. BRETZ] 


| made a motion to reduce the amount in the previous paragraph. 


ported a bill (H. R. 6746) making appropriations to provide for | 


the expenses of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1893, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. It is understood, Mr. 
Speaker, that all points of order are reserved. 

The SPEAKER. It is so understood. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BYNUM in the chair, and resumed the consideration of the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of Indian pupils, at $167 per annum each: purchase of mate 
rial, heating appliances, and repairs of buildings at Indian school at Chil 
locco, Ind. T. (formerly near Arkansas City, Kans.), and for pay of superin- 
tendent of said school, at 82,000 per annum, $62,110: Provided, That not more 
than $,000 of this amount shall be used in repairs, heating, and furnishing 
buildings 

Mr. BRETZ. 
the words *‘ two thousand” and insert * fifteen hundred.” Ido 
not desire to make a speech upon this amendment. 
merely for the purpose of obtaining information from the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill as to why this difference is made in the 
pay of superintendents of schools at different points. I notice 
that at some places the pay of the superintendent is $1,500 while 
at others it is $2,000. If the chairman of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs can explain the reason of that difference the object 
I have in view will be attained. 

Mr. PEEL. I will say to my friend that the reason for the dif- 
ference is that in some places the superintendent has much more 
work and much greater responsibility than at other places. This 
increased work and responsibility results from the greater size 
of the schools at some points. The same distinction has been 
made in all these appropriation bills heretofore in regard to the 
pay of superintendents, just as like difference exists in regard to 
the pay of agents. At some points the agent receives $1,200, and 
at another point $2,200, according to the character of the post 
and the amount of labor and responsibility involved. 

Mr. BRETZ. In running over the bill I notice that while the 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that an 
amendment was offered. 

Mr. BRETZ. I moved to strike out ** 
sert ‘** fifteen hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentle- 
man as making any motion, but only asking for information. 

Mr. BRETZ. I offered the amendment, and said I did not de- 


two thousand ” and in- 


| sire to make a speech, but wanted information upon the matter. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send up his amend- 
ment. 

The amendment of Mr. BRETZ was read, as follows: 

In line 7, page 48, strike out ** #2,000"’ and insert * $1,500.” 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of Indian pupils, at #167 per annum each; erection and re- 


pairs of school buildings at the Indian school at Pierre, S. Dak., and for pay 
of superintendent of said school, $1,500 per annum, $83,200: Provided, That 


| not more than $5,000 of this amount shall be used in erection and repairs of 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in line 7, | 


I offer it | 


buildings 

Mr. PICKLER. 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 20 and 21, page 48, strike out “167° and insert in lieu thereof 
“$175 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the objectof this amendment 
is to increase the amount allowed for taking care of these In- 
dian pupils in the school at Pierre, 5. Dak., from $167 per pupil 
to $175. In this connection I wish to have read an extract from 
a letter on this subject from the Board of Trade at Pierre. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


PIERRE, S. DAK., February 15, 1892 

Hon. J. M. PICKLER, Washington, D. C.: 

DEAR SIR: We would respectfully call your attention to the fact that 
former appropriations for the support of the Indian school at this — 
have been couched in the following language: ‘‘For the support of the 
pupils at the Pierre Indian school at the rate of $167 perannum.”’ One hun 
dred and sixty-seven dollars per annum is #3.21 each per week, and from 
this amount the superintendent is required not only to feed and clothe the 
pupils, but to pay the salaries of employés, purchase furniture, and bear al! 
incidental expenses, including #25 each year for fuel 


The Indian Department construes the term ‘support’ to include all of 


| above-named expenses. 


capacity of the schools at a number of points is about the same | 


as to the number of pupils they can accommodate, the pay of the 
superintendents differ considerably. What is thereasonfor that? 

Mr. PEEL. If that is the case I can not tell just why it is so, 
but we were not authorized to increase any of these salaries, and 
we found no reason for decreasing any of them. I have not my- 
self examined the bill critically to see whether in any instance 
the superintendent of schools of equal capacity are differently 
paid. 

Mr. BRETZ. 
supplied by the Government with residences? 

Mr. PEEL. I think it is the fact that most of them or all of 
them are supplied with some such accommodation, with a room 
at least, because some of the schools are located where there are 


Is it not a fact that these superintendents are all 


While it is possible to run an Indian boarding school on this amount, yet 

it requires the exercise ofa rigid frugality that is not true economy. 
* * * * * ~ * 

Our school is new, and is as yet imperfectly furnished, and needs many of 
the appliances so essential to the success of an industrial institution, 

The per capita limit of Indian schools was at one time $175, and we would re- 
spectfully ask you to use your influence to again restore it to that amount, 
or. What would be far better, place the limit at #200. 

We beg leave to call your attention to this matter, knowing that, in the 
multiplicity of business affairs demanding your consideration, it might pos- 
sibly escape your notice, and we recommend it, not in the interests of Pierre 
alone, but in order that an educational institution may be built up that will 
confer the greatest possible benefits upon our unenlightened neighbors and 
establish a reputation for good works, of which not only Pierre but the whole 
State may be proud 

PIERRE BOARD OF TRADE, 
By B. A. CUMMINGS, President 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is a new industrial school 


and one of the largest inaugurated by the Indian Bureau. It is 


no hotels or boarding houses, and I believe the Government does | 


furnish some kind of quarters. 


Mr. HOLMAN. In connection with the question of the sal- 
aries of these Indian agents, I will ask my friend from Arkansas 
whether all the agents are not furnished with comfortable resi- 
dences at the expense of the Government? 

Mr. PEEL. I remember that when our committee, of which 
the distinguished gentleman from Indiana was chairman, and of 
which I was a member, visited the agencies, that was the factso 
far as | accompanied the committee, but I was not with them at 
all the agencies, having been detained at home for a time by sick- 
ness. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 

r fi 


Do they not derive some advantage in re- 
gard to being 


irnished with supplies or rations? 


situated on the confines of the Cheyenne River Reservation. 
There are about 3,000 Indians belonging to that Reservation. It 
is also adjacent to the Pine Ridge and Rosebud Agencies. This 


| school is in the proper place. It is where the Indians can have 


the advantage of all that is taught, thus meeting the argument 
made here yesterday against certain of the Eastern Indian 
schools. This institution being upon the frontier, it is the fact, 
as stated in this letter, that $167 per pupil is not as much, will 
not go as far, as the same amount of money expended farther 
east. It is to be remembered also that this is a new school, so 
that not only are salaries of employés to’be paid out of the ap- 
propriation, but furniture must be purchased and various inci- 
dental expenses incurred. 

Now, if gentlemen mean that these schools upon the reserva- 
tions and adjacent to them shall be made what they ought to 
be, so as tocompare favorably with the Eastern schools, we should 
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certainly appropriate a sufficient amount of money to carry on an 
institution of this kind in a creditable way. One hundred and 
seventy-five dollars per pupil was the amount formerly allowed; 
but it has been cut down to $167, which is not enough for a school | 
such as this. There are about 160 pupils in attendance there, so | 
that thisamendment would add about $1,200 tothe bill. That is 
not a large sum for this Government to expend, but it will bea 
great advantage to this Indian school. I assure gentlemen ol 
this committee that this will-be money well invested. I believe 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. PEEL], understanding as 
he does the position of this school, can not say that this ex- 
penditure is not reasonable, or that this amount should not be | 
allowed. The gentlemen of the Pierre Board of Trade, whose | 
letter has been read, mean what they say, and truly set forth the 
facts in regard to this matter. 

I hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. PEEL. I did not hear fully the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. It proposes to increase the allowance at the 
Pierre school from $167 per pupil to $175. 

Mr. PEEL. That will increase, of course, the total amount 
given to this school. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the extra allowance be made in this case 
it will have to be granted to other schools. 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly, to all located as this is. It will be ob- 
served that under this bill the allowance in some places is, as in 
this case, not exceeding $167 per pupil; in other places it is $150 
per pupil; in other places it is $175. The reason of this differ- 
ence is that in some places the schools can be supported much 
more cheaply than at others. On the Pacific coast, where liv- 
ing is more expensive than farther East, it has been the uniform | 
rule to allow $175. This school is located in South Dakota, upon 
the bank of the Missouri River, where it is somewhat expensive 
tolive. Still, I think my friend from South Dakota had better 
let the provision of the bill stand as it is. I admit there isa 
good deal of force in bis proposition. 

If the amendment was simply to change the amount applied to 
this school and did not increase the sum total it would not be so 
objectionable, because we have supplied that school with means 
at $157 per head to pay for ten more pupils than the capacity of | 
the school warranted. It has a limited capacity of about 150 | 
pupils, and the Commissioner told us that he had to turn away | 
some. But they are now carrying 160, and we have provided for | 
that number. 

Mr. PICKLER. I suppose it would increase the amount of the | 
appropriation $12 per pupil, and the total increase on 160 pupils 
would amount to about $1,200. 

Mr. PEEL. I suppose it would if we agreed to the amend- 
ment; butif we do that it will necessarily be demanded all along 
the line, and I hope the gentleman will not insist upon it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, in reference to this | 
school we should take into consideration its proximity to the 
Indians, it being right on the frontier, and it will hardly be 
questioned that $175 is hardly more than necessary for each pu- 
pil. The expensesare necessarily higher. Thegentlemanfrom | 
Arkansas himself has been at thatschool and knows that it isone 
of the best and that the location is an admirable one. 

Mr. PEEL. I have seen the school and inspected the building. 
It has a good location and is doing good work. It isasmuchen- 
titled to $175as some of the others which havethatamount. But 
if we should make an increase here it would be necessary to in- 
crease other schools of a like character to the same amount which | 
are not so meritorious; and for that reason I prefer that it should 
remain as it is. 

Mr. PICKLER. The amendment, it will be seen also, is di- 
rectly in the line of making the Western schools, where it is pos- 
sible to do so, do the work of educating the Indians instead of 
sending them East. It has been contended in this discussion that 
the best way to educate them isamongst their own people. Now, | 
this amendment increases this bill only about $1,200, and cer- 
tainly the money can not be better expended. The amount al- 
lowed at that frontier school is entirely too little to continue the | 
school as it ought to be continued, and I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 42, 
noes 66. ; 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 2, page 49—- 

“For the purpose of erecting, constructing, and completing suitable school 
buildings, and for the support of an Indian industrial school in the State of | 


Washington, at such place as may be selected by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs $50,000." 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think that is subject to the point of order. 
XXUI—101 


| pay of 


|} hundred and fifty’ and insert * 


| tains and one of the healthiest 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point of order 
on the amendment. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing to reserve it for the present. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire but a single word in 
favor of this amendment. It is offered strictly in the line of the 
argument of the gentleman from Indiana, submitted to the House 
on yesterday, that we should educate the Indians on the reserva- 
tions or near thereto, and that ultimately the school at Carlisle 
should be closed and that we should not bring these Indian chil- 
dren East to be educated any longer. 

The gentleman from Indiana has visited Washington and 
knows that we have there a very large number of Indians and 
various Indian tribes. We have the Colvilles, the Yakimas, the 
Nisquallys, the Puyallups, the S’Kokomishes, the Quinaielts, the 
Nez Pereés, and the Coeur d’Alénes. These Indians desire to be 


| educated, and if we are to continue this work of appropriating 
| for that purpose, and if the policy of bringing Indian children 


East for education is to be suspended, then we ought to begin at 
once to erect these industrial schools and commence to make pro- 
vision for taking care of the children on the reservations or 


; near thereto. 


We have a most excellent climate, good water, good lands, and 
l agree with the gentleman from Indiana that we ought to edu- 
cate the children there, and I hope therefore that he will codp- 
erate with me so that we can start this school and make provi- 
sion for that purpose and have it ready by the time he succeeds 
in getting the industrial schools of the Kastclosed up. He ought 
to make no possible objection to this amendment, but he will, 
because it increases the total appropriations, not because it is 
not right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 
point of order against the amendment, and the Chair sustains it. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of Indian pupils, at #175 per annum each: repairs of school 
buildings and irrigation at the Indian school at Santa Fé, N. Mex.. and for 
f superintendent of said school, at $1,500 per annum, $35,250: Provided 
‘That out of this amount not more than 4,000 may be used for establishing 
brick and harness making and blacksmith shop, and repairing buildings 

Mr. JOSEPH. Isubmit the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 49, lines 12 and 13, amend by striking out‘ thirty-five thousand two 
forty-five thousand 


Mr. JOSEPH. In support of the amendment I will have alet- 


| ter from the superintendent read in my time. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOI 
Santa Fé, N. Mex., February 24, 15 

DEAR SiR: I regret to learn that the committee in the House has cut down 
the appropriation for this school to $35,250. The present number of children 
in school (170) will require for their support at $175 each, #29,750; add to thi 
the salary of the superintendent and we will have but little left for improve 
ments. In my letter to you of January 5, I made the same recommendatio1 
that I made to the Indian Office. All the improvements suggested therein are 
absolutely necessary; we are crowded for room in sever ! 





fai departments with 
our present number of children. Many more have asked for admission, but 
could not be received for wantofroom. Thirty-three San Carlos Apaches were 
refused admittance at one time for lack of accommodation itis no longer a 


question of how many children we can secure, but how many can we accon 
modate. Is it not possible to have the amount fixed t 


y the committee in 


creased? With but $35,000 the school will practically remain at a standstill 
for the next year 
I shall be very glad to hear from you and know if possible what may be 


done, if anything, to increase the proposed appropriatior 


Very respectfully 
S. M. CAST 

Hon. ANTHONY JOSEPH, Ih inglon, D. ¢ 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, this Indian industrial school is 
located in one of the most beautiful valleys in the Rocky Mou 
spots on the American continent, 
near the beautiful city of Santa Fé, the capital of the Territory 
of New Mexico. This isacity with magnificent churches, school 
buildings, represt nting all the religious denominations, wher: 
the pupils at this school have the advantage of these civilizing 
and Christianizing elements, and is located within a reasonablk 
distance of more than a half dozen Indian reservations. So that 
it is practically on the line of the argument used here by gentle- 
men advocating the establishment of these Indian industrial 


schools within accessible distances of the reservation. 


At present this school has one hundred and seventy p 


and, as the letter of the superintendent states, they have rejected 
the admission of thirty-three San Carlos Apache pupils for the 
reason that there is no money provided by this bill for their 
support. So that these thirty-three Apache children have been 
denied admission into this institution after the Government has 
invited all the Indians in that Territory to send their children 
| to the industrial school of New Mexico. 
I therefore appeal to the committee who are now considerir £ 
these questions to agree to my amendment, for it only provide: 


sufficient funds to admit the thirty-three San Carlos Apache | 


| dians who are to-day asking for admission to this Indiar 


i 


trial school at Santa Fé, in the Territory of New M: 
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Mr. DICKERSON. 
Commissioner? 

Mr. JOSEPH. He recommends it. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in reply to the ar- 

ument of my friend from New Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH] that we 
Fad the special estimate before us when we made up the item for 
this Indian school at Santa Fé, N. Mex. The capacity is put 
down at 170 pupils at $175, $29,750. It will be seen, therefore, 
that we have provided for that amount and added something for 
repairs of buildings, etc. Now,we had the Commissioner before 
us and he informed us that they had in that school now 170 pupils. 
That was his information. Therefore we made full provision for 
all that were reported to be there at that time, ample to take 
care of them according to the rate heretofore existing, $175 
apiece. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Yes, but here are these thirty-three San Car- 
los Apaches knocking at the door of this school for admission, 
and if you will provide for their support they will be admitted. 

lr. PEEL. The Commissioner told us he would telegraph 
right away to these various industrial schools to ascertain what 
was the attendance now, and I have the list before me. Santa 
Fé is put down ata total enrollment of 172; average attendance 
166: attendance February 10, 163. That is less than what we 
have provided for. Now, if any have gone there since February 
10, of course we are not apprised of it, and we have faithfully 
complied with the understanding heretofore. If these Indians 
have gone there and made application and then gone away, per- 


W hat is the recommendation of the Indian 


haps it would be of very little use to put this increase in this bill | 


this year, because it is not likely they will come back again. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Iwill inform the gentleman that on the 24th 
day of February, the date of the communication from the super- 
intendent to me, they had one hundred and seventy pupils, and 
besides that number these thirty-three San Carlos pupils are now 
at Santa Fé asking for admission to this school. If you will in- 
crease this appropriation $10,000 more they will be admitted. 
The school can provide facilities for them: and the only question 
now is,whether ‘this committee will provide for their admission, 
or whether we by our action shall tell these Indians to return 
back to the San Carlos Reservation, as the Government does not 
desire to admit them, after having invited them to come there to 
this industrial schoot at Santa Fe? 

lr. PEEL. Do I understand the gentleman to say that they 
are now there at Santa Fé? 

_ J¢ a H. Yes; thirty-three Apache pupils. 

.PEEL. Waiting for admission? 

ME. JOSEPH. Waiting for admission, at Santa Fé 
three pupils from the San Carlos Apache Reservation. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Iwish they would keep them there. 

Mr. JOSEPH. With a small additional appropriation they 
can admitthem. They are from the SanCarlos Reservation, in 
the Territory of Arizona. 

Mr. PEEL. I know the location of that school. I have been | 
there and I have also been upon the San Carlos Reservation, 
which my friend speaks of. It is a proper school for those chil- 
dren in that section of the country. If the statementof the gen- 
tleman is correct, and his word is good enough for me, if they 
are there asking for admittance, if they are there yet and can be 
taken in, as a matter of course that disarms any opposition that 
I can afford to offer; because we have endeavored and the theory 
of the bill is to provide for such children as are in school and as 


the school can take care of this year without extending the | 


buildings. Is the capacity of the school sufficient to admit them? 

Mr. JOSEPH. With this additional appropriation. 

Mr. PEEL. Is the building capacity sufficient? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Yes, I think so. 

Mr. PEEL. I did not hear the superintendent’s letter read. 
Does he say he has room enough for them? 

JOSEPH. 
appropriation. 
Mr. PEEL. Of course this appropriation could not make his 
house room any larger. What l wish to know is whether he has 
capacity for them. Has he room enough, so that he will be able 
to take care of them? 

Mr. JOSEPH. I think so. 
fully. 

Mr. DICKERSON. 
you ous 
— 

PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the gen- 
tleman { rom New Mexico gives good reasons why this appropri- 
ation should be increased. Iam sorry that the gentleman from 
Indiana {[Mr. HOLMAN] is not at this time in his seat, as he was 
awhile ago when I was insisting upon the necessity of a small in- 
crease for the school at Pierre, S. Dak., amounting only to $8 
per capita. Yesterday the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOoL- 
MAN} professed love, faith, and confidence in the Western Indian 


[ think he can provide for them 


If you make this additional appropriation 
ht to provide that they shall receive these additional In- 
I : 


3 thirty- | 


They can provide for them with this additional | 


| schools. Yesterday he was combating appropriations for the 
| Easternschools, and this morning, when we come to the Western 
schools, the gentleman from Indiana, with all his yesterday's 
profession and pretense of interest in Indian education, is the 
first upon his feet to rally his forces against these appropriations 
to make Western schools what they ought to be. 

If the gentleman from Indiana and those who stand with him 
are candid, if he means what he says, that he is in favor of In- 
dian education, that he believes that those Western schools 
should be made equal to the Eastern schools, [ would be glad for 
him to explain his action this morning in regard to cutting down 
appropriations to Western schools. Is it simply that the gen- 

tleman, when the Eastern schools are up, is for paring down the 
appropriations there, and when we come to the Western schools, 
| and when their wants and needs are shown, the gentleman’s pro- 
fession of yesterday is all forgotten this morning? 

Now, if the gentleman from Indiana is candid he will take the 
floor now in the interest of an amendment that comes from his 
own side of the House to make this school in New Mexico what 
it ought to be. We should have done a similar thing in the 
amendment I offered for the South Dakota school, for it was di- 
rectly in the line that the gentleman preached here all day yes- 
terday. Iam surprised at the position he has taken this morn- 
ing, and I trust he will take the floor and advocate the amendment 
of the gentleman from New Mexico and give that school what it 

neeacs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear the opening re- 
marks of the gentleman from South Dakota, and therefore I can- 
not reply fully to him. I caught one fact, that he complained 
that the policy of removing these schools to the West for the ed- 
ucation of Indians there was advocated earnestly yesterday and 
neglected to-day. He knows that that movement failed, and now 
the gentleman is claiming with reference to the reduction of 
schools there we should increase the cost of the schools of the 

| West. I donot think my friend’s position is very logical. If 
he had been as earnest in his argument yesterday in favor of the 
| true policy, a policy which he must know is the true one, that 
| is, the education of the Indians where they live—if he had advo- 
cated that with such earnestness as he has to-day advocated his 
proposition the amendment might have carried, and he would 
have done a great good to the region of country he represents, 
for the children there would have received some benefit. There 
| are an immense number of Indians located in his State, and, as 
the gentleman knows very well, the largest single body of In- 
dians in the United States is there. The policy of keeping the 
schools in the East instead of having them in the West is an em- 
| barrassment to that region where he lives, and yet he was in fa- 
| vor of keeping up the Eastern schools. 

Mr. PICKLER. Did not the gentleman all day yesterday in 

his eloquent an@ forcible way argue for more money to make the 
| schools of the West equal to the schools of the East? Will the 
gentleman answer? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will answer it in my own way. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now,on the very first amendment that comes 
| up for a Western school this morning was not the gentleman the 
| first one on his feet opposing it and did not he motion with his 
| hands for gentlemen to rise and vote against it? 
| Mr. HOLMAN. My friend does not understand—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Where is the consistency in the position the 
gentieman took yesterday and the position he took to-day ? 

| Mr. HOLM: AN. Can not my friend understand the simple 
| proposition which I stated all day yesterday so plain as to pre- 
| vent any gentleman of the House from misunderstanding it? My 
proposition was, that gradually these schools in the East should 
| be abandoned, and as the money ceased to be ee in the East, 
| it should be expended in the West. That is the only argument I 
| submitted, and that was opposed by my friend. 

I stated that I was not in favor of the proposition of maintain- 
| ing these Eastern schools‘4&s it would increase the appropriations 

while it would not strengthen those institutions in the West. I 
| favored the education of Indian children in the West, and noi at 
a place so remote from the Indians as Carlisle. If my memory 
is correct, my friend opposed that position. He comes from a 
region of country where a great many of these Indians live, and 
yet he proposes to keep up these great establishments more than 
1alf away across the country from his State, where thereare no 
Indians, nor have been any for more than acentury. If my friend 
| had cordially supported my proposition, then in a very short time 
we should have increased the number of schools in the West and 
diminished the number of schools in the East and have increased 
the appropriations for the West; but my friend opposed that 
policy and favored the Eastern policy. I hope that when my 


friend goes home he will with his usual eloquence explain this 
| matter satisfactorily to his people. 
Mr. PICKLER. 
two words. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to stvike out the last 
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The CHAIRMAN. One amendment is pending to strike out | them. Itis therefore thoroug) in keeping with the princi 
the last word. on which this bill wasframed, which was to supply money enoug 
Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the last two words. 0 educate every Indian child whi 1e school buil o now j 
The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to an amendment ispend- | existence and in course of erection could ace nudate. Thati 
ing’ but the gentleman can obtain his purpose by withdrawing | the difference between the two amend 
is amendment. [ yield now to my friend from Washi Mr. WILSON], who 
Mr. PICKLER. Well, I will do so then, and thank the Chair | desires to ask a question 
for his suggestion. Mr. \ VIL SON of Washington Mr. ( i n. | h to ask 
The gentleman from Indiana seems to think that it is incon- friend from Indiana a question 
sistent for a man from the West to be in favor of the Eastern ir. JOSE! HL. Mr. Chs 
schools; or rather that he should not be in favor of the policy of | interfere with my amendm« 
Eastern schools. I am not opposed to the policy of the Eastern he CH \I R mMAN. Debat yon this t 
schools. It has been stated here by every member who has oc -CA HART. Is not thisamendment subject tot 
cupied the floor that the new Indian schools will go to the W« pol if order as the other 
Mr. PICKLER. Iam desirous that the whole of the peopl The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks not; but even if it we 
of this country, not only the people in the West but the people in e ] tis now too lat Ch 
the South and in the East, shall be interested in this Indian ques- 9 leman from New Me 
tion, shall be interested in Indian education, shall - interest tof Mr. JOSEPH was a 
in the progress of the Indians who must live in the States wh« Cl read as follo 
they now are; and so, while [ am not in favor of creating n« of pupil $17 inum each ol 
Eastern schools, neither am I in favor of destroying the schools i ry of superil st Phoenix, A 8 n 
which now exist at the East, which have been the pioneers in | {3}; . ait caitiedad Genial ——— 
this work and have been aided and sustained by men and women . oh 
"= : bi r. SLi nh of Arizona love WO % t iy OU 1n 
who have done so much for Indian education. By and by we |,.°, a 
may dispense with those schools, but not yet. It is shown that ; . f ae — 
there is at present a necessity for their continuance, and I am | 0) SS eee ; roe ene 
with the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN] for the advance- = se " r 
ment of the Western schools, but at the same time let us maintai coi} tat >, nae - 
these schools in the East, let us keep up the interest in this | annum, #3,675: J led, 1 un $60.00 , in 
Indian question in the East, in order that we may receive assist- | ! re in the erect Lil 
ance ingetting appropriationsfor the schools inthe West Mr. Chairman. what I have heretof« uid in re d to 
What I arraign the gentleman from Indiana for is this: It | [ndian question has le y naturally to the a iment I nov 
seems to me that his position yesterday and his position to-day | offer. aad whieh 1 elm v ho he Cor of the Who 
are as far apart as the East is from the West. I thank the gen- | wj}] adopt. I believe it can be demonstrated that a proper ex- 
tleman from Indiana for the assertion he made yesterday that | penditure of money at this particular school will induce the In- 
he was in favor of Indian schools in the West, but when is he Mam to become a fruit ra ‘and a farmer. rather than a theolo- 
in favor of them? He was not in favor of them this morning tan or a school teacl 
when he had a chance to give a few hundred dollars extra to one | eatte Ine chools all over the country. especially 
of these schools. t Rockv Mountai! : their object 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; I am cordially in favor of them. vO uv educate an Indian as a farmer at Hampton < 
Mr. PICKLER. Then why do you vote against a proposition | , or an ere els de of the R Mountains. and 
to help one of them? practic ube ine in VA 
Mr. HOLMAN. I stated the reason a moment ago. because farming processes are entirely different in the two 
Mr. PICKLER. That is, you are ‘‘in favor of the law, but nee z : 
against its execution.” [Laughter.] this Indian school we have 160 acres of land purchased at 
Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from South Dakota is avery clear- | g eost of $9.000. $3.000 of which was contributed by citizens o 
headed gentleman and generally very apt toseea point. He un- | Maricopa County. This site is near the city of Phoenix, th 
derstood my position yesterday, and my position to-day is per- | egnital of the Territory. It is in the most luxurious and f 
fectly consistent with it; but is my friend himself consistent? valley in the world. Iwish to read from the report of the sup 
Mr. PICKLER. I think so. intendent of that school, Mr. Wellington Rich a descriptio: 0 
Mr. HOLMAN. My idea has been that itis desirable to trans- | ¢his site: and if my time should expire before Iam through. | 
fer the education of the Indians to where the money will do the | ¢rust T mav be allowed time enough to conclude. as I propose to 
most good not only in educating the young ones but also elevat- | cay nothine more on this bil 
ing the whole tribe. Mr. Rich savs 
Mr. PICKLER. Yet you have just voted against my amend- ™ cian ead Wiliams aes . t 
ment. Ir I it l ave f na te ) 
Mr.HOLMAN. But why? Because my friend contributed to | goodcitizens. They have faith in the eff reducati 
defeat a proposition ee oe ae : 
Mr. PICKLER (interposing). Oh, then you are voting against emeetieeinehende. aan aaa eeiced aienmanen. antic : 
this proposition in order to punish me for not opposing Eastern | dice encountered at the begging of our movement her 
schools! Str tae as aa d 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. I like my friend too much to think | under cultivation and situated 3 miles noth of Pheonix: and sof 
of punishing him for anything; but I want to show his inconsist- $9,000 
ency. = I ae: Ls } 
Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry that the debate ed in o1 neighborh ( 
has become so warm on this amendment, and I think itis unnec- m the ea 
essarily so. In justice tomy friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] z.. her ee 
and not atall against the theory of my friend from South Dakota ne 5 ¥ aieee 
[Mr. PICKLER], I want to say that there is a very marked differ- | trees this 30, OOK 
ence between the amendment of the gentleman from South Da- | T° Pr ae 2 ee oe 
kota which has been voted down and the amendment now pend- ee — 
ing. The amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota pro- Chere are other well cu 
posed to increase the cost per pupil in the Indian school at P ein ieee ane oe 
to $175. Lconfess the proposition was not without some m: orit, The ( te is a 
and my only reason for opposing it was that I thought it was not upt : 
safe at this time toc hange from the basis on which those pupils | *#e farm! 
had previously been provided for. ae Bm bt pe 
But the amendment of the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. | acres. Ten a SW 
JOSEPH] does not increase the cost per pupil at the Santa Fé | piace Wil 
school. The gentleman states hula bes had read aletter show- | ‘Ten ncres will be pla 4 g 
ing, that thirty- three children from the Apache San Carlos Re 3- 
ervation applied for admission there and could not be accepted |!" 5 arenenee: ©. tas Gable 


on account of the appropriation not being large enough. This 
amendment, therefore, is simply designed to add a sufficient 
amount to provide for children who have applied for admission 
to a school where there is sufficient capacity to accommodate 


fruits 
This fruit establishment is designed 
1. Tosupply the school with fruit in 
2. To yield the school a cash revenue 


3. But chiefly to be used as a training scho 
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which the pupils shall be educated and trained in the arts of cultivating, 
curing, and marketing these varieties of fruit so they may make fruit-grow- 
ing their special vocation, their means of earning a living, of promoting their 
further advancement in the scale of civilized life, and of providing in due 
time well-cultivated fruit farms and comfortable homes for themselves. The 
Indians still own much fine fruit land in the Salt River and the Gila River 
Valleys. 

I have spoken of the pressing need of such skilled laborers as the school is 
designed to supply. 

One of the leading fruit-growers of the valley said, during a conversation 
I had with him a few weeks ago, that he wished to engage fifty of our boys 
for three months, or during the busy season, next summer and fall. Many 
other fruit-growers have talked with me about employing pupils during the 
busy season and throughout the year. The school, however large it may be- 
come, can never meet the demands that will be made upon it by fruit-growers 
for temporary and permanent workers. 

These fruit growers as a class are unusually intelligent, refined, and moral. 
Iam not acquainted with one who is dissipated, Many of them are highly 
educated. The great majority have comfortable and attractive homes, not 
a few have lovely homes, internally as well as externally. The pupils em- 
ose ae by these fruit growers would therefore labor under highly favorable 

ndustrial, educative, esthetical, moral, and religious conditions. 

Young people of any race should be educated and trained for those callings 
in which they can succeed, by means of which they can earna living at least. 
it is worse than folly to lead them to undertake what lies beyond their pos- 
sibilities. The Pima and Maricopa Indian youth can not compete success- 
fully with the white youth in any of the higher callings of life, nor in any of 
the mechanic arts. But as I have shown, or attempted to show, they have 
inherited aptitudes for fruit growing by means of irrigation. An unlimited 
and most inviting field of labor in this direction lies open before them. 
‘They should be qualified and led to enter upon and abide in this industrial 
promise land. 


As will have been observed by a communication from Mr. Rich, 
which I had printed in the RECORD the day before yesterday, he 
asks, and the citizens there in their petition ask, for an appro- 


priation of $75,500. In my amendment Lask only $60,000 inaddi- | enough money to build an addition to the main school building to 


tion to what has already been inserted in the bill. If an appro- 
priation of this kind can be made, it will demonstrate the neces- 
sity of doing away with the Eastern schools. It will demonstrate 
that the Indian children can be educated and the tribe educated 


and Papago Indians anywhere else and teach them anything that 
will be beneficial to them when they get back to their homes: 
for their education must be adapted to the environment out of 
which they are to carve their support. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BRETZ. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There has been forwarded to mea 
petition of 110 leading citizens of that county, showing that the 


white people there—the industrious, enterprising, tax-paying | 


people, who have already contributed to the support of this 
school, are urging an appropriation of $75,000 in this bill. This 
petition, which is signed by the chief justice, by members of the 
supreme court, by the acting governor of the Territory, by all 


the leading merchants, lawyers, doctors, and farmers of that | 


county, states that if this appropriation be made, you will be able 
to provide accommodations not for 125 only, the greatest num- 


reau may be devoted to a purpose legitimate and logical, which 
will accomplish the object to which it is devoted. I ask, gen- 
tlemen, in the name of Indian education, in the name of justice 
and right, that this small sum—it may seem large to this com- 
mittee—but that this small sum be given us here so that we can 
put up buildings at once and not dribble along with $10,000 or 
$15,000 a year, building a house here and one there, but carry 
out the whole plan at once and show these people that it is our 
purpose to do for them what we have promised, erect an institu- 
tion that shall stand as an honor to this Congress, an honor to 
that Territory, and an honor to the humanity and philanthropy 
of the age. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, Ido not desire to discuss the prin- 
ciple of Western and Eastern education of Indian children. That 


| question has been pretty thoroughly gone over in the past. 











ber that can possibly be accommodated under the bill asit stands, | 


but at least 600 of these children—taking in, in fact, all the chil- 
dren of school age belonging to the Papago and Maricopa In- 
dians of that reservation. 

Now, this amendment is in the very line of the policy suggested 


by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. I must be per- | 


mitted to say itis in the right line, because the Papago and 
Maricopa Indians are willing that their children shall go to this 
school at Phoenix, but are not willing they should go anywhere 
else, for at this school they are within 10 or 15 miles of the res- 
ervation. 

We can elevate the tribe at once, or at least the younger gen- 
eration, and when the older ones have died off we will have the 
educated Maricopa Indians take their places, if your education 
is going to bring about that condition of things that has been 
claimed for it for so long a time. 

Sixty thousand dollars, Mr. Chairman, is a mere bagatelle if 
that amount will demonstrate what I have long in vain contended 
for here, that if you ever elevate the Indian at all you will have 
to do it by educating every Indian child of school age, so that as 
the older ones die off the younger are growing up to take their 
places, and in this manner you will get educated men in place of 
those who now know nothing. The result will eventually be the 
elevation of every individual Indian. This can be accomplished 
with these very people if it can be done with any tribe of In- 
dians on the continent. They are peaceable Indians; they are 


law-abiding; they are industrious; they lead lives of industry; | 


they are anxious to learn; they are willing to work, and are 
almost self-supporting. 

Now, gentlemen, I ask that this appropriation be given us in 
order that we may demonstrate what may be done in this direc- 
tion and save in the end not only $60,000, but $600,000 or possibl 
$6,000,000 to this Government annually, by showing that the bal- 
ance of the money now appropriated to running the Indian Bu- 








The location referred to, to which this amendment applies, is 
a good one for the education of Indian children in that part of 


| the country; and [also indorse the policy of educating the Indian 


children in the country in which they live and in which they 
expect to live hereafter. 

But as to this amendment, I do not think it ought to be 
adopted for the reason that the estimate of the Indian Bureau 
shows that we have about one hundred and twenty-five pupils 
at that school for which $21,875 was estimated, for the pay of the 
superintendent $1,800, and then we allowed the sum of $15,000 


| for additional school buildings, making the aggregate covered 


by the bill $38,675. 
Now, this is anew school. The appropriation named carries 
accommodate the one hundred and twenty-five Indian children 


there. We have made the allowance in this bill much larger 
than heretofore for the reason that inasmuch as this is a new 


i J ] | school, the main building being simply put up under the old ap- 
by a school in their midst. You can not take these Maricopa | ‘ we : f 


propriation, we thought it might be necessary to have some ad- 
ditional outbuildings to accommodate the pupils which the es- 
tablishment is capable now of accommodating. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does not the gentleman think it 
would be well to go on and put up the buildings at once instead 


of doling out ten or fifteen thousand dollars a year to build a 


schoolhouse here and there? Why not go on and put up the 
schoolhouse building, the dormitory and bathroom, and all that 
might be necessary, at once? 

Mr. PEEL. Indian education will not necessitate a perma- 
nent institution of learning. We never expect it to be that. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Well, we do. 

Mr. PEEL. For if we do not succeed within fifteen or twenty 
years in putting them in such a condition that they can pursue 
their own education, I will be greatly disappointed. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Then if we have the buildings we 
can turn them into schools for white pupils. 

Mr. PEEL. If we go on putting up large institutions we will 
have a large number, after the purpose to which they have been 
erected has been accomplished, on our hands; white elephants 
that we will not know what to do with. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I think it better to extend the buildings in 
a smaller degree from year to year, as the demand for their oc- 
cupaney occurs. I think we have made liberal appropriations for 
this school under the circumstances. Fifteen thousand dollars 
will do a great deal, and will add much to the school capacity. 

i hope the amendment will be voted down. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SMITH of 
Arizona, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of Indian pupils, at $167 per annum each; necessary buildings, 
repairs, fencing, and irrigation at Indian industrial school at Fort Mojave, 
Ariz., and for pay of superintendent of said school, at $1,500 r annum, 
$32,500: Provided, That not more than $10,000 of this amount shall be used for 
the erection and repairs of buildings. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word for the purpose of submitting a state- 
ment and table which gives a list of nonreservation Government 
Indian training schools, the date of — the present attend- 
ance, amount of money asked for by the superintendent, and the 
amount recommended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as 
well as that provided in the pending appropriation bill. 

The statement and table are as follows: 

This table gives a list of all the nonreservation Government Indian train- 
ing schools in actual operation and in process of establishment, giving the 
name, location, date of opening, present attendance, amount of money asked 
for by the superintendents for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, the amount 
recommended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the amount pro- 
vided in the pending appropriation bill. 

Regarding these schools the following may be said: ' 

First. Only one of them is an Eastern school, namely, the one at Carlisle, 
Pa. All the rest are Western schools, and most of them are comparatively 
near by Indian reservations. 

Second. The oldest of these institutions, that of Carlisle, was established 
in 1879. All the others are of more recent date. Some of them are not yet 


fully established, and others are only in process of establishment. None of 
them are yet completely equipped, and, with two or three exceptions, they 
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are lacking in many of the essential things requisite to the most successful 
Work. 

The bill as it now stands will leave many of these schools unfinished and 
make it impossible for them to do their best work. 

Third. None of these institutions are universities, colleges, high schools, 
or academies. In the oldest and best of them the course of study isonly that 
of an ordinary grammar school, and in several of them the work is that of 
the primary, or intermediate, or country district school. The literary edu- 
cation imparted to the pupils in these schools is, from the nature of the case, 
necessarily of a very primitive order. 

Fourth. The great body of students who have been in attendance at these 
institutions heretofore have gone directly from the camps without any 
knowledge of English, with no acquaintance with civilized pursuits, and 
os had literally everything to learn. Consequently the progress that they 

ave made in acquiring English, in establishing civilized habits, and in 
learning to work, has been very slow and their attainments very meager. 

Fifth. With the exception of Carlisle, none of these schools have sent out 


any graduates, and Carlisle has only graduated perhaps three very small | 


classes. Most of those who have gone home from these schools have been in 
atténdance a comparatively short time and have returned without being in 
any proper sense of the word educated. 

Sixth. It is too soon to form any correct estimate as to the influence which 
these schools will exert upon the Indian tribes. The number educated in 
them is absolutely very small and, as compared with the whole number of 
Indians from whom they come, is quite insignificant. 

Seventh. Special stress is laid in each of these institutions upon industrial 
training, and great pains are taken, so far as it is practicable, to train the 
= to the skillful performance of all ordinary household duties, and the 
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ys in farming, stock-raising, gardening, and most of the ordinary trades. | 


The knowledge of books, while insisted upon, is made subordinate all the 
while to industrial training. 

Eighth. Very great care has been taken by the Indian Office in the expend- 
iture of the money appropriated for these institutions in the past, and great 
progress in all directions has been made during the present administration 

The work of equipping these institutions ought not to be arrested at the 

resent point, but should be allowed to Poe until they are prepared to 

ake proper care of as large a number of children as it is practicable to put 
into them. In the end it will be found to be economical, and will hasten the 
work which they have undertaken to perform. 

Ninth. The provisions in the present bill regarding the expenditure of 
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of Cherokees, so that the House may 
foundation this amendment rests. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


understand upon what 


Be it enacted by the Eastern band of Cherol in « ! assembled: 1. That 
whereas Nimrod J. Smith [has performed 3 servi principal chief for 
a period of six years at #600 per annum, aggregating the sum of 83,000 
Therefore 

2. Be it enacted, That the above amount st e i Nimrod J 
Smith; and 

Be it further enacted, That the said sum is hereby aut! paid out 
of any funds belonging to the said Eastern band of ¢ tL may 
hereafter be set apart for the use of said Easter nd of ¢ 

Read and adopted. 

ji RI ) 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Now, 
gard to the amendment that it has been customary heretofore to 
settle contingent claims of that tribe by 
dian appropriation bill. ‘I desire to say further that these In- 
dians have no other means out of which they can pay the ex- 


penses of a chief or of 


Vir. Chairman, | desire to say in re- 


amendments to the In- 


councilmen to Washington It has been 


customary to pay these expenses 1n this way 


« « specially those of 
counsel in suitsand select councilmen. Chi 





served 
these people for eleven long years, looking after their interests 
in every respect faithfully, and has never received a dollar of 
compensation for that service, and inasmuch as they have afund 


‘f Smith ha 


here of $27,000 to their credit, it is only just that this should be 
| paid. 

We are trying to teach these people—and [am glad to say the) 
are learning—to have respect for the solemnity of obligations 
and contracts. They have contracted to pay their chief $500 
per annum. That is a provision in the constitution of the East- 
ern band of Cherokee Indians. They have agreed to allow it 
out of this fund, and I can not see why it should not be diverted 


money for these institutions will necessarily hamper the office in its work, | 





and in many cases will absolutely prevent it from carrying the schools int 
successful operation. 





| At- | Asked | Recom- 
tend-| by men ied 











Name of school. Po be lance | super- | by In- | 4™ount 
pening. | Feb. | intend | dian mn GEES 
10. | ent. Office. 
| i 
Albuquerque, N. Mex .........--- | Aug., 1884} 287 | $93,850 | $89,250) 847,625 
I icp cnnsscbbeseneknanss | Nov., 1879} 801 | 115,000 | 115,000 | 105,000 
ino entawasdndenen, | Dec., 1890} 108 | 42,300 | 37,500 19, 250 
Chilocco, Okla ................---- Jan., 1884| 202 | 114,650 | 101,150] 62,110 
Fort Mojave, Ariz.............--- | Oct., 1890 104} oes ¢ 35, 040 32, 500 
Fort Totten, N. Dak..........-. ..-| Jan., 1891} 225 85,625 | 83,625 | 54,300 
NG EERIE | Feb., 1884] 395] 90,800 | 83,800} 63,000 
Grand Junction, Colo ........- .| 1886} 99] 47,850] 37,750 29,000 
Lawrence, Kans ...........------.| Sept., 1884] 512 | 126,000 | 125, 200 
Phoenix, Ariz ...... Se | Sept., 1801} 42 | 83,875 | 61,875 | 
ST I tic cccertieeinineadasetines Feb., 1891 159 | 37,670 
alem, Oregon....-..-..---.------ |Feb., 1880} 245] 66,875 | 

|’ 3 4 eee Oct., 1890) 163 48, 350 
Piandreau, S. Dak................ Sd, cacaamainabiesath ceded i ciekiedi einer 
Mount Pleasant, Mich............!............ De -ee--| 26,000 15, 000 
Fa rae PEED SS 25, 000 | 15, 000 
I a a se cee Ba combate wade aunts | 25,000 15, 000 
I weed Bes EPR 25, 000 15, 000 


@ For 200 pupils. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support of eighty pupils at the Cherokee training school at Cherokee 
N. C., at 3167 per annum each, $13,360. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the word “ dollars,” in line 13, on page 52, the following 

“To pay Nimrod J. Smith, ex-chief of the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians 
in North Carolina, for services rendered to said band from the 8tifday of July 
1880, to the 8th day of July, 1886, as chief, $3,000, the same to be paid out of 
any funds belonging to said Indians in the Treasury available.”’ 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I will have to submit the point 
of order against this amendment, that it is not germane. _ 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr.Chairman, I hope the gentleman will 
not make the point of order, because it must be purely technical. 
I desire to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that the 
Eastern band of Cherokee Indians are not mentioned in this 
bill, either under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous Items” or under 
the head of ‘‘Contingent Expenses.” So, if the point is raised 
that this is not germane, it will force me to resort to a private 
bill for the settlement of this claim. I desire to say that this is 
yg claim, one that has been provided for by the General Coun- 
cil, and to which there is no objection whatever on the part of 
those people, so far as lam informed. It comes out of a special 
fund that has been set apart for that tribe, and it has been al- 
lowed and recommended by the council. I do not see why the 
point should be made that it is not germane, and at the same 
time provide no place in the bill where this class of claims will 
not meet with a point of order. I desire to have read the bill 
that has been passed by the General Council of the Eastern band 


b For 250 pupils 


I withdraw the pro forma 





for that purpose when they come here and ask that it shall be 
paid out of theirownmoney. I think the committee will see the 
propriety of allowing the claim, for they have no source of rev- 
enue, and nothing else with which to paythe debt. What isthe 
use of this provision in the constitution to pay this $500 per an- 
num unless this House will allow it to be paid? The Govern- 
ment has recognized their right to make this contract, and has 
approved the constitution and by-laws. That is all I desire to 
say. I think the committee will permit this to pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 
have to be sustained by the Chair. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I recognize the merits of this 
claim, but I can not consistently withdraw the point of order. 
It is not germane to the bill. I know this chief is an elegant 
gentleman and he has a good claim. He ought to be paid, and 
he can be paid by a separate bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that the 
committee have made no provision for adjusting this claim, and 
it will force me to resort to a private bill: and [ would just as 
soon be turned loose above Niagara Falls as to try to get a pri- 
vate bill, however meritorious, passed through this House, so 
far as hope is concerned. |Laughter.| 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Oh, you will get used to 
that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[It will 


We all appreciate that. 





For collecting and transportation of pupils to and from Indian 
and also for the transportation of Indian pupils from all the Indian s 
and placing of them, with theconsent of their parents, under the care and con 
trol of such suitable white families as may inall respe be qua ed to gi 
} Such pupils moral, industrial, and educational training, under arrange 
ments in which their proper care pport, and ed be in ¢ hange 
for their labor, 840,000 
Mr. BRETZ. Ioffer thea ndi d to the ¢ rk 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word ho n line 15,o0n pa ¢ 
Carlisle 
Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, on page 47 tl » was an appre 
priation for the purpose of transporting pu} to and from Ca 
lisle school, and in this section now Inder e« side i ! 
stance the same thing is provided for. I think that the ch: 
man of the committee will accept the a: hic 1 
excludes Carlisle school, because it has ( | aed 
for. 
Mr. PEEL. I hav » objection to t nt 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows 
SEc. 9. The Commi er of Indian Affairs report annual 0 ¢ 
gress, specifically showing the numbe1 employé at each agency 
trial, and boarding h »orin part out 
appropriations in this act ved, in what 
employed, male or female, W I 10ount of i 
paid, and out of what item « rf iation paid. Also t 





capacity employed, male or female, full name, amountof cor 
and out of What fund paid, and under what v 


ber of employés in his office here in mm hen employed, in 
a npe 





Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment, which I 
T 


send to the Clerk’s desk as a separate section. 

The Clerk read as follow 

Sxc. 10. All Indian children who have heretofore or who may hereafter 
attend school forfive ye or more, in whole or in part, at the expense of the | 





all be and are hereby declared to be citizens of the United 
| not thereafter ré i from the Government in the way 
1@ Treasury: Provided, That they shall thereby lose no 





pl tribal property, either real, personal, or mixed, towhich 
they V tled 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, there has been a great deal said 
about the Indian question, as to whether there was going to be 
an) 1 of it, or whether it would be a fixed encumbrance and 
expense on the Government for all time tocome. The object 


’ of the » Indian service is to bring every Indian up to 
be self-suStainin Mm as pos , and when he reaches that 
state to make him a citizen with the rights of all other citizens, 
ring toan end the tri between guardian and ward, so 
that it should at Now, that amendment provides 
that when any Indian children who heretofore have or shall 
hereafter receive 
of the Government, at the end of that period he shall become a 
citizen of the United States, and have no more support from the 
Government, as a gratuity, provided it does not interfere with 
his tribal prope rty that he has with other Indians. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Why not leave out the question of 
citizenship, and say that he shall receive no further support 
from the Government? 

Mr. PEEL. Why, Mr. Chairman, if he has received this 
amountof education he is prepared to become a citizen anywhere. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
have been educated, wh« 
and goes with the balance of his people. Do you mean to say 
that that kind of an Indian should be made an elector? 

Mr. PEEL. If he isacitizen, he is amenable to the laws of 
the United States wherever he goes After they have received 
that amount of education, and have become citizens, they can 
cut loose from the tribe and go into any State or Territory. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But suppose he goes back and puts 
on his blanket and goes on the war path? 

Mr. PEEL. Just let him go. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But you have 

Mr. PEEL. The Government has no 
can not be 


as so sible 
and b 


SO] lutely cease. 


made him a voter. 
right and the people 


take careof them allthe time. They can not be expected to keep 
their hands in their pockets all the time for them. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. But suppose a boy goes to school when he 

} years old and stays there until he is 11, do you propose to fur- 
nish him no more rations? 

Mr. PEE! I think it is time to cut off from supporting an 
Indian after he has received five years’ education. 
lr. PICKLER. Would not this interfere with 





ee 
subsisting 
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as much as five years’ education at the expense | 


But suppose, like the Apaches who | 
*n he comes back he puts on his blanket | 


| fectly willing to have a vote taken upon it now. 
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that one of his own flesh and blood could make a support for him- 
self after five years of education? 

Mr. PEEL. The average boy in my State does not get an op- 
portunity of five or six years’ education. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Not in Arkansas? 

Mr. PEEL. No; not the average boy. 

Mr. BRETZ. The pricipal obje ct is to educate the Indian. 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly 

Mr. BRETZ. Now, has the gentleman thought of this idea 


| that if you tell these Indians that after they have attended school 


expected to pay money to keep up the Indians and | 


| 


five years they shall receive no support from the Government, 
it m ay have the effect of deterring them from going to school? 

Mr.PEEL. I think not. We havea compulsory clause in the 
law any way, which en them to go to school. 

ir. BRETZ. Anotl 1er point. Have you thought of the ques- 
tion of the constitutional right to make citizens in this way in 
the House? 

Mr. PEEL. 
Zens. 

Mr. DICKERSON. What effect will this amendment have 
upon our power of taxing them? 

Mr.PEEL. Noneatall. We have no right to tax their prop- 
erty anyhow. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will not this be a warning to every Indian 
boy and girl that if they do get an education they will be thrown 
adrift? 

Mr. PEEL. Well, have Indian boysor girls, or their parents, 
or anybody else, a right to ask the Government to support them 
forever? 

Mr. PICKLER. I think not. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I will 
as to make the time seven _——_ 

Mr. PICKLER. Will not the gentleman consent that this 
matter shall go to the committee, and when this bill comes back 
from the Senate, it can be considered? 

Mr.PEEL. It could not be considered in that way. 


We heave aright to declare our wards to be citi- 


modify the amendment so 


[am per- 
[have thought 
over this matter a good deal. There is considerable opposition 
in the country about appropriating money for Indian education, 
but when the people see that we are determined to fix the time 
when this kind of expenditure shall end it will do much to re- 
move that opposition. 

[ appeal to every gentleman who hears me tosay whether, if 
we take charge of an Indian child, take money out of the Treas- 
ury to give him an education for seven years, give him an oppor- 
tunity to get an education that the average white boy does not 
get, teach him to be self-supporting by manual labor besides giv- 
ing him a knowledge of books, we do not discharge our full duty. 
If he can not support himself after being taken care of and edu- 
cated for seven years, he never can, and there is no use in going 
any further with him. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr . Chairman, I concede that the 
gentleman hi ‘ @ very good purpose in view in the amendment 
that he offers, but I do not know of any Western State or Terri- 
tory that has not now a provision for making these Indians citi- 


zens when they break up their tribal relations. They have such 


| a provision in Kansas, they have it in the Territories, they have 


treaties with a great many of the Indians. 

Mr. PEEL. If it does, as matter of course it would not apply; 
but we have got but very few treaties about schools. Then the | 
amendment says that they shall receive no more aid as a gratu- 
ity; o that if are under treaty obligations, by saying that 

sha receive no more gratuity does not inte rfere with the 
f treaty stipulations. It will not interfere in any 
the treat igations we are under to educate the In- 





Mr. PICKLER, Has the committee considered this amend- 
I Oo! s ot Dy yourst 

Mr. P It yownamendment. Lofferitmyself. Idid 
not offer it as a committecamendment. If any gentleman thinks 
that five years is too short a time, inasmuch as it may apply oc- 
casionally to one who had commenced his education rather too 
yi [am willing to increase it to seven years. I want some 
time fixed in the law when the people of this country can see and 
know that there is going to be an end to this kind of expendi- | 





Mr. [ want to reserve the point of order upon this 
amendment. 

Mr. PEEL. I am fully in sympathy with Indian education; 
but I think in the interest of the Government that it is absolutely 
necessary that there should besome arrangement that when they 
havi rot far enough in their educ ation, and when they have pro- 
cressed sufficiently in Indian civilization, we should fix by law 
on an appropriation bill that is our purpose—to have the matter 
determined and declared that the Government will not support 
any Indian after he has received this amountof education. After 
he has received as much as seven years of education, if he can 
not make a home for himself then there will be no further ap- 
propriation made from the Treasury of the United States for his 
support. 

Mr. WILSON of 


Washington. Does the gentleman believe 





it in Washington, they have it in Arizona I know, and the con- 
stitution of all the new States in settling the qualification of an 
elector speak of ‘*‘ Indians not taxed.” Therefore this provision 
seems to me absolutely unnecessary, and it is going to work in a 
way that the gentleman does not anticipate. 

If the statements that I have made and that many other gen- 
tlemen who are familiar with the Indian country have made be 
true, that the Indian who left the ‘‘ blanket” returns to the 
‘‘ blanket,” or, if you prefer, that the brand snatched from the 
burning is back again in the fire whenever he gets on his native 
heath, then the result of thisamendment would be that down at 
the San Carlos Reservation we should have alot of painted, 
drunken Apaches at the polls on election day, under the com- 
mand of an Indian agent, voting the Republican ticket under the 
present Administration [laughter], and under other conditions, 
after the next Presidential election, voting the Democratic ticket 
under a Democratic age nt. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Where does the t 
come in? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Oh, they do not come in until the 
next election after that. [Laughter.] The trouble is that this 
amendment makes the Indian a voter whether he wants to be so 
or not. It lets the wild Apache vote. It makes him a voter on 
the reservation wherever he happensto be. Itseems tome much 
too far-reaching, and the gentleman will see the effect it might 
have in many of the new States where these Indians go back 
from the schools and are worse than if they had never seen a 
school. This amendment makes a citizen of the United States 
out of the wild Indian and puts him upon us in the West a voter. 


hird party 
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I sincerely hope that the gentleman will change that part of hi 
amendment, otherwise I shall have to move to strike out that 
part relating to citizenship. = 

Mr. PICKLER. I will inquire of the Chair whether this 
amendment is subject toa point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would have been if the point had been 
made in time. 

Mr. PICKLER. I sought the attention of the Chair when the 
gentleman was on the floor. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate on the amendment was then 

rogressing. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, Iam very fearful of the effects 
of this amendment; for it isa very radical proposition to com 
in at this time. I do not doubt the good faith of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] in this matter, but we have hun- 
dreds of these Indian children who, after attending schoolawhile, 
go back to their parents on the reservation, and who would be left 
without any support, it seems to me, under this proposition. 

A MEMBER. Ought they not to be left without any support 
after being cared for so many years? 

Mr. PICKLER. I can not agree with the gentleman on that. 
If a child begins going to school at the age of 6 and remains there 
seven years, he will be 13 years of age at the end of the term. 
Where is the Indian boy or girl of 13 years who can be sure of 
earning a living if the Government sets him adrift at that age? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There is not one white boy ina hun- 
dred that gets such an advantage in education. 

Mr. PICKLER. There are a great many white boys and girls 
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13 years old, who have been at school all their lives, but whom | 


it would be the utmost cruelty to turn adrift, telling them 
that they must earn their own living. 
ing of this amendment. 
sidered. It should be examined by the committee. It is, asl 
have said, a very radical proposition, for, in addition to declar- 
ing these Indians citizens they are turned adrift at an immature 

e to earn their own living. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I suggest that in order to meet the 
views of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] modify his amendment so 
as to provide that these Indians shall not receive any aid from 
the Government after they are 40 years of age. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think this proposition ought to be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what has been said by 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], I will say that 
under the existing law, whenever an Indian can take his land in 
severalty he becomes thereby acitizen. But it is not that class 
of Indians I am seeking to reach by thisamendment. The point 
of the amendment is this: Complaint is made here that when an 
Indian child, who has been educated by the Government away 
from the Indian tribe, is sent back to his tribe he becomes an In- 
dian, and the education the Government has given him goes 
for nothing. If this amendment be adopted, the Indian child 


I am afraid of the work- 
I believe it ought to be further con- | 


+ 








perhaps are not competent t cO i is. Yous rt ex- 
pect to make good citizens all t 1 ae y 
p sons WhO are not respo if ¢ Own a ons, but ho 
are still citizens and under pera ol 

body else. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. \ ( t tleman prt se to 
make them citizens? 

Mr. PEEL. Because und y \ t aw lien tiie LI lians 
take their | dsins y cl 1 ¥ 
take Indian: belonging to a tribe who do not ta 1 ands in 
severalty, we may educate them till they a | i \ and 


still they are tribal Indians. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Certainly 


Mr. DICKERSON. What effect we 1 1 an ent have 
if an Indian child should attend hool o1 
q it? 

Mr. PEEL. It would ot apply, perhay to him. 

Mr. DICKERSON. You leave it to his discretion whether he 
will quit school a little earlier than the end of the prescribed - 
riod? 

Mr. PEEL. Of course, if the Indian would not or could not 
complete this term, he would be under no further obligation 


1 
But we have a compulsory system of Indian education; these 
children would have to go to school. 


[ think gentlemen need not be so much alarmed at this prop- 
osition; I do not believe it will have any damaging effect. Of 


course,many of these Western Indians, however much we may 


educate them, could not become classical scholars; some of them 
could not go as far in an educational course as others might b 
able to go. That must necessarily be the case. It case 
with white children—with all children. 
Mr. DICKERSON. Does not your provision give an oppor- 
| tunity to evade it by making the term shorter: 


| them from attending? 


whom we have educated will not become an Indian; he can not. | 


A MEMBER. Why? 

Mr. PEEL. Because you make him a citizen of the United 
States, and therefore he does not belong to the tribe any longer. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Why not drop this business and de- 
clare them all citizens of the United States? 

Mr. PEEL. They are not ready for that. Now, in the case of 
these Indian tribes having no property from which to pay for the 
education of their children—tribes to whom we are paying gratu- 
ities out of the Treasury—I do believe that if the children of 
such tribes, when taken by the Government, can not in seven 

ears, with all the civilizing appliances placed around them in 
he industrial schools, become self-supporting, if this education 
is a failure in seven years, it will be a failure in forty. 

The amendment will operate to put an end to these Indians 
educated by the Government going back to the “ blanket” con- 
dition; for if they do so they will have no more claim upon the 
Government; they can not be treated any longer as Indians. 

Mr. WILLCOX. I wish toask the gentleman whether this 
proposed amendment has been considered by his committee? 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir, itismy ownamendment. Itsimply pro- 
vides that when an Indian child shall have attended school for 
seven years at the expense of the Government (it does not apply 
unless the Indian is educated at our expense) he shall become a 
citizen and receive no further gratuity from the Government. 

Mr. COOMBS. Why not simply provide that such Indians 
shall receive no further gratuity, without making them citizens? 

Mr. PEEL. Because then, after being educated at our expense 
they may go right back to thecondition of their tribe. We pro- 
pose to make them citizens—— 

_Mr. COOMBS. But suppose they are not competent to be 
citizens. 


Mr. PEEL. There are a great many people in the world who 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PICKLER. Would it not have this effect, that the In- 
dian parents would hide away their children; that they would 
endeavor to keep them from the schools altogether, and keep 
them out? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. They all 


do that no 


Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman knows how difficult it is to 
get these Indian children into the schools at present. One of 
the strongest arguments that can be used to get the Indian chil- 


dren into the schools is the advantage that it gives to their par- 
ents and to themselves. If) declare this is to be taken away 


from them, won't they avoid the schools altogether and prevent 





The CHAIRMAN. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, | much w th t of 
this amendment upon those who are seeking an education. I 
have recently received a letter from two attorneys in my Stat 
who are of Indian blood and mem! t Omaha trib One 





| of them was educated at the e an ot i 
a vraduate of the Cincinnati Law | 
They ask that the efficiency tem | ed 
ucation be not impaired, and ( idians themsé 
for education for their own people ¢ 1e With a great 
peo} 
of force. [ am not, therefore, in favor of any mendme! 









aviill al 
may operate to retard the progress of the Indian toward « 
tion or that can possibly become a stumbling block intl a f 
| those desiring an education. 

lam afraid if we provide that those who attend 

| certain number of years shall be denied the dona ; made to 
other members of the tribe we may prevent so 1 seekin 
an education. [t might wi tostimulat 1 it ( tho 
whoattend school by a reward, but it is « ainly 1 safe to ba 

| the Indian’s claim to Government ai 

The only solution of the Indian q i cat > 
take more than ( freneration, f tb ho ( , OF er pian 
has been pointed out. 

Lf it were possible [ vould ike to i 
have appropriated by this bill given for t pu of Indian 
education; but if the condition of the Treasury will not ‘mit it 
let us see that money given is used to the best adva 

This amendment, whi vell intended b 0 ( 
Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], will, I fear, be used b: | LS an ¢ 
cuse for not going to school and may prevent the very thing 
which we all wish. 

I trust the amendment will not be agreed to. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BERGEN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follow 


And further, any other child or citizen who has received a like benefit 
five years’ education from the Government shall be subject to a like disa 
bility. 

Mr. BERGEN. Mr. Chairman, my object in offering the 
amendment is this—and I will state that I did not locate guffi- 
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ciently well the section that was offered by the gentleman hay- 
ing charge of the bill, but I think it reads correctly, in connec- 

ion with his amendment—my object in offering the amendment 
is to bring to the attention of the gentleman who has made the 
proposition the e ‘ffect of his ame ndme nt if carried to its legiti- 
mate conclusion. It seems to me that it goes entirely too far. 
It is not fair to lay down for the Indians what we are not will- 
ing to adopt for ourselves. 

We have two great public institutions in this country, at West 
Point and Annapolis. The term of service at each is five years; 
but we have no law that the young men graduating there can 
never receive any further gratuity or aid from the Government 


in case of need. We do not lay down a provision in our educa- 
tion of them that they shall never, from this Government, have 
anything in tim of distress, or have the benefit of any laws 
which we m: y pass for the general citizen who may be suffering 


from any disability. On the contrary, we have laws that apply 
to them, general laws to-day,from which they can receive the 
benefit if they have received any disability in the service of the 
Government. 

Now this bill, by thisamendment, means to strike: 
and make him subject to a particular ¢ 
he has received from the Government five years of education. 
It is too much. It is too harsh ameasure. We have gone very 
far in this bill. We have deprived the Indian of that which he 
has enjoyed heretofore. Wehave retrograded some tenor twenty 
years in the passage of this measure, under the pretense that the 
rreasury of the Government of the United States, never so ample 
as now, never so able to supply the needs of the citizen from a 
coffers, that the Treasury is in a depleted condition and that th 
Government és in distress. We have under that pretense under- 
taken to shut out from the poor Indian what in our civilization 
and in the judgment of men who study the question is considered 
necessary to him for his welfare and elevation to citizenship. 

hope the House will reject this amendment, or if it be adopted 
I shall insist that my amendment also should be incorporated as 
it stands. 

The question b 
it was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I now offer the amendment which I send up. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 


t the Indiap 


lisability, simply because 


‘ing taken on the amendmenttothe amendment, 


After the words * received aid from the Government insert the words 
“after arriving at the age of 21 years 





Mr. COOMBS. Does that leave the word ‘‘ citizenship” in? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. am opposed to the whole thing: 
but if you are going to cut off their sup yplies, I want to fix it that 
you can not do so until they arrive at the age of 21. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
27, noes 42. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota makes 
the point of no quorum and the Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from South Dakota[Mr. PICKLER] and the gentleman 
from Arkansas |[Mr. PEEL]. 

Several MEMBERS. I hope the 
point. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam overpersuaded and will withdraw itat 
present, but | am so well convinced that this is dangerous that 
I 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point, and 
the amendment is rejected. The question is on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. All those in favor 
will say aye. 

eg affirmative vote was taken. | 

ir. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parlia- 
ny =the inguiry. I made a motion to strike out. I do not know 


gentleman will withdraw the 





whether the Clerk got it or not. I did not send it up in writing. 
Ny mo was to stri out everything in the amendment re- 
gardi citizer shi The proposition then would be that after 
five years’ instruction in one of these schools the Indian should 
receive no furth aid from the Government, without regard to 
citizenshiy 
Mr. PEEL. It is seven years, as the a nt now stands. 
Mr. PICKLER. lIrise to a point of order. Certainly it is too 
ite, after the vote is being taken, to amend the amendment 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentle- 
man from Arizona | Mr. SMITH] to propose any amendment 
AT >] [ ill « + tha oeantlams i's amend ant 
ri i y iu pt ti rentiemans amendment. 
1 ~ TH of Arize 


I offered an amendment, but not in 





ilr.SNODGRASS. Mr.Chairman, I desire to have the amend- 
ment rea W do not know what it is. 

» CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Chair will state to the gentleman from Arizonathat noamend- 

nent was submitted to 1 ommitt The gentleman may have 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Marcu 1, 


intended to offer an amendment, but the gentleman did not sub- 
mit any. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The notes of the Official Reporter will 
show that I did move to strike out. 

Mr. PEEL. If I may be allowed to do so, I will ask to modify 
my amendment so as to strike out the words referring to citizen- 
ship. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object to inserting any amendment or to 
any modification now, after the vote has begun to be taken 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair may be allowed, without in- 
terruption, to state the situation, there will be no difficulty about 
it. If there be no objection, the gentleman will be permitted to 
offer an amendment to the amendment, as proposed by him. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arizona will send up 
the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I have not the amendment of the 
gentleman himself to which I proposed the amendment, and I 
do not know how to amend it except as I did, by moving to 
strike out the portion referred to, in relation to citizenship. 

CHAIRMAN. It is impossible for the Clerk to keep the 
run of amendments unless they are submitted in writing. The 
rules provide that they shall be so submitted. 

Ir. PICKLER. Does it require unanimous consent to stop a 
vote now and put in an amendment? 

»CHAIRMAN. It is too late, unquestionably, if there is 
any obj ction to the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have objected several times, and I object 
now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota states 
that he objects to the amendment of the gentleman from Arizona, 
and the Chair thinks it is his right to do so. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, [ rise to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. Ido not wish to be misled any more. When I rise 
and say ‘1 move to strike out certain words,” would not that be 
considered as an amendment pending, unless the point is made 
that I have not submitted it in writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is pending until stated by 
the Chair. The Chair has repeatedly so ruled, and has always 
required amendments to be in writing. However, if the amend- 
ment had been recognized by the C hair and stated to the House, 
then it would have been in order; but when agentleman, during 
a speech, simply says he offers so and so, unless it is stated by 
the Chair, the amendment will not be considered as pending. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I was misled by the fact that the 
Chair could not submit the amendment to the House until the 
question was about to be taken on the original amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is pending for debate, or 
in the possession of the committee, untilit is stated by the Chair. 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Ar- 


| kansas [Mr. PEEL]. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I move to add the words: 


But this shall not apply to any recompense for injuries received or services 
rendered while in the course of Government service. 


This would apply to the case of Indian scouts or others in the 
service of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has been taking a vote upon 
this amendment and the House isdividing. Itis unquestionably 
too late, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I donot insist. 
can beat your amendment as it stands. 

The question being taken on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], it was rejected. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows. 


I think we 


SEC. The commission appointed under the provisions of “An act for the 
relief of the Mission Indians in the State of California” is hereby directed to 
carry the same into effect in the counties of Mariposa, Tuolumne, Calaveras, 
Amador, Eldorado, Placer, and Nevada, in said State; and for that purpose 
the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated, to be used therefor in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior 

Mr. PEEL. I make the point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I suggest to the gentleman that there is 
no section or provision of the bill, so far as we have gone, that 
affects that question; and, therefore, it isa new matterentirely, 
and in order at this time. I call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that this is the proper time to offer a new section. 

Mr. PEEL. I did not catch the reading of the amendment; 
but I was satisfied that it was not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was again re- 
ported. 

Mr. PEEL. 


[ insist upon the pointoforder. Itislegislation, 
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and is not germane to the bill. It provides for a commission to 
carry out certain contracts, and that is not germane. _ 

Mr. CAMINETTI. The object of the amendment is not to 
carry out any contract now existing between any tribe of In- 
dians and the Government, as the gentleman from Arkansas 
seems to think; but it is a provision that the law which was 
passed by Congress on the loth of January, 1891, shall be car- 
ried into effect, directing that this commission shall investigate 
the condition of certain Indians in the State of California who 
had never received any aid or benefit from the Government. 
As a matter of fact, there exists in the State of California to-day 
certain tribes of Indians who have never received attention 
from the Government, and who have been the most peaceful In- 
dians upon this continent. Now, they are getting aged, and the 
lands upon which they used to gather their acorns and pine 
nuts have been sold to settlers for cultivation and use, and, 
therefore, their hunting grounds have been destroyed. Many 
of these tribes are on the point of starvation, and it is incum- 
bent upon the people living in their vicinity to take care of 
them. 

Now, if the rule is that before an Indian tribe can receive the 
attention of the Government it must go to work to kill and assas- 
sinate people, and then be patted upon the back and receive 
Government blankets and Government supplies, then these In- 
dians are not in a position in which they can receive any consid- 
eration here. They have been the most peaceful Indians in the 
State, and now that they are dying and destitute that act which 
has been passed for their relief should be carried out, and it is 
for that object that I have offered the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from California to his amendment. The first part of 
the amendment says that it is for the purpose of carrying out an 
act which has already passed, but it stipulates, in addition to 
that, ‘‘for the purpose of relieving destitute and aged Indians.” 

Mr. CAMINETTTI. Iwill ask that that be stricken out and 
let the amendment stand without it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does feel at present that that 
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They shall also appraise the value of the improvements belonging to any 
person to whom valid existing rights have attached under the public-land 
laws of the United States, or to the assignee of such person, where such im- 
provements are situated within the limts of any reservation selected and de- 
tined by said commissioners, subject in each case to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. In cases where the Indians are in occupation of lands 
Within the limits of confirmed ore grants, the commissioners shall de- 
termine and define the boundaries of such lands, and shall ascertain whether 
there are vacant public lands in the vicinity to which they may be removed. 
And the said commission is hereby authorized to employ a competent sur- 
veyor and the necessary assistants 





The object of my amendment is todirect attention to and ask 
that the commission proceed to provide for these Indians, that 
are very destitute now; and the further object is that if there is 
any public lands in their immediate vicinity they may be se- 
cured for them, so that hereafter we will not have demands made 
upon us to condemn private lands in that section at great ex- 

Now is the time to provide for these reservations, as 
public land can be had suitable for the purpose. 

Mr. POWERS. Why has not the Commissioner carried that 
act into effect heretofore? 


Mr. CAMINETTI. Well, attention has be 


pense. 


n directed, as far 


| as the report shows, to Indians in the southern part and in other 


parts of the State 
law. 

Now, the Indians thatare on no reservation and that have never 
been attended to at all, but have so far been neglected, viz, those 
that I have referred to, and to whom the amendment relates, are 
the very Indians that ought to receive the first attention, and it 
is in order that attention may be first directed to them that I 
offer this amendment. Further, the lands are being taken up 
very rapidly in that part of the State and unless we move soon 
they will be located by other people and then we shall be com- 
pelled to go intothe market and buy land for thispurpose. This 


that are upon reservations already created by 


| is merely taking time by the forelock in the interest of economy. 


amendment would be in order with that strickan out; but it does | 


seem that so much of the amendment would be in order as merely 
provides for the carrrying out of any treaty. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. It is not a treaty, but an act. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, if that be true; that it is tocarry out 
an act, the Chair would be inclined to hold that the amendment 
was in order. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. 
out the words suggested by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman will modify the amend- 
ment, the Chair will submit it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
now? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has called the attention of the 
gentleman from California to a provision in the amendment 
which makes it obnoxious to the rule, and the gentleman is pre- 
paring a modification of his amendment, and the Chair is indulg- 
ing him for that purpose. 

The Clerk will report the amendment as modified by the gen- 
tleman from California. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SECTION —. Thecommission appointed under the provisions of ‘“‘An act for 
the relief of the Mission Indians in the State of California” is hereby directed 
to carry the same into effect in the counties of Mariposa, Tuolumne, Cala- 
veras, Amador, Eldorado, Placer, and Nevada, in said State; and for that 
purpose the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated to be used therefor in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to hold that the 
amendment is not in violation of the rules. 

Mr. PEEL. The poins of order is still pending, is it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is inclined to overrule the point 
of order. 

Mr. PEEL. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that it is to carry 
into effect a provision of existing law, which is certainly in order. 

Mr. PEEL. It may be; I did not know that that contract had 
become a law. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. 
1891. 

Mr. POWERS. I notice, Mr. Chairman, that this proposed 
amendment recites an act of Congress that was passed at the last 
session. I would like to inquire of the gentleman who moved 
this amendment what the provisions of that act were? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. The second section of the act reads as 
follows: 

That it shall be the duty of said commission to select a reservation for each 
band or village of the Mission Indians residing within said State, which res- 
ervation shall include, as far as practicable, the lands and villages which 
have been in the actual occupation and possession of said Indians, and which 


shall be sufficient in extent to meet their just requirements, which selection 
shall be valid when approved by the President and Secretary of the Interior 


Is the amendment pending 


It was approved on the 5th of January, 


Well, then, I will ask to have stricken | 





The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. CAMINETTI, 
and it was rejected—ayes 30, noes 36. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, $25,000 for a commission, to be appointed by the 
President, for the purpose of disposing of the Puyallup Indian Reservation, 
as recommended by the honorable the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. 
that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry. 
Have I not the right to speak for five minutes on the amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not until the point of order is settled. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [donot understand that the 
point of order has been actually made. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been reserved. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, [ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Washington be allowed five minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


[Mr. WILSON of Washington withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HOLMAN. I thank the gentleman. Now, I only wis 
to state the ground on which I think this subject should not be 
acted on at this time. This is avery important matter to the 
Indians as well as the Government. The report on the subject 
was only recently made; very few of us have had an opportunity 
to examine it. Under the circumstances, the proposition is too 
important to be passed on in this way upon an appropriation bill. 
I think that the Indian Committee should consider the matter 
carefully, and, if deemed proper, report for the consideration of 
the House a separate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire at this time to make 


Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 


n 
il 


a request which 1 think will be my last request as to this bill. 
[Inasmuch as the amendment offered from the majority’s side this 

) nina } he cwentlem;: . Noaw } vien [Mr NOPD ' 
morning by the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH] was 
adopted, and as I offered a very similar am ment increasing 
| the allowance per pupil at the Pierre school (which was con- 
ceded, I believe, by the chairman of the committee to be a props 


| 


| 


measure and one-really needed 
return to that item 
The small appropriation which I ask is very much needed ther 
on the frontier. I ask consent that we may return to that por- 


« L aniryr > ) ) < 
, Lask unanimous consent that we 


so that my amendment may be submitted. 


| tion of the bill so that my amendment may be adopted. 


Mr. PEEL. I dislike to object to returning to that part of the 
bill, and I do not know that I shall doso. I must say. how 


that the two amendments to which the gentleman has 





1610 


are not at all alike. While I concede that this proposition has 
merit— 

Mr. PICKLER. I donotcare anything about being “ let down 
easy.” If the gentleman objects, it settles the matter, of cours 

The CHAIRMAN. There is objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is there any objection? 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from 
Arkansas to object to returning to any other provision of the bill 
except the one which has been left undisposed of. 

Mr. LIND. Lask unanimous consent to recur to a previous 
part of the bill to adopt the amendment which Lask the Clerk to 


oni 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by adding, at the end « 4. page D4. asf \ 
ft wi 10u t I g $700 shall be immediat 
foray pul ind a Windmill, if deemed necessary 





Mr. PEEL. I suggest that the gentleman add to his am 

ment the words ‘‘in the discretion of the Secretary of the Int 

rior.” With this qualification, if the amendment does not in- 

crease the amount appropriated, I have no objection. 

Mr. LIND. It does not increase the expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
LIND] to return toa previous 

purpose of adopting the amendment which 





crentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
vartof the bill for ’ 
= been read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objectionismade. There is now noamend- 
ment pending. 

Mr. PEEL. Then I ask that we return to the amendment in 
regard to the salary of Capt. Pratt, which was passed over in- 
formally. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. MANSUR. Amend by striking out in line 25, page 47, and line 1, 
page 48, the following: “ For annual allowance to Capt. R. H. Pratt, in charge 
of said school, 71,000 





Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is taken 
on this amendment I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |[Mr. BELTZHOOVER] whether he has received any 
answer to the telegram he sent to Capt. Pratt. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER rose. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania will allow me a moment, I wish to say that, while the 
conversation in regard to this paragraph of the bill had not en 
tirely reached me, I took the liberty last evening asa member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs to wire Capt. Pratt, asking him 
to give me the facts in regard to his alleged statement. I have 
received from him a telegram which I ask may be read, as it may 
explain to all gentlemen present what the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] has indicated his desire to know. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CARLISLE, PA., March 1, 1892 
Hon. Jonw L. WILson, House of Representatives: 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER, of this district,asks same question. Have wired him 
fu My re! 3 were that Catholics get more than double as muchof In- 
dian school appropriations as all other denominations combined; that they 
I l lobby in Washington and manipulate politics toaccom- 
I These were general 
whatever on indivi 11 members of Congress, much less on Mr. MANSUR, in 
wW neral views I concur 








R. H. PRATT. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment ofthe 

from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] proposes to strike out 
the appropriation of $1,000 for the annual salary of Capt. Pratt 
as superintendent of the Indian school at Carlisle. The rea- 
son for this motion is based on certain statements which Capt. 
Pratt is alleged to have made in relation to the motives which 
influenced certain members of Congress in their opposition 
to the Carlisle school. These alleged statements were published 
in the newspapers of the country, and in substance charged that 
these members of Congress had been bought to oppose the In- 


rentler n from 


dian schools by the Catholic clergy. If he said exactly what is 
attributed to him, and charged members of Congress with havy- 
ing been corruptly influenced in their action, he would deserve 
all the severe criticism which has been indulged in against him. 
A 


As soon asthe matter had been brought to my aitention last 
evening I wired him on the subject and have just received the 
following reply: 
(Telegram. ] 
CARLISLE, PA., March 1, 1892 
Hon. I I BELTZHOOVER, 
I eof Repre sentatives: 

j am just received. My statement on the Catholic question had no 

reference to individuals; certainly not to Mr. MANSUR, whose general ideas 


ii nor to Mr. STOCKDALE, for I then knew nothing of what he had said, 
nor his action in a public meeting atGettysburg. I stated what has been be- 
fore Congress this year and last and what has been public property in the 


newspapers and is well understood throughout the country, that the Catho- 
lics got more than twice as much of the Indian school appropriation as all 
the other denominations combined. I asserted what I know, that they main- 
tain a powerful lobby in Washington and that they manipulate politics to 
accomplish their purposes. My remarks were manipulated by the newspa- 
pers and are doubtless being manipulated by the lobby above mentioned. 

%. H. PRATT, Superintendent. 
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This reply, which I assume to be the truth on the subject, does 
not sustain the publication contained in the Associated Press 
dispatches. It expressly disclaims all intention of impeaching 
the integrity of any member of Congress or attributing to him 
| any improper motives for his conduct. It states as a fact that 

the Catholics receive a disproportionate share of public-school 
| appropriations, and that they maintain a powerful lobby at the 

national capital and manipulate politics to accomplish their pur- 
poses. I do not know whether either one of these propositions 
contains a semblance of truth. 
[ know that in neither one of them is there anything toassail 
the honor of any member, nor to in any possible manner indi- 
| cate that he has been improperly influenced. I can see very 
plainly that, asa matter of expediency, and also, perhaps, of 
propriety, Capt. Pratt was unwise and unfortunate in indulging 
in such public and emphatic expression of these opinions on a 
question that must of necessity excite bitter feeling and discus- 
sion. This country guarantees freedom of speech, but it is un- 
profitable for a public servant to indulge in the luxury. 

[ have known Capt. Pratt for many years as an earnest, en- 
thusiastic, and scholarly gentleman who has given a large por- 
tion of his life to the education and civilization of the Indians. 
He is an ardent, honest, and untiring official and has been largely 
instrumental in building up the school at Carlisle. Like all en- 
thusiasts in any cause, he sometimes allows his zeal to get the 
better of his diseretion. I am sure, however, that he never in- 
tended to impute improper motives or misconduct of any kind to 
Mr. MANSUR or Mr. STOCKDALE or any other member of this 
House. . 

Mr. DICKERSON. But doesnot the gentleman think thathe 
ought to be turned out for hisaspersions on the church without 
regard to what he may have said as to any individual? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. ILanswer that we do not have the right 
to turn him out, and if we did, the question would arise whether 
what he has said would be just cause for such action. The ques- 
tion whether he is a fit person under the circumstances for the 
place is for the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. If these things now alleged against him are 
an offense, his superior officers will undoubtedly take notice of 
the matter. The only duty we have is to provide the pay for a 
superintendent of the Indian school at Carlisle. If we adopt 
| this amendment and cut off this salary, the injustice to the great 

philanthropic institution which is designed for the education of 

the Indian wards of the nation will be greater than any impro- 

priety which Capt. Pratt mav have committed. You have al- 

ready cut down the appropriation for this school $10,000 below 
| what it was last year under various excuses, and now, because the 
| superintendent has talked too much on subjects forbidden to pub- 
| lic officials, you propose to cut it down a thousand more. 
In addition to this, you have this morning excepted the Car- 
| lisle school from the provisions of the present bill under which 
| the beneficent outing system was practiced. I can not believe that 
| gentlemen will permit themselves to be moved by resentment 
| toward Capt. Pratt to do an injustice toany one,and particularly 
to the unoffending institution to which the friends of education 
everywhere look with so much pride and hope. Itsinterests are 
above all personal considerations which might justly operate as 
between individuals. But even from a personal standpoint there 
| ought to be no pique or feeling or bitterness on the part of the 
| House. The distinguished gentlemen who regarded themselves 
as particularly aggrieved have eloquently and unanswerably re- 
sponded, so that before the House and the country there can be 
| no doubt as to the situation. They have unquestionably not suf- 
fered in the slightest particular, nor have the honor and dignity 
of the House been affected. The great Catholic Church and the 
millions of its intelligent followers have not been injured and 
do not need any defense here or elsewhere. Their Livtecr is 
luminous in all the centuries with high and holy purposes and 
grand and courageous endeavor in all good works. The objec- 
tionable language of Capt. Pratt is therefore to be deeply re- 
gretted and deplored under all the circumstances if its effect is 
to cripple and obstruct the great school which the Government 
and the liberal-minded and open-handed friends of Indian educa- 
tion have helped to build up and maintain for so many years. I 
sincerely hope the amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
telegram which was read a few moments ago again read, as it was 
not distinctly heard here. 

The telegram was again reported. 

Mr. PENDLETON. With the exception of the failure to re- 
fer to names which were incorporated in the interview with him 
I think this telegram is very similar to the interview. After 
mentioning the names of Mr. STOCKDALE, Mr. MANSUR, and my- 
self in this reported interview, I find he says: 

They were made through the Catholic Church, in paying Congressmen to 
attack the-national schools, because they are detrimental to their —— 

t other 


schools, which are given three times the amount by the Government 
denominations receive. 
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Whether Capt. Pratt made or did not make this charge against 
members of this House is a matter that is very immaterial to 

me; but I think from the constitution of his mind and prev ious 
ieterviows on this question that he is not the kind of ms aD Vs 
should be in charge of a school of that character at Carlisle. 

I desire to read to the House from the twentieth annual re- 
port of the Board of Indian Commissioners, for 1888, page 122, a 
part of the testimony of this same Capt. Pratt. And after hav- 
ing read it the House can judge for itself whether a man of his 

1 lily 4 
type is a proper character to be at the head of a school like ’ 
Carlisle school. 

Catholics have abused me for giving my students Bibles. The American 
Bible Society furnished them, and I gave ‘them to the students; one of 
students carried his home, and the priest abused me for giving it to hi 

and said there could be no doubt about it, because he had the Bible. Th 
Catholics are getting more money than all the churches put together, and 
controlling schools by the most deceitful and underhanded methods that n 
be thought of. Iam in the fight, and I place myself on the skirmish lir 
and I mean that for a sharp shot. The menace is Romanism. Whois at 
the bottom? Well, there will be a change soon, and pe rhaps it may be jus 
as well to let it come. I have been out myself for c hildre n for my school 
gone with the orders of the Department to a certain place, and within a day 

fter I arrived there the bishop and two priests came and talked to the In 

ians and talked to my returned children, bulldozing them and trying to im 
press them and stop them from going. I got the children notwithstandin 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not think any man who is a bigot 
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upon a religious question is a proper man to be at the head of | 


any school maintained by the Government of the United Stat 
And even if Capt. Pratt did not make these attacks upon mem- 
bers of Congress, nevertheless his mind is so constituted, is so 
warped in favor of religious bigotry, that he ought not to be at 
the eo of a school of this character; for I understand there is 
a clause in the Constitution of the United States which forbi 


religious discriminations of any kind; and if it does, it undoubt- | 
edly prohibits the Government of the United States from at- | 
tempting to educate the pupils in any of its public schools to a 


particular religion. Therefore a man ought to be at the head 
of them who is ready to treat all religions fairly and to place 
them upon an equality; and I submit to the House whether a 
man of this character. who is so evidently bigoted against a 
large, powerful, and influential portion of our fellow-citizens, is 
a proper man to be at the head of an institution of this character? 

Furthermore, I do not believe in paying two salaries to any 
man in the employ of our Government. 
active service in the Army, with his pay of $2,800 a year, who 
would not welcome the chance to be at the head of an institution 
of this character, far from the hardships of active miiitary life, 
far from the trials and dangers of the plains. 
we give this man this additional $1,000, when at the same time 
he is drawing his pay of $2,800 a year as a captain in the regular 
Army, and performing no service under heaven for that pay. I 
hope the amendment will pass. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. Isimply desire to state that I have no inter- 
est in this matter. I have no acquaintance whatever with Capt 
Pratt, and was only seeking to get the proper information, if I 
could, before the House. It was with that motive that I tele- 
graphed, in order, if possible, to acquire the information. 

But it was not for that purpose thatI arose. It was to correct 
an error that I had fallen into, and another which my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] had perhaps fallen into. I made a 
statement a day or two ago that the commission that went West 
to investigate this question, of which the gentleman from In- 
diana was a member, had made no report looking to the consoli- 
dation of the Indian reservations. In this my kind and esteemed 
friend [Mr. HOLMAN] corrected me, by making the statem 
that they had made some recommendations in that direct 
find on closer examination of the report of that very able and 
distinguished commission the following lines: 

That the number of agencies be diminished by placing a larger nur 
reservations under the supervision of each agent. 

Thisisall. I still contend, Mr. Chairman, that there is noth 
ing outside of a mere dictum that these reservations should |} 
consolidated. There is no statement as to what reservations 
which they visited could be consolidated, how large the reserva- 
tions were, how far distant they were from each other, how many 
miles it would be necessary for the agent to travel in order to 
visit the Indians, and no information upon which this Ho Ist 
might act in adopting the reform suggested. 

I also find, Mr. Chairman, that the ‘gentle man [Mr. HOLMAN] 
made a statement inthe RECORD, which I will read, and make a 
correction thereof. The gentleman stated— 

During Mr. Cleveland's Administration there were but two re! 
cause, so that it is rather a permanent branch of the service. 

He referred to Indian agents in that statement. I find — 
examination at the Department of the Interior that from March 4, 
1885, the date of Cleveland’s inauguration, until March 4, 1889, 
when he was succeeded by a Republican President, there were 
thirty-six resignations of Indian agents, presumably most of them 


novais tor 


There is not acaptain in | 


Why, then, should | 




















called for. There were twenty-f movals l ons ath; il- 
lustrating the fact that few die and 1 esien with« 
[La iter. | 

The ‘efore the gentleman from Ih i vas mistaken when he 
said that there shad only r bee! ( als d ng the Cleveland 
ahead ation. The record of t lepartment shows 
that there were twenty-four r \ 

Mr. PICKLER. Then in ab two } . turn all 
~ se agencies over to th nilitar 

- WILSON of Wi hingeton. i ana ur the you 

not sasingle civilian agent in the employ « e Government. 
‘ one ld¢ chet t ofuitel cha 
military officers educated at West Poi 
places, as fast as vacancies occur, would bes b ita 
me We would get rid of a very accomplis! ane at P 
allup who has been there ov : tw y years; but I pri 3 
plan on that day, and I} se a plan! 
rid of this gentleman, and that to dispose of these la 
proposed a plar whereby we c ild tabl sh schools for theirown 
education out of their own money,a let th mnvert the prop 
erty into money fo oO 2: b t 
tle men _ : ed to 

Mr. ITL | move to strike « the la ‘ j 

Mz. HOLMAN. [ just want a word. 

Mr. BUTLER. ButI do not want it to come out of my time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ am gilai my friend from Washington ob- 
served that statement in regard to the recommendation of the 
Cc mmitte to whi h he reters, Deca SC I Saw that iif had fal 
into an error, and I myself have made the statement 
tially as he has made it now. 

| intended be comvey Sie idea that there we but two or thi 
removals, andI think there were but two or th: removals. A 
the agencies of the tn x remain untouched 

Mr. WILSON of Washingtor Was not Dr. McG cuaday re- 
n omg 

- HOL MAN. Yes: but that was not a political removal 

He was removed on the report of an inspe ctor. I think that th 
agent at Takin was removed for a political reason. I resisted 
that removal. [ thought he was making an excellent agent. 
He was one of the twoor three that I fred to. In all the 
other instances the removal was for gross incompetency and they 
occurred in the regular course of employment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope this does not come out of my time 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will be recognized 


his own right. Iam very much obliged. [Laughter.| 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to address myself just a 














moment to the am idment propose d by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. M UR] I think t hes question iss ch thatit might 
rouse @ pers somethiz > than a cool consideration of the 
question; yet I believe it to ne the duty of this House to act 
coolly as possib We ought at all times to give to any tea 
his full worth as a teach and no more; an 1th us Cap 
P Ltt W d it ‘ to ae I li ‘ to I I ] 
he is wor $2,800 which rec vi iS Lp Le I a il- 
ti 11 $1,000 Lich would } ik op ited for hl s ill, 
y } I n 1a A y Lact ‘ chi l head 
t] i ne can m uk cC ¢ ALL Led 1 it 1 A ( 
Lo n ( mad a ) l ros oO 
n va ] 4 ‘ > I n n ] is { W \) Al i ) 
us O sion to say in ard that is ) 
pres e OVE 1 hoo l K >on é Ca li t 
our po r to mo i I ta ( a 
ne CO t ate | A uk 
mol y > i as i I 
, ‘ Kor t isonla favor of « tth ] 
lary. and by so doing we ca! y de« ) I 
( is cx ind to Capt. Pra h nt 
led i that an i ) 
r ¢ t l ulld ctions ( i 
a uca na 1 iL I 4 { 
meé 
Lb ley to be o ia ( S 
not int sted in 1 ( ‘ ( rch 1. as nu ) f 
Mississ [Mr. S MALE] stats ] 2 S 
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[ give my statement of disapproval toevery thought such as the 
reported as the declarations and sentiments of Capt. Pratt, and 
to show that ay yproval in strongest terms, Is UPI — the an d 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANS 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, as one member of the ¢ ymmi 


tee on Indian Affairs, I wish to disclaim for that committee an 
sort of sympathy with the statements alleged to have been 
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by Capt. Pratt. Not one of those gentlemen named, or any 
other gentleman, has been paid by Catholics or any one else to 
speak against this Indian appropriation bill. 

Now, my friend here from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] 
has spoken a good deal on this bill; but he was never paid to do 
it. A ruthless Republican majority on that side of the House in 
the last Congress is responsible for a good deal of the gentleman's 


[laughter] and must catch up. Then all of you who know our 
friend from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] know that nobody has to 
pay him to speak at any time on any question. [Laughter.] He 
does not require any pay. [Laughter.] And my colleague from 
Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] has an annual job on his hands 





here, when the Indian appropriation bill comes up, to tell the 
people of this country what we are doing for the education of the | 
negroes in Mississippi, and he has to do it on this bill, and there- | 


fore nobody had to pay him. [Laughter.] I am sure there is 
neither pay, malice, nor Catholic influence behind the speeches 
of any of these gentlemen. 

Now, I think that by the time we are through with this amend- 


ment Capt. Pratt will }.obably be prepared to sp Pnoldine a pic- | 


ture that I cut out of a paper this morning. This [holding it up] 


dog a good deal by too much talking. [Laughter.] Gentlemen 
who are near enough to see the picture can see that the parrot 


has but one tail-feather left, and that is broken, that one eye is | 


gone, and one wing broken,and right under him they can read 
this soliloquy: ‘‘Poor Polly! Polly blamee foolee; Polly talkee 


too muchee.” [Great laughter.] Understand, Mr. Chairman, | 


this has reference to Capt. Pratt alone, not to any member of this 


House. [Laughter.] I do not want anybody to make the mis- | 


take, either now or at any future time, of supposing that I in- 
tended to make any application of this parrot case to any mem- 
ber of this House [laughter], though there is an important lesson 
to be learned from the experience of the parrot. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [I think we may easily dispose of this mat- 
ter. I believe this committee is prepared to vote on the pending 
proposition. I do notthink there is much doubt that some news- 
paperman, or Capt. Pratt, or somebody else, has circulated an in- 
jurious report over the country about these gentlemen, and I 
believe that this body is ready to vindicate them right here and 
now. I believe my friend from Arizona[Mr. SMITH] isnot named 
in the list of offenders. He, too, has talked on this question a 
good deal, but the Republicans are responsible for a great deal of 
his talk here. They would not let Arizona into the Union last 
year; if they had done so, we would be rid of him now and he 
would be in the Senate. [Laughter.] Then, as he can not vote, 
he is evidently bound to take it out in talking, and so long as his 
present status continues we may expect to have a good deal of 
talk from him. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am ready to join in vindicating these 
yentlemen who have been singled out and slandered by Capt. 
Pratt or some reporter. Capt. Pratt talked about the Catholics, 
and the reporter may have done the captain injustice and put the 
names of these gentlemen into his mouth. It does seem, how- 
ever, that Capt. Pratt has been doing a good deal of talking, a 
good deal more than is absolutely necessary in a man occupying 
his position, and perhapsif this allowance of $1,000 were stricken 
out of this appropriation bill, while he might not feel that he 
was exactly in the condition of the parrot, he will be slightly 


disfigured and he probably will not talk so much another time. | 


[Laughter. | 
Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, lamsorry that any feeling should 
have entered into the discussion of the pending amendment. If 


I can get the attention of the committee I feel it my duty to say | 
that I know nothing whatever about this newspaper correspond- | 


ence except what we have all seen here. For the sake of the 
school Iam sorry that it has occurred. I have no word of justi- 
fication to offer for any man, whether he is an officer of the Gov- 
ernment or a private citizen, who is ready to impugn the motives 
of members of Congress or of anyone else, without proof. The 


from what I know of him, that I believe that what he said was 
exactly as stated in that telegram. 

Now, sir, I care nothing myself about this apparent contention 
between the different religious denominations of this country 
about the education of the Indians. Iam only sorry that such a 
question, or such a contention, has ever arisen in connection 
with the Indian service. The Catholic Church has donea great 
deal of good service, and the Protestant churches have done a 
great deal of good service. The Government is codperating in 
that service, and it will take the céoperation of all the denomi- 
nations, and of the Government besides, to accomplish the work 
as it ought to be done. I hope, therefore, that no gentleman 
here will allow any religious feeling of prejudice, whether he is 











in favor of Catholicism or opposed to Protestantism, or vice versa, 
to influence him in casting his vote upon this matter. This al- 


| lowance has been in the appropriation bill ever since I have been 
| amember of the House. 


In the Forty-ninth Congress I made a point of order upon it 
myself. At that time, like a good many other gentlemen, I 


| thought thatif Capt. Pratt was getting a salary from the Gov- 
speaking. They stopped him speaking very early in the last | 
Congress, when they turned him out, and he is behind on talk | 


ernment as an army officer, that ought to be sufficient to com- 
pensate him for his services rendered to this school, but when I 


| came to know the origin and the history of the Carlisle school, 


when I found out that the Government and the country were 
largely indebted to Capt. Pratt for his indomitable energy and 


| perseverance in Indian education and in obtaining support for the 


school from all over the country, I felt that it was not a very 
prudent or desirable thing to dispense with his services. 
Besides, if we strike out his extra salary of $1,000 and retire 
him from the school, we save the $1,000 apparently, but as the 
school must have asuperintendent it will cost us $2,000 to get one 
competent to run this very large school. Capt. Pratt will still 


| be in the Army, drawing his salary of $2,800, so by that process 


we lose a thousand instead of saving a thousand. 
He is one of the most competent and efficient men in the In- 


| dian service to-day for this character of work. He is a man of 
is a picture of a very badly defaced parrot that had annoyed a | 


ability, aman of courage, a man of long experience; and I do 


| think the cause of Indian education would suffer by dispensing 


with his services. 

I want it understood I am not vindicating anything improper 
that he may personally have done. If he commits awrong upon 
a brother member of Congress or upon anybody else, no man is 
readier than myself to resent it. [I am only calling attention to 
the services which have been rendered to the country by Capt. 
Pratt in connection with this school, so that members may real- 
ize that if we vote out this appropriation the Government loses 
the benefit of his services. The question which we should con- 
sider in a businesslike way is whether we can expect to obtain 
from the Army or anywhere else any man who will be the equal 
of Capt. Pratt in the discharge of the duties imposed upon the 
superintendent of so large a school as this. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, I believe, 
proposes to strike out the thousand dollars appropriated as extra 
pay to Capt. Pratt. Now, I would like to inquire of the gen- 


| tleman who offers the amendment whether he knows it to be 


a fact that the language which has been ascribed to Capt. Pratt, 


| with reference to gentlemen occupying seats on this floor, was 


actually uttered by him? If it is a fact that Capt. Pratt used 
thatlanguage, with reference to gentlemen on this floor, it strikes 
me as self-evident that he is not the man to preside over the 
destinies of that school. 

But I think this House would make a mistake in going into a 
matter of such importance as this is to an individual and under- 
taking to put a stigma upon him, on the basis of a mere news- 
paperreport. For this reason, although I condemn the language 
which has been cited, and although I am free to say thatif Capt. 
Pratt used it, I am in favor of doing anything in the power of 


| this House to remove him from the position he now occupies, 


nevertheless I can not, with the information which the House 
now has, bring myself to vote for this amendment. Before tak- 
ing such a step I think it would be proper that the House and 


| everybody in it should be satisfied that the language referred to 


was the language of Capt. Pratt. If it should turn out that he 
had not used the language cited, whether privately or for publi- 
cation, I believe that gentlemen whose character has been as- 
persed would be the first to rise on this floor and ask this House 
to rescind any action it might have taken to deprive him of the 
emoluments of this office. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs has recommended this ap- 
propriation after due consideration; such an appropriation, I be- 
lieve, has.been made in the past, and I think the House might 
make a great mistake, and might commit itself, possibly, to a 


| serious injustice by acting hastily upon this matter. Hence, while 
| I am heartily in accord with those gentlemen who have con- 


| demned the language which has been cited, I must nevertheless 
telegram of Capt. Pratt, however, explains itself, and I mustsay, | 


say that for want of satisfactory proof that Capt. Pratt used this 
language, I can not vote for this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the pro Jorma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. AMERMAN. I move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out, in line 25, the words ‘‘ Capt. R. H. Pratt” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ officer.” 

Mr. HARRIES. I suggest that the gentleman modify his 
amendment so as to insert the word “‘ superintendent.” If Capt. 
Pratt should be displaced, his successor, of course, would be the 
superintendent of the Carlisie school. 

Mr. AMERMAN. I accept the gentleman’s suggestion, and 
modify my amendment accordingly. I believe from the reports 
which Capt. Pratt has made from time to time, and from the 
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rsonal telegrams that have been sent to members of this House, 
hat he has used the very language which has been attributed to 
him. 

I also believe that a person who uses such expressions as part 
of his official report is not a man of such character as would war- 
rant the Government in retaining him as the superintendent of 
that school. This House is entirely powerless to remove him, 
but we can strike his name from this bill and show to the De- 
partment having the power to remove him and to the country 
at large that we condemn his course and ask ‘‘ the powers that 
be” to appoint some one in his stead. I have therefore moved 
to strike the name of ‘‘Capt. R. H. Pratt” from this bill and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ superintendent.” 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, [ wish to say a word on 
this matter, although I am not very much exercised about it. 
The telegram which has been read does notseem to me toalter the 
case very much so far as the author’s position is concerned, but 
simply shifts the responsibility. So far as I am individually con- 
cerned, I have now no more interest in this matter than any 
other gentleman who opposes any of these appropriations; they 
are all included in this denunciation in this telegram; there are 
a great many of us who take that position, and [ feel that I am 
in very good company. 

But this telegram makes a general charge that is equally bad, 
except that it does not mention individuals. I would like to 
know from the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs if 
it is true, as this telegram states, that the Catholic Church gets 
‘*double as much of the Indian school appropriations as all the 
other denominations combined.” Is that true? 

Mr. PEEL. I donot think so. Ifso, I am not aware of it. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Do younotknow whether it is true or not? 

Mr. PEEL. I have never called on the Secretary of the In- 
terior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to know what de- 
nomination gets the most of the money, or whether it is equally 
divided. I did not feel that it was necessary, because I do not 
care what denomination gets the money if they do good work. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Is the Secretary of the Interior responsi- 
ble for the distribution of the fund appropriated? 

Mr.PEEL. Well, the appropriationsare made here to schools, 
some Catholic and some Protestant. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. I[understand that; but, asa matter of fact, 
have Congressmen anything whatever to do with what denomi- 
nation gets the money or any portion of it? 

Mr. PEEL. I do not think we have anything to do with that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, do you not know? 

Mr. PEEL. I have already answered emphatically that I have 
never tried toknow. Ididnotcare to know; it was not necessary 
to know, and I do not expect to, unless [ find that the distribu- 
tion is doing an injury to the service, in which I feel a deep in- 
terest. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, will you answer this question 

Mr. PEEL. I will if I can. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Is this fund entirely within the control 
of the Secretary of the Interior, to determine how this money is 
to be distributed? 

Mr. PEEL. Notin all of the appropriations. It is not. In 
some it is. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Who is responsible? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I think I can answer his question, or that is to say, I will ex- 
plain as I understand it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not want my time consumed. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Well, then, can you answer the question, 
is this distributed through the Secretary of the Interior; has he 
charge of the appropriations, and does he designate how it shall 
be distributed amongst these various denominations? I would 
like to have a categorical answer. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [ will have to answer in my 
own way, so that I can make myself clear. 

In my State, for instance, on the Coeur d’Alene Reservation 
there is a Catholic school; on the Yakima Reservation there is 
a Protestant school; on the Colville Reservation there is another 
Catholicschool; on the Puyallup Reservation a Protestant school, 
and on the S’Kokomish Reservation there is a Catholic school, 
and soon. Now, these schools have been under the control of 
Protestants and Catholics for many years, and when this appro- 
priation is made by Congress the lump sum is divided pro rata 
to these various Catholic and Protestant institutions. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. By whom? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. By the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. You understand that to be the mode of 
distribution? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is the way I understand 
it. I ask the gentleman from Indiana if that is not correct? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. That isright. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. 
with it. 
They maintain a powerful lobby 
to accomplish their intentions 
Does the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs know 
anything about that? 
Mr. PEEL. Well, I did not know that I was under cross-ex- 
amination. [Laughter.] 
as [ know. 


Then Congressman have nothing to do 
This telegram goes on to say: 


in Washington and manipulate politics 


But I am quite willing to answer as far 
Mr. STOCKDALE. I would be glad to have the information. 

Mr. PEEL. No man representing a Catholic or any other de- 
nomination ever lobbied me in that way. They are all anxious 
to get all the money they can to educate the children. I think 
as far as that is concerned that all are about alike, for I have not 
seen much difference yet in Catholic or Protestant in regard to 
that point 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman will let me 
say it, there has never been to my knowledge 

The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. STOCK DALE. | should 
this for a few moments longer. 

Mr.PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
five minutes longer. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
the time will be given. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Letme s 
mentary inquiry before the gentleman proceeds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. This seems to be a trial 
of the gentleman from Arkansas before [ think we 
ought to have some mode of proceeding that will give some op- 
portunity to reach a fair verdict. 

Mr. HEARD. And aspeedy verdict. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. 
have counsel. |[Laughter.] 

Mr. PEEL. [ think the Committee on Indian Affairs can take 
care of itself. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. As far as I am concerned, the gentleman 
Kentucky is laboring under an entire mistake. I was 
secking information from the gentleman from Arkansas. |] 
thought he was able to give it. I was not undertaking to try 
him. 

Now, if there is any gentleman in this House who knows that 
the Catholic Chureh has a lobby here in the 
schools I would like to be informed of that fact. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [ was about to say to the gen- 
tleman—if he will allow me to interrupt him—that there never 
has been before the committee, to my knowledge, during the 
time we were considering this appropriation, any Catholic or 
srson seeking an appropriation 


from Missis- 


like to be permitted to continue 


This is important, and I hope 


ibmit a parlia- 


Congress. 


[Laughter.] 


Perhaps he ought to 


from 


interest of these 


Protestant as such, or any other pe 
at all, except the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and we sent 
for him to com Neither directly 
nor indirectly has any other gentlemen been before us on this sub- 
ect 


» and give us some information. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. I believe that the 
truth. I believe that the chairman of the committee states the 
truth. I believe that every gentleman upon this floor, or who 
has been upon it, would state that he knows nothing about any 
such lobby, so that itis astatement without any 
is made in this explanatory telegram. 

A MEMBER. Is that telegram from Capt. Pratt? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Yes, and it is a statement entirely with- 
out evidence, that is born purelyof asuspicion. Yet, here is this 
statement disseminated over the country, that the Catholic 
Church havea powerful lobby here, and that they manipulate poli- 
tics to suit their own purposes. If that be true,then this House 
is disgraced before the American public and the civilized world. 
I say, if politics are manipulated in this House by the Catholic 
Church or any other church, the House of Representatives of the 
United States stands with a black mark upon its frontlet that 
ought to be wiped out; if in noother way, then by dismissing the 
members from this floor who can be so manipulated 

Now thecharge comes. He acknowledges that he statedit. By 
whom is it made? By an officer of the United States Army. In 
reply to my friend the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] 
yesterday [ was one of those who said that United States Army 
officers are gentlemen. I[ still maintain that; but there are ex- 
ceptions to all rules. This man is maintained by the United 
States Government as acaptain in the Army. He is paid an ad- 
ditional salary for his official services as a superintendent of a 
In view of the report read by my friend from 
West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON], and in view of the acknowl! 


edgment in this telegram, showing him to have made these 


gentleman states the 


& 


evidence, which 











statements without evidence, statements which will be denounced 
by every member on the floor as utterly false, he ought either to | 
be made to substantiate them or to step down and out from his 

osition as a model teacher of youth, as he has been represented 
~ by the chairman of the committee ‘o be. 

Does it not seem that he is imbibing Indian e oe s rather than 
imparting civilized ethies to the Indians. Laughter. | Not 
only that, Mr. Chairman, but this House now ‘is about to take a 
vote that will say-what? By this report read here he has an- 
nounced tothe world that he is on the skirmish line in a religious 
fight. Individually he has the right todo that. Asa Govern- | 
ment officer, as the superintendent of a Government school, | 
say he has no right to commit this Government in a religious 
fight, a fight between denominations. He denounces one denom- 
ination of this country and intends what he says to be a ‘*‘ sharp 
shot,” and yet he was then stating what he does not know to be 
true. 

[The time of Mr. STOCKDALE having expired, on motion of 
Mr. WILSON of Washington and Mr. PENDLETON it was extended | 
five minutes. ] 





Mr. STO ‘KD ALE. Now, whether denominationsare right o1 
wrong, this isc saabiiheninls Government on one side of a fight | 


against a denomination of Christians in this country. 
a Ww! — policy. This House can not afford to doit. It can not 
afford to keep a man in its service who says that the House that 
furnishes him the money is corrupt and manipulated by any de- 
nomination of people or by anybody else. He oug htnot to be al- 
lowed to commit this House in a religious fight against any de- 
nomination, whether it be right or wrong. Iam sorry that the 
disposition of my colleague [Mr. ALLEN] to make fun for the 
House has induced him to ridicule sucha subject as this, and not 
only that, but to ridicule his own people 

it is a question, I say, that affects the policy of the Govern- | 
ment. It affects the protection guaranteed by our Constitution, 
that there shall be no religious test, and that men shall worship 
God according to the dictates of their own consciences. Itis not 
for the Government of the United States, or this branch of it, 
to say that they approve of “sharp shot” by one of their officers, 
be he military or civil, who announces that he is on the ‘‘skir- 
mish line” in such a fight against a particulardenomination of | 
Christians. It is not politic, it is not right, it is not just, and | 
[ am in favor of the amend- | 


I say it is 


this House can not afford to do it. 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. AMER- 
MAN], if I understood it correctly. I ask him to repeat it. 

Mr. AMERMAN. To strike out the words ‘Capt. Pratt” and | 
insert the word ‘ supe rintendent.” 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That would not accomplish anything. 
That would be simply going around the barn and coming back to 
the same place, and the same man would stay there as superin- | 
tendent, where the chairman of the committee seems to want | 
him to stay. 

Now, I say another thing: If this gentleman is drawing $2,800 
a year as an Officer of the Army, whether he made use of these 
expressions or not, it is not a hardship to strike out the $1,000 
and pay him $2,800 for this service. 

{ believe this is the only instance that I know of where an army 
officer is detailed to perform a duty and is given additional pay 
by act of Congress. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
to interrupt him, not in the line of his speech, but to ask him a 
question? Did younot vote the other day to put all these agencies 
under army officers? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I did. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
going to? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But there are exceptions to all rules. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We are coming to a military 
despotism. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Let me hold this Committee on Indian 
Affairs up to the view of this House. They are denouncing the | 
Commitiee of the Whole now for having put the military officers | 
as agents in control of Indian agencies, and yet they defend this 
man Pratt as fit to filla more important position on the same 
ground that they denounced in the other instance. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I deny that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The logic of the action of the committee 
would remove this man from that Indian school. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman mistakes the | 
logic of the committee. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But I maintain the mere fact that one 
man who is an officer has turned out to be a bad man, asuspicious 
man, does not throw discredit on and is not a disgrace to every 
other officer. Another army officer may be detailed as superin- | 
tendent of that school who will give satisfaction. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope we will havea vote upon this amendment. | 
[Cries of ‘‘Vote!” ‘*Vote!”] I am perfectly willing that the ' 


Will the gentleman allow me 


Do you not see where you are 
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| amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, leaving out 


the name, shall prevail. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman 
announce “ that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. What was the amendment? 

The C ‘HAIRM AN. Ifthere be no objection the Clerk will re- 
port the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The 
Chair does not think that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. AMERMAN| is strictly an amendment to the 
amendment, but thinks it is an amendment which will take 
precedence of the motion to strike out, and will state it as a 
separate amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think that this question is fairly un- 
derstood by the committee 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 


posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and the vote will be 


taken upon that as an amendment separate to the amendment of 


| the gentleman from Missouri. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 47, in line 25, strike out the words “Capt. 
in lieu thereof the word ‘superintendent.’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. How will it read as 
amended? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iwould like to understand if that does 
not leave Capt. Pratt in the same position that he is in now? 

Mr. PEEL. It does not. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Is he not the superintendent? 

Mr. PEEL. He is now. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Have you any assurance that he will not 
be retained as such? 

Mr. HEARD. Vote down the amendment. 

Mr. PEEL. If the committee will allow me a moment-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—yeas 51, noes 44. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] to strike out the para- 
or ‘aph. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN and others. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEEL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have an amendment I proposed a few days ago, 
when I said I would like to have it inserted at the proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas has the 
floor. 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PEEL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that that committee had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 5974) making appropria- 
tions for current and contingent expenses and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with Indian tribes for fiscal year ending June 30) 


R. H. Pratt’ and insert 


| 1893, and had directed him to report the same with sundry 
amendments, and to recommend that as amended it do pass. 


The SPEAKER 
amendments? 

Mr. PEEL. I demand the previous question on the amend- 
ments and on the bill to engrossment and third reading. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to havea separate vote onthe clause 
substituting army officers for agents. 

The question was taken ordering the previous question, and it 
was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate what amend- 
ment he desires a separate vote upon? 

M { ask a separate vote upon the amendment 


[Is a separate vote desired on any of the 


Mr. PICKLER. 
where the vacancies that shall occur in the agencies shall be filled 
by army officers detailed by the President. 

The SPEAKER. Isany other separate vote demanded? 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago I proposed an amend- 


| ment or gave warning thatI would propose it at the right time. 


The SPEAKER. Amendments are not in order, as the pre- 
vious question has been ordered. If a separate vote is not de- 


manded on any other amendment, the question will be taken on 
agreeing to all the amendments. 
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FREE WOOL. 

Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6007) 
to place wool on the free list, and to reduce the duties on woolen 
goods; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
* dered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS submitted the views of the minority: 
were ordered to be printed with the report. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it had been the purpose of the 
Committee on Ways and Means to ask the House to consider this 
bill or some of the measures reported from the committee the 
latter part of this week. The report upon the bill which I have 
just presented was prepared by the chairman, Mr. SPRINGER, 
and I now make the report for him. His illness makes it alto- 
gether improbable that he can take any part in the discussion of 


which 


| poses 


| sas, and Missouri, and for other 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. WEADOCK: A bill (H. R. 6747) to create the northern 
judicial district of the State of Michigan and to provide for the 
holding of circuit and district courts therein, and for other pur- 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 6748) to 
revive and amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact for the final adjustment 
of private land claims in the States of Florida, Louisiana, Arkan- 


ee * approved June 22, 


| 1860—to the Committee on Private Land C laims. 


the bill this week. He is confined not only to his room, but to | 


his bed. In addition to that, the Committee on Appropriations 
are ready with some of their measures, which will have to be got- 
ten out of the way before we can dispose of this. We will there- 


fore ask the House to proceed to the consideration of this bill on | 


next Tuesday, Monday being suspension day, 
measures having been set for that day. 
FREE BINDING TWINE. 

Mr. BRYAN, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 6005) 
to place binding twine on the free list; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, a member of the minority of 


nority on this bill, and as he is absent to-day, I ask that he may 
have leave to file them later, to be printed with the report. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FREE COTTON BAGGING, COTTON TIES, ETC, 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 6006) 
to admit free of duty bagging for cotton, machinery for manu- 
facturing bagging, cotton ties, and cotton gins; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 


Union, and,with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DALZELL submitted the views of the minority: which 
were ordered to be printed with the repori. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr.SAYERS. 
indefinite leave of absence, on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
of absence for one week, on account of sickness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CATCHINGS (at 4 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Under clause 2 of Rul 
ported from committees, a s‘livered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. CROSBY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of John Warren. 
1%. ) 


record of James M. Thompson. (Report No. 497.) 
A bill (H. R. 2430) for relief of Abram Groat. 


408.) 


(Report No. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were severally dis- 
charged from the consideration of the following bills and reso- 
lutions; which were respectfully re-referred, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4366) granting a pension to Jacob Hall—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2455) granting a pension to Prudence J. Mul- 
vaney 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


and one or two | 


By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 6749) to repeal the license tax 
of $25 per year now imposed upon produce dealers in the markets 
of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. LYNCH: A bill (H. R. 6786) to establish a subport of 
entry and delivery at Ashland, in the Superior district of Wis- 
consin—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CASTLE (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 95) 
for renewing the reciprocity treaty with reference to the Do- 
minion of Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O 
lature of Massachusetts, against any interference by United 
States Government with the fisheries along the coast and upon 
the streams of Massachusetts—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 


By Mr. WILSON of Kentucky: A memorial of the Legislature 


| of Kentucky, favoring the election of United States Senators by 
the committee [Mr. PAYNE] was to prepare the views of the mi- | 





a direct vote of the people—to the Committee on Election of 


| President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 


By Mr. WILSON of Kentucky: A memorial of the Legislature 
of Kentucky, relative to pay of members of the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign.Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 6750) granting a pension to 


William H. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 6751) to grant an increase of 


| pension to Warren Hallett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


[ask that my colleague[Mr. MILLS] be granted | 


| Griffith- 


XIII, private bills were severally re- | 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6752) granting a pension to Martha J. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of 
Nimrod J. Smith, ex-chief of the Eastern band of Cherokee In- 
dians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: A bill (H. R 6754) for the relief of John 
G. Ross—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GEISSENH AINER: A bill (H. R. 6755) for the relief 
of certain officers of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 


By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 6756) for the relief of Francis 


Downs, executor of the late William C raig—to the Committee 


(Report No. | 


on Claims. 
By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 6757) for the relief of George 


| W. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pension. 
A bill (H. R. 1777) to remove the charge of desertion from the | 


By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 6758) for the relief of Francis 
A. Field, late captain United States Army—to the Committee 


| on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. 6759) to increase the pension of 
Geor ge E. Tibbetts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 6760) granting a pension 
to Hattie F. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 6761) for the relief of Cuth- 
bert Dixon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6762) for the relief of Henry S. Carroll—to 


| the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 


A bill (H. R. 4320) granting a pension to Thomas Kennedy— | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee a Pensions. 


A bill (El. R. 4566) to reimburse the several States for interest | 


on money e ae nded by them on account of raising troops em- 
ployed in aiding the United States in suppressing the late rebel- 
lion—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6763) for the relief of Agnes P. Ellis, of 
Lineoln County, Mo.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 6764) granting an honorable 
discharge to John S. Evans, Company E, Twenty-seventh Ohio 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6765) for the relief of Mahlon 
H. Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 6766) to pension Mrs. Caroline 
A. Smith, widow of Philander Smith, late of ship Edward, Mex- 
ican war, and allow her a pension of $8 a month—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 6767)for the reliefof Edward 
H. Cummins—to the Committee on Claims. 


NEILof Massachusetts: A memorial of the Legis- ' 


be oe 


¢ 
§ 

















” 
, 


© Pili ME iki 


1892. 


| 

By Mr. REED; A bill (H. R. 6768) granting a pension to Louisa | 
Titcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6769) to increase the pension of Elias Brew- 
ster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6770) to remove the charge | 
of desertion now standing against Michael Keefe, deceased—to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6771) to remove the charge now standing 
against George Bell—to the Committee cn Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6772) granting a pension to Ezra G. Bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIFE: A bill (H. R. 6773) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza- | 
beth Toop—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WARWICK: A bill (H. R. 6774) for the relief of Fran- | 
cis Corberant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 6775) granting a pension to | 
Horace Stanbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6776) granting a pension to Wright Sims— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6777) granting a | 
pension to Rebecca Bridges—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6778) granting a pension to Martha D. Brad- | 
ford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6779) granting a pension to Mahala Wil- | 
liams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6780) granting a pension to Polly Owens—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6781) granting a pension to Alexander 
Sullenger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 6782) for the relief of Miss 
Ella Phillips, of Pomona, Cal.—to the Committee on War Claims. | 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 6783) for the relief of Alex- | 
ander M. Mackay—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6784) to grant 
a pension to Martha Jane Wells—to the Committze on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRADY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6785) for the relief 
of Elizabeth T. Flowers and Sarah E. Bridges, of Wayne County, 
N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1, Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of citizens of the Sixth Congres- 
sional district of Texas, in relation to steerage passengers on | 
oceam steamers—to the Select Committee on Immigration and | 
Naturailzation. 

Also, petition in regard to Chinese immigration—to the Select | 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of citizens of Maxton, N. C., 
relating to the sale of liquor and opening the grounds of the Co- 
lumbian Exposition on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the 
Columbian Exposition. 

Mr. AMERMAN: Memorial of Spring Brook Grange, asking 
for the free delivery of mails in the rural districts—to the Com- | 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, asking legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products, otherwise known as dealing in op 
tions—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, asking legislation to prevent 
the adulteration of food or drugs—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of 82 citizens of Jamaica Plain, | 
Boston, Mass., praying for courts and a system of law in and for | 
Indian reservations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BERGEN: Petition of Woodstown (N. J.)Grange, Pa 
trons of Husbandry, for a law prohibiting contracts discrediting 
legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weight 
and Measures. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Remonstrance of George W. Drisko and 
others, of Machias, Me., against the bill to allow the taking of | 
menhaden and mackerel with purse seines in the bays and inlets 
of the United States—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 
_ Also, remonstrance of M. B. Stevens and others, of Butler | 
County, Me., against the passage of the bill to authorize the tak- | 
ing of menhaden and mackerel with purse seines inthe bays and 
inlets of the United States—to the Committee on Merchant Ma- | 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of the Young People’s Society of 
the United Presbyterian Church, Atlantic, Iowa, to close th 
World’s Fair on Sunday, and to prevent the sale of liquors at th 
exhibition, and also for an art department—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 
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By Mr. BRETZ: Petition of William K. Whitsett, to accom- 
pany House bill 6719—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of Rev. S. M. Hood and others, 
of Nortonville, Kans., in favor of closing the World's Fair on 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of Union Grange, No. 938, 


+} 


Vigo County, Ind., favoring legal-tender money—to the Com- 


| mittee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of the same body, favoring the pas eof the lard 
bill—to the Committee on Agricultur 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring the food and drug 
bill—to the Committee on Agricultur 

Also, petition of the same body, for the free delivery of mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also. petition of the same body, favoring the option bill—to 
| the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of the same body, on silk cul o the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture. 





\lso, petition of Albert Burnsi d 140 other citizens of 
Fountain County, Ind., favoring the passage of the Conger lard 

| bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of soldiers of Attica, Ind., against free and un- 
limited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Russellville Grange, No. 91, 
of Pennsylvania, prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender 
currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


Also, petitions of Fulton Grange, No. 66,of Lancaster County, 


Pa..and of Russellville Grange, No. 9!. of Pennsylvania, in favor 
il 


of legislation promoting silk culture—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Also, petition of same bodies. in favor of pure food and } ( 
lard bills—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same bodies, in favor of antioption bill—to 


| the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petitions of same bodies, in favor of free delivery of mails 
in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey: Petition for the increase 
of pay in United States Life-Saving Servic to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BULLOCK: Resolution of the board of directors of the 
New Orleans Cotton Exchange, on the importance to navigation 
and commerce of a breakwater and harbor of refuge in the bight 


| of Cape Canaveral, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Paw Paw Grange, Michigan, 
asking legislation in favor of silk culture—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Dailey Grange, asking the passage of a law to 

gambling in food products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Paw Paw Grange, asking the passage of an act 
making certain issues of money full legal tender in payment of 
debts—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, asking the passage of an act 
making certain issues of money full legal tender in payment of 
all debts—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, asking the passage of a law to 


prevent adulteration of food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the same body, asking free delivery of mail to 
rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Paw Paw Grange, Michigan, asking Cong: 


to pass a bill defining lard,and imposing a tax thereon—to thi 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, asking the passage of a bill to 
prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Dailey Grange, asking the passage of a law to 


prevent adulteration of food—to the Committee on Agric , 
By Mr. BUTLER: Petition and memorial of citizens of Cerro 
Gordo County, lowa, praying the passage of the sixteenth amen 
ment to the Constitution, prohibiting the passage of any law 
specting the establishmentof religion, ete.—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Christopher Gifhorn, to accompany House bil! 


6500—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 6317—to the Committe: 
on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 4980—to the Committe: 


on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CABLE: Petition of citizens of Aledo. Il.. to « ose she 
World 8 Fair on Sunday, etc.—to the Select Committee on +h 
' Columbian Exposition. 
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\ls ti of the sa J e de of 1 s 
mails +m + Com? ‘ ! Post-Offi a Py -Roads Inost-O st-R 
\ SU t a n of U ( < J ( Pe Ssyiva re ( I { > I » 
livery of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office a ittee « \g 
Post-Roads \1s 
: the same body, to prevent ga g i ‘ost-O Post-Roa 
} : ‘ Committee « \o eultu : 
\Iso. petit of t sa ody. to prevent adulterati \g 
f ( 1ittee on Agriculture so, t 
to en rage silk cultu ( \ 
y,t revent contracts discr - | Post-Off and P a 
th C t on (¢ By } O , 
is go { a uss 
f Pennsylvania, for p c 5 ( 
-tender currency—to the Com- By Mr. OUTHWAI M a 
sures : 1 ¢ ers, of H s, O ) 
r the encouragement ¢ SLLK 1 ion prev a sta 
\cricult re. cn, re oO 5 i 
ody. for free delivery of rural 
Post-Office and Post-Roads 
food—to the Committee on Agri ( 
Also, petition of the same body t es 
Committee on Agriculture. 7 Cr 
Also, petition of Tioga Valley oO : I ( ) 
prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender curt ency 5 ‘ 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
Also, petition of the same body, to prevent adulteration of pur : 
food—to the Committee on Agriculture 
Also, petition of the same body, in favor of pure lard—to the ( 
Cor ttee on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural é 
nails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 5 
Also, p ion of the same body, to encourage silk culture—to ! 
the Committee on Agriculture. Also, resolutions of 1 Le ire « la \ that 
By Mr. HUFF: Two petitions of citizens of Indiana County, | the Government secure a 
Pa., praying for the passage of House bill 401, entitled “An act | house at Yorktown, in the State of \ 
in amendment of the various acts relative to immigration and | on Public Buildings and G 
the importation of aliens under contract o1 eement to perform By Mr. RUSSELL: P ( 
labor”—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturali- | for free delivery of mails in countr t ( 
zation. ( T e Post-Off e and Post Re 
Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church, Baptist Church, and Also, petition of citizens of Gi old, Con 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Corsica, Pa., protesting against | of mailsin country « ‘ts—to the ' Y 
the opening of the World’s Columbian Exposition on the Sabbath | and Post-Roads 
and the sale of liquor within the said exposition; also, requestin; \lso, petition of citiz ’ ti ( 
that the art department be managed according to the American | of mailsin country district to 1 C 1 t "ost-( 
standard of purity in art—to the Select Committee on the Colum- | and Post-Roads. 
bian Exposition. Also, petition of ci I 
By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of George W. Case, to accompany | bill 186, placing used an 
House bill 6241—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Way Means. 
By Mr. LESTER of Georgia: Petition of pilot commissioners, By Mr. SOULL: Petit of B t n ( 
pilots, port wardens, owners, agents, and masters of steam vessels | Pennsylvania, for the pass: ( 
at Sava ih, Ga., favoring a bill to transfer the Revenue Cutter | farm prod icts—to the (¢ 
Service to the naval establishment—to the Committee on Inter- \lso, petition o a \ 
tate and Foreign Commerce. couragement of silk cult ( 
By Mr. LOCKWOOD: Remonstrance and resolutions of the Also, petition of 
Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange, against the antioption and futures | defining lard and i 
b to the Committee on Agriculture. Ways and Means 
so. resolutions of the Buffalo Brewers’ Association, in favor Als ), petitio 
of reducing the duty on barley to 10 cents per bushel—to the | ing contracts di 
Committee on Ways and Means. mittee on Coina 
By Mr. LODGE: Resolutions of the Massachusetts General Also, 
Court, 1 iting to the fisheries of Massachusetts—to the Com- | delivery of 
mitt n Merchant Marine and Fisheries. Post-Of ‘ P R 
By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of Cyrus Wyland, late a pri- Also. petition of B 
vate of Company B, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, | a law defining 
to accompany House bill 6624, praying that a pension be granted | tee on Ways and Means 
to him—to the Committee on lid Pensions. Also. petit of 1 
By Mr. MCCREARY: Affid of David H. Arnold and W. | vent gamblir 
M. Tanon, to file with bill—to the Committee on War Claim ture. 
Also, affidavit of Mrs. E. Edw is in the claim of B. F. Chat- Also, petiti 
ham, to file with bill—to the Committee on War Claims. in rural distri 
By Mr. MCGANN: Petitionfordamagesof John George Ryan, | Roads. 
of Chicago, I1l.—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, pet i 
By Mr. MILLIKEN: Memorial of Monmouth Grange, Main c culture—to t ( 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. By Mr. SHON] ( ( 
\lso, memorial of the same body—to the Committee on Agri Pennsy 
culture the rura ‘ t Of 
Also, memorial of the sa ne bor \ to the Committee on A i- | Roads. 
culture. Also, petit of t yme be for th 
Also, two memorials of Pittsfield (Me.)Grange—to the Com- | hibiting discrediting legal-t { ( 


mittee on Agriculture. on Coinage, Weights, and Mea 
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Als oO. Det 
law prohibiting the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Com- 


mitte rriculture. 
Also, petition of the same body, for encouragement of silk cul- 
ture in the United States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition by the same body, for the passage of a law pre- 
venting gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 


yaa 


On wA 


Also, petition by the same 
House bill 395, detining lard 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By } 
(Pa.) Farmers’ Alliance 


cu 
ody, for the immediate passage of 
id imposing a tax—to the Commit- 


} 
\ 
se al 


», in favor of the free delivery of mail in 


the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 
By Mr. STORER: Petition of John Smith and others, repre- 


senting the Presbyterian Church, for the closing of the World’s 
Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Ex- 
position. 

By Mr. STUMP: Petition of Mary P. Cook, widow of James 
P. Cook, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: Papers in the claim of Frederick Bucking- 
ham and William H. Blackwell, administrators, of the State of 
Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: Memorial of Shrewsbury Grange, No. 101, 
of Massachusetts, for the passage of House bill 395, defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same body, urging legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


(Also, memorial of same body, for the passage of a law to pre- | 


ventg 

Also, memorial of same body, for the passage of a law to pre- 
vent the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 


Also, memorial of same body, for the free delivery of mail in | 
the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | 


Roads. 

By Mr. WARWICK: Petition of Frank Meier and 142 other 
miners of West Brookfield, Ohio, against the immigration of 
Chinese—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

lso, memorial of Harmony Grange, No. 393, of Indiana, for 
the passage of House bill 395, defining land and imposing a tax 
thereon—to¢ the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, memorial of same grange, for the passage of a law pre- 
nting gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 


culture. 


ve 


Also, memorial of same grange, for the passage of a law pre- 

nting the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 4 

\lso, memorial of same body, for legislation encouraging silk 
‘ulture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Harmony Grange, No. 393, 
legislation extending free delivery of mails to the rural dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Washington Grange, No. 2056, of Indiana, for 
legislation encouraging silk culture—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also 


V¢ 


of Indiana, for 


petition ol 


same grange, for the passage of a law pre- 
venting gambling in farm products 
culture. 

Also, memorial of same grange, for the passage of House bill 
395, defining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Commit- 
on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same grange, for the passage of a law pre- 
venting the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Washington Grange, No. 2056, of Indiana, for 
e passage of the bill entitled ‘‘An act making certain issues of 
money full legal tender in paymentof all debts ”"—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Petition of P. L. La Pres and others, for 


tee 


} 
1} 


Sy Mr. WEADOCK: 
erection of a marine hospital at Cheboygan, Mich.—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILSON: Petition of John J. Brown and others 


7 , of 
Mor 


Morgantown, W. Va., in favor of the adoption of the sixteenth 
amendment to the United States Constitution forbidding appro- 
priations for sectarian purposes, ete.—to the Committee oh the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorial of South Preston Grange, 1005, 
of. Pennsylvania, in favor of silk culture—to the Committee on 
Agricultu 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same body, to prevent the adulteration 
of food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


re. 


ition of the same body, for the prompt passage of a | 


Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: Memorial of Venango County | 


rambling infarm products—tothe Committee onAgriculture. | 


to the Committee on Agri- | 





SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, March 2, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


| PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions of the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, in General Court assembled, urging the importance and 
public benefit of transferring the Revenue Marine Service from 
| the Treasury Department to the Navy Department; which were 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the following petitions of Og- 
den and De Witt Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Michigan: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
courageinent of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry; 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary; 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table; 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table; 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
| tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; 
| and 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
| sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of citizens of Iowa 
County, Mich., praying forthe passage of the Washburn-Hatch 
antioption bills; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of George H. Thomas 
Post, No. 13, Grand Army of the Republic, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
| urging an amendment to section 1754 of the Revised Statutes de- 
fining the powers and duties of the Civil Service Commission. 

As this paper is very well prepared by this organization, in 
terse and succinct terms, I move that it be printed asa document 
| and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
| ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 28 citizens of Scio, 
Ohio, praying for the adoption an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion prohibiting any State from passing laws establishing any 
religion, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
| ciary. 

He also presented a petition of 46 citizens of Licking County, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the antioption bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of Charles Brewer & Co., 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of Senate bill 2229 and 
House bill 6615 for their relief; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a memorial of the Congregational 
Club of Hartford, Conn., remonstrating against the opening of 
the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of the towns of 
| Graceville and Clinton, Minn., praying for the passage of the bill 
| now pending in relation to the compensation of fourth-class post- 
masters, and urging the delegation in Congress from Minnesota 
to support that measure; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, 
praying that the name of Giles H. Holden, late captain One hun- 
| dred and seventy-ninth New York Volunteers and brevet major 
United States volunteers, be restored to the rolls, and that he be 
placed on the retired list of the Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of P. H. Kelly and 17 other 
citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against the passage of House 
bill 2699, known as the Hatch bill, or Senate bill 1757, known as 
the Washburn bill, or any similar measure; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the following petitions of Wide 
Awake Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Vermont: 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
encouragement of silk culture; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in in products; which was referred to the Commit- 








tee on the Judiciary. ee ee 
A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395 defining 
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lard and imposing a tax thereon; which was ordered to lie on | a of silk culture; which was referred to the Com- 











the table. | mittee on Agriculture and Forestry 
A petition praying for the passage ofa bill to prevent the adul- | A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
teration of food and drugs; which was ordered to lie on the table. | gambling in farm products; which was r 1 to the Commit- 
A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- | tee on the Judiciary 
tricts; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and | A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
Post-Roads. | lard and imposing a tax thereon; which was ordered to lie on the 
Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of D. E. Goodrich and | table. 
other citizens of Caledonia County, Vt., praying for the passage A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
of what is commonly known as the anti-option bill; which was | tricts; which was referred to the Committ yn Post-Offices and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Post-Roads. 
Mr. PASCO. I present a resolution of the State Farmers’ Al- | NICARAGUA MARITIME CANAL. 
liance and Industrial Union of the State of Florida, in the nature of | 
a petition to Congress, praying for the removal of all import du- | Mr. DOLPH. I present a petition to Congress from citizens of 
ties upon binding-twine, cotton bagging and ties, and all other the United States residing at Ashland and in the vicinity of Ash- 
‘ materials used in preparing agric cultural products for market, | land, Oregon, urgently requesting Congress to provide or guar- 
e and praying for the extension of the rebate privileges now en- | antee such necessary means as will assist, protect, and hasten the 
3 joyed by manufacturers to farmers and planters as long as such | completion and secure national control of the Nicaragua Maritime 
j import duties are continued. I move that the petition be re- | Canal, as recommended to Congress by the President of the 
: ferred to the Committee on Finance. | United States in his recent message. 
3 The motion was agreed to. | I also present a similar gpeerer from citizens of the United 
4 Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of Sidney E. Haigh, of | States residing at and in the vicinity of Marshfield, Oregon. 
; Madison, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill | Although the people of my State and of the Pacific coast prob- 
1755, relative to steam vessels; which was referred to the Com- | ably have a greater interest in the speedy construction of the 
: mittee on Commerce. Nicaragua Canal than the paaeee er nny ones aeemon ee Se United 
; He also presented a petition of Mrs. Adele New, of Indianapo- | States, and although as a member of the Committee on Foreign 
: lis, Ind., a volunteer army nurse in the late war, praying to b2 | Relations and of a subcommittee which investigated the affairs 
; allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- | of the Nicaragua Canal Company at the last session of Congress, 
2 sions. I gave much attention to the enterprise and had something to 
2 Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of 200 members of Graf- | do with preparing the bill which was reported from the commit- 
a ton Star Grange, No. 60, Patrons of Husbandry, of New Hamp- | tee, I have not occupied the time of the Senate to make any re- 
q shire, praying for the free delivery of mails in rural districts; | marks in regard to the subject. 
; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | [ desire to say now, in a word, that I am earnestly in favor of 
Roads. legislation by which the Government will aid in the construction 
Mr. PERKINS presente xd a memorial adopted by the Young | of this canal. I consider it the most important public enterprise 
People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the First Presbyterian | which is now before Congress and before the American people, 
Church of Wichita, Kans., comprising 150 members, remonstrat- | or which has been before Congress or the people within the last 
4 ing against the opening of the World’s Columbian Exposition on | quarter of a century. 
Sunday and the sale of intoxicating liquors upon the grounds;| [am not as sanguine as some other members of the committee 
; which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial | and others who have advocated this measure as to the ability of 
- (Select). the present company to secure the construction and compl tion 
2 He also presented the following petitions of Stanley Grange, | of the canal, and I desire to see the United States take hold of 
4 Patrons of Husbandry, of Kansas: | the matter 
4 A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent | First, because I desire to see the canal speedily consti ed: 
: gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the | Secondly, because I desire that when the canal is constructed 
4 Judiciary; it shall be controlled by the United States: and 
‘ A petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the | Thirdly, because I desire the canal to be constructed for its 
3 adulteration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table: actual cost, and that the company which owns and controls it 
, A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- } shal! be capitalized only for the cost of construction. 
7 tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; The value of the canal when constructed to the people of 
; and | Pacific coast and to the people of the United States will depend 
3 A petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain | largely upon the amount for which the company which owns and 
: issues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the | controls it is capitalized. To secure the greatest value to the 
Committee on Finance. people who are to be benefited by the canal the company should 
l Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of telegraph oper- | only be capitalized for the actual cost of the construction. 
; ators and 85 other citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for the | believe that the producers of every bushel of wheat, the man- 
i passage of the bill to provide an all-night street-car service in | ufacturers of every foot of lumber, the growers of every pound 
3 the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committe ol ool upon the Pacific coast would b nett by the consti ic- 
4 on the District of Columbia. tion and successful operation of this canal in oportion as th 
4 Mr. FRYE presented the following petitions of Pittsfield, Oak | cost of the transportation of their proc s from the Pacific coast 
i Hill, Mt. Etna, Auburn, Bodwell, and Sugarloaf Granges, Pa- | to foreign markets would be lessened by tl bs “ 
: trons of Husbandry, of Maine: | canal. : 
Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- lor these reasons, although there have b on the P 
couragement of silk culture; which were referred to the Commit- | coast those who have undertaken to speak fo ie prod l 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. | consumers and the laboring of the coast in oppo yn to ¢ 
Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent | ernment aid to this enterpri i desire to repeat that I am ea 
gambling in farm products; which were referred to the Commit- | nestly in favor of Government aid to s le ear onst 
tee on the Judiciary. tion of this canal. believing that evervone who labors on : 
Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining | Pacific coast, that everyone who produc here. and evervons 
lard and imposing a tax thereon; which were ordered to lic on | everywhere who consumes the products pr¢ ced there w | 
the table. hy e) fited DY the can: : 
Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- The VICE-PRESIDF NT. The petitions 
tricts; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and | the Com itt on Foreign Relati 
Post-Roads. 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill ms pm certain issues SEPUSSS OF COMMITTERS. 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts; which were | Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on P ns, to whom 
referred to the Committee on Finance. | were referred the followin ; mitted adver eno} 
Mr. FRYE prese nted a petition of 14 farmers of Oxf ford County, | thereon; which were agreed to, and th ls were postp i 
Me., praying for the passage of the antioption bill; which was re- | definitely: 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | <A bill (S. 1048) grantiz nsion to Mrs. Mary Elizab 
Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of sundry citizens of In- | Dickey; 
diana, praying for the passage of what is known as the antioption | A bill (S. 1517) granting an increase of pension to ¢ 
bill; which w 1s referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | Ward; 
e Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions of Big Spring | A bill (S. 1121) granting a pension to James L. Ho 
f Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois: | <A bill (S. 452) granting an increase of pension to ¢ D 


A petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- | Stephens; 
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1144) granting an increase of pension to Michael A. 
i412) granting a pension to mings R. Reddington. 
INGER, from the Committ yn Pensions, to whom 
t lowing bills, report ‘a them severally with- 
ent, and submitted reports thereo! 
1530) granting an increase of pension to David 5S. 
1637) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson: and 
1528) g a crease of ‘pension to Frank L. 
INGER, from the Committe on Pensions, to whom 
S. 1540) granting a pensio y [ra Ingraham, 


W a dments, and submitted a report thereon. 
\ v1, from Committee on Claims, to whom was 
S. 132) for the 1 ief of hrank Della Torre and 


a Torre, irs of Peter Della Torre, deceased, re- 


| tlida 


out ¢ t, and submitted a report thereon. 
TIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to | 
referred the 5. 696) to authorize the Secretary of 
to pay Yankton Sioux Indians who served as 
Gen. S in 1864 the amount due them, and mak- 
ypriation therefor, reported it without amendment, 
a rl et 
» 4 imittee on Education and Labor. to 
rred the joint resolution (S. R. 46) providing for 
tion relative to the ‘‘slums of cities” reported it 
ant 
WLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


erred the bill (S. 2358) for the relief of the legal 
f John Wightman, dec asked 
eration, and that it be 
ittee on Claims: which was agreed to. 


ommittee on Claims, to whom was re- 


ased, to be dis- 


ofar } 
reierrea 














) 5. 31) for the relief of 4, illiam Wolfe, of She 
Co , Mo., reported it without amendment, and 
an hereor 
IMM I tATION INVESTIGATION 
ISON. The Committee on Appropr iations instruct 
t back favorab senate 2402. being a bill making 
ion for a joint investi gation. Lask unar imous 
tit ma ”© disposed of at this time. 
-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
f Clerk read the b 5. 2402) making an appropria- 
( ses of the typhus fever and immigration inves- 
‘ concurrent resolution of the Senate and 
vr’ nta ves s follows 
"hat there shall t ind hereby is, appropriated the sum 
is 0 necessa for theexpenses of the typhus fever 
stig made by the Senate Committee on Imn 
H S { I te n immigration and Naturalization 
t resolution of t Senate and House; the sums needed to be 
ult the Secretary of the Senate on the joint orders of the 
com ‘ 
PRI SLD} VT [s there objection to the prese nt 
} 
noo Sena as Committee of t 
ed 1 ‘ } 
SON | a formal amendment In lin 4. 
d ** necessary.” | move to insert the words *' out of 
usury not otherwise appropriated.” 
Was or le 
eported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
rr 
ve ¢ ossed for a third reading, read 
in¢ = ( 
} N rT | ) 
LIS (by quest) introduced a.bill (S. 2422) to amend 
do ohn H. Skinner: which was read twic 
Committee on Military Affairs 
N introduc a | S. 2423) to authorize the des- 
\ operations in the vicinity of 
of t \ Bay, 1861 to 1865: whicl 
ts t rrea to 1 Committe O!1 
roduc a bill (S for the appointment of con- 
ro | State: which was read twice by its titl 
>the Co nittee on Foreign Relations. ; 
a S. 2425) for the relief of the legal 
: Nob] which was read twice by its 
( ittee o Judiciary. 
SON request) introduced a bill (S. 2426) 
oO ia T. Faunce, daughter of Captain 
ased, late captain in the U nited States Marine 
ch was rea ice by its title, and, with the accom- 
ers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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SHE RMAN 
Son mes Ste wart; 
accompanying 
fairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2428 
and Frederick Rhine; which was read twice by 
ferred to the ¢ on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS eens a bill (S. 2429) fixing the 
the warden of the United State s jail in the District of 
and the number of the employees and the 
which was read ewiee by its title 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2430) for the relief of John D. Culp; 
which was read twice by its title,and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


introduced a bill (S. 2427) for the relief of 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
for the relief of John Sachs 
its title, and re- 


‘ommittee 


salary of 
Columbia, 
compensation for each; 
»,and referred to the Committee 


He also introduced a bill (S. 24381) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to R. W. Sill; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2432) granting a pension to Ma- 
Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompaning papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2433) granting a pension to Alex- 
ander Frost; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

-_ also introduced a bill (S. 2434) granting a pension to Law- 

ynce Heffron; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 24385) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas C. Espy, of Oregon; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 2436) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Thatcher; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 38) to provide for the disposition and sale of lands 
known as the Klamath River Indian Reservation; in which it 
rt quested the concurrence of the Senate 

SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 
E-PRESIDENT. Isthere further morning business? 


order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VII/is 


The VIC 
If not, that 
in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I movethat the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Idaho contested-election cas 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Th 
by the Senator from Oregon. 

The were n was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on 
ing to the f acet resolution reported 
leges and Elections. 

GEORGE. Mr. President, I had intended before the close 
is ve ry interesting debate to state to the Senate the grounds 

ipon which I shall cast my vote in favor of the contestant. The 
case has been very e els iborately argued and very ably argued. | 
can not hope at this stage of the discussion to add at yhew argu 
ment which will influence the minds of Senators in the vote which 
they shall cast. I address the Senate more for the purpose o 
putting in the RECORD the reasons which control my action than 
with any view of influencing the vote of any Senator. 

The question before the Senate is an interesting one. Its de- 
cision, | hope [ may be allowed to say, is one > of great moment 
not only to the State of Idaho, whose representat ion in his body 
affected by the decision of the Senate, but also to the 
contestant and the contestee, who have ri; ghts which under the 
Constitution of the United States we are obliged to adj 

I recognize, in the first instanc« 
statement made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] that 
the Senate in acting upon this cont cons a court, and 
acting in that capacity there is no room for personal prefe: 
no room for } OTSOI aal pre ann 

party advantag: » either here or elsewhere, either at this time or 
n the future. Oursole dut ty (and not only is it our sole duty, but 
we are prec luded by the ve ry oaths which we have taken from 
‘wise) is to consider impartially without being swayed 
by any consideration whatever other than the desire to do what 
is right, and not what is right in that general sense in which we 
oo indulge in our opinions and speculations as to what would 

» proper, but right as defined by law and under law. 

" desire to make it understood from the very beginning of my 
remarks that the action of this body upon this case is pure! y ju- 
dicial. It is not to make law; it is to ascertain what the law is, 
ascertain what the facts are, and then, applying that law to those 
facts, to reach a judgment in accordance with the law and in ac- 
cordance with the facts. 
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% T am aware, sir, that in a determination of this solemn char- The constitution of that St: 
acter, involving the great rights of a sovereign State of this Within ten daysafter th 
Union, involving also the rights of persons who claim to be en- | l : vall then an 
i titled to seats in this body, an opinion has gone abroad and does | “*™**°* 0° ©™ ene 
: exist in the minds of some persons at least, that we may favo. If they had been proce: { - 
. this man or that man from considerations personal to the one or | not under this act of Cong) ‘ ( Sia 
: the other; that we may, in other words, instead of doing exactly | constitution, it would hay 
a a judicial act, to some extent perform the office of electors and | any resolution upon the subject ¢ 
: choose between the contestant and the contestee whom we would | ifthey were proce ding under t R 3 
like to have seated in this body. I shall not account, sir, for | fixed when it was the duty of ea a 
the existence of that feeling. I know it prevails—I will not say | votes as to the choice of Senator. 
in this body, but it prevails among men of intelligence, men of \ resolution of either or of bot ave 
virtue, men of character, who are outside of this body, for [hav ng to the duty of eit | se to 1 ton t da ‘A 
| been the recipient of letters from valued and esteemed and en- | cast its vote for Senator; or in other wor 
lightened and patriotic citizens of my own State asking me to | as is now assumed in debate, that t L, on 
cast my vote in a particular way in the determination of this | the 16th of December, was acting in pursuance of the act of ¢ 
¥ question. rress upon that subject, then tl resolution would ha 
- I allude to that simply to show that we ought to lift ourselves | not only unnecessary, but i tinent. I hope the Senat 
3 beyond and above any influence of that sort. note a pointthere. Although the resolution did not say au 
; The facts in this case are simple, are few, and, in the main, un- | words that we will proce on T lay, the 16th, to take a vot 
controverted. It will conduce to the orderly statement of my | for Senators to fill existing vacanc vet the 
as views if I shall at this point recite the facts as | understand them. | sistible that that was the sole ob of the meeting as prov 
Idaho had, in the summer of 1890, by act of Congress been ad- | for in the resolution, for there was no necessity to pass a reso 
mitted as a State into the Union. In December, 1890, the Legis- | tionof thatsortif they had been acting under the law of Congress 
lature of that State, in pursuance of an ordinance which had been So, then, it is a fact about which there car ) fair contre 
passed by the convention which framed her constitution, was | versy or dispute, that 1 each house mé of t 
called together for the first time. At that time, let us remark | concurrent resolution and proceeded to cast a 
and note, there had been no opportunity for having laws } d | pose of naming persons for Senators of the | ed States, they 
and enacted governing the State of Idaho as a State. It is true | met for the purpose and for the sole purpose of clecting Senate 
that the convention had put in force, or had kept in force, the | under the provisions of the constitution of that St as ra 
7 laws of the Territory of Idaho so far as they were applicable, but | by the enabling act or by the act of Congress admitting the Stat 
there was no law and no opportunity to have any law prescribing | into the Union. Let that, then, be understood. The 
the methods and the steps that should be taken in the organiza- | were cast on that day were cast for the pury of fil ( 
tion of the Legislature. vacancies. They did not fill the vaca s. A m d 
The Legislature met very much in that condition in which the | to go into another ballot for the express purpos a @x- 
First Congress met in 1789, when they found themselves assem- | pressed—of filling the vacancies, and they too} ) further ba 
bled without any laws or rules or regulations prescribed with They met on the next day, as they had a right to do, but th 
reference to the organization of either House of Congress. In | they met in joint assembly for the purpose of elec 3a 
pursuance of a proclamation of the governor the Legislature did | Senators about w hich they had had the separate ballot on the 
* meet on Monday, the 8th day of December, 1890. It proceeded | preceding day. They took ballots on that day Chey fa 0 
to organize, and on Tuesday, the 9th day of December, each | elect. Then, during the night at some time or other an agre« 
branch of the Legislature declared in a resolution which it sent | ment was reached—I will not say how in agree sy 
to the other branch that it was then organized. reached—in a paper signed by a majo ( of t 
| I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that prior | Legislature that on the day when the conv y 
x to the passage of that resolution no step was taken by elther | would also elect, in addition tothe Senators to fill t oO vaca 
house of a legislative character, nothing was done up to the pas- | cies, a Senator for what is called the long term, and, as | : 
sage of that resolution except to take such steps as each house | minded by the Senator from North Carolina |Mr. VAN 
decided for itself were necessary in order to constitute an organ- | was to be voted for and elected was 1 
ization. Thatmustbe borne in mind; that nothing was done pri ment, or, in other words, the act « so f ‘ 
to the sending by the house of representatives to the senate and | could go reduced to writing, so far : 
by the senate back to the house of representatives of a notic vas actually performed on the n of W Ly, t 17t 
that this house or thissenate is now organized—nota singlestep | and there for the first time—and I want 1 ; \ 
: was taken except such steps as each house itself declared to be | that—was any notice or any menti ( ( 
steps in the process of organization. Senator for the term which is no cont 
The next thing of any importance to call to the attention of | the facts. There can no dis} about t 
the Senate is that prior to Saturday of that week a resolution The question is now, whet } ut Sena 
was introduced into the State senate fixing that day as the day | the long term on the next day is val he ¢ 
on which the two houses would vote for United States Senators. | and laws of the United States, and to that I to ad 
That was the Saturday preceding the Tuesday about which the | myself until I can develop my argument upon that s 
controversy arises, some alleging that it was the second Tues- The Constitution of the United States em ( 
‘ day after the organization and some alleging that it was the | make or alter the regulations whicl ‘ ( ‘ ( 
> first Tuesday after the organization. That resolution was not | stitution requires each State to make with 1 
objected to as being irrelevant or incompetent. It was dis- | and places of electing Senators Under t ( 
cussed and amended so that it should read that the two houses | 1866 passed the act which I now have b« a 
would proceed separately on the next Tuesday to take a vote for | I will read. I read from th« as } 
United States Senator. pol and esume t 
~ When it reached the other house—I forget which house this| « The I - 
; was introduced in, but that is not material—it was referred to | expirati ‘of the tims . 
the judiciary committeeof that body. Thatcommittee reported | State in Congress shal i1 
favorably, and it was adopted. On Tuesday each house took the | 7#U0P “Bereot, procees' to « _— me 
steps required by that resolution. In each house there was a This section which I hay ‘ ’ 
vote for United States Senator, and to show most conclusively | pursuance of a power vest ( or 
that it was the understanding of each house that they were voting | election of Senators. It ( ( 
for a Senator to fill one of the existing vacancies I will read—I do | to have named a day « tin I Ly 
Fs not believe I can find the exact motion in the paper which I have | day of February, or any o > day. 
a before me, but I can state it. It is to the effect that when they | the election of Senators, just as 
§ had taken one vote in one of the houses for a United States Sen- | election of Represent: aS, 1 ‘ 
ator, Mr. Gunn, whose name is somewhat familiar to this body | first Monday in Nove r as tl put 
as a leading friend of the sitting member, made a motion after | Congress knew that the Legislat ; 
a vote that they would proceed to the election of another Senator | times, were in session at « rent 
: for the existing vacancy. All this took place in the opinion of | of Congress not to appoint a da ‘ 
; the Legislature, everybody acting on that idea, that they were | in session; and so instead of fixing and 
i not proceeding under the Revised Statutes in the election of a | on which the election should ta} ‘ Cr 
i United States Senator, but under the following act of Congress, | a fact which could be ascertained and rm 
‘A which I shall read: ence, and it says when that fact has occur 
: onan - aaeemanune ot the said State may elect two Senators of the United Tuesday from the : Pamiapal ' of F 
4 8, as provided by the constitution of the said State. ' the election OF Senator. 
‘ 
4 
j 
4 





Mr. P ent ht here I desire to expose a fallacy which 
runs through the argument of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PUGH] who sits behind me, and that is that as Congress had 
fixed on the organization as the date from which to make the 


calculation as to the day on which the election should take place, 
therefore the Senate was endued with the power not only of de- 
termining when that fact occurred, but of saying what consti- 
tuted that fact—not only of determining when the fact of organ- 
ization had taken place, but of determining for ourselves, accord- 
ing to our own discretion, what was an organization and what 
was the completion of an organization. Upon that I desire to say 
omething right now. 

The Constitution of the United States speaks of Legislatures of 
the States in many places, and it always speaks of them as or- 
ganized bodies. It neverundertakes in any one instance to speak 
of a Legislature in any other sense than as an organized body of 
a State, actually performing and capable of performing the leg- 
islative functions imposed upon it by that State. It speaks of 
the Legislature as a State organism, and manifestly it was 
obliged to say it unless we overturn our whole theory of govern- 
ment 

What is the Legislature of a State? First, we go to the con- 
stitution of that State and see how many branches that Legisla- 
ture shall consist of, whether one, two, three, or any other num- 
ber, because it is perfectly competent, unless that is a Federal 
power, for each State to organize its Legislature with just so 
many branches, and with just so many members, and with just 
such qualifications as it sees proper. 

There is no squinting in the Constitution at there being a Fed- 
eral power to prescribe what the organization of a Legislature 
shall be. It is, therefore, necessarily inherent in the jurisdic- 
tion of the State which has a Legislature to determine, first, how 
many branches itshall contain; second, what shall be its powers: 
third, what shall be its organization. If we were to pass a law 
here saying that the Legislature of a State should not be organ- 
ized until this and thatand the other were done, we should do an 
act which would be without warrant in the Constitution of the 
United States. So I take it there can be no difficulty in assum- 
ing that this is incontrovertible law, that the Legislature of a 
State as to its membership, as to its branches, as to its meeting, 
as to its organization isto be governed solely by State law. 

When we have fixed upon a fact, to wit, the organization of 
the State Legislature, as the point from which a calculation is to 
for a date for the time to hold an election for Senator, 
what are we to do in ascertaining what that organization is? 
Are we to go out into the wide field of theory and speculation 
and say that we think it is properly organized when this is done 
or when that is done, or are we to look to the State law and see 
what that requires to be done? Itakeit there can be nocontro- 
versy about that proposition. We look to the State law. If it 

organized according to State law, it is an organized Legisla- 
ture. If it is not organized according to State law, it is a mere 
ithout power to do any legislative act whatever. So, 
when we come to determine what is an organization or to judge 
as to what is an organization of a Legislature as used in the 
statute under consideration, we ascertain the facts, and we apply 
; to those facts, and when by the State law that organi- 

‘ted, then we have found the fact from which we 
lation as to the date of the Senator's election. 

‘There is no Federal law upon that subject, and there is, most 
of all, Mr. President, no unlimited discretion resting in the 
minds and bosoms of the members of this body to say what either 
or all of us may consider a proper organization of a Legislature. 


be made 


mop, Vv 


+ COMP 
make the calc 


We must ascertain what the State has said, what State power 


and State authority have said is a proper organization, and that 
is all we cando. Well, that is settled. I hope we shall have no 
more controversey upon that subject. 

Chen, Mr. President, what is by the law of the State of Idaho 
the organization of the Legislature? I have heard it suggested 


that 1 datarm? +} 


iat you determine this matter according to what some call par- 

law. In the proper sense of the term there is no 
g as parliamentary law having the force of law upon any 
body until that law has been adopted. It has not, like the com- 


mon law of England fixing rights, which we, as the law-writers 


ay, have brought over with us asa part of our inheritance from 
England, been adopted into our system, but the parliamentary 
LW iere usage governing bodies which meet together for the 
} ce of deliberation, and there is no law, no parliamentary 
la the sense of being a law prescribed by the supreme power 


upon an inferior to obey it until that law has been adopted either 
by the State under which the body meets or adopted by the body 
itself. There is no such thing even as a common law of the 
United States, less parliamentary law; there is no law of 
‘pt what is contained in the Constitution 


much 
the U 
of the United States and in laws and treaties enacted and passed 
in pursuance of it. There may be a parliamentary law govern- 


nited States exc 
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ing this body as one of the organisms of the United States, but 


| it is only binding on this body and it is only the lawof this body 


because this body has adopted it under that provision in the 
Constitution which authorizes each House to pass rules for the 
regulation of its procedure. 

So whenever we undertake to go into the broad field of specu- 
lation, to read Cushing, to read Jefferson's Manual, and other 
works upon parliamentary law for the purpose of ascertaining 
what is a proper organization of the Legislature of a State, we 
are appealing to a standard which has no valid existence until 
we first show that that law has been either adopted by the State 
itself, for the government of its own Legislature, or adopted by 
either house of the Legislature in pursuance of the constitution 
of the State. 

Now, there was no parliamentary law adopted by the consti- 
tution of the State of Idaho. It is nowhere said that the Legis- 
lature of the State of Idaho shall be governed in its rules or 
proceedings by parliamentary usage, by Jefferson’s Manual, by 
Cushing’s work, or by anybody’selse. The provision on that 
subject is this, and I will read it to the Senate: 

Each house, when assembled, shall choose its own officers, judge of the 
— qualifications, and returns of its own members, determine its own 
ruies. 

So, Mr. President, there can be in force, in the State of Idaho 
at least, no parliamentary law until it has been first adopted by 
one of the houses, and it only governs the house which has adopted 
it. The senate may adopt one kind of parliamentary law, the 
house may adopt another. When we go to what is called the lex 
parliamentaria to ascertain what is the organization of a house in 
the State of Idaho, we go toa standard which does not govern the 
organization of either house of the Legislature of Idaho, and as 
the State in its corporate capacity has not fixed any parliamen- 
tary law which determines when a house is organized, and has 
prescribed the duty upon each house to fix its own rules and to 
organize itself, it necessarily follows that it is left to each branch 
of the Legislature to determine, first, the rules which shall gov- 
ern its proceedings, and, second, what is the organization. 

There can be no answer to that. Here is the provision of the 
constitution of Idaho, which I will read for the benefit of the 
Senate. It provides: 

A majority of each house shall constitute a quorum to do business. * * * 
A quorum being in attendance, if either house fail to effect an organization 
within the first four days thereafter, the members of the house so failing 
shall be entitled to no compensation. 

So, Mr. President, here is a solemn duty imposed by the con- 
stitution of Idaho upon each house to organize itself, and there 
is no rule prescribed by that constitution by which you can test 
whether an organization has been effected or not. 

Is it not the plainest inference of common sense that when a 

command is given by asupreme power in a State to one of its 
own organisms that itshall organize itself and a penalty is im- 
posed upon its members for a failure to perform that duty, and 
then prescribes no duty or no rule—it imposes a duty, but it pre- 
scribes no rule by which the house shall determine when it is or- 
ganized—is it not the plainest principle of common sense in a 
case of that sort that it is left to the body which is to perform 
the duty to determine for itself when the organization is com- 
ylete? 
Who can prescribe the rules by which organization is to be ef- 
fected? It can not be the Senate, because that is a power be- 
longing exclusively to the States, and because the Senate has no 
connection with the organization except in its judicial capacity 
to determine the fact of organization according to another law. 
[t was not performed as it might have been performed by the 
State of Idaho itself; it was left unperformed, unless—now I chal- 
lenge an answer to that argument—there was no rule by which 
to test whether the organization had taken place, unless you 
adopt the rule that where the command was given by the con- 
stitution to the house to organize it was necessarily left to that 
house to determine what was organization. 

Mr. President, right here I want to remove a little difficulty 
which seems to have arisen in the mind of the Senator from Indiana 
{[Mr. TURPIE]. The word ‘‘judge” has been used with reference 
to the capacity and power of each Hoblse to fix and determine its 
organization. The Senator said, and said properly, that it was 
for the Senate to determine when the organization took place. 
The trouble arises, as most trouble in reasoning does arise, from 
using the word *‘judge” in one sense in one partof the argument 
and in another sense in another part; in using the word ‘‘judge” 
in the sense of fix, determine for itself when it is organized dur- 
ing the process of organization, and saying when they had gone 
as far as they judged proper to go in order to complete the or- 
ganization— using it in that sense, it has a very different mean- 
ing from what it has in the sense when we come to say that the 
Senate must judge of when the organization took place. 

We may judge of the date of the organization, we may judge 
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of whether that organization has been completed according to 
State law, but we can not after the fact fix the rule by which the 
organization shall be effected. That is a legislative power, and | 
that, too, of a most dangerous character. It is fixing the rule 
after the fact, when in all free governments, at least, the rule 
must be fixed before the fact. Thatis the judicial power which 
we have and which can never be applied except in this way, and | 
I challenge Senators who are upon the other side of this ques- 
tion to say or to demonstrate that it isin the slightest degree 
incorrect. Judicial power is the application of existing law to 
past transactions. Legislative power is the fixing, prescribing— 
‘writing before” isthe meaning of the word “‘ prescribing ”—the 
rule by which future transactions shall take place. 

But, sir, in the exercise of this judicial power which first as- 
certains existing facts, past transactions, and then ascertains 
exsiting law, if we undertake in performing that duty to say what 
ought to beor shall be the law which governsthe past transac- 
tions, then we undertake to do that which no power in thiscountry | 
can do. The very idea of law is that it is prescribed, written | 
beforehand, and the very idea of despotism is that some tribunal, | 
some power, can fix the law which governs a past transaction. 
That can not be done. 

Now, I hope that I may rest securely on that proposition, that 
the duty of the Senate is simply this, and no more, to ascertain 
the facts connected with the organization of the Legislature of 
Idaho, to ascertain the law of Idaho, whether expressed by her 
constitution, by her Legislature, or by either house of the Legis- 
lature, which governs and fixes whatan organizationis. I think | 
nobody will probably dispute that. Certainly it is the duty of 
each house to organize. I have read from the constitution on 
that, and a penalty is imposed if they fail to organize within a | 
certain time. I make the suggestion now, would it not be the | 
most outrageous of all proceedings to punish men for not doing | 
a thing which no law had prescribed how they should do, and 
which some tribunal, not even connected with the State, months | 





afterwards, shall determine they ought to have done. That is | 


exactly the attitude of the gentlemen who insist thatit is for the 
Senate to say whatis an organization. 

It is for the Senate to say whatis an organization; but how does 
it say it? According to its discretion? According to its notion 


of what was right and proper for the Legislature of Idaho to do | 
| day of April—I believe it was the 7th—with not asingle member 


in effecting an organization; or, as I have stated, ascertain what 


the law of each house of the Legislature was at the time and ap- | 


ply the fact to that law? That is the way it should be done, and 
in no other. 

Before I go into that, Mr. President, I might as well say, soas 
to make it perfectly plain, thatitis settled American law, settled 
in the practice of Congress of which we are a part, that each 
House is the judge of when it has completed its organization. 

There is some very interesting history on that subject to which I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate. In the Twenty-sixth 
Congress there was a state of disorganization of the House of 
Representatives for many days. The controversy arose about 
the swearing in of certain members from New Jersey. Itso hap- 
pened that if all the Whig members were sworn in there would 
be a Whig majority in the House; if the Democratic claimants 
were sworn in there would be a Democratic majority in the 
House. So it became’ very important question who was to par- 
ticipate in what is called the organization of the House. What 
was done? Under an old law then in existence the Clerk called 
the members elect together. But the very next step taken 
showed the impossibility of the Clerk organizing the House. 
Was he to call the Whig members from New Jersey or the Demo- 
cratic members from New Jersey? One set had, I believe, the 
certificate of the governor; the others had the certificate of the 
secretary of state. So the House found itself in a state of disor- 
ganization, and about the second day a resolution was offered by 
Mr, Rhett, of South Carolina, in about these words: 

Resolved, That Lewis Williams, the oldest member of this 
lected the chairman for the sole purpose of organization. 

Mr. Williams objected to serving, and so Mr. Rhett changed 
his resolution, substituting in the place of Lewis Williams John 
Quincy Adams. Mr. Adams took the chair. I desire to call the 
attention of Senators particularly to what I am going to say now, 
for it fixes the fundamental fact and rule in this case, that each 
house, where there is no law of the jurisdiction to which it be- 
longs prescribing to the contrary, is the judge of when it has 
completed its organization. Mr. Adams took the chair under 
that resolution, and he said over and over again, ‘‘I occupy this 
chair for the sole purpose of organization, and when that is com- 
pleted I will call the attention of the House to the fact that a 
Speaker ought to be elected, and when I do that my powers are 
ended.” 

Mr. President, that is exactly what took place. It meant that 
the organization of the House preceded the election of Speaker. 
That is what was said, that is what was done, and when the 


body, t St 


| in existence in the State of Idaho, as there was no law of th« 


House passed a resolution that they would go into the election 
of a Speaker Mr. Adams vacated his seat. 

That was their judgment. That was Mr. Adams’s judgment 
probably as competent a man to form an opinion upon that st 
ject as any man who ever lived in this country. What else was 
done, Mr. President? They proceeded toelect a Speaker, and 
then proceeded to swear inthe members. Sounder the practice 
of the House of Representatives, if Mr. Adan 
an exponent, the organization took place prior to the election of 
Speaker; that is, when the House got into that condition when 
it could proceed to elect a Speaker, and that with every single 
member of the House unsworn. 

Now, there is nobody contending for a rule of that sort here. 
I understand the distinguished occupant of the chair [Mr. Tur- 
PIE in the chair] to say that when the fact of swearing was com- 
pleted and there was a quorum present, then there was an organ- 
ization of the Idaho Legislature. I admit it might be the case; 
that if the law which governed that body prescribed that that 
was an organization, no more was necessary; but [am now show- 
ing that under American law and under American practice, 
where there has been no law passed anterior to the time whena 
house is called upon to organize itself, that house must neces- 
sarily determine and fix for itself the acts to be done in order to 
complete organization. 

[ have another very distinguished precedent here to show that] 
am right about that. I holdin my hand the Annalsof the first ses- 





; to be considered 


| sion of the First Congress of the United States, and they met very 


much in the same situation that the first Legislature of the State 
of Idahomet. I find that Wednesday, the 4th of March, 1789, was 


| the time of the meeting of the Congress. I find that inthe Sen- 


ate it was the 6th day of April beforeaquorum appeared. I find 
that on the Ist day of June there was approved an act, the first 
act ever passed by the American Congress, which prescribed the 
oath which members of Congress were to take. Now keep that 
date, the Ist day of June, 1789, in mind. Facts are worth mil- 
lioas here, sir. 


An act to regulate the time and manner of administering certain oaths 


| approved June 1, 1789 


Notwithstanding the Constitution of the United States said 
that the members of both Houses of Congress should be bound 
to support the Constitution by oath, I find that on the 6th or 7th 


of either House of Congress sworn, they met in joint convention, 
in pursuance of the Constitution, examined the electoral votes, 
and declared that George Washington was elected President of 
the United States, and that John Adams was elected Vice-Presi- 
dent. That was before a member of either House was sworn, so 
that we must say that that meeting was illegal, unless we hold 
that each House shall determine for itself when it is constit 
tionally organized to do business. 

On the &th of Api il, 1789, the House concluded it had been or- 
ganized long enough and done business enough to pass a resolu- 
tion requiring its members to be sworn, and so they were sworn 
on the 8th day of April, although as an organized House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States that body had performed the { ane- 


tion of ascertaining who had been elected President and Vice- 











| President of the United States. gut the Senate passed a law, 

which was approved by the President, and continued to act with- 
out being sworn until the 3d day of June. 

Now, what are we to say about that? Is it a precedent to « 
tablish the fact that the Legislature of Idaho was organi 
fore anybody was sworn? No,sir: but it is a precedent to est 
lish as fundamental in American law that where no prior act of 
sovereignty to which the house belonged had b en passed which 
regulates and fixes what organi ch house necessarily 
for itself determines when th omple . There 
is no way to get around it. Notwitl ling a statute to which 
I have alluded and which I] 1 is much 
ike thestatute of Idaho, } \ onst da con- 
tains this provision: ; 

hat at the first ( 

ntatives the oath or affirmation 

The act pre scribed the oath 

hall be administer I y one me I t) H f Rep entative 

Speake } it l ( 
ents 

Notwithstanding tl ( yn, t . 
‘ aint othe end ¢ Ca | electlo | ! 
Lo tine vearl ol ! ers na tb ae not estat 
that it is the det ination by each House « vhat constitut 
organization, | am incapable of fixing what it does determins 

lf I have established that proposition, I am ready to go « 
the next step in the argument, and that is, as there was no law 


States when the first Congress met which said anythin; 
organization, but only a provision in the constitution of the Stat 
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officers. That is all they did, and | powers to mean this and no mo 


when they had proceeded to the election of officers, when the re- | the House. 


yort of the committee on rule 
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not be an officer de facto. That is plain law. I shall not read 
that decision, but I shall call the attention of Senators to it so 
they may read it at their leisure. It will be found in 118 United 
States Reports, in the case of Norton vs. Shelby County, in the 
State of Tennessee. I believe I will read a sentence or two from 
it, because the Supreme Court states it better than I can. 

But it is contended that if the act creating the board was void, and the 
commissioners were not officers de jure, they were nevertheless officers 
Jacto, and that the acts of the board as a de facto court are binding upon the 
county. This contention— 

Says the court— 
is met by the fact that there can be no officer, either de jure or de facto, if 
there be no office to fill. 

It was insisted that as it was apparently an office, that as the 
Legislature had passed the law creating the office, notwith- 
standing it was unconstitutional, from the mere fact that it had 
been voted for and passed by the Legislature without authority 
of law, he ought to be considered an officer de facto, and here is 
what the court says about that, just exactly what it was bound 
to say, nothing new to any lawyer: 

An unconstitutional act is not a law; it confers no rights; it imposes no 
duties; it affords no protection; it creates no office; it is, in legal contempla- 
tion, as inoperative as though it had never been passed. 

There was no office of secretary pro tempore or any other pro 
tempore affair with reference to recording at the time this man 
was elected. There were no officers specified in the constitution 
as recording officers. They were not named. It was only the 
duty of having recording officers that was in the constitution. 
Then how were such officers to be selected? By each house it- 


“self. So when a house determined that it would have a secre- 


tary, it had one, and before that there was none. 

But, Mr. President, it falls on another ground which is plain 
and clear. There must not only be a de jure office (you can not 
have a de facto office), but in order to constitute an officer de facto 
there must be an assumption of the duties of that office and the 
performance of those duties by the party. I wish to ask the 
question of Senators, as this man never performed asingle act be- 
yond being an instrumentin the process of organization, and as a 
part of that organization was his displacement and the election 
of a proper man to discharge the duties of the office, how can it 
be said that he had usurped the office? How can it be said that 
he performed the duty of a de jure office when as soon as the de 
jure office was created, he stepped aside and let the de jure officer 
come in? Is there any answer to that? Your books are full of 
such cases. I have a dozen authorities here that I could read to 
the Senate to show that plain proposition. 

What is a de facto officer anyhow in name? It is a man who 
assumes to act in the place of the rightful officer. This man did 
not assume to do any duty except the duty for which he was 
chosen, and that was to record the processes of organization. 
The Legislature owes its power to so select him to the necessity 
to record the steps taken in organization. By electing not an- 
other man, but the same man taking another office, before this 
pro tempore man performed one single act of the de jure officer, 
the house showed that it did not intend that his action should 
go beyond the powers which were granted in the election pro 
tempore. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator if 
there is a provision in the constitution authorizing the two 
houses to determine what officers they shall have. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have noticed but one clause. If there is an- 
other one I have not observed it. 

Mr. STEWART. There is a clause in the constitution which 
I think provides that each house shall determine its officers. 

Mr. GEORGE. I noticed this clause, which I think means 
that— 

Each house when assembled shall choose its own officers, judge of the elec- 
tion, qualifications, and returns of its own members, and determine its own 
rules of proceeding. 

Of course in both the clauses, electing its own officers and de- 
termining the rules of its proceeding, is involved the power to 
name the officers. 

I should like to see a fair overturning of that position. There 
is none. In the first place, neither the Constitution nor the act 
of Congress referred to an illegal and a mere de facto organiza- 
tion: it referred to a legal and constitutional organization as ad- 
judged by the proper authorities in the State of Idaho. But in 
addition to that, if that is not strong enough, we have the im- 
pregnable position that this pretended officer de facto was a mere 
instrument selected to accomplish organization, filling no office 
and discharging no duty of any de jure officer. It seems to me 
that ends the controversy. 

Now, if that be so, what becomes of this election? Everybody 
agrees, I believe, that when you count from the organization on 
Tuesday, the 9th, the election was premature. That is enough. 


— 








I might stop on that,and I presume I ought to stop, Mr. Presi- 
dent; but never since I have been a member of this body has a 
more interesting question been brought before us for the judi- 
cial determination of Senators. I have never known one which 
more involves the rights of State organisms as against Federal 
organisms. It is always an interesting question when two gen- 
tlemen coming from a sovereign State with credentials ask this 
body to give each the same seat. Men’s hopes, men’s aspirations, 
men’s futures are involved. More than that, higher than that, is 
involved the question whether, in determining who shall repre- 
sent a sovereign State in this body, we shall decide according to 
law or according to our undefined discretion and conviction. I 
have pointed out the law by which we are governed. There can 
be no mistake about it. It is so plain that I have wondered how 
Senators could mistake it. The representation from a State, as 
all of our political rights and duties, depends on law. This isa 
Government of law. The Constitution is written; every law of 
Congress is written; every law of every State in this Union is 
either written or it is the adoption of that undefined or unenu- 
merated code which we can all understand as law. The decision 
of a question at the discretion of a judge and not according to 
law is the greatest of all tyranny. 

If Idaho comes and says, ‘‘ It is our will that the sitting mem- 
ber continue to sit,” how shall she speak to us? Through the 
editorials and letters of the editor of the leading Democratic 
newspaper or leading Republican newspaper? By resolution of 
meetings held without authority of law? By some person who 
has made a journey throughout th@ State, with a view of ascer- 
taining public sentiment? In none of these methods can we as- 
certain the will of the people. There is but one way, and that 
is in the method prescribed by law. If Idaho undertakes tospeak 
her voice in any other method, that voice can not be heard in 
this Chamber. When she has spoken according to the forms of 
the law, we have no right to disregard it. She has spoken ac- 
cording to law. 

There is one other point, Mr. President, which I presented 
upon another occasion, which, although I am a little tired, I feel 
it my duty to present again. I would not like, after this case is 
over, to be plagued with the reflection that there was one single, 
honest, fair, and conclusive argument which had not been called 
to the attention of the Senate. I intend to do that, as tiresome 
as it may be to the Senate and as wearing as it may be to me. 

[ have been talking about the time of the election. I have 
been trying to find out when the Legislature of Idaho was or- 
ganized, and I think we have found it out beyond controversy 
or dispute. Now, I want to go to another branch of this contro- 
versy and ascertain avhether the election of the sitting member 
was in the manner prescribed by law. That matter has been 
gone over a good deal to this body; the fourteenth and fifteenth 
sections of the Revised Statutes have, been read several times, 
but it consists with my duty, as I understand it.in making an 
orderly presentation of this case, to present it in full. 

The fourteenth section fixes the time, and if we have found 
out anything we have found out that this election was held just 
one week before the time prescribed by the statute. That is 
enough. Everybody concedes that whilst the election may take 
place under a continuing duty after the time prescribed by the 
act of Congress, it can not take place before. We have settled 
that. Now, I want to see whether it was conducted in the man- 
ner prescribed by the statute. I read section 15 of the Revised 
Statutes. Speaking of the election of a Senator in Congress, it 
says: 

Such election shall be conducted in the following manner. 


That does not seem to give a great deal of latitude. It does 
say it ‘*‘ may be conducted in the following manner,” but it ‘‘ shall 
be conducted.” ILask the clerks to send mea copy of the Con- 
stitution of the United States from the desk. We will proceed 
in this matter a little cautiously. "When we, the representatives 
of forty-three sovereign States, sit in judgment upon the right of 
the forty-fourth State to have her representation in this body 
according to law and according to the Constitution of our fathers, 
I think we may well afford to probe the matter to the bottom, 
although it may be alittle tedious. Of course, all this is bot- 
tomed upon the Constitution, and I will read that. Inotice that 
although we read parts of the Constitution every day we fail fre- 
quently to embed in us as a part of our intellectual possessions 
the spirit, the terms, the provisons of that sacred instrument, 
and so I, as well as other Senators doubtless, inthe discharge of 
our duties here, find it necessary to drink often from that foun- 
tain of our liberties. 


The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Rep- 
resentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof. 


That is obligatory. Each State must do that. If the State 
fails to make this prescription, fails to prescribe the time, the 
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place, and the manner in which Senators and ee ntatives 
shall be elected, that State fails to put herself in that condition 
in which she is entitled without the Federal action to representa- | 
tives in either branch of the Federal Legislature. Each State | 
is interested that the representation in both Houses from every 
other State shall come here according to law and in obedience to 
law; and without a law prescribing the time, place, and manner 
of holding an election, either by the Legislature or by the Fed- 
eral Government, no Representative, no Senator can be elected 

Ww hy? 

It is ne cessary, it is important to inquire why. A State could 
not get up all of a sudden and say, y, Without a law, we 
will elect Senators, or in the morning at sunrise, without any 
law, we will come together and elect Representatives. How ar 
the electors to know at what time to me how at what place to 
meet; how in what manner to vote, and whether 
ballot or some other method, unless there be a law prescribing 
that duty? That is a primary duty upon the State, and it is 
well to keepthat in mind. In construing the power of Congress, 
do not forget that it is the primary duty of the States to pre- 
scribe these rules and regulations. Then, what? 


a to-day 


mre voce or DY 


But the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulation 


Mr. President, let us stop and inquire here at this point when 
Congress undertakes to perform this duty of making or altering 
the regulations which the Constitution requires the States to 
make, does Congress make anobligatory 1: Ww, or does it make a 
merely directory and optional law? For instance, here is th 
State of Mississippi or the State of Vermont—l1 believe that 
one, the State of Maine was one, which, in performing the duty 
which the Constitution required of them to prescribe the tin 
and manner of the election of Senators, prescribed as the man- 
ner of election that it should be by the separate action of both 
houses. That was the law at the time this act was passed. 

When Congress comes to perform its duty *‘ to make or alter 
such regulations,” does that mean that ¢ ‘ongress mi iy pass a law 
in terms or by implication that it may make a regulation which 
changes or alters the State regulation or not as the Legislature 
of a particular State shall see proper? Let us stop and think 
about that for a moment, and I call the attention of my brethn« 
on the other side of the Chamber to it. Here is a code of laws 
enacted prior to 1866, when this statute was in force in the Stats 
of Vermont and in other States, which said that the Legislatur 
shall elect the Senator by the concurrent vote of both houses. 
That was unsatisfactory to Congress, and then Congress in that 
year availed itself of the power contained in the words * but th 
Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regula- 
tions.” What power does that give to Congress? Not, if my 
judgment does not deceive me, merely to affirm what had bee 
done by the States, because that needed no affirmation: there 
was the authority under the Constitution to do it, and not on 
the authority, but the mandate to do it, and that was obligatory 
it could not affirm. Then it must make or alter. 

Here I wish to call the attention of Senators to this important 
point. Did Congress make a new regulation or alter an old reg- 
ulation, or did it merely leave to the Legislature of the State in 
essential points the o] ton of following the old law or the new 
oner 

Mr. President, there has been a good deal said about what is 
directory legislation and what is mandatory, but I will undertak: 
to say that it can not with justice be affirme ‘d that when a powet 
is granted to one jurisdiction to make regulations and the duty 
prescribed upon it to make them, and then the authority is given 
to another jurisdiction to make or alter them, that under that 
authority to make or alter you can pass a law which leaves it at 
the discretion of the body about which you are legislating to 
follow the act of Congress or not. Whatever you may say about 
directory laws so far as State Legislatures are concerned, what- 
ever you may say about directory laws so far as Congress is con- 

erned, when the power is given to make or alter an exist 

regulation which the Constitution requires to be made, you can 
not construe the action making and altering it intoa mere direc- 
tion to do the thing or not as you see proper—you can not do i 

Congress had no moral right to interpose in making or alte r- 
ing the State regulation unless Congress was satisfied that the 
State regulation. was wrong. I start out with that p eaces Any 
and being thus satisfied to say that Congress enacted a law which 
left it to the State to follow its own law or its own will or the law of 
Congress, as it saw proper, then, I should like Senators, who 
think e nough of my argument to reply to it, to answer that. 

_ Igo further than that. Its says “shall” be done in the follow- 
ing manner, not ‘‘may be” done. I know that ‘‘shall” may 
sometimes be construe “d to mean ‘‘ may,” but it can never be con- 
strued to mean ‘‘may” when it is used in a law, asI have just 
stated, passed under a power to change an existing re; 
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because it issaying that we do not inge it. Thatisall. Now 
we go @ little further: 
Each house shall openly, by a 

Is that left to the discretion « Legislature? Can the 

Lecislature exclude all sper tators al ors Of its oOce lings, 
close its doors, as we do in executiv n \ i hold the elec- 
tion? The same word which makes it ob pon the Legis- 
lature to hold open houses during the ct p scribes the 
other duties to be performed. Now, at the 

It shall be *‘by a viva voce vote.” De hat mean they to 
vote viva voce or by ballot, as may La ature? No 
body will contend that 

e one person for Senator in Cong Sta 

the person ted for wh ‘ the wh ! r of 

cast in eac! é ent r irna hat } ‘ t 
clerk or secretat hereof, or, if « i » gl ich ‘ ty to 
either | 1 on that day, the facts I t rna 

3 that obligatory or is it optional? Independent of the ar; 
ment which I ha just 2 and which is unanswerable upon 
any fair scheme of reasoning, the mandatory words run all the 
way through: there is no distinction betw en the word which 
says you shall do it on that day and that you shall do itina 
particular manner on that day. “The word * shall” denotes that 
you must meet and you ist hold the election when applied to 
the election. as well as it does when you come to how you vote. 
Where are you going to draw the line? Where are you going 
to say that ‘‘shall” is imperative and mandatory in the sam sen- 
tence and where itis merely permissive and directory? Ishould 

© any Senator who argues upon the other side of thi S question 
to furnish me a rule by which the word ‘‘shall,” in the same sen- 
tence, applied to the same subject-matter, commanding the per- 
formance of the same duty, shall as to one part mean ‘‘may” and 
as to another have it | op meanir 

Mr. President, that would doif the word ha as weatec 
but when the word ‘shall sed only o and | wish to call 
1 ittention of Senators to that 

Ea i? 3 

Chat the only time the word ll’ is used. I have heard 

my experience as a lawyer that you may give the same word 
n one part of a statute one meaning and in another part of the 
stutute a different meaning, though that is a very difficult thing 
to do, and the courts do not allow it more than once in abouta 
million times: but | want to call the attention of my friends on 
Ln othe silage anu 1 1 this ide 0 are acainst me a da < 
how isitthatthe same wor sedi only on not re] ite na 

tne me sentence as applied ny co ctive word 

shall” and in other parts mean only nay? [ say that tha 
ieat Of levai lege ema is! in Dp Suc 

1 this coun 

Do na 

l rt i I pi } sen ri 
( vl I} ! i 1 

How « 1 vo 1V that sna a part of that sent ‘ 3 
mandat ! 1 ore in er part ere] 1M - 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allo e tointerrupt } 

a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Do he Senat O \ | 
vield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam very tired. and sh to get thro 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. Some Senato1 f ‘ » think, and I b 
lieve my friend from Alabama[Mr. PUGH ted at that idea 
that this separate election in each hous is a mer thwa 
leading up to the joint convention, a mere vestibule to the build 
ine which was and is to be the joint conve ion. and therefor 

f you could get into the house by a back door instead of going 
through the vestibule, as pointed o D a ) n¢ there 0 
could discharge the duty in posed upon ve ! 

Mr. President, I want to show that that v t de t isnot the 
vestibule which leads us to the joint e f ( | ara 
and disti building which you ar red to ent anc e) 
form au ir duty there, and only when, having t ‘ ot 
perform yo r duty in that separa ( owed. te 
enter into the other That is what tha ins 

lf I had time to look o [ forgot to mar} e! the debates 
which occurred on the passage of tl aw I could show that s 
of the Senators who advocated its passage said this was the 
mary method of electing Senators, as it is, not a mere con 
pipe through which the Legislature might march intothe n 
building or not, as they saw proper. 

My attention was called as to what Judge Kent says upon t 
subject by the debates upon the passage of this lav Rever 
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\ MITCH [ think the Senator, in justice to the com- 
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li SlLwv u OW a nto adout bhi a but iv iit 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT Does the Senator fri Lississipp! 
id Ww e penato rom Oregon? 
, \7 J > va 41~ T Pa _— + 
Ls bé GEORGI Direct! [am nowin a partof this argum 
teresting tO vield to the Senator. 
I ‘ th senate is dissi When the jointconvention meets let us see what sort of a body 
Tf } ; } 4 } + ~ 
t his is. if human reasoning can 1 this things ear tha ere 
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: i car no mistak about it. I inten 
iti tha ! ie) Up to tha me, Delore the 
‘ ! e Legisia res as judges, Unancelior Kent 
‘poe +} as au Legisiature, each ! ise acting separately, and each baving 
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‘ sach other’s proceed a negative upon the other. lL hope Senators wlll bear in mind 
I a I ot at the Constitution does not say Senators shall be elected by 
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\ er the membersof the Legislatures of the several States, but by the 
Legislature 
t true construction o ihere are agreat many auties required Of @ Leg isiature in the 
Legisiature could not elect Sen- | { stitution. It is mentioned frequently. for instance, Con- 


aid he, the Legislature of New | gress may submit an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
notice that—to prescribe th States to the Legislatures of the States. Will any man say that 









































I that if the vote in the sepa- | the Legislature of a State to whom an amendment of the Consti- 
ator, then they might meet in | tution has been submitted may resolve itself into a joint assembly 
e that, but still he fixed that | and in that capacity ratify or reject it? No. The Constitution 
and as a manner to be | says that the United Statesshall protect a State against invasion 
nstitutional manner had failed | or domestic violence upon the application of the Legislature 
Does that mean the s action of each branch of the Legis- 
States of t \ can Union, « a e, or does it the Législature may break up its 
t t vote of each house | constitutional organization and vote per capita upon a question 
ppose my*friend from Massa- | of application for aid to the United States? We all understand 
achusetts required a concur- | that 1t does not. In the very clause under which all these pro 
S66 to. ta Senato eedings are carried on the Constitution says that 
The s, places, and manner of holding electi« nators and Req 
‘ tts Vermont « resentatives shall prescri lin each State byt! ire thereof: bu 
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members oO s, because the sté mem- 
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being the statute of Congress, and that alone, must meet in: a ' 
cordance with that statute? It isa tribunal and assembly a t ntrary 
sp cial creation, of special imitation and juris iction. [t cs ' ' ¢ 
but twothings. One is, if an election has taken place in th ( 
arate houses it can ascertain that f and de¢ e it and then tha ’ 
dissolve. If such election has not occurred, then it may proceed : 
to elect. Now, here is a tribunal of cial and limited j - . . 
a on called into being by ial and limi " 
j th only two dutic hat be creat 
unless in pursuance of the statute it ¢ should think not. hen there is another answ 
Now, le l see how this wa if the jou tc . ts representation in the Senat« 
vention ascertains that an ace it declares » nullify the act of Congr: r 
it, and the the joint assembly G1ssoly emn failure, tl l lificatio1 ) 
Mut if the me person has not received a majority of the vot« ’ Ly GOC not preve the Stat 
I tw oniy obey 1 law ¢ t C 
Let us stop there. If that was all the statut ntil we cor tit as long as — tumacy 0 ad ‘ 
down to the place where it directs the joint conv tion to ¢ ct nenny a WO% : ree, t nt 
there would be no doubt about it: there would have been tl ir- y a4 a continulng OI t OUS 
resistible conclusion that there must have been a separate v ne vol Css 28 wow | auty to y 
and there must have been a failure before t 1e jurisdiction of ra . 36 SRO OR Wednesday tt 
joint assembly could attach. There is not any doubt about that ae’ es = Bet waey Dad p : 
| Mr. President, a statute is like man; it is like all creatior t ee ee lat is tHe answer t a 
is an evo mn. Proceeding with this statute as we know it was , nt to be pi aicated — ~s 4 Ul t 
evolved in the mind of the maker, we see that it was necessary UM POPE ntation tht the stat 
up to that point that there should have been a meeting befor ne 5, COTES ' ; : 
and a vote in each house. But then here is a proviso. What is | ,. BaVe SROWD OF Ke nt that thal por bhe } : ; 
that proviso? Thereis an exception to it. Up to that poir on. Can you discard the manner. Buti A | 
you consider no other part of the statute, it is as clear as t of one house to vote on Tuesday was a go 
noonday sun that there ean be no proceedings for an electi ing OF the joint convention on Ws papers 
the joint assembly unless there has been @ meeting in each house | 1 believe the logicians call it, is the defa 
hefore and a failure to elect. But here comes in one of the oe that ary ri { [ hav b she¢ st oO! 
chiefs which the statute was intended to remedy. One hous given me tl € honor of following my rema ' 
. = » q tr THis 7 ! Tr  o ere >) ry ng? ‘ ( ¥ =] 
might say from some cause or other, ‘*‘ We do not want an ¢ oe ee eae age S , , : ae 
tion.” and it fails to meet. for a faliure in both houses except allo bine Satur 
hose who will read the debates which occurred on the passa ep ae, Se ee as _ : . : 
of the law will find that the failure, the contumacy I will say, « saad ser youll aon eee eo owe 1 
one house was one of the main causes of enacting the statut Sree B See WHAE 1s tne Ja “oe La 
Vell, but the contumacy of two? No. sir: you can not remes ng to be technical about this matter. i i t go LO } ( 
the contumacy of two. Now, let us stop and think. Let us rest | 2 Mere technical argument based upon the words of ts 
; ‘ A t will see what it means in its plain ordina ification an 


here and see whether the statute undertook to perform an im- 


3 — , : : vhat it means n taken with the context : ose 
possible feat. One house might refuse to go into joint meeti : means when taken wit! ee — 





; : ~ ; . t th which the statute was p: 
because the majority of that house did not want an election for mel ees SN a vas pa 
: Senator at that time. If both houses were in thatcondition that renee ee Gree eee ee lees 
ise, OY lil ¢ ler nO 1s has failed to b l 


they did not want an election for Senator at that time—that means | sect 
+] ft } 




















a majority of each house—if a majority in each house was op- Not as su ted. not as directed eve 
posed to having an election for Senator at that time, how could you | , ted. but req i ed hy thie section 
remedy it by a joint assembly? For this reason, if a majority a aa 
was against it, a majority in each house had but to stay awa’ 
from the joint convention and that defeated it. So there could ir. Fresident, one of 1 oa A ia al 
not have been in the mind of Congress a failure by both houses. | “” it construing or gett the mean 
But then there was another motive which might have operated | ‘2° Wores of the statut err pa a 
on the houses. Both houses may have concluded that whilst we | UO! #24 Way: here is good reason ( ( 
will go into the election at this session of the Legislat ( aa SANZ UAES OF a . : 
will not go into it except in joint convention for reasons which | * *“¥ “PO - erioe whose du = : 
might control them. It might be easier to elect a ceriain man | “UtY 0! the supreme power In a sta s y wa 
in joint convention who was controlling the Legislature than by | © ferior to use language that that inter 
the separate action of both houses. I submit it to the candid | “2@! OF Dold in your bosom whe! : 
‘ ment of every Senator here. if the Congress of the United ret and hiaden meaning it thy 
States intended in this statute to provide that there should be a 80 THEM SO THSs WS POrsOns Up 
joint assembly of the members of both houses when a majorit ae see eae Gerstanding ' 
of each house deliberately determined that they would not meet en ey renal a . 
and would not vote in separate houses as the statute re ruired. oP rpngpl bya saggen wee OF | 
If it means that, it means that if a majority of each house sha OMer CF THO, WES Seine weasen 
determine in any way that they will not obey the statute requir- | @%Ute Wouls Li either the fi 
ing a separate vote in each house, then they may hold a joint Pere a oo cee COCR I : ' 
convention. ww OSS SRA TEM, 56 G8, 
| will venture to say that there never wasa piece of that kind to Da oo inserter nt : 
of legislation. Put itdown and think of it, weigh it. turn itover | ! SOF RO, DUS h0ng 
in your minds, and that proposi ans that yo i RAOy COURROE 55 80 & 2D oe ae 
vote separately in each house o1 it the Legisla - , meee Se. 
may det rmine otherwise: it may repeal it’ provi ion of tl] a ee — epg 
statute. Can you make anything else out it? one 2 an ee oe ' 
Let us see if it is rep aled. I do not intend to leave any loop- | CCCUrTeG Maal ee Sn a ; , 
hole upon which to hang a doubt in this matter. Suppos hn :, ac ul 
on the Tuesday prescribed by law instead of taking a separat os ae 4 
vote each house had passed a resolution to this effee ' 
Suppose they had dk a fe Oe a ee ere | 
Is it possible that tHis S atute ‘ friend Col »to B ‘ 
req lires the voting in es a l %] ). and he 50) a 
of one, that they shall i ‘ - | compe 0 £1 31,000. W B 0 
tive attempt at a nul ithe 21) 1 { condition ¢ ( ! 





rhink of that! How are you going to get around it? How are | and tl ther was mere supererogat 


you to answer it? +" ae ial a T4832 
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composed of tw@ acts,and the performance of both acts is made 
essential to the acquiring of a power or right, then both must 
be performed. And now note in that case, if it be provided in 
addition that the half performance of that duty shall entitle the 
party to the full reward,then you say that the whole perform- 
ance of it shall entitle him to it. That is the distinction. 

Wherever aduty is required to be performed consisting of two 
acts by the same person or two separate and distinct acts by two 
different persons, as the condition of conferring aright or power 
upon either or both, then if there be a provision that the fail- 
ure of one to perform shall nevertheless entitle both to the 
power or duty prescribed, I should like to know by what rule 
you can say that when partial performance by one is agreed to 
be accepted as full performance you also by the very words in 
which you make that agreement agree that you would accept 
nothing from either or both as full performance. That proposi- 
tion can not be answered. You may go upon the idea that pro- 
ceeded through the able and learned remarks of my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. PUGH], that this separate election in both houses 
is an immaterial thing; that it isa mere vestibule through which 
the party may enter into the great house in which there shall be 
a commingling of both houses. 


You may go upon the theory that it is immaterial, and then | 


under that idea, with no duty enjoined, you may say, why, cer- 
tainly if the failure of one house would authorize the meeting of 
the two houses most certainly the failure of both ought to author- 
ize it. But when you do that I want to call the attention of 
Senators to the fact that you put it in the power of the Legisla- 
ture to nullify the act. If the two houses of the Legislature of 


idaho on the 16th day of December, 1890, had passed a resolution | 
that we will not obey this law, that we will not hold this sepa- | 


? 


‘rate election but we will go into joint convention on to-morrow, 
[ undertake to say that not even myfriend from Alabama would 
get up here and say they had aright to do it. Yet that is ex- 
actly what the argument on the other side leads to, and what the 
facts of this case lead to. 

Now, I have a little something to say about that wonderfully 
innocent meeting that was held on Wednesday night as affecting 
the law question and only the law question. Iam not here to 


speak about the morals of that transaction. I do not know | 


enough about that, and besides it is not part of my business. I 
am talking now about the legal effect. They got together, they 
signed a paper the effect of which was that three men were to be 
elected on the morrow, without a separate vote as to the third, 
to the United States Senate. Their names were designated and 
a majority of the Legislature concurred in that agreement. Is 
it not true that a majority concurred and signed this paper? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, a majority. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; 1 want to put this proposition to 
Senators here. If the separate acts of these men in each house, 
each resolving that he would not obey the law of Congress, 
would not authorize the meeting of the joint convention on the 


next day, isitnot just as bad in law on the night previous to the | 


meeting of the convention that a majority of each House should 
have signed a paper pledging themselves to disregard the law? 
That is the attitude in which this case stands. 

Mr. President, I have spoken longer than I had intended; but 
I have felt great interest in this matter, and an interest that the 
Constitution and the laws of my country enjoin upon me. 
lame way have I presented my view upon this interesting ques- 
tion, and I conclude by saying this and no more, that in this 
high court, the highest in the land, in deciding a question of the 
highest privilege for States and for individuals, it is not too 
much, I know, to assume that each member of this body will look 
into the questions at issue fairly and impartially and give that 
verdict which his conscience tells him is in accord with the law 
and the facts. 

Mr. VILAS. Myr. President, I had no purpose to make any re- 
marks in respect to this question until last evening, nor do Inow 
intend to attempt any speech on the subject or even to elaborate 
any argument. I desire only to sum up the reasons which will 
influence my judgment as one member of the court sitting here 
to determine this contest for an office, and in accordance with 
that simple purpose I shall attempt noexordium, but proceed di- 


rectly to a statement of the questions involved as they appear to | 


me to be, 

{ refer only to the legal questions. Some other things have 
been introduced in the debate, not from this side of the Cham- 
ber, and with which gentlemen upon this side have no concern. 
There are four questions which must be resolved in determining 
the right sitting member. 
ination whether the sitting Senator is entit 
in his seat. If affirmatively decided, there need be no inquiry 
into the right of the contestant to take it. The four questions 
appear to me to be these in a natural order: 

First. Had the Legislature of Idaho the right to choose at the 


of the 


let y 
aevern 


In a} 
| of March, 1891, leaving the other ‘to be assigned as the Senate 


The contest a first, a | 
ed to remain | 
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session beginning in December, 1890, a Senator for the term of 
six years from March 4, 1891? 

Second. If so, under what !aw was that election to be governed, 
the special act for the admission of the State of Idaho or the 
general statute regulating Senatorial elections? 

Third. If the latter, was the election of the sitting Senator in 
violation of that law in respect to the time at which it was held? 

Fourth. Or did it violate the law so as to be invalid in respect 
to the manner of procedure in that election? 

Responding to the first question, it seems to me to be clear not 
only that it was the right but that it was the duty of the Legis- 
lature of Idaho to choose a Senator for the term beginning with 
the 4th of March, 1891. In view of the classification of this body 
at the time when that obligation devolved upon the Legislature 
of Idaho and of the requirement of the Constitution, it was cer- 
tain that one of the two Senators to be then chosen by the Legis- 
lature of Idaho must be assigned tothe class whose terms as then 
existing would expire on the 3d of March, 1891. The Constitu- 
tion requires the preservation of an equality of numbers in the 
three classes into which the Senate is divided. Atthe time when 
this election was held there were 86 Senators in this body, 29 in 
each of the two classes whose terms ended in 1893 and 1895, and 
28 in the class whose terms ended in 1891. 

When, then, the two Senators to be chosen by the Legislature 
of Idaho came to this body they could not both be assigned to the 
classes whose terms expired in 1893 and 1895, which would have 
made those two classes to number 30 each, while the class whose 
terms would expire in 1891 would have numbered but 28. 

In view, then, of the condition of this body and of the constitu- 
tional rule, it was just as certain that one of the Senators then 
appointed to this body by the Legislature of Idaho was appointed 
to a term ending on the 3d of March, 1891, as the Constitution is 
itself obligatory. Thecertainty of the occurrence of that vacancy, 
therefore, imposed a duty upon the Legislature of Idaho to fill it 
as clear and undeniable as if the Senator whose term would ex- 
pire on the 3d of March, 1891, had been elected six years pre- 
viously. 

It has been, however, suggested that inasmuch as it was not 
then determined which of the two Senators would occupy the short 
term, it was incumbent on the Legislature of Idaho to have 
waited until that was determined. That, however, misses the 
important feature upon which their duty turned. That duty 
was not to appoint a Senator to succeed a particular person, but 
only to fill a certain vacancy. The future happening of the va- 
cancy was certain, and it mattered not that there was uncer- 


| tainty in respect to which of the two Senators then to be ap- 


pointed would cause it by retiring from office. 

Another suggestion has been made which at first struck me 
with great force: that it deprived the Legislature of Idaho of 
the right to choose for the six years’ term one of the two Sena- 
tors then elected by them for the respective terms ending on 
March 3, 1891, and either 1893 or 1895, as might be determined. 
[t is said that it could not be known which must take the short 
service, and that the Legislature of Idaho was therefore deprived 
of the choice of either by that uncertainty. It seems to me that 
that uncertainty did not necessarily exist; that the Legislature 
of Idaho was not deprived of that right of choice, and if it had 
seen fit might have designated one of the Senators which it chose 
at that time to take the office whose term would expire on the 3d 


might see fit to either of the other two classes. 

The Constitution requires only that equality in number on the 
classes shall be preserved. It prescribes no rule by which the 
equality shall be preserved. It gives the Senate no authority to 
direct that the Legislature of Idahoshould leave it to the Senate 
to say which should fill one term and which the other: nor had 
any such direction ever been given. There is no law that re- 
quires lots to be cast between Senators under such circumstances. 
It is a mere usage, which has prevailed in the Senate, a usage 
by which the Senate, declining choice between two of equal ap- 
parent merit, has referred that decision to the invisible law 
that governs the doctrine of chances, which in earlier ages of 
the world was ascribed to Divinity. 

There being then no law which required a designation by the 
Senate by means of casting lots, was it not within the power of 
the Legislature of Idaho, and would not this Senate have re- 
spected their exercise of that power, had they chosen to designate 
one for the term,ending March 3, 1891, and the other for the 
other term, and if so, could they not have elected the one whom 
they designated for the term ending March 3, 1891, for the term 
beginning with March 4, 1891? 

That the Legislature under those circumstances had the right 


| to choose three Senators, thatis to say, two Senators, and to pro- 
vide for the inevitable vacancy which was to begin with the next 
ensuing Congress, has been as authoritatively decided as any 
judgment can be pronounced in this country. 


It has been de- 
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cided by the tribunal of last resort on questions of that kind by 
thisSenate. In the case of Hart vs. Gilbert, arising from Florida 
the particular question was presented. The exercise of the au- 
thority for which I am contending was approved I suppose clearly 
upon the reasoning which seems now to be sufficient to warrant 
the exercise of that authority by the Legislature of Idaho. 
Surely that Legislature had the right to pursue that course 
which the tribunal of ultimate authority had once declared to be 
a proper course. D 
This leads me to the second question which I proposed: Under 
which law was the election to be conducted, the special provision 
for the election of Senators in the State of Idaho contained in 


the act of admission or the general statute? I believe it is con- 


ceded that if the former, then the election of the sitting Senator 
was correct. Therefore I pass without discussion of that point, 
for in my judgment it was not that statute, but the general stat- 
ute which governed the case. The case was precisely such a 


one as would have arisen had the Legislature of Idaho appointed | 


the Senator whose term expired in 1891 at some previous time. 
This was the first Legislature to meet next before the occurrente 


of the vacancy. It fell, then, within the strict definition of the | 


statute upon that subject. 


There need bs no occasion, there is no occasion, for spending | 


more words upon that, because I think the course of argument 
indicates a general concurrence of sentiment upon the point. 
This brings me to the third question next in order; but I de- 
sire to notice, first, an objection which I heard last evening that 
this law is unconstitutional in some of its features. The Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]—and I have, even in my short ex- 


perience of service, been here long enough to know that he is | 


always heard with that respect and with that pleasure univer- 
sally which I have learned to entertain and expect when he rises 
to his feet in the Senate—the Senator from Alabama made this 
point against the constitutionality of the general statute. He 
said: 

So the Congress of the United States interpolated in the form of a statute 
a rule for the government of the Senate, in adjudicating upon matters of this 
kind, to the effect that where the two houses of a State Legislature had at- 


tempted to make an election of a United States Senator, and no single per- | 


son got a majority of the entire quorum in each house, then they were to 
meeton the next day and proceed to vote in general convention for a Senator 
of the United States, and while they have not said so in terms, the construc 
tion placed by the Senate of the United States upon that statute is, that if on 
the second meeting in general assembly there is a majority of the entire body 
of both houses, not of each assembly, in that joint meeting, they shall have 
jurisdiction and power to elect a Senator of the United States. 

lt is to that feature of the law that I object. I might be disposed to take 


that as a rule and as the basis of my judgment as a Senator, but I deny the 


power of the House of Representatives and the President of the United 
States to make that rule imperative upon me. 

I agree to the conclusion. If that rule be not the rule of the 
Constitution, it can not be imposed upon any Senator. But the 
Constitution imposes upon him the duty to recognize, as I take 
it, the right of a majority of the members of the Legislature to 
elect or appoint a Senator, and I think a consequence at variance 
with his view follows easily from a proposition which the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Alabama himself enunciated, or repeated 
as having been once enunciated by a distinguished Senator of 


this body, that the Legislature in the sense in which that word | 


is used in the third section of the first article of the Constitution 
is not the lawmaking body, but is simply a body of electors, a 
Senatorial electoral college. I subscribe to the distinction and 
believe it to be true that such was the purpose of the Constitu- 
tion. 

Now, if that be so, what is the consequence? What is the 
power of each member of thatelectoral college as contrasted with 


the others? Can his power be more or less than to cast one vote 
for Senator? If so, when the Constitution said that the Sena- | 


torial electoral college, composed of as many and the same per- 
sons as composed the two houses of the Legislature should elect 
a Senator, did it not follow inevitably that a majority of thos 
persons so comprising the electoral college possessed the full 


power to elect a Senator? Thatdistinguishes the Legislature as | 


an electoral college at once from the Legislature as a lawmaking 
body. As electors, they are Federal agents to whom the Consti- 
tution of the United States has given the right, and upon whom 
it has devolved the duty, of appointing the members of one branch 
of the Federal Congress. As lawmakers, they possess a differ- 
ent authority, limited entirely to the State itself. 

In Idaho one-half the number of the house composes the senate. 
In our State one-third of the number of the house comprises the 
senate. As lawmakers the senate and the house possess equal au- 
thority. In order that they should possess equal authority in the 
Senatorial electoral college it would be necessary that a Senator 
of Idaho should have two votes and that a Senator in Wisconsin 
should have three votes. But was thatever heard of? Was it 
ever thought of otherwise than that each member of this Senato- 
rial electoral college possessed one and but one vote, a senator no 
more than a member, a member no less than a senator? 


XXITI——103 


From the beginning of the Constitution until 1866 there were 


no Federal regulations, but ina large number of States—I will 
not go beyond that in affirmation of the fact—in a large number 


of the States the practice was for the legislative electoral col- 
lege to assemble in joint convention when a Senator was to be 


chosen and to there choose the Senator. In othersof the States 
the vote was taken by these members of that body in their sep- 
arate houses, but always one person was recognized as having 


one vote. The trouble in the State of Indiana in 1855 did not 
arise from any denial of this. It only arose because the two 
houses would not come together and compose tl 
tion by which an election could be proceeded with. That was 
the necessity for the Federal regulation, tl hould be 


joint conven- 





nat l 
a law under which the members of the electoral college should 
be at liberty to assemble and become the body which the Con- 
stitution designed them to be f 

This principle underlies the act of 1866. That act does not un- 
dertake to grant authority. It is but a mere exercise of the con- 
| stitutional power to make regulations, and it 
ulation, which it was authorized to prescribe, that on a certain 
day, even if the members of the Legislature have in the other 
| way, if they prefer it, chosen a Senator, and certainly if they have 
not, the joint convention of the Senatorial electoral college shall 
assemble. 

[It names an hour when it shall assemble. 
| of the Legislature can prevent; a majority of that electoral col- 
| lege which is by the Constitution competent to appoint aSenator 
| to this body, may assemble; and is not that a quorum of the elect- 
| oral college which by the Constitution is given the power to 
do the thing for which the body assembles? Wherefore, it 
seems to me, the constitutional objection does not lie. 

But it was also objected by the distinguished Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] that as a judge, in which character he 
composes one of this tribunal when hearing a question like this, 
he can not be bound by action in which the House of Representa- 
tives and the President of the United States participated. 

I deny the power 


or this purpose. 


prescribes as areg- 





So no interference 


To read the conclusion of the last sentence before quoted 
but I deny the power of the House of Representatives and the President of 
| the United States to make that rule imperative upon me. Associated with 
my brethren in this body lam one of the judges of an election, and I derive 
my authority under the Constitution of the United States; and the Presi 
dent of the United States, by approving a bill or withholding his veto 
| no right to make a law which shall guide and control me inthat judgment 











But as a judge no one would more freely acknowledge that he is 
bound by law than the distinguished Senator. Itis the peculiar 
obligation of ajudge to bow reverently to and obey the law. The 
Constitution prescribes certainrules of law, as that a Senator 
| must be of a certain age and an inhabitant of the State from 
| which heis chosen. No Senator could disregard that: but the 
| Constitution says, and says with equal force and power, that ‘‘ the 

Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations,” 


as the State might otherwise by its Legislature prescribe, regulat 
ing thetimes, places, and manner of holding elections for Sena- 
tors and Representatives, except only as tothe place of choosing 


Senators. 

Can a distinction be made between the obligation of a law en- 
acted under thatclear definition of power and of alaw prescribed 
in the Constitution itself? When the Constitution says that 
| **Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regula- 
tions,” is there not embraced within the authority the power of 
the President as well as the power of the House of Representa- 
tivesand of theSenate? So I can notdoubt that the law enacted 
in pursuance of this authority is as obligatory upon every judg 
in this body as the Constitution itself. 


I. desire to note another point, which is that this law is no grant 
of power, but a mere regulation of the exercise of power already 
| in the legislative electoral body. The vital and important fea- 
| ture lies not, therefore, in the detail of regulation. but in the im- 
| position of some regulation by which the constitutional d ty im- 
posed upon so various and now numerous appointing bodi« hall 
be met and discharged. To invalidate an election, therefore, f¢ 
a mere default or an insignificant mistake of understanding of 
the proper steps of procedure on the part of a Legislature, am 
take or default not going to substantial injury of the pub ht 
in some essential of it, is to stick in the bark,to make the aet 





which was designed for beneficentends possib : 
stroy them or hinder them. I therefore can not but most cor- 
dially agree with the learned and just-minded Senator from | 
nois [Mr. PALMER] that its int li 
a remedial statute, rather than strict and narrow as of a grantir 
act. 
Its purposes were plain. Wherever authority to act as 

elector or asa body of electors exists in several persor the 
| requires only law to authorize their convening to exercise tl 
power, and then they may proceed to exercise it. Because that 
' had been left to the State Legislatures, and they had, from di! 
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i opinion between the two houses in one or two in- 
stances, refused to exercise the authority and provide for aconven- 
tion of the electors, Congress thought it necessary to interpose 


and did interpose by providing that on a certain day and at a 
certain hour the electoral _— we, created by the Constitution 
and charged with a duty by the Constitution, might convene. 
That was all that was nec: essary. That was the purpose of the 
act. 

next to advert toanother point. Upon what body rests 
th tion to construe thisact? It has been argued here that 
it ht be construed, and so as to require the Senate to follow 


the construction, by the electoral college itself, now forty-four 
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different electoral colleges, to whom the power of appointm« nt | 
has been given by the Constitution. Butit seems to me that we 
might have a great variety of construction, and that it would be | 
most ext sapoiiiene y if acourt, as the Senate now is, and the court 


of last resort, as I remarked before, were to be obliged to proceed 
to decide upon acts of any one of these electoral bodies, not in 
accordance with its own judgment of what the law required, but 
in accordance with the judgment of that body whose proceedings 
king to review. 

Clearly the power of interpretation, the right and duty of in- 
terpretation, are here, and it requires us to determine the mean- 
ing of that act of 1866. 


lt Was SCé 


Proceeding to the third question, upon what ground is it said, 


| to take the time of the Senate in pressing it further. 


first and chiefly, that the election of the sitting Senator must be | 


declared invalid? It is that it did not take place at the time 
prescribed in the act of 1866 
tion. And why? 
complete 
day. Buton Monday there was elected in the house of repre- 
sentatives, when every member of that body chosen by the peo- 
ple was present and sworn into office, a speakerand aclerk, who 
entered that day upon the performance of their duties and at- 
tests : the journal of that day by their signatures. 

In the senate no presiding officer was necessary, because the 
constitution designated one, and he was present. The senate 
proceeded to elect a secretary, and that secretary entered upon 
the duties of his offic 
in. He was, however, designated as a secretary pro tempore, but 
can any one tell me what power important to be considered in 
this connection 
he was declared permanent secretary, which he 
on the day before when he was secretary pro tempore? Th 


ss 


e term 
simply was, as was well said by the distinguished 
Senator from Illinois, a notification tohim that his term of office 
was at the pleasure of the senate, but in point of fact such is the 
case with the permanent secretary. 

Now, let us note for a moment what is implied. The idea of 
Congress in the law of 1866 was to give certainty to the time for 
the meeting of that jointconvention. Theday of meeting of the 


pro ti mpore” 8 





Legislature was primarily fixed upon as the day from which the | 


second Tuesday was to be computed, but it was suggested that, 

peradventure, the Legislature might not be organized, and upon 
thai suggestion the words ‘‘ and organization” were added. The 
aaiead was that the act should read 
that on the second Tuesday after the meeting of the Legislature, 
if then organized, it should proceed to elect a Senator, but the 
words are ‘‘and organization,” so that it must be conceded in 
literal reading that the 
word ‘‘organization” unde 
tribunal like this that nice, 
which destroys 


purpose of that addition do 


such circumstances receive from a 
delicate, and refined interpretation 
instead of giving life? 


ization was necessary for legislation; it was here an electoral 
body. So, the organization necessary for an electoral body only 
was requisite, and I think the point was well argued and sus- 
he distinguished Senator from Indiana[Mr. TURPIE], 
membership of the two houses was definitely 
they took the oath of office and aggregated as the 
they were there to make organization was com- 
ind no fault with the de finition of ‘‘ organization ’ 
he distinguished gentlemen who wrote the views 
y of th committee. They say: 

A number of men entertaining certs 1in opinions or desiring to do certain 
things meet at ac n time and place, and by common consent choose a 
mouthpiece who shall ré p resent them and give utterance to their collective 
wi ind a scribe or recording officer to record that will. We then speak of 


organized,"’ and not until then. 


Cel n whatever to this 








am not disposed now to make any exception. 

the hy of representatives a speaker to moderate the proceed- 

ings of that body and aclerk to record the action taken; in the 

senate a constitutional president and a chosen secretary to per- 

form the like office there. There were the organs of govern- 
ment, the organs of record, the organs of promulgation. 

What more could be necessary to organization? Is it to bear- 


two events must occur; but should that | 


There is, perhaps, no ex- | 


| convention after it had assembled. 
, the second Tuesday after organiza- | 
Simply because itis said organization was not | 
on Monday, the 8th day of December, nor until Tues- | 
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gued that they could require a chaplain to be open’, an addi- 
tional clerk, a sergeant-at-arims, a messenger, or any other of the 
convenient additions which a Le gislature ion have for its law- 
making functions? It seems to me that that is to de ypart from 
the definition of the minority of the committee themselves, which 
is, for present purposes, entirely satisfactory to me. I ‘under- 
stand it to be agreed that the house was organized, and that the 
point which is made in this discussion is that the senate had not 
yet perfected its permanent organization, because the secretary 
whom they elected received in the terms of his election notice 
that they might substitute another in his stead at some future 
time; in other words, the invalidity of this entire «¢ lection is to 
depend upon the tail whic h was added to the secre tary’s title— 
‘pro tempore” afiixed to his official desig nation. 

But this point has been argued so much that I feel unwilling 
The argu- 
ment by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] and the Sen- 
ator from Indiana[Mr.TURPIE], which I have read with interest, 
entirely disposes, as it seems to me, of that question, as well as 
the complete and satisfactory discussion by the learned Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. PUGH]. 

A last objection is urged that this election was invalid by rea- 
son of the manner in which it was conducted. Itis this: The act 
requires when a Senator is to be chosen that the two houses shall 
proceed to vote separately in the separate bodies. This was not 
done, but the first vote for the third Senator was taken in joint 
That joint convention was 
precisely what the act of 1866 sought to secure. That joint con- 
vention did not derive its power from the act of 1866. There I 
desire to note again what seems to me to be the objection in the 
argument of the distinguished and able Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MORGAN]. He says: 


All there was was special authority, special power of attorney, special del- 


i 
| egation of authority, a power todo a particular one upon an express con- 
1 


», and all the senators were presentand sworn | 


that secretary possessed on the next day, when | 
did not possess | 


dition at a certain time and in a certain way; and when that has failed, no 
man can find in law or constitution a foundation upon which to rest their 
ac 

There was no special power, but, if 1 am correct in my view, 
the Constitution gave them plenary power to elect a Senator. 
The act of Congress was intended to facilitate the execution of 
that constitutional authority. It was intended only to provide 
how a joint convention might assemble, since Legislatures them- 
selves had not sometimes chosen to provide for it. The joint 
convention was assembled. Is it to be said that there was a 
want of notice? The record shows that every one of the 54 
members of the Legislature was there. What is the object of 
notice? Being there assembled in a joint convention which 
the statute had directed, by their own volition, they possessed 
the authority given by the Federal Constitution. They were, 


| under the duty enjoined by that Constitution, to see to it that in 
| the Senate from and after the 4th of March, 1891, there were 





two Senators from the State of Idaho. 

It is said, however, that this act requires one at least of the 
two houses to take proceedings towards the election of a Sena- 
tor as a condition precedent to the convention the following day. 
Observe the language of the act: 

Butif the same person has not received a majority of the votes in each 
house, or if either house has failed to take proceedings as required by this 
section. 

They say the senate did not take proceedings. Was not that 
one of the houses? They say that the house did not take pro- 
ceedings. Was not that one of the houses, and is this law inop- 


| erative because the condition which it provides for is doubled? 
Remember that this was not alawmaking body whose organ- | 


Does not the word “either” there stand as the greater term and 
mean “ both” as well as “either”? 

The object of this law was not to compel the two houses to vote 
separately if they did not choose to do it; it was to provide for a 
joint convention; and why was this provision for a separate vote 
in each house inserted in the law? Because that had been the 
usage in some of the States, and it was designed by the committee 
which prepared this act, and they so stated in their report, to pro- 
vide in such manner as toaccommodate the usages of those States 
as well as the others. It is not, therefore, necessary to an elec- 
tion under the Constitution, nor does this act make it necessary 
toan election, that they should have voted in the separate houses 
on the Tuesday named, but only that, if they do not, the joint 
convention may assemble irrespective of any recalcitrancy on the 
part of the houses. Let me show you how plain that is from an- 


| other phrase in this law. 


Here was in | 


At 12 o'clock meridiza of the day following— 


What? The 
houses vote? 


day when the two houses vote? Whenone of the 


No— 


of the day following that on which proceedings are required to take place 
as aforesaid. 


If, therefore, proceedings do not take place, the day is none 
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the less Ge ‘finite because it is the day succeeding that on which 


they were required. 
Here i is a peculiar case, one which perhaps never can happe1 


again. It is not competent forthe human lawgiver toforesee all 
the possibilities of controversy and trouble which may arise 
under any law. Itis not competent for the ae tongue to 
cover, in the —— which lawgivers can find for their use, a 





human society. A law must h 


the possible misadventures of 
ring into the spirit in whic! 


for its just interpretation a fair ente 





it was enac te - Perceiving the object, it is, ace ording to the old 
familiar rule of the : common law, the duty of the court to sup 
press the mischief and advance the re mmedy. That is tl ity 
which peculiarly falls upon a tribunal of this character, of t 
importance, chi wee d with such an obligation as rests her 
the judges assembled. 

One ¢ iing more. This ack icular question has received partic- 


tribunal th 
to which |] 


highest 
Gilbert, 


icidation by the 
of Hart vs. 


at can pass upon it 
have referred, t! 


ular el 


] nthe case 


petitioner claimed that the election of Mr. Gilbert was void b 
cause he had not been elected in accordance with the act of July 
25. 1865, inasmuch as the Legisls ature had failed to take action 


on the second Tuesday after its organization in regard to the third 


Senator who was to be elected, but only in regard to the two Sen- 
ators who were to fill the existing vacancies, and had taken no 
action in regard to the election of the third Sen ator — the 


third day atte r the second Tuesday, and it was adjudged by that 
tribunal that ‘‘the objectof the act of Congress was to fix atim 
when proceedings for the election of Senators should be com- 
menced and continued until the elections were effected, and that 
this Legislature had acted in conformity therewith.” 


That judgment of this Senate was promulgated to the people | 


of the United States and to the different electoral bodies who 
d under the Constitution with filling this body and 
full. Under that 
Are we now to issue to them aukase that we do not 
even our own, and are we to send it down 


were Charg 


keeping it 


respect authority, as 
notice to other electoral bodies in this country that they can not 
tell in advance what the judgment of the Senate will be by rea- 
son of knowing whatit has been? Is thatin conformity with th: 
station and character of a judicial body? 

Mr. President, I can find no reason why the election of the 


sitting Senator from Idaho should be declared invalid. Finding 

I must my judgment in favor of the 
election. 

r. TELLER. Mr. P 

to discuss the pending question, and tl 

tion of the first resolution reported from th 


none record validity of his 
to take the floor 
the 


>on Privi 


, | do not desire 
1erefore I move 
» Committe 


resident 


aqaoD- 


Jonge <> Elections. I ask that we vote on it now. 

The 'E-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The ¢ ef Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Fred. T. Dubois is entitled to retain the seat he i 
Senator from the State of Idaho for the full term commencing Ma arch 4, 189 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, does the Senator f from Colorado 
prop ose to discuss this queggion? 

. TELLER. I do not propose to discuss the question, 
I db to have a vote onit. It is late, and while 


¢ 


ry if 


[ should like 


to discuss it, the question has been discussed so long and so fully, 
that I do not propose to do so. I propose to take t h vote right 
now. 


Mr. GRAY. Ihave no desire to prolong this discussio It 
has already protracted itself to a length of time somewhat un- 
usual, but [ do not know that there is particular pressure of other 
subjects before the Senate demanding its attention. I hope, 
however, that the vote will not be taken to-night, for the reason 
that there are Senators whose views on this question are known 


to me who are now absent from the Senate, and are absent be- 
cause of the belief that a vote would not be reachedto-night. If 
any time can be fixed to-morrow for voting, I think there wi 
be no objection to it. Ido not think there is any disposition to 
unduly protract the matter 

Mr. TELLER. If it is agreeable to everybody that we sha 
close the debate now and we can agree upon a time to take t! 
vote to-morrow, when everybody will have notice, I have not any 
objection. Ithink every body has spoken who expected to speak, 


unless it be myself, and [ will vie) ld, for the sake of getting this 


question to a vote, if the Senate will agree to vote to-morrow at 
2 o clock without ijurther debate 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. SAWY BR, and others. Why not 
now? i 

Mr. TELLER. Senators inquire why not vote now. For tl 
reason that I understand it is stated that some Senators are ab- 
sent who wish to vote u ipon the que stion. Of course if thatis so. 
I should not want to cut them off. If we can have general co 
sent to take the vote at 2 o'clock to-morrow without further de- 


bate Is 


M r 


shall be 
.GRAY. 


satisfied. 
[have no objection at all, 


SO fa 


judgment the Legislature of Idaho | 


ras lam concerned, 
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y > GR \ Y is ) _ tl « st) 
something on the question t 0 
TELLER. I think ( 
under the usual customs whic O Te 
of the committee is entitled to clos e,a 
close the depate under two ho “ ~ att 
thin the Dest way 18 to say nat ce if 
Mr. GRAY I Sena rom Colorado ! 
< om Srnec that the chairma 
cl the debate. I had« ‘ to h 
| the Senate from Co po 1 ( 
} n discussed het Theya a f fficis 
to demand his attention to them, and they Wave r 
a ted lt Wo a p t et i ti SPFena 
[, of course, do not intend by anyt iat I hav 
interfere with that ec ym L did as 
had to sa on this matt said at t é 
debate, nea two ( Lic | 
ll 1 ais sion ¢ the s the 1 
a has 1 said since and a great deal i Way 
advanced in opposition to the vs I then } 
ymewhat misrepresent the position L trie 
f I yuld like ve fe the vote is tal 
o say a few words in explanation of my pr 0 
those polnts on ilk i ft i ha cen mis } 
TELLER l suggest tothe Senator tos 
to say r ght H | af 
than is now present. 
Mr. HARRIS. It is too late It is 5io c 
be satisfac tory to the Senator from ‘ ora t 
morrow, S&y 2 or 3 or 4 o'clock, and let it be der 
bate shall close and the matter be vots n at ar 
M es ICK. Say 2 o’clock 
M Tl ER. If the debate is to be closed a 
suppose we shall consume ali the tims ¢ he 
morning business and 2 0’ 
Mr. GRAY. Why no t at 3 o'elo 
Mr. TELLER. If we k ¥ who wanted tos 
e perhaps could fix the t with g ter certa 
Mr.GRAY. Let1 suggest to my fr 
th ote be taken not later than 3 o’clox 
debate will exhaust itself before 3, and certa 
any intention now, it will haré run that lor 
Mr. TELLER. I am qui willing to say 3 o' 
Mr. PADDOCK L hope the Senator w ! oO 
hour at 3 o'clock to-morrov esS 1t 18 a mat ( 
cessity There is anoth ant 1 i 
has been sidetras n aces t of 
1 eged question « are s 
fo or T hat 
CHANDLER. Ia t Sena im 2 
l ‘ vhat measure S 
Mr >A DDE ICOK The regular ord t) 
has _ en sandwiched between this are 
shoved out of the way for two we 3 
Mr. TELLER. I will make this 
to-morrow, or before, if t sc as 
the ree ene ab 1e a. 
The eA -PRESLDE ) 
Mr ANC E. That ame ‘ 
ais ission. 
Mr. TELLER. No: it« : t 
» the questio I ! ila a 1 
concluded 
M Pr. t | vA j 1 i 
from Colorado has ta t ‘ 
s n ‘ ut 
ailapositi to trout the tna ; 
perform my ty asal of t! ( 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the vote shall be taken not 
later than 3 o'clock to-morrow afternoon. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, March 3, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations consi med by the Senate March 2, 1892. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Charles F.-Gardner, of Sacramento, Cal., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Sacramento, Cal. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Nicholas R. Kuntz, of Polk, lowa, to be register of the land 
office at Des Moines, lowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 2, 1892. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


IMPORTATION OF SALT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, giving, in response to resolution of 
February 17, 1892, certain information relative to the importa- 
tion of salt; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF IMMIGRATION STATION, NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting,in response to 
resolution of February 16, 1892, information relative to expendi- 
tures in connection with the immigration station, New York: 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES FOR COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY, 1890. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of 
expenditures made on account of the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1890; which was referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, 

LEASES IN YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. ” 

Mr. MCRAE. lLIask unanimous consent for the ice con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the Cler 

The Clerk read as follows: 


cK. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be instructed and directed 
to examine and report, by bill or otherwise, as to the circumstances under 
which certain leases for parcels of ground in the Yellowstone National Park 
were made, On or about March 20, 1889, by the Secretary of the Interior to 
the Yellowstone Park Association, and also why the ecivilens given to said 
association in said leases to transport passengers into and through said 
park was afterwards rescinded and forfeited, and the same granted to one 
S. S. Huntley, together with all the facts concerning said transactions. That 
the committee make fullinquiry intothe manner of administering the affairs 
of said park touching leases and privileges therein, and the management 
of said park generally by the Interior Department. That the committee, 
or any subcommittee it may designate to prosecute the inquiries and ex- 
amination, have power to send for persons and papers and to employ asten- 
ographer; and that the expenses shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House: and the chairman of said committee or of such subcommittee, if 
one be designated, is authorized to draw for the same on the Clerk of the 
House, in sums not to exceed #200 at any one time. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I think this resolution be- 
fore being acted on should probably be very much broadened in 
its scope. It should go to a committee for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution, and it will be referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

RECEIPTS UNDER DESERT-LAND LAW, ETC. 

Mr. BRETZ, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested 


to report to the House of Representatives the quantity of land disposed of 
under the rt 1 


ind law,’ together with the amount of money received 
therefrom and the expense of collecting the same 

On motion of Mr. BRETZ, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The standing and select committees will 
now be called for the presentation of reports. 


MURDER AND MANSLAUGHTER, 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 5137, abil] (H. R. oe 
to define the crimes of murder in the first and second degree anc 
manslaughter, and providing punishment therefor; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 5137) defining the crimes 
of murder in the first degree and murder in the second degree, 
and repealing section 5339 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, was laid on the table. 


MANAGERS OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 97) to fill vacancies which 
will occur in the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers on April 21,1892; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK. 1 

Mr. AMERMAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, re- 
ported, as a substitute for the bill H.R. 5439,a bill (H. R. 6792 
granting to the county of Mariposa, in the State of California, 
the right of way for a free wagon road or turnpike across a por- 
tion of the Yosemite National Parkin said State; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 5489 was ordered to lie on the table. 


ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 


Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2786) to amend 
the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the route 
and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EFFECTS OF MACHINERY ON LABOR. 

Mr. BUNTING, from the Committee on Labor, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill H. R. 154, a joint resolution (H. ay 99) pro- 
viding for the collection of statistics relating to the effects of ma- 
chinery on labor: which was read a first and second time, refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF DELIVERY, COUNCIL BLUFFS. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. or 
to provide for the establishment of @port of delivery at Counci 
Bluffs, Iowa; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF KEEPERS AND CREWS OF LIFE-SAVING 
STATIONS. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, reported back the bill (S. 1775) fixing 
the compensation of keepers and crews of life-saving stations, 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

BROWN, for two weeks, on account of important business. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2402) making 
appropriations for the expenses of the typhus fever and immigra- 
tion investigation directed by concurrent resolution of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives; in which concurrence was re- 
quested. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of considering general appropria- 
tion bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON in the 
chair. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the | House for Workers of Mercy £1. 00 
Whole for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills, | = eee 
and the Clerk will report the title of the first bill. Total ae 

The Clerk read as follows: Deduct increast 186, ORD. 0 





; A bill (H. R. 6746) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of | 600. 00 
a the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June Reduction water department 41. 969. 90 
30, 1893, and for other purposes. 











; Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that | PROI 
the first formal reading of this bill be dispensed with. | Executive Off 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the e, arenes 
: gentleman from Missouri? lomdivan mel 
3 There was no objection. R , AIS 1). 00 
; Mr.DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with | putt schools. my 6 
the discussion, I desire to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. | ¢ ngent, s 3 
HENDERSON], representing the minority on this bill, what time | Police sta 
he desires for general debate. on age; Ere , : 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I think that prob- 
ably an hour on ¢ ach side would be sufficient. oe vs 
Mr. DOCKERY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- oe os S + 
; sent that the general debate on the bill be limited to an hour on | Industrial Hot S ) 
3 each side or so much thereof as may be necessary. ge Reform S 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the ra 


gentleman from Missouri to limit debate on this bill to two | W en's Union A 
hours. one hour on each side, to be under the control of the gen- ;, 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] and the gentleman f: H 





























Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] respectively? PROPOSED REDUC1 WAT! 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. Extra cl ( ( 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the provisions of this billare | p,.) } , t : 
: . . . - mua epa ¢ ; M 
so fully set forth in the report which I submitted on yesterday | Inter ' 
that I shall only occupy the attention of the committ eioravery 
few moments at this time, simply to say that the estimates of th: ; 62, 683. 79 
Commissioners aggregated $6,717,865.43. Asrevised by the Sec- ae ‘ : 
retary of the Treasury they amount to $5,602,125.17. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. You are including in that the Net r¢ 
water department? = p ; | Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairmar ot 
Mr. DOCKERY. res: the entire amount. Che amount car- ent ¢ is [Mr. SAYERS 
ried by the bill under consideration, including the water depart- Mr. SAYERS Mr. Chairman. T do nx 
. > -— Fer OF 1 . ¢ me BS — . I vil. . vil an l ) ‘ ( ( DO 
ment, aggregates $4,987 ,555.27, being $1,730,310.16 less than the | of sneaking to the bil y , ut iv hms ; 
S s ye 7 S * oe 7 a fy I l co ‘ < ») as ery 
Commissioners’ estimates, or $614,569.90 less than the estimates ssion of the committe ; ‘ the R _ 
‘ mh — —— : aL UL pRLAEL itis i \ ) a 1 ent 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and $609,569.90 less than the | which has been furnished me bv the S ‘ { 

‘ 7 . 7. - Wh i las | en iu lls! \ ‘ ) c \ ere 
current law; or, adding another item which appears here, $398, the Treasurv. showing the condition of ea 
170.90 less than this bill as it was reported to the House at the | the United States whic] Sa ata , 

. i - . ae > . AA ‘ ‘ < cs vv it im iti }) 4 =) > yi I ~ I as if alr 
3 sa cio f th 4 -firet “Ace . . * 
second sessk n ol tine Fifty il! t Congre s. of money that has been appropriated for the 1 ose of const oa 
I do not desire at this time to do more than ask the Clerk to | ine each building.the amount that ha 
gel : ; . ng i lding,the amou a as D ended.a 
read atable of the proposed increases and decreases as carried by | amount that 1] g . 
+ *% - ” . « MIU A sic 5» 5 i ‘ 
the bill. The state : h 1 ‘ 
mm ‘ 7 } . 7 . . ‘ 
The Clerk read as follows: ¢ 1 ' 
such pub ngs D Is to $44.4 
PROPOSED REDUCTIONS 446.16, and the amount to be ay 
General expenses authorized limit of cost is $7,758,604.91; that the a 
Engineer's office (two laborers E ar20.¢9 | POBGeE upon these Dulidings to Vecembder =_— egies 
Collector's office ; q : 3° mn Q78.35. aca nst whien lab ‘ 
Superintendent of « ities aiary = 0), OO <4 11.72% S: sO tnatt as ¢ s ) t 
Rent of property yards paiciiaiaietaeinsinld : 700. 00 1 
. : - arn arne re ended a i = ¥ 
Collecting personal taxes 7 . . < F baptene a 
Judicial expenses : Skate z 1,500.09 | Lia@bllitles, OF D10,080,204.64 
Rent of attorney's office ‘ . ; 100. 00 ) S i i 
Coroner’s office (net ee : A). OK) aaah 
GlemSPAl MUA VOFUISIE .. occcccccecccccee : ] ’ y : = ; ‘ 
Register of wills, dockets ---. ; DB keeeiec tat 1. 000. “OO, Gl oO ‘ 
Preparing statement arrears of taxes 5. 000. 0 as a ymplish ( ‘ | 
Horse and wagon, disbursing clerk ‘ : RO). OK soil ‘ 
Paving roadways.....- ae : a - 50. 000. 00 : , — < , 
, Paving streets and avenues ... aa ad E - 990 000 09 | Cupy the time and attenti ot ti 5 
. Grading streets, etc .......--- —- ’ ; 18,000.00 | Treasury for neat v i 
Plats of subdivisions 1. 000. 00 — >A TX . :" aie 
Cleaning sewers , 000 00 wir. OPVss LN. 1 we d like to ‘ 
Replacing sewers rm The CHAIR LIN. I ntit a I | i > 
000. 00 
Main and pipe sewer! . 54.000.00 | sul its a ‘ t ( 
Suburban sewers 16. 700. 00 i oo ‘ +} r 
é Rights of way for sewers ERS secu 480000 | © =. anne 
> Repairs, streets, et ae 5, 000. 00 Mr. CRAIN. J u to a 
Repairs, county roads ceamwinee 10. 000. ¢ fi ‘ Li \ 
Constructing county roads — RH. HOO. Ox a R ( ¢ 
Condemnation of streets, etc ae cee si ; 500. 00 a ee 
Sprinkling streets aoe : 12° 000 00 r. CRALN. vant to know at t 1a oO 
Parking commission . sae ‘ : 1.000. 00 oO 118 5 
Public scales — wii 1.200 00 > 
Bridges aoe . 1. 000. 0% ne — = es ( 
Numbering houses te >» ce om oo | Stalling t passag t Ho 
Contingent, night schoo 0.00 Mr. SAYERS M 
Furniture, schoo! buildings * ga ee) eee M 
Free schoolbooks a : ; 12’ cnn . Ss rit se may D a 
School buildings... ... 18 e may vote int t 
Fuel, police nn oy CRAT? Q 
Repairs, police stations an On as ar Eat? 7 
Patrol wagon E a o ; ir, SAYERS LY at 
Station house, Georgetown... cas ce 29. 000 0 ir.CRAIN. J 
Fuel, fire de} ment : . SUINET ) 
y ) > i 
Addition to « ne house...... cee On 
Scarlet feveranddiphtheria wa sates . : ; 3 00 ~ 
Defending suits in claims mos Ee ° an ~ ) RS ‘ . ~ 
Washington Asylum, contingent...... y 5 " he CHAIRMAN ‘ or 
Washington Asylum, buildings...... ma Th 2» 500. 00 tlaman fram T ‘ ¢ 
Reform Sx hool, buildings........ a 5 400. 00 r eCman trom Le xas Lich . ~~ alLlOWed 
Homeopathic | ae Bes ee oe 2 : es 2 OOO. OK ul tal 1 tatement to ich f has referred ? 
; German Orphan Asylum..._............. rane Ful BNE AA ie 4, 000. 00 The oO obi 
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Amount paid ahiltes a Amount to | Amount 
and certified Lis ives | Limit of cost To al &PPro- | he appropri le 
eam mant | Under out | priation ; nee + 
I for payment lion a ‘ nd ‘ ; , fated to reach 
td December standing to December authorized 
31, 1891 contracts 31, 1891 limit of cost 
} $275, 000. 00 #275. 000. 00 |... S $275, 000. 00 
Jerst a‘ 
ty adjol 1 155, 000. 00 | 155, 000. 00 
é rthw rne1 138, 000. 00 | 138. 000. 00 : , 138. 000. 00 
d NW 
#581. 63 $1. 326. 31 | © 00). 000. 00 |} 250. 000.00 #1, 750, 000. 00 
654, 758. 50 | | (hi 
65, 559, 23 5, 148. 67 75. 000. 00 | 75, 000. 00 
>») TO7. 59 0.06 »7. 500. 00 | "7. 500. 00 
U1, 814, 65 1, 052. 30 000. 00 | 000. 00 
212, 892. 64 7. 810.00 000. 00 . 000. 00 
64, 602. 51 50, 000. 00 | 000. 00 
se, et 181.511. 46 14 200° 000.00 | 200. 000. 00 
e&, et Z 144,230. 09 1 160. 000. 00 160, 000. 00 101 . 
| &1, 945. 1 $00, 000, 00 300. 000. 00 100, 000. 09 1.718. 07 
~4, 719. 92 80, 000. 00 80, 000. 00 22 716.84 
94. 92 13. 250. 00 75, 000. 00 | 75. 000. 00 1.73 
i 
¢No limit f 
f Revenue from sale of old custom-house 
with de on of g No limit fixed on building. 
A Sufficient amount 
al nt to be disbursed is included in the liabilities estimated for disbursing 2gent’s commissions, 
Ni missi en wccount of any paymem fi ( 
. the public schools are from outside the District of Columbia. 
14, 432,446.16 | The great mass of wealth piled up in magnificent structures in 
I $5,000 for the city belongs to the General Government, and it is our city 
595, 000. 00 . ‘ F +4 : : 4 ‘ 
; as well as that of the residents of the District. Yet, we can not, 
13. 837,446.16 | With our great multiplicity of duties as members of this House, 
ed of cost 7.758, 654.91 | give the interests of this city and District the care that they 
ember 31, 1891 20, 225, 467.81 | oumht to have. 
3 611, 9 With these thoughts before us, I want to remind the commit- 
611, 978. 35 = . . . 
4971 726. 58 | tee how carefully we ought to act in respect to the District of 
( imbia. Politics should not enter into our deliberations. 
e were } t The interests of the District, its revenues, its appropriations, and 
18, 640 all that is done in respect to it should be with an eve single to 
r, 1591 4.2 { ‘ Se : saat . . 
its necessities, 1ts revenues. 


mainder of my time. 


s unfortunate, however, in having 





id at the same time unfor- 


Chairman, Washington is 


[It is fortunate in its « 


It has nocity council, no | « 
l The Congr f 


es 
In this House 


lor eight years I have been a member of the subcommittee on 


Appropriations touching the District of Columbia. For six 


years we have worked together in respect to these appropria- 


tions without a thought about politics entering into the mind of 


its citizenship, the beauty | one of the subcommittee. Up to this year Democrats never held 
greatest capital of the most pro- | « 


‘OnsuUu 





ltation together respecting this bill; neither did the Re- 
yublicans; but we worked openly and frankly together with an 
single to the needs of the District and the cash in sight to 


meet those needs. 


think I am safe in making the statement that the work of the 


, one on the Dis- | subcommittee is seldom revised, though carefully scrutinized by 
islation the fullcommittee. The billthatweare considering, after being 
carefully examined by the whole committee, was not changed 
e,as the gentle- | by an increase or decrease of a single dollar in our appropria- 
[t must be such tions. 
n there is the Committe: [ must be perfectly frank with this committee, and say that in 


o legislate in pursuance of | the present bill I believe that political considerations did enter 


ich are aimost those o 


s the amount to be appro 


employés largely, and the 


m. Theappropriation bill 
l by a subcommittee of 


party and two ofthe minor- | « 


en are directly interested in the 


al 
‘ 
ivs 
} 
Oo be 
‘ f 
a 
1e «¢ 


patriotic relations to the 


nto its make-up. We might as well be square with each other. 
| believe thet there are heavy and wholly unnecessary cuts made 
in wrong places in this bill, because of a great impending Pres- 
idential campaign, and because it is desired to point toa bill that 
passed this Democratic House as evidence of the greater ecom- 
my of this body over the economy of the last Republican House. 
[ regret that I find myself compelled tomake this statement, but 
itisatrue one. This bill is a political campaign document. 








ard for their duty in a rep- Now, let us see to what extent [ am correct in this; and first, 

: let me give you a few figures; and gentlemen, you are all equally 

yur worthy Chairman [Mr. | responsible with this committee in respect to the necessities of 

r [Mr. COMPTON] is from | this District and the discharge of our public duties. Let me 

GE] is from Arkansas; an- rst explain that there is a distinction between the general ex- 

d another [Mr. COGSWELI p es of the District of Columbia and the water department. 

directly linked to the di The revenues of the water department are appropriated to pay 

the expenses of that department, and are kept separate and dis- 

‘ ehend the relatio tinct in o estimates and appropriations. The citizens pay a 

t tax for the use of the water. That goes into the water supply 

f nearly all of the exp ; | fund, and that fund carries the expenses of the department. Of 

( ut it is the law. I | the general expenses the General Government pays one-half and 
th that factitseemed | the city the other half, as a rule. 

Now, let me give first the estimates of the appropriations, ex- 

sof fect thattread and wear | clusive of the water department, for the year for which we are 


any one year, the great 


| 
f Washington, and are not r 


egislating, the fiscal year 1893. These estimates are prepared 
irst by the heads of the different offices of the District govern- 


ntage of the children in ' ment, and submitted to the District Commissioners. The Dis 


~ 


> 











1892. 





trict Commissioners then give their estimates to the Secretary 
DS 


of the Treasury, whotransmitsthem toCongress. The estimates 


that come through the Treasury Department to Congress for the 
fiscal year 1893, exclusive of the water department, including the 
one-half from the Government and the one-half from the Dis- 
trict, are $6,313,925.97. The Secretary of the Treasury said in 
oe letter of transmittal ‘‘ that while he was not able to give the 
details for his recommendation, he recommended that we cut 
that estimate down to $5,299,126.97,” being substantially the ap- 
propriations made in the last Congress. 

The amount recommended by the pending bill is $4,726,526.97, 
being a reduction below the estimates of the Commissioners of 
$1,587,399, and going below the recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to the amount of $572,600, and below the current 
law of $567,600. 

The amount carried by the current law now in operation in 
the District is $5,294,126.97. The amount proposed in this b 
is $4,726,526.97, being a reduction, as I said before, of $567,600 
from the current law. 

Now, a word about the water department. In the current law 
there was appropriated from the revenues of the water depart- 
ment, and for the purpose of interest and carrying it on, and pro- 
moting its interests, $302,998.20. In this bill there is appropri- 
ated, or proposed to be appropriated, $261,028.30, a reduction 
from the current law of $41,969.90. Now mark, for I want to 
call your attention to the revenues that we have at our disposal. 
The estimated revenues for 1893, not including the water de- 
partment, as given by the Commissioners in their report through 
the Secretary (and when before the subcommittee they said it 
was a low estimate and that the revenues would exceed their 
first estimates), was $6,321,491.02. Now deduct the amount of 
this bill, $4,726,526.97, and there will be revenues unappropri- 
ated, left within the power of Congress to expend for the benefit 
of this city, or District, not touched by this bill, available for the 
District, $1,594,764.05. 

Now, then, as to the water department revenues. The Com 
missioners estimate that the revenues of the water department 
for 1893 will be $347,370. The amount appropriated in this bill 
is $261,028.30, leaving an excess, not appropriated in this bill, of 
available revenues of the water department of $86,341.70. 

This bill carries now $398,170.90 less than the last bill for the 
District of Columbia. Hence, with abundant funds, itcuts below 
estimates of the Commissioners, of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and the current law. 

Now I will call attention to another fact... After the heads of 
the different offices of the District government gave their esti- 
mates to the Commissioners of the District, the Commissioners 
went to work and cut as deeply as they thought they ought to ir 
the discharge of their public functions; and I will incorporate ir 
my remarks a detailed statement of the cut made by the Commis- 
sioners. 

The amounts recommended by the heads of the several offices 
of the District to be appropriated in this bill aggregated $7,455,- 
668.39. The amount recommended by the Commissioners is $6,- 
213,444.89; so that the proposed reduction of the Commissioners 
cut down the sum $1,242,233.50 below the amount asked by the 
heads of the several offices in the interest of the District. This 
statement in detail I will incorporate in my remarks here: 


) 
} 
i 


Allowed by 
Comm 


sioners in 


Requested 
by heads of 


office estimates 
I i a is again adapted ‘ sl #37, 600. 00 £32, 600. 0) 
ae aeons inatainiaiancie ome 24, 300. 00 19. 000. 00 
EE dknneetereedecnsene . Paveteidnsedet 16, 300, 00 12, 100. 00 
a << atncin wae tea Witenes 3, 000. 00 3, 200. 00 
Market-masters ....-.-. leeedil guarapade sien suatsielssietet:sitiion hae 5, 800. 00 4, 300. 00 
Engineer's office. oak neice chenceaen ae 87, 172. 00 88, 372. 00 
Metropolitan police ....- a sana Stade aiie ant 552, 320. 00 | 533, 560. 00 
Fire department ........-- phrase Rises Ne 55. 00 | 183, 520. 00 
Telegraph and telephone service -.................- | 00 | 33, 020. 00 
Washington Asylum __...___- PR RAE 00 | 84, 460. 00 
Reform School.....-- ee | 2.00 | 40, 752. 00 
eae nn Spincninemanlnnels | 50 | 16, 719. 00 
tig | 00 | 16, 400. 00 
win wine emeieion SA 00 | 1, 500. 00 
Special-assistant division ........_._- achewiowil 00 | 1, 700. 00 
I cae pa eee | .00 | 16, 396. 00 
Washington Aqueduct -............__- - | 00 20. 000. 00 
Public schools ...... Bete a J Se 00 | 988. 751. 00 
Militia .......... Pe POPP FONE a in oak | 00 | 38, 350. 00 
| 





eT I ns en dae ob bette ‘ | 16 4103, 939. 46 

Engineerdepartment, improvements, repairs, etc . 4.00 | 2, 230, 150. 00 

Columbia Institute for the Deaf and Dumb ..__._.. | 00 13, 900. 00 

Sinking fund ........ Siesninaehciathlinielietclinss Seite edeck ail : 2h 43 1, 320, 555. 43 

se SS = St | 91, 200. 00 80, 200 00 
w-e=| _ 91,200.00 80, 2 

ee EE 7,455, 668.39 | 6,213, 444. 89 


| 6, 213, 444. 89 





Reduction by Commissioners....................... | 1, 242, 293. 50 
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With these explanations, I will now revi some of the lead- 
ing reductions made in this bill. The first is a eut of $500 on tl 
$3,000 salary of the superint lent of charities In all there are 
fifty-seven charitable institutions int ty and District, mostly 
in the city. Twenty-five of these receive aid in one form or an- 
other from the appropriations in thi Perhaps in no city 
are the charities in as loose a idition; p s in no city do 

benevolence and broad chara of t citizens display 

emselves more than in this ci LY t to ur ri e, 
money, annoyances, and even poorly concealed are borne 
by high-minded men and women in t nt e poor. th 
criminal, and the unfortunate of this | en 

Refore the ‘ ( s th did not / a d 7 
pervision of tl hari | Commissior not ed 

2 n al « th i I tl LW a a \ Ss ( pitl- 
f ind th i ont th ¢ peco con- 

{ Cu t = t } l = 1 , = iS ‘ iaip- 
propriations 4s iarge ast co i pos i ( ttee 
had not time to visit the institutions or to study them with suf- 
ficient care, s re ata su antace 

Therefore, f the | s. in the last Congrs [ think, an 
amendment ed in the Senate, and concurred in by the 
House, providing for the app jintment of a iperintendent of 
charities. A board of charities might have b en better. His 
supervision, conscientious, earnest, and continuous, has resulted 
in his making recommendations to Congress which we have al- 
most substantia ly followed. and which have reduced the appro- 
priations for charities many thousands of dollars. L thir it is 
hardly good judgment to commence cutting the salary of this 
conscientious and capable officia 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Will the tleman permit a question? 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I[Iwishthe gentleman would wait 


























until I get through with 1 general statement, because if I be- 
vin y ielding for que stion now I do not know where it will end, 

The salary of this official is now $3,000, and iti it $500 in the 
present bill. 

[ call attention to the fact that in the appropriation for paving 
and curbing roadways there is a cut of $50,000. That was the 
amount given in.the last | and $25,000 was asked for in the 
present hill, but none is allowé That was an appropriation 
which enabled th citizens, by ] ing half the cost, to hay im- 
provements mad in the road\ 

Of the $50,000 appropriated ear some $32,000, [ think, has 
be n exp nded. The mo een sed b h inside and out- 
side the boundaries of the old y. It is all been « nded 
within the city limits, but a considerable share of it has gone to 
improving such places as Eckington, outside o old boundary. 
It is a necessary form of expenditure, although possibly abus¢ 
may arise by its being used too largely special localitic 
Still. the exp ndit ires that nave b made out cié the old 
boundary have been made in quarters where ere has been a 
levitimate and he althy vrrowtn ¢ pop atlo 

In the appropriation for improvement of streets and avenues 
there is a cut of $200,000. There was appropriated for that pur- 
nose last vear $400,000. The amount asked by the Commission- 
ers ‘the next year is $570,000: they get $200,000. How doth 
cet it? We, as a subcommittee, went over the streets propos: 
to be improved and examined them and made memoranda in 
little books which were furnished at our request, so that 
might intelligently determine what was 1, but those books 
[holding up one] have not been oper 
to consult them at allin making up « ‘ 
determined to allow 38.8 per cent of the amo 3 es at 
the Commissioners for ea f t t 
For instance, the estimate for Georgetow! as $51,293 
er ittee give 38.8 per c nt of thats 

amount estimat or ti no SPOS, 4 
committee give the SAM ) ( nta ro é é 
estimate was $771,581; for tl southeast, $108.51 ( - 
east, $124,150. In each of these cases the same percenta ( 
38.8 per cent is allowed, and this percentag reed becaus 
committee were determined to give only $200,000 out of the 8570.- 
000 asked, is distribut on each of the ‘ ute No 
is made as to whether the estimates ‘ ( l I é 
committee, determined to keep this bill down and allow only a 
given sum in order to make the welkin rir with their cry of 
‘economy * in the approaching campaicn, a} { forced per- 
centage to each of the estimated amount 

Another fact must be noticed. These estimates as they come 
to us schedule the streets, and the « ineers state ho ’ 
needed to finish each street between one point and anoth: 
der the appropriation in this bill there is not a single schedule 


that can be completed. They can go along 
number of streets in each schedule. but witl f 
priation there will be left one street in each section or 
unfinished and unfit for use. 








As I have already said no inquiry 
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s made, no information is obtained, as to the accuracy or sam. Mr. DOCKERY. 


ciency of the estimates. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, this District could wisely expend at this hour upon 
its public streets and avenues not less than $2,000,000; only $200,- 
000 is given, and over & million and a half of surp! lus is left une x- 








pended er this bill. Am TI ri in saying that the political 
Knife, or dagger, rather, has ent into the bowels of the Dis- | 
trict of ¢ mbia appropriatio n? 
\ DOCKERY. Did the ge ont eman say that there was a mil- 
Ss pilus: 
HENDERSON of Iowa. I gave the amountafew moments 
} IOCKERY. The gentleman will have to discount that 
' ‘ 
\ H tSON of lowa. Notacent; notamill. Half and 
a a that when I gave my data, and I do not 
Ca ( at it now The Government half and the District 
ha ailable surplus of over $1,500,000. For grading 
( is a cut of $18,000 
KH) . D 5s Tf tle an obj ct to tha ( t of 
) SON of »w certainly do The Con s- 
! us that in 1 alle s of this city thes n- 
{ and ip veam h la re] sum could 
x wrue O the s comm itt 
» 
é = ( ay I is we oive $150,000 7 s 
bo a int of the last bi 
DOCKER \ of the estimat 
| \ERSON oflowa. I havesaid it is the amount of the 
is the amount asked for in the Commissioners’ 
sitin the hearing before us the Commissioners showed 
000 Was needed now; that there are - 
DOCKERY Will the gentlem Ow me j ist there? 
LENDERSON of lowa. The gentleman will bear in mind 
t scons ing my time while there are fifty minutes left 
‘ nt an fe« t necessary to answer me as 
i vile oO dao no vant to be discourteou 
or diséb ig at al 
DOCK ER‘ \ \ answer the gentlemar 
HENDERSON of Iowa It is shown that on the streets 
of city the avera fe of pavements (these asphalt and tar 
pave! ts) 1s about ie teen to fifteen years, and that in order 
te surface and repair those that are now fifteen years old $280,- 
000 is needed at this hou For cleaning and repairing sewers 
there ac of $3,000. The Commissioners ask for $45,000; 
R40 000 j $43,000 was given in the last appropriation bill 
So Sat of $3,000 as compared with the last bill and $5.,- 
UUU up \ it asked for now. 
Gentlemen, he who touches the sewerage system of a great city 
the ] ning knife should touch it with intelligence: for he 
T ! t oO eve ry citizen, of every resident . The sew- 
erage system touches the health of a city; and in that direction 
0 not be laid except by the hand of a friendly sur- 
e hand that would force matters in any hostile 
4 4 r 


§ But that isnot all wi eference to the sewerage system. 














} ‘ pipe sewers the is cut—listen—of $54,000 in this 
b vared with the bill of last year. The Commissioners | 
a 152,000; we gave them $119,000 last year; in this bill 
we a opriate $65,000. Weshould have give n them much more 
tha e ha u ‘ them under this head; for we have the mon y 
t 

But here to the credit of the committee that we have 
one work (giving it $60,000) for improving the sewer- 

ao l at 18 Caller the White Lot, wh re the water is now 
I \ of the sewerage coming from the region of the 

Hi State Department, and that neighborhood 
1 3 int op sewer where there is no current to carry it 
arises, spr au ing poison over the city. 

\ . LVe ( edthat work; but we do not give nearly 
‘ ‘ , although under the provisions r 
! a ‘ © made for the whole amount, and thus the 
b of a la appropriation be given [ want to be per- 

ol thes atters 

v ( lan, we con suburban sewers. There is a 

( the f $16,700. The Commissioners asked for $112,000. We 
ar $75,000. There is givenin this bill $58,000. 

n the fa of the fact that these suburban 

ribut erally to the public funds, and 

vet s that in the Mount Pleasant region 

a pestilence coming from the bad sewerag 

a ‘ \ or hilt that ought to be carried into Roc k 
Cres . and taken off from that region of the city by 
AY \ With every evidence for the nec: ssity of 
‘reg appropriation we are confronted with a cut of 
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We give just what they asked. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. We do not. They asked for 
$112,000—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman was talking of the Mount 
Pleasant sewer. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Towa. But you do not give what was 

ced for all that Rock Creek region. The gentleman will take 

his own time to reply. I say that while we have given Mount 
Pleasant partial relief we have not extended the Rock Creek 
improvement, as was desired by the Commissioners, and that is 
needed as the outlet for the Mount Pleasant region of sewerage, 
as well as a large additional territory. 

Now, for condemnation of rightsof way for public sewers there 
is a cut of $4,500. The Commissioners wanted $10,000 for this 
purpose; we gave them $8,000 in the current law; this bill gives 
$3,500. This isa fund at the disposal of the Commissioners of 
the District for condemnation purposes, so that the sewerage sys- 
tem may be extended where health demands it, in spite of the 
objections of citizens who may not be willing to sacrifice their 
property either.for the public good or for their own, outside of 

their pockets. I think this is a wicked cut. 

For repairing county roads there isa cut of $10,000. The Com- 
missioners asked for $60,000, which is the amount given in the 

ist bill. This amount is cut to $50,000 when to-day there could 

be profitably expended $300,000 at least on the public roads for 
the convenience of the people. 

For the construction of county roads there is a cut of $75,000. 
The Commissioners ask for $92,000; last year they asked fora 
very largesum. We then made somewhat of a cut, but gave 
them $127,000. They are cut to $41,500 this year, making a cut 
of $71,000 on the construction of county roads. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I come to the public schools. There is 
an increase of the public-school teachers here, forced by the nat- 
ural growth of the city, but in this bill the average compensa- 

m of teachers is reduced from $685 to $672. I may be wrong, 

[ have been brought up in the schoolof thought that teaches 
elevating the scope of education instead of dragging it down. 

But let us give another illustration of the economy practiced 
in this bill. In the last bill, and in this one too, is a declaration 
that there er be no discrimination between male and female 
teachers where they are doing like work. I believe in the doc- 
trine that bas b en incorporated in several appropriation bills 
of the same charact There are in this city eleven assistant 
principal teachers, all ‘males, getting $2,000 each. 

There is one assistant principal, doing identically the same 
work, who gets $1,500, but God happened to make her a woman. 

| The superintendent of public schools tremblingly, I think, rec- 
| ommends that she get $1,700. I think it should have been man- 
fully recommended at $2,000, like the eleven men, doing no more 
| than she, she doing no less than they. Was the little $200 in- 
crease appropriated in this bill? Notat all. Nota dollar of it 
and she is left to work side by side with eleven men, as Compe- 
tent as any a ther n,doing the same intellectual and physical 
V ing them pocket $2,000 salary while she gets only 
her - $1,500 : 

There is a cut of $13,000 on free text-books. In the last Con- 
gress the laboring men, through a labor committee, came before 
us and appealed for free text- books 3for the six lower grades of 
the public schools. They nade an earnest, able 
argument, showing that in many cities and States they were 
allowing free text-books to the children in the public 
those grades. We provided in the bill of last year an appro- 
priation of $25,000 for these text-books, and it was given by Con- 
gress, recommending that it should first be expended beginning 
at grade No. 1,or the lowest, and extending upwards as far as it 
would go. It gave free text-books to the four lower grades, but 
| did not reach all six of these grades. 

We have petitions from the laboring men of the District through 
labor organizations asking that these two additional grades, the 
fifth and sixth, be previded with these text-books, as we at- 
tempted to do in the last Congress. That is denied in this bill. 
It would require $35,000 to equip these lower grades so that all 
the children not over 10 years of age would have free text-books 
That is to say $35,000 will keep up the first four grades and also 
extend the free text-book system to the fifth and sixth grades. 
Was this ‘amount appropriated by the bill? Not at all. They 
only give $12,000, a cut of $13,000 from the current law. And 
} given to keep up the work of the four lower 

grades and it is denied to the other two. I will offer an amend- 
ment in Committee of the Whole and ask you to correct this. 

Now, we come to new school buildings. The PenERAEEeReES 
ask on this account for an appropriation of $147,500 to put up nev 
buildings, and meet the growth of the city as to the number a 
cele oo] children, there by cover ing the educations il want s of all 
the people. We gave them last year the sum of $220,000, which 

| is carried in the current law. They wanted $147,500 now to carry 
, and they made out a good case; they get in this bill 


, and impressive 
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only $38,000, and the knife of ‘‘reform” ruthlessly slashes $182,- 


000 out of the appropriation of last year, as a cut and reduction | 


made on the public school facilities of the District. 

My friend in charge of this bill may say that this was assented 
to by the superintendent of public schools. Onahearing before 
the subcommittee he showed the necessity of each of these build- 
ings. When he was told, however, that he “ must come down,” 
he reduced his estimates and stated the ones that they could get 
along the easiest without, and the ones that they must have, in 


that way he was screwed down to a total expenditure of $38,000 | 


instead of $147,500. I repeat, $220,000 is given for this isin the 
current law. These facts should be made known. 

Now, the health department has a cut of $3,500. This is the 
last place where I would look to lay the knife. The Washington 
oo has a cut of $5,000. In the water department, where 
there is a cut of $31,458.79, they had asked for an amount neces- 
sary to commence what they called the high water service; that 
is, to put pumps on the surrounding hills which would enabk 
water to be pumped up on these hills to supply the surrounding 
city. The engineer officer in charge of that work stated that we 
were likely at any time to have a water famine in those regions 
of the city unless this work was prosecuted. That improvement 
is denied, and not acent is given to commence this important 
and absolutely needed improvement. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to briefly review this work of the commit- 
tee, to recapitulate what the bill has done, it has cut from the 
appropriation for streets, roads, and avenues a total of $353,000; 
it has cut the sewers $78,200; it has cut the school interests $182,- 
000; it has cut free text-books $13,000; the health department 
$3,500; the work house, etc., $5,000; the water department, $31,- 
458.79. Inother words, there is atotal cut in these leading items, 
without going into greater detail,and in a region and in regard 
to matters which I think it is not wisdom, not just, to cut at all, 
@ total of $666,158.79, and this with a surplus revenue available 
for the District of Columbia of $1,594,764.05. 

[ reserve the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not think there is any 
gentleman upon the floor. who enjoys a political discussion more 
than I do, but I do not propose to enter the domain of politics in 
the consideration of this bill. The gentleman from lowa | Mr. 
HENDERSON] adverted to what he was pleased to term ‘ politi- 
cal considerations” as influencing and determining the judgment 
of the subcommittee in preparing and reporting this bill. 

Tam at a loss, Mr. Chairman, to know just what the gentleman 
meant, inasmuch as [ find that the first reduction was proposed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, a Republican official of high 
distinction, who, withoutexamining a single item of the bill, drew 
his pen across it and disapproved of $1,115,740.26 of the Commis- 
sioners’ estimates. He states in his report that he did this with- 
out investigation. Nowitis possible that political considerations 
may have influenced the Secretary of the Treasury; but I wi 
say in justice to him, in his absence across the water, that I do 
not believe that. I think it more likely that considerations re- 
lating to the condition of the Treasury induced the Secretary to 
disapprove of $1,115,740.26 of the estimates proposed by the Com- 
missioners. 

But, Mr. Chairman,if I were disposed to enter the arena of 
— and retortin kindI might suggest to the gentleman from 

owa [Mr. HENDERSON] that possibly the persistent efforts to 
secure large appropriations has its origin in a desire to vindi- 
cate the action of the billion-dollar Congress in that regard. and 
with this reference to politics I will now proceed to a brief re- 
view of some of the items of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON 
adverted to the surplus that would result from the application o{ 
the old-fashioned Democratic policy of judicious economy to th 
items of the bill. There will be, it is true, an apparent sur sof 
about $700,000; but the gentleman failed to state to the H 
that as against that surplus there stands to-day a liabilit 
count of money advanced by the Government to the District of 
Columbia aggregating $1,017,707,000. We have therefore re- 
ported a provision in this bill applying any surplus that ma 
main at the close of the ensuing fiscal year to the payment « ft 
amount the Government has advanced to the District. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to notice the criticism ma 
the gentleman from lowa in reference to the omission 


oO} 


$25,000 item for the paving and curbing of roadways. I want to 


say in reply that the item was first provided at the first s O 
of the last Congress, at which time the sum of 850,000 was ap 

priated, and a further sum of $50,000 was appropriated at th: 
second session. The Commissioners only ask $25,000 at this time 


l im 


} 


but upon examination we found that the amount was largely 
used in aid of syndicates. We therefore struck this item from 
the bill. 


As to the reduction of the amount for the extension of streets, 
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| I have only to say that at this point we followed somewhat the 























example of the Fifty-first Congres At the first session of that 
| Concress this item was reduced $120,000. After a thorough « 
amination of the entire system of street work we determined 
| reduce the appropriation to $200,000, because in the judgment of 
| &@ majority of the committee there wa ) existing necessity for 
i the expenditure, as most of the streets we visited and examined 
are in better condition than ma of t st of s of ou 
Western cities. 

The Secretary of the Treasury hav anifested a desire to 
secure an economic administration, and that ire belng in hnar- 
mony with the wish of the majority of this House, we re ced 
the it m for the extension of streets to one-half of the amount 
carried for the current yea ‘I gent nreferred to the fact 
that the appropriation would not finish one st t. Idonotthink 
the gentleman meant to say that 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. No,I explained that 
ip to acertain point, but i leave hung up ui ished « 
street in each section 

Mr. DOCKERY. It may be that is true; but we appropriated 
50 per cent, just one-half of the am« appl riated at the sec- 
ond § ssion of tne ist [0 rress, ant e: I ter the approp! 
ation to the sched Sas the ap on pag S ol the 01 1a 
bi 

Che gentleman objects toth a tion Of $15,000 ma ( a 
count of the grading of streets, all and roads Mr. Cha 
man, the engineer commissioner stated before the subcomm 
as is verified by my « agues who sit on my left [Mr. BRECKIN 
RIDGE of Arkansas and Mr. COMPTON], that this appropriatio 
had been used in a great measure in the interests of syndicat 
and in his note handed me last evening reiterated the state- 
ment, as follows: 

The appropriation of $20,000 for grading streets, avenues, and a not 
otherwise appropriated for was used almost entirely for grading street l 

ibdivisions wherethey were own by ndicates In a few case t was 
used inside of the city 

The committee very pro} vy, as t k, struc that it 
from the D 

The gentleman further adverted ( 1irman, | ay oO it- 
icism to the appropriation of $150,000 for repair and paving street 
This. Mr. Chairman, is the first intimation that any member o 
the subcomn tee, so far as [ know, had of any Cc iticism directed 
to this provision. We é OI 
themselves asked: exac e « 3S 3 
degree of surprise that the gent! ( ive in- 
dulged in this criticism. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What item was that 

Mr. DOCKERY. That was for the repair of streets—$150,00 
It is true, as the gentleman states, that the Commission ‘ 
mated for the entire work $280,000, but they only asked $150,00 
for the ensulng sca a We gave ( t 
ad5n0CU,. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word upon the gq tion of s 
It is necessary for the committee to rstal at this + 
what is known as the ‘‘ permit” sewer system. Under this sys 
tem the property-owner defrays one-half of the expens Ti 
estimate is given in f and wi le to supply a 
ble deficiencies on account of other items authorizing s« 
tensions or repail | mé ar} passing thatla 
to know that in the affluence of criticism in which t fe 
from lowa has indulged he f at least meas toat 
his approbation. That was the provision 
known as the White House sewe1 l am atef 
small measure of commendation 

Now, as to th natter of extel! 
is mad be ca e we rer ‘ed 1 28 
not mistaken, a mn acrreg B5] 
poi! t rst ( ore 
events, W ‘ u ( 

i is i ‘ ) = 

umple of t 

The gent an fré 
did not ¢g t f ‘ 3 a 

nm of rights ¢ f 
that 1 expt ! is S5,4 \ 

a lows A S404 S 
various clauses - { 
ey VY Cas rh 

a } o the a 
expended ¢ ; A ISO] 

( 1 a 1a? ; ¢ + 
} l Stal Q f. te ‘ : 
occurred, but so far as |] i the vent in is S 
his criticism of the reducti of the “‘searlet 
found upon examination that some $80 or $90, I do not 1 
the exact amount, was used of this appropriation last ) 
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the purchase of disinfectants, and the remaining expenditure 
went in the direction of salaries. There is an emergency fund 
of $5,000, which would be ay ailable if nece ssary, SO we recom- 
mended $1,500, an amount that will be ample for all emergencies. 

Now, aword as to the high water service. We omitted the 
$100,000 estimated to provide that service. The Engineer Com- 
missioner stated before the subcommittee that he differed with 
Capt. Lusk in respect tothe pressing necessity for this work dur- 
ing the next fiscal year. 

Ir. HENDERSON of Iowa. How is that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Engineer Commissioner said—I am not 
sure that he made the statement before the Committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. He did not. You said he told 
you himself in your hotel. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is right. The Engineer Com- 
missioner made the statement tome in reply to a question, and I 
asked the gentleman from Iowa to send for him if he desired to 
examine him on that point. The EngineerCommissioner differs 
with Capt. Lusk as to the immediate necessity for the work. Capt. 
Rossell said to me in this note that *‘ the appropriation of $100,- 
000 for high water service Ithinkcan be left for next year. Capt. 
Lusk, however, disagrees with me in this.” 

[In other words, there is a slight difference of opinion between 
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rent money carried by the bill, will satisfactorily provide for the accommo- 
dations of the schools of the District for the ensuing fisc 2 ye 


par. 
. B. POWELL. 
Hon. A. M. DOCKERY. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, it would seem that if 
the superintendent of schools, the gentleman charged by law 
with the duty of directing that great interest in this District and 
estimating its necessities, is content with the amount carried in 
the bill for this purpose no one else ought to complain. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. How did the gentleman come 
by that letter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
ing. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
pleted by the full committee? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; after it was reported by the full 
committee. I called to get his judgment in writing upon this 


I called to see the superintendent last even- 


After the bill had been com- 


| question, because the charge had been made that I had coerced 


the engineer officer having the — immediately in charge, and | 


he Engine er Commissioner. 
safely go over to the next year, whilst Capt. Lusk believes the 
work to be of immediate importance. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, a word in reply to the gentleman from 
Iowa |Mr. HENDERSON] in respect to the appropriation for the 
schools of the city. He criticizes the reduction of the allowance 
for text-books from $25,000 to $12,000. It is only necessary that 
I should say to this side of the House that the $12,000 which we 
recommend will maintain the text-book system exac tly as it has 
existed during the last year; that is, it will furnish every book 
that is necessary to the children of the first four grades, and also 
all miscellaneous supplies. That is the amount which the super- 


Capt. Rossel! thinks the work ean 


intendent estimates to be necessary for that purpose in the event | 


that free text-books are to be limited,as they have been practi- 
cally heretofore, to the first four grades. 

We provide the number and classification of teachers exactly 
as asked by the revised estimate of the superintendent, except 
in one instance. The exceptional instance was adverted to by 
my friend from Iowa. I do not know the lady, but I have no 
doubt that she is an accomplished teacher. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I do not know her either. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


I do not know her, and I am therefore per- | 


haps better prepared to reach an unbiased judgment. The | 


original estimate established a new grade and provided for a 
teacher at a salary of $1,700, and it seems that the lady in ques- 
tion was to be assigned to that position. 

This being an estimate for an increase of asalary to the amount 
of $200, and the establishment of a new classification of teachers, 
the committee thought it unwise to grant the estimate and left 
the salary at $1,500, the amount of the current law. With this 
exception we give the superintendent exactly what he estimated 
for teachers, an increase of $33,600. In the matter of school 
buildings we gave without ‘‘ coercion” the amount which, in the 


his judgment, a charge substantially repeated here to-day. 

Mr. HEARD. The bill w as published in the Star of yesterday. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It was. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Will the gentleman permit 
ne to ask a question in reference to this school matter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Llunderstand the gentleman 
to say that the free text-books business is left by this bill where 
the legislation of last Congress placed it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Asa practical matterit is. The gentleman 
will notice the distinction. The bill of last session provided, in 
terms, for the first six grades, but did not carry a sufficient ap- 
propriation. The money supplied only the first four grades. 
Therefore, I say that in this bill we leave the matter practically 
where it was left by the action of the last Congress. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But did not the bill of last 
session appropriate $25,000 for this purpose, as against $12,000 
appropriated in this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It did. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Then I do not care for the 
theory if we do not get the money in this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Perhaps I misunderstood the gentleman’s 
question. My statement is that the money appropriated by the 
last bill supplied in fact only the first four graces, and the $12,000 
we recommend is amply sufficient to furnish free text-books to 
the first four grades for the ensuing fiscal year. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But you give less than half 
as much. 


Mr. DOCKERY. We give exactly what is estimated to be 


| necessary to maintain the system in its application as now es- 


judgment of Prof. Powell, was necessary to maintain the schools | 


at their prese nt high standard of efficiency. It is true that the 
estimate does make a reduction from the amounts that have been 
heretofore carried in the District bill for school buildings, but 
upon examination I find that the reduction began with the last 
Congress. The first session of that body reduced the aggregate 
about $39,000, which was further reduced in the sum of $48,000 at 
the second session. 

[t further appears that within the last six years there has been 
appropriated by Congress, $1,397,910.30 for the construction of 
new school buildings, the greater part of the amount being ap- 
propriated during the fiscal years 1888, 1889, and 1890. But, 
Mr. Chairman, laying aside all questions as to former appropri- 
ations, and coming directly to the present wants of the schools 
as estimated by the superintendent, we provide for one building 


tablished to the first four grades. The gentleman from New 
Jersey I have no doubt will recognize the difference in cost in- 
volved in the original establishment of the system and the nec- 
essarily reduced cost of continuing the system after having been 
instituted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I recognize that only to 
some extent. I understand it to be the fact that these books in 
the hands of the pupils do not last much over one year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thereisno difference as I understand among 
members of the committee upon this question. We all agree 
that $12,000 is the amount which will be necessary in the event 
that the free text-book system is not extended to the fifth and 


| sixth grades. 


in Ge orgetown, one room in Burrville, $2,000 for the rent of a | 


building for the colored schools in the southeastern part of the 
city, and $2,000 for a stairway in the Wallach building, making 
in all a total of $38,000. And, in order that all controversy as to 
the sufficiency of these appropriations may be set at rest, for it is 
a point upon which I desire that there shall be no misunder- 
standing, [ ask the Clerk to read the letter from Prof. Powell 


which | send to the desk, which explains itself and requires no 
further comment from me. 
"he letter was read, as follows: 


OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 
FRANKLIN SCHOOL BUILDING, 
Washington, D. C., March 1, 1892. 
DEAR SiR: I think that the buildings appropriated for in the appropria- 
tion bill for the District of Columbia, as reported to-day, together with the 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. You think then that #12,000 
will under this bill do the work which $25,000 has done in the 
past year? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Twelve thousand dollars will continue the 
work already begun. Thegentleman from New Jersey will under- 
stand that (if I may use the expression) the original plant is nec- 
essarily much more expensive than the work of repair and addi- 
tion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Would not this then have 
been an excellent opportunity to extend the system of the other 
two grades? 

r. DOCKERY. 
gentlemen may differ. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Je rsey. Itis a question of $13,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If my friend desires to know the items of this 
$12,000, I will say to him that $4,000 of the amount is estimated to 
be necessary to provide text-books for the increased attendance; 
afew hundred dollars will go to the replacement of books which 
have been destroyed; and the remainder, exclusive of the sum 
estimated for custodian and cartage, will be used in replacing 
what are known as perishable articles, such as drawing books, 
writing books, sencilla , rubbers, ete. 

Mr. Chairman, how lomahe time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-one minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I reserve that time. 


That is a question of policy about which 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. My friend from Missouri [Mr. 
DOCKERY] has referred to the request of the Secretary of the | 
reasury in his estimates that these appropriations be cut down 
to the amount of the appropriations for the current year. That, | 
however, did not require our committee to go $572,000 below what 
the Secretary of the Treasury asked. 
Mr. DOCKERY. It was, however, suggestive of the propriety 
of further inquiry in that line. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The Secretary named the lowest | 


point of retrenchment that he recommended; but you drive the 
knife to the hilt wherever you go. : 
Mr. DOCKERY. If the Secretary of the Treasury, by a stroke | 


of the pen and without examination, thought proper to elimi- 
nate $1,115,740.26 I submit to the gentleman whether after four 
weeks of examination we ought not to be able to get rid of $610,- 
000 additional. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. On that principle the gentleman 
might wipe out the bill entirely. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. 

Mr. REED. If you would give him time enough, probably he 
could do it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; we aimed simply to avoid any ex- 
travagance in the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
as has been made in this case. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Missouri could wipe out 
$700,000 in four weeks, how long would it take him to run the 
city for nothing? [Laughter.] This seems to be a question of 
time with him. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It would require a good deal of time if I had 
to confront the opposition of the distinguished gentleman from 
Maine and the able gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I will say to my friend from 
Maine that if we would let my friend from Missouri run over the 
election in November, the reduction on his part would in my 
opinion stop mighty quick. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will allow me to remark that 
probably that thought is suggested by the fact that at the first 
session of the last Congress his party withheld $38,000,000 of 
appropriations which went over to be provided for after the elec- 
tion in 1890. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That ought not to obtain at all. 
We have on this bill until this year never thought of politics. 
Under the leadership of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia polities 
never entered into the bill. Under the leadership of Mr. Clem- 
ents of Georgia politics never entered, nor when it was under the 
control of Mr. McComasof Maryland. There were no star-cham- 
ber sessions of the majority of the subcommittee; there was no 
getting members of the Board of Commissioners for private con- 
sultation and then confronting members of the subcommittee or 
the full committee with the statements and issues between them. 
There were no star-chamber proceedings in any way. Every- 
thing was brought before the full committee; everything was 
open, and letters were written in pursuance of orders of the sub- 
committee. 

Here we have a letter from Mr. Powell this morning. Mr. 
Powell came before us and was forced to make reductions on 
what he had stated were necessary school buildings, saying that 
all were needed, but if they must be cut at all to cut here and 
cut there, but for God’s sake don’t cut there or there; and those 
for God’s sake were the only ones that they left him. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. The letter answers that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Again, take the health depart- 
ment. If there is anything that disturbs my friend from Mis- 
souri it is a salary, except the $5,000 he draws himself. We 
were confronted with the doctrine when we commenced the con- 
sideration of this that there must be no increase of employés or 
salaries. It was the doctrine under which this House was to be 


There is no excuse for sucha cut 


run, and no matter what may have been the growth of business, | 


which in some of the offices of this city had doubled; no matter 
what might be the necessities of the service, they could not have 
an additional clerk. Again and again I could tell you of in- 
stances where the work had absolutely doubled, and no man in 
the District of ordinary qualifications would have denied an in- 
crease of the force, and in that way go right to the root of the 
difficulty. 
land perhaps directing it. 

Take this health department, I repeat. 


sé f } 
I found 


He says: 


that the amount of money expended in that department was for | 
He pronounces, with that peculiar emphasis that he | 


salaries.” 


assumes when he wants to crush and grind a thing to powder, | 


the assertion that this money was expended for salaries. There 
was appropriated during the last Congress, in pursuance of an 
appeal to stop the spread of diphtheria and scarlet fever, to guard 


the homes where the little ones were in this city, asum of money 


| ditions existed, make a thorough investigs 


| of it. 


| called before the committee, but it 


But the knife was applied, my friend HILt or Cleve- | 


for the health department, and the 
ance of that were to inspect and ascer 


‘s appointed in pursu- 
wherever 
1, and in that n 





these con- 


an- 


ner guard the public health, and the health officers under this 

| law were compelled to report to this commission 
3ut these commissioners appointed to receive the report are 
| cut out body and soul by the starvation process. What would 


the in $pec- 


they do if these men did not go to work and make 
tions necessary to perform the duties in 


poseduponthemr some- 


thing over $80 was spent for disinfectants, it is ti jut it took 
| a great deal of work, Mr. Chairman, to examine the homes and 


use the disinfectants bought with $80, for $80 will buy a great deal 
There is , down the health depart- 
ment: and besides that, there w or 

The gentleman points to my 


no excuse for cutting 
nate ase 
as @ special law I 


friend from Massachusetts and 


its creation. 


says that I stand alone on the subcommittee. I am not going to 
argue whether I stand alone or with the other four members of 


the committee: but I stand right, and Congress laid down the 
| doctrine when it passed the law requiring the work to be done. 
Now, you starve the law, you kill it by starvation, instead of re- 


power to do 


: under the 
by our friend from Indiana. If you want to 
’ ‘peal it, but do not starve it to death. 

But, Mr. Chairman, a word further about the school question. 
The gentleman from Missouri says he finds that $1,000,000—I will 
not give the exact fi he last few years were expended in 
putting up new school buildings. Mr. Chairman, I went on the 
subcommittee and d this subject. We saw that the 
schoolhouses of the city and District were packed to the endan- 


pealing it like men, which you have the 


] 


hew rule, 


. 
destroy the law, 


as flusl 














cures—in t 





investigat 


cering of the health of the children, and that there were thou- 
sands in the District who could only go a half day at a time, the 
schoolhouses not being sufficient to accommodate them all—one 
set of children going in the forenoon and another in the after- 
noon. And yet these remote citizens had not the nerve to ap- 


propriate what was needed absolutely to give accommodation for 
the education of the children of this District, black and white. 
We have a system of schools for the black, and another for the 
white people; a colored superintendent for the one and a white 


superintendent for the other. The colored superintendent was 
not invited to appear before us at all. I do not know why. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 
tion? 


Will you permit a ques- 







Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa (continuing this he 
Chairman, the school facilities are absolutely insufficient, and 
when this appropriation is made, in 1893, because of this 
ing population of school children, we will fins rs es without 
sufficient comfortable accommodation for them. The est i 
made by the Commissioners and recommended by Mr. Po 
would have made our school facilities 1 t 
cities and towns and villages where the little ones go to school. 

| wanted to treat these peoy s | wou 4 ( 
Dubuque, lowa, where I live with my chi 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I ema ) 
lowa called for the presence before the committee of everybody 
| he desired to hear. Why did he not call for the presence of tl 
superintendent of colored schools? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I said in the subcommittes 
the gentleman invokes the statement, fhat Mr. Cook ought to 


was not done. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Why did younot: 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Idid ask it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Was it denied? 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. He was not broug . 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I have no recollection, 


and I do not think the gentleman can get his colleagues to cor- 
roborate him in the statement that any re« t was ma by 
him that this gentleman should be brought there. I think the 
gentleman’s memory is at fault. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I suggested that Mr. Co be 
brought, and he was not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentlemanfrom Iowa 
made no request of the committee that was ever refused. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That request is not complied 
with. My friend from Missouri says that he said to me that he 


had Capt. Rossell upin his room at Willar« 


send for him 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I am not talking about 
| that. Iam talking about the calling of this colored man before 
the committee. My hearing is reasonably good, and I heard no 


such request. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Ithink the gent 
Iowa] is mistaken. 


leman |Mr. HENDERSON of 


| Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I wanted the evidence bri t 
| before the subcommittee in a fair, manly way, so that 

| all hear the statements made. 

| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. And, now, it i for 
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the first time that the gentleman makes a protest, as though he 
were bound to make some criticism upon his associates. 
r. HENDERSON of Iowa. No, sir; I am not, until I find let- 


ized by the subcommittee at all. I find conflicts never before had 
on the District of Columbia appropriation bill, as to questions of 
fact which ought never to be in issue before this body. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The conflicts were raised before the full com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
with my statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. <A word is said here about syndi- 
cates. I think if there is any one thing that I have done in con- 
nection with the District appropriations that has brought criti- 
cism upon me in certain quarters of the city, it has been because 
I have fought syndicates; and gentlemen here well know that I 
have brought back issues frome -onference committees and helped 
to carry them through this House, involving such things. But 
when houses are going up in any section, whether the ground is 
owned by one or two men, they should have just and fair treat- 
ment. For instance, at Eckington, there are twenty-four houses, 
two dozen, as the testimony showed, and a large number going 
up. 

1 would not give them one dollar for the purposes of specula- 
tion; but when a region like Eckington, or Mount Pleasant, or 
any other of our suburban villages, grows up so that the neces- 
sities of the people are there as well as inside the boundary, and 
where they are contributing their share of taxation, I believe in 
sitting down as a judge should sit down and try a case, and giv- 
ing them what they are fairly entitled to. That is all I have 
ever contended for in regard to District appropriations; no more 
and no less. Thatis all I wish todo. I reserve the balance of 


Waitamoment. Lamnotthrough 


my time. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman hasfour minutes of his hour 
remaining. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] has 


twenty-one miutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield tothe gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] 80 much time as he may desire. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Arkansas. Mr.Chairman, some time 
ago I became satisfied that my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] was incubating a speech, and that he had to effect some 
kind of a deliverance upon this bill. I donot know what he may 
consider the very great necessities of his situation that caused 
him to make the extraordinary criticisms that he has indulged 
in here. 

To begin with, he lays down the proposition—and I do not 

yaaa to question its soundness—that reductions of responsi- 
le recommendation shoutd not be made without examination 
and reflection. Now, sir, so far as I know, the only official con- 
nected with this bill who has recommended reduction without 
examination is the gentleman’s own Secretary of the Treasury. 
So far as we are concerned, we offer here a bill that we are pre- 
pared to take the responsibility of seeing the District and the 
city of Washington run upon. Weare prepared to justify every 
item in this bill as we proceed to its consideration in detail un- 
der the five-minute rule. We have left nothing here that we 
consider is necessary for the Senate to do. 


We have proposed nothing that we need to apologize for. If | not? Can not the general superintendent give her any position 


there is any mistake in this bill, it is an honest mistake, and we 
ars not conscious of any error that it contains; and I am ata loss 
to understand why the gentleman should deliver a criticism of 
that character when its only possible —— is to a gentle- 
man who is his own Secretary of the Treasury, who is not only 
absent from this House, but absent from this country, and who 
is an invalid. The gentleman may have something in his pocket 
to protect his Secretary against his own attack; but, so far as I 
know, without one word of argument, he has requested that a 
reduction of more than $1,000,000 be made. Why the gentle- 
man from Iowa should deliver a criticism that can reach only 
that individual! I say I am at a loss to understand. 

Now, sir, that is a question between the gentleman and the 
Secretary of the Treasury. It does not apply to this committee. 
It does not apply to any member of this committee. What does 
apply tothe members of the committee are the citations from 
the bill which the gentleman makes. I will consider a few of 
his details. As only afew minutes are at my command I can not 
go over them al ll. 

"he gentle man speaks of the schoolhouses, and brings in the 


whole question of public education. Sir, when we have recog- 
nized the need of public buildings and have supplied that need, 
it does not follow that we must go on and erect buildings unneces- 
sarily. | donot say that there is a building asked for that can 
not be built rea onably to anticipate future wants, or, if the 
public Treasury is in a state of stringency, as it is, then it is 


equally true that we can leave these additions unconstructed for 





—mastsaeeecereentenaeeesteet apa 


| might be caused there by the lack of sewers. 


a year or two years, or may be longer. The 
superintendent of education, both those which have been read 


|and those made before the subcommittee, show conclusively 
ters being sprung on me here in the House which are not author- | 


statements of the 


| that no pressing and existing necessity calls for the extension 


of these buildings at this time. 

The gentleman speaks of the question of public health. These 
are matters upon which we are all sensitive. He speaks of the 
Mount Pleasant improvement, and speaks of the pestilence that 
Now, the gentleman 
has no authority ~ the statement that we omit those se wers, 
which are said to be necessary to guard against that peril. He 
will not directly affirm that he has, yet his whole argument 
upon this point is that we leave those people in danger of pesti- 


| lence when hot weather comes, and he cites the Rock Creek 


sewer in this connection as the specific work not provided for. 
That has no connection with his case, It is a system of sewers 
that are to follow the streets of Mount Pleasant that are needed to 
remove this peril, and every dollar asked for this is provided for in 
this bill. Ido notsee how the gentleman could have taken that up 
and performed upon it here with such theatrical emphasis when 
he knows that every dollar that has been estimated to meet any 
fears there might be as to a pestilence has been supplied in this 
bill, and that what we refused to recommend and that to which 
he has referred does not have any application to the danger he 
cltes. 

The gentleman then gets upon the question of public educa- 
tion again, and says we have reduced the average of the salaries 
of school teachers. The plain inference is that we have reduced 
the salariesof the teachers. The gentleman can not point to a 
single item in the bill where the salary of a single teacher has 
been reduced. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Does not my friend know that the 
regular promotions, which have obtained for years and which 
were recommended by Mr. Powell, were cut out? Do you not 
know that those recommendations were not put into this bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I do not. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then compare the recommenda- 
tions with the bill as it was first before us. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I do not know that; but 
I do know this, that that would simply be a failure to increase. 
We have granted the superintendent of education a large addi- 
tion of teachers in the primary departments, as well as some in 
the higher grades, all at regular pay. But if we add a greater 
number of the lower grade of teachers than we do of those of the 
upper grades, as must be the rule of extension, of course the aver- 
age per capita of teachers is less. But this is not a reduction of 
salaries. This does not justify that argument or charge, or a 
charge of unfriendliness to education. And yet the gentle man 
has spoken i in regard to the treatment of the system of education 
here and the reduction of the average of pay, as if we had cut 
the salaries paid to the teachers in the schools. The bill is not 
subject toany such criticism; and it only shows how far my friend 


| has wandered out of the domain of sound argument and the real 


facts in order to get — ‘thing disparaging to say upon this bill. 

Then there is one further item. The gentleman found his 
tongue touched with eloquence when he spoke of the rights of a 
lady who is a superintendent. That she ought to be paid as 
much asaman for the same service none should deny. Why isshe 


he wants to? Now,the gentleman’s own committee in the last 
Congress left her where she is. A man in this position would 
get no more. It is an old position. Is it only now that his gal- 


| lantry is aroused and his sense of justice is touched? 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I will answer the gentleman's 
question. Itwas not recommended and we did not go beyond the 
recommendation. Now, he did tremblingly recommend an ad- 
vance to $1,700; and I think we ought to have made it like men. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. It is entirely optional 


| with the superintendent toappoint this lady to any pos sition held 


SS 


by men, or to oppoint any man to the position held by her. She 
is getting exactly the pay that belongs to the c lassification that 
has for many years e -xisted in the law. It was a question of ad- 
ministration as to what position she should occupy, or what pay 
she should receive. 

I cite these things to show the spirit and basis of the gentle- 
man’s criticism; to show how far he has wandered from the facts: 
to show that in order to get something to say, not only has the 
gentleman perverted the plain facts, but he has taken them up 
and twisted them with all the ingenuity of a partisan. And yet 
he is an honorable and good fellow, but liable when he gets on 
his feet to get excited and get out of his facts. I leave him with 


his Secretary of the Treasury, and I think he will have to make 
his peace with his own family before making further war on 
his enemy. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


Chairman? 


How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentlem - has ten minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I yield my fou 
minutes to my colleague on the « ee e, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts i COGSWELL]. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that my) 
friend from Missouri [Mr. DoCKERY]| meant to give the impres- 
sion that I was not in full accord with the gentleman from lov 
{[Mr. HENDERSON] in his general criticism of th 
perhaps that inference might be drawn from wha 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, I did not intend that. 

Mr. COGSWELL. So far as myfriend and associate on the 
committee, the gentleman from Iowa, states that the position of 
the majority of the committee was to reduce this bill without re- 
gard to the merits of the estimates, [agree with him, and Ido not 
think gentlemen of the majority will deny it. ame minority of 
the subcommittee were given to understand in the beginni 
that under no circumstances was there to be an increase ofa dime 
in compensation, nomatter how grea 
yal case, no matter how muchthe laborsor the responsibilities 

f the office might have increased. Further, when we came to 
the large items for the improvement of the public streets, w 
were informed, before going into the merits, oe an arbitrary 
sum was to be cut from that appropriation, and then we were ac- 
corded by the majority of the committee the gract ious privilege of 
listening as to how it was proposed to dispose of what remained 
after that arbitrary cut had been made,and made, as [ have stat 
without regard to merits. 

Take the matter of the high in charge of Capt. 
Lusk. Capt, Rossell may | be his superior because he is a Commis- 
sioner, but they are equal in rank in the Engineer Corps, and 
Lusk has immediate charge of this work, and therefore has the 
better information. He states to the committee that this city, or 
a certain portion of it, is in danger ofa water famine; and yet b 
cause Capt. Rossell may doubt that, although he admits that Lusk 
has the better information, the provision to avert this threatened 
water famine is, upon that slight ground, cut out of this bill. 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, when my associate, the gentleman from 
Iowa, says that this bill has been pruned down with a deliberat 
purpose to reduce it without regard to the necessities of this 
great, growing, and beautiful capital, he states that which is so. 

{ffere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I yield ~— remainder of my 
— to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. COMPTON]. 

Ir. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, in all my experience upon 
commana and subcommittees I have never had a more agreea- 
ble time than with my associates upon this committee. I ob- 
served, sir, that during our consideration of this bill my friend 
from Lowa | Mr. HENDERSON] carried two pencils, one black and 
the other red. I suggested to my friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
3RECKINRIDGE}, ‘‘ For Heaven’s sake steal that red pencil or 
will have lightning in the House.” [Laughter.] Now, sir, I 
not think that my friend stole the red pencil, or if he did he kept 
it himself. (Laughter. | 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. If I had used that red pencil 
where it was needed it would have »2en used up long before |] 
got through. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, like my friend on my right 
[Mr. DoCKERY], I should be very glad to go into a political tilt 
wit th my frie ne from Iowa [Mr. HENDE RSON], but my time is not 

vic nt to enable me to do so, and I do not he lieve the Hous 
wo ald care to hear such a discussion, and therefore I shall re- 
frain. 

Let me say, sir, that, by reference to the appropriations mad 
for this District for several years past, it will be found that th: 
first exceedingly large appropriation was made in 1889. Up to 
that time Congress, no matter which party was in control, had 
been economical in its expenditure of the public money, not only 
for this District, but generally. That excessive appropriation 
grew out of the fact of the increased receipts of the District 
treasury, because of large collections of arrears of taxes, and since 
that time the bad example has been followed by both Democratic 
and Republican Congresses. Now, sir, I will take occasion to 
say this. Gentlemen know the fact, but perhaps it may not be 
amiss to call their attention toitagain. The inhabitants of t 
city are of a special and peculiar character, unlike the inhabit- 
ants of any other city in this co intry, or, probably, elsewhere. 

In Washington, Mr. Chairman, you have a population of very 
wealthy people who have no interest here beyond that of the 
property which they own and the pleasure it affords them to 
spend their winters in this beautiful capital. That class of peo- 
= care nothing for expenditure. In addition to that classs you 

nave a larger class of officeholders, the vast majority of whom 

ay no taxes into the District treasury. ry few of them may, 
but if the xy have invested here they regard the — stment as 
temporary, and as a rule they are looking a the advancementof 
the value of their property, and are therefore renly to favor ad- 
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water service. 
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it is that as a general pr« O 
vor of only such appro atio 
provem its ana pre ( a 
Dp and ! one adoiiar I I 
And, M Chair1 in, | ‘ say rigl a 
arning to the Commis mn 3 Wis cl at to-da ‘ 
per » of Was Selon meni a tter condition than the peop 
of any oth r city in America, on ialf of the burden o taxatior 
m ng borne by the Federal Government [f the this « ‘ 
cance is maintained in the city management the time wi 
sarily come, and it has to-day, I believe, in the judgment « ia 
ventlemen of this _ ise, that the proportion of the appropria 
tions made for this city should be increased upon the people he 
and diminished on the rh rnment. They are,as | have said, bet 
ter off than the people of any other city in the country, and the; 
had better take care and let well enough alone, or else the on 
half to-day paid by the Federal Government may be reduces 
Now, sir, a word in reference to this health department, to 
which the gentleman here alluded, and especially to one pa 
ticular item in that department. There was, it is true, sir, p 
vided under the last Dist ri *t of Columbia appropriation bi 
money looking to the establishment of an institution in that 
bureau to protect the people of the District against the spread 


of scarlet fever and diphtheria and other contagious diseases, 


and IL believe, if my recollection serves me ri t, that $5,000 was 


appropriated for that purpose. Now, sir, what are the duties of 
this gentleman, this doctor in charge of this part cular business? 

Why, sir, if a physician attending a family finds in his prac 
tice acase of scarlet fever or diphtheria, it becomes his duty unde 
the law to report that case to the health office. 


[t becomes the 
duty under the law of the health officer to see that the flag o 
ign is placed on that house informing the world that scarlet 





feve ror diphtheri iaexiststhere. The gentleman in charge of that 

yffice does not attend to the case: he simply notes the fact ar 
plact s tl he sign there. and when the doctor in charge of the ca 
; ¢ ; } 1; } ; . i 
informs him that the disease has dis ippeared lt becomes his da 
to inspect the premises, and if, in his judgment, it is clear of 
fection. he will have the sign removed. That isall there is ast 
his duties 

For this purpose, as I have said, $5,000 was appropriated 

as ) Now, he as this money ¢ per 

©. L. Demarest, medical sanita pector, $1.500 per ant ©. L. Osm 
] initary Inspec 5 rannum,; ©. 4. wand I rk 
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In other words, of that whole sum of $5,000, $88.72 was spent 
for disinfectants and $49.75 for the destruction of bedding, beir 
$138.47 which was spent actually in the discharge of the duti 

uired to be performed in that office The balance of the ap 

propriation went, as I have stated here, for salaries, horses, hire o 
driver, and for other incidental matters; in other words, an imp: 
rium in imperio is actually created up in the bureau of the healtl 
department, and there is no telling where this extravagance 
will stop unless the knife is put in, as the gentleman from lowa 


s, to the hank 


“The HAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired; 
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reserve the point of order against the amendment, that it changes 
existing law. 

Mr. OTIS. I understand that. But I want to say right here 
that I can not understand why we are called upon to pay one-half 
of the taxes of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COGSWELL. On account of Government property here. 

Mr. OTIS. I understand that we have property in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; but I do not understand that because we own 
property in this District that therefore we should pay the taxes. 
It is enough, it seems to me, to be compelled to act as a city coun- 
cil or board of county commissioners, and to act in that capacity 
involves an expense which is unavoidable, but very small in com- 
parison to this. It does seem to me that it is wholly indefensi- 
ble that we should pay one-half of the taxes of this District. I 
can not understand why the people living in the District of Co- 
lumbia should not bear the same burdens that are borne by peo- 
ple in every other section of the country. 

Permit me to say right here that in my judgment it would be 
an advantage to the people of the United States in general and 
to the people of this District if we should give over to the State 
of Maryland everything in this District except the buildings be- 
longing to the United States Government and allow that State 
to exercise control here as she does with respect to property in 
general within her jurisdiction. It seems tome it would be just 
and right that the Government should simply pay the expenses 
connected with the ery which it holds in this District and 
should oblige the people of the District to pay the taxes prop- 
erly chargeable to them. 

I wish to say right here that if this —— were located in 
any Western town—if you would transfer the capital of the coun- 
try to any point within 100 miles of the mouth of the Missouri 
River—-I will guarantee that any State in which it might be lo- 
cated would donate to the Government 640 acres of land with a 
good title and relieve the Government from ever paying $1 of 
taxation in connection with that property or any use to which it 
might be devoted. 

[ ask again why is it that the Government is called upon to 
bear this burden which is properly chargeable to the people of 
the District of Columbia? Gentlemen will answer, because it is 
the law. I am aware of the existing law, and am aware that the 
amendment is subject to a point of order; but I bring this mat- 
ter to the attention of the committee because it seems to me so 
gross an injustice to the people of the country that they should 
be compelled through their representatives to act as a legisla- 
tive body, a city council for this District, and at the same time 
should be called upon to defray one-half of the expenses of the 
city government, when properly the whole expense should be 
borne by the citizens of the District. This is my reason for offer- 
ing the amendment. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairsustains the pointof order, and 
the amendment is not entertained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOR SALARIES AND CONTINGENT EXPENSES. 


For executive office: For two commissioners, at %5,000 each; one engineer 
commissioner, $1,768 (to make salary %,000) ; one eeare, $2,160; one clerk, 
#1,500; one clerk, $1,400; three clerks, one of whom shall be a stenographer 
and typewriter, at $1,200 each; one messenger, $600; one messenger, $480; one 
driver, #80; one inspecior of buildings, $2,400; one assistant inspector of 
buildings, $1,200; one assistant inspector of buildings,whoshall also perform 
the duties of inspector of elevators and fire escapes, without additional com- 
pensation, #1,000; one assistant inspector of buildings, $1,000; one clerk, #1,600; 
one clerk, $900; one messenger, ; one janitor, #700; three laborers at $1 per 
day each, #939; one steam engineer, $900; one property clerk, $1,600; ; one clerk, 
#900; one clerk. #720; one messenger clerk, $600; one messenger, #480; three 
watchmen, at 480 each; one chief inspector of plumbing, $2,000; two assistant 
inspectors of plumbing, at $1,000 each; one harbor master, #1,200; in all, 
44,047 

Mr. COBB of Alabama (during the reading of the paragraph). 
I desire to offer an amendment to this paragraph. Wiil it bein 
order to go back to any of these items? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that these several 
appropriations for salaries are treated as one item, which the 
Clerk will read to its conclusion. Any part of the paragraph 
will then be open to amendment. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire 
to offer an amendment to this paragraph? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The motion Lintended to submit was 
to strike out the additional amount for salary of Engineer Com- 
missioner, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair begs to remind gentlemen that 
under the rules amendments should be submitted in writing. 
This isnecessary in order that they may be acted on intelligently. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. After consultation with the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill, I will not press the amendment I had 
proposed to offer. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For assessor's office: For one assessor, $3,000; three assistant assessors, 
until January 1, 1893, at the rate of #2,500 per annum each, who shall within 
the calendar year 1892, under the direction of the assessor of the District of 
Columbia, make the assessments of real property in said District for the tri- 
ennial — beginning with the fiscal year 1893, and perform such othe 
duties and have all the | mig and authority to do the things required o 
the twelve assessors under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, and 
perform such other duties as may be assigned to them by the assessor not 
inconsistent with existing law; two assistant assessors, at $1,600 each; one 
special assessment clerk, $1,700; one clerk, $1,200; one clerk and draftsman, 
$1,200; three clerks, at $1,000; one clerk, in charge of records, $1,000; one li- 
cense clerk, #1,200; one inspector of licenses, #1,200; one assistant or clerk, 
#900; one clerk and messenger, #900; in all, $22,250. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I desire to call attention to the 
fact that the reduction of $3,750 in this paragraph is because of 
the expiration of the duties of the assistant assessors. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, as I had no opportunity to 
participate in the general debate, I move to strike out the last 
two words of this paragraph, my purpose being simply to point 
out to the House the mistake that it made in failing to follow the 
advice given to it when the rules were under discussion, and in 
failing to adopt the proposition then made that this bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia for prepara- 
tion, instead of being put intothe hands of a set of politicians 
[laughter] who spend their time in having secret conclaves with 
officials of this District, and who, when the measure is brought 
in here for discussion, instead of enlightening the House on the 
items of the bill, spend their time in political discussion which 
will not be to the credit of either party. 

Mr. REED. Hear, hear! 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have been informed by some gentlemen 
sitting on my right as well as by some on my left that the next 
time a proposition of that character is made they will vote for it. 
I trust that the House of Representatives will see the error of 
its way, and that whenever a proposition of that kind may come 
here, either from the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia or from any other member, this House will recog- 
nize the mistake which has been made, and will adopt the course 
which should have been adopted when the rules were under dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. REED. I hope that the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. HEMPHILL] will from time to time give us the benefit of that 
light which we should have had if we had behaved more prop- 
erly. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will do so. 

Mr.REED. And I trust it may lead to the confounding of this 
retrenchment which is not reform. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iam glad that the gentleman and I are in 
accord on this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall embrace in the 
estimates of appropriations for the support of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the fiscal year 1 estimates for all officers, overseers, 
inspectors, clerks, and other employés, except day laborers, other than those 
now specifically appropriated for, whom they deem to be necessary to an effi- 
cientand economical execution of the a = iations for which they may sub- 
mit estimates for sewer, street, or road work, or the construction and repair 
of buildings and bridges, or any other work, specifying the number of persons 
to be so employed, the office in which they would be employed, the period of 
employment, and the rate of compensation to each. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I offer the amendment which I send tothe 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: 

That the register of wills of the District of Columbia shall not hereafter re- 
tain of the fees and emoluments of his office, for his personal compensation, 
over and above his necessary clerk hire and the incidental expenses of his 
office, certified to by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, or b 
one of its justices appointed by it for that purpose, and to be audited and al- 
lowed by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, a sum exceeding 
#3,000 a year, or exceeding that rate for ony ne less than a year; and the 
surplus of such fees and emoluments shall paid into the Treasury to the 
credit of the District ofColumbia: Provided, That the number of clerks, copy- 
ists, and others employed in the office of the register of wills shall not be in- 
creased, nor shall the salary of said clerks, copyists, and others be increased 
beyond the salaries rates paid during the fiscal year 1891. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to it. : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ifthere be no objection to itand no further 
information desired 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr Chairman, when this officer provides 

| for his own assistants, the payment of whose salaries may reduce 
his salary below this amount, I do not understand the reason of 





the proviso that he shall pay any of his assistants no more than 
he is paying them this year. What is the necessity for that pro- 
viso? It is entirely independent of the fixing of the salary of 
this officer. Why say that this officer shall not hereafter pay a 
clerk $55 a month if he happens to be paying him $50 a month 
|now? There is no sense in any such legislation as that. 
| Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to say to the gentleman from 
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Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] that the object, of course, is 
not to prevent the ae administration of the office, or the 
proper compensation of the employés; but if we allow the regis- 
ter of wills to pay any salary that he might choose to pay, out of 
the fund that fs. receives, the chances are that very little of the 
overplus would ever go into the Treasury of the United States; 
and therefore the amendment proposes to fix some reasonable 
limit, not only to the salary which shall be paid to the register 
himself, but also to the amount which shall be paid to the em- | 
loyés; because of course if we regulate one we ought to regu- 
ate the other as well. 

Mr. COGSWELL. 
viso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
COGSWELL] offers, as an amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, to strike out the words contained 
in the proviso. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Will the Clerk read the proviso? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the number of clerks, copyists, and others employed in the 
office of the register of wills shall not be increased, nor shall the salary of 


said clerks, copyists, and others be increased, beyond the salaries rates paid 
during the fiscal year 1891. 


Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, the proviso is worse than 
I thought at the first reading. No matter how much the busi- 
ness of that office may increase, you restrict by law any increase 
of the clerical help. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think the object of the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] can be attained by adding the 
proviso ‘‘except such increase be approved by the chief justice | 
or one of the justices of the supreme court.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, I would leave it just asitis. These peo- 
ple can get relief by an act of Congress, or by a provision in the | 
annual appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If there is any mistake it can be corrected. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
the object of putting that into the proviso was, as I stated, to | 

. . « | 
prevent either the present or any future register of wills from | 
paying out the whole receipts of the office to his own particular | 
friends or members of his own family, or anyone else that he 
sees fit. In other words, it is useless to regulate the compensa- 
tion that he is to receive unless we also regulate to some extent 
the expenses of the office; and if the proviso is stricken out the 
only difference will be that the money which is now consumed | 
in paying the register of wills a very large income will be con- 
sumed in paying his employés and deputies the same amount. I | 
mean no reflection upon the present register, because I do not 
know him, nor doI mean any reflection upon anyone who may 
in future be appointed. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, I think any of us familiar | 
with legislation of this kind must know that there are many in- | 


I move to amend by striking out that pro- | 





stances where a salary is fixed out of fees precisely as it is pro- | 
posed to be fixed by this amendment; but never have I known to 
be coupled with that a provision that the responsible officer may 
not designate the number of his employés or the salaries to be 
paid tothem. It is not good reasoning to say that it is useless to 
fix this salary from the fees and then leave him the right and 
the power to fix the compensation of hisemployés; because it has 
been repeatedly done; and it is assuming what you have noright 
to assume, namely, that a public officer would do that for which 
he would deserve to be impeachedif he didit. Itdoes not sound | 
reasonable to say that you must do so, because the statutes of | 
many States in this Union bear witness to legislation of this kind | 
without that proviso. It is not in the line of intelligent legisla- | 
tion; and I hope the proviso will be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendmens to the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
ported again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question wus taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Let the amendment be re- 


That the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia shall not, hereafter, 
retain of the fees and emoluments of his office for his personal compensation, | 
over and above his necessary clerk hire and the incidental expenses of his 
office, certified to by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, or by one 
of its justices, appointed by it for that purpose, and to be audited and al- 
lowed by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, a sum exceeding 
$3,600 a year, or exceeding that rate for any time less than a year; and the 
surplus of such fees and emoluments shall be paid into the Treasury to the 
credit of the District of Columbia: Provided, That the number of clerks, 
conyiot, and others employed in the office of the recorder of deeds shall 
pot be increased, nor shall the salary of said clerks, copyists, and others, 
be increased beyond the salaries paid during the fiscal year 1891. 
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Thatisa very properamendment, and [ hope 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
it will be adopted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I make the point of order 
against the amendment that it is new legislation and does not 
reduce expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman onthe 
latter clause of the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. It can not possibly reduce 
expenditures. Wedo not appropriate anything for that office 
now. It doesnotchange ourappropriations. Itdoes not change 
anything that comes out of the United States Treasury. It may 
increase the receipts of the United States Treasury; but I did 
not know that a measure that would increase the receipts would 
come under the exception in the rule. I say frankly that I raise 
that point so as to ascertain what the limitations of the rule are. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that any legislation that 
increased the expenditures probably would be in a condition to 
come under the rule. The Chair would be understood—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That any legislation that 
increased the receipts is proper legislation under the rule? 

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). As in the line of retrench- 
ment of expenditures. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I do not think that is so; 
but if the Chair is content with that ruling I will not appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would be in the in- 
terest of retrenchment of expenditures if it would require less 
money for the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But as tothe latter obser- 
vation I think the Chair is entirely mistaken. The amendment 
has nothing to do withexpenditure; but if the Chair is content to 
expound the rule in that way, [ am perfectly content. I wished 
to get a construction of the rule, and will use it hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Before the question is taken I desire to say 
afew words. I had occasion to consider this matter, and I wrote 
to the deputy recorder of deeds for some information. It so hap- 
pened thatthe recorder of deeds was absent; but he has returned, 
and the deputy recorder of deeds gave me the information. I 


wanted to have further information upon this point,and had a 


| shortconference with the recorder of deeds this morning, and 


agreed to have a conference with him to-morrow, thinking that 
this bill would not b2 passed to-day, being in the hands of poli- 
ticians. But! find that we have got to this point, and, therefore, I 
feel compelled tooffer this amendment. I think that thissalary isa 


| fair one; and as the only object that I had was to gain further 
| information from the recorder of deeds, unless there be a de- 


sire on the part of some gentleman for further information, I 
think that the matter may be acted upon by the committee. 
Mr. HENDERSON of [owa. I want to make some observa- 


| tions, and to do so, I move to strike out the last word. 


I simply desire the Committee of the Whole should understand 
Now, this is a proposition to cut down the 


| salaries of two officers, without any committee of the House hav- 


ing investigated the matter or gotten any light upon it. Why, 
this very amendment has not gained the support of that wonder- 
ful committee of which the gentleman from South Carolina is 
chairman. It has not had its wisdom applied to it. 

It has not been considered by our committee, but we did ask 
from these officers certain information as to the emoluments of 
their offices. The recorder of wills makes a statement showing 
that his net salary, after paying the expenses of his office, was 
$4,275.03. 

The amendment which was carried a little while ago cuts that 
salary down to $3,000. The register of deeds, who is ex-Senator 
Bruce, a colored citizen of some national distinction, reports the 
fees of his office, and it shows that the net salary for a period 
ending February, 1891 (the first year), was $11,389.10. That was 
his netsalary. For the last year it was $12,413.45. Itis, perhaps, 
one of the best-paying offices we have. It is proposed by the 
amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina to cut that 
salary down to $3,600 a year, without knowing anything of the 
duties or responsibilities of the position. Wedo not know what 
the bond is and what he is to be responsible for: but here, with- 
out‘consideration of any committee, the salaries of both these offi- 
cers are cut into, and cut into seriously,and one of them reduced 
to one-third of what it has been, both under the Cleveland Ad- 
ministration, when this nee seems, did not occur to the 
gentleman from South Carolina, or under any 
tration. 

But now Brother Bruce will have to take it and have two- 
thirds of his compensation cut off. I wanted to let the Commit- 
tee of the Whole understand the facts before voting onthe amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Carolina. I withdraw the 
formal amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is well known, Mr. Chairman, that this 
office, as stated by the gentleman from Iowa |[Mr. HENDERSON], 


ssity, it 


previous Adminis- 
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is one of the best-paying offices in the District of Columbia, per- | for. Forty-one thousand eight hundred and nineteen dollars 
haps the best outside of that of the President of the United States. | and six cents was the amount expended in 1891. The gentle- 
I believe the Chief Justice receives $10,500, while the recorder | man’s amendment would give $15,000 more than the Commis- 
of deed gets $12,000 or $13,000 per annum. It does not take a | sioners ask for. 
great deal of investigation to ascertain that that is too much.| Mr. MILLER. The amount struck me as very small for so 
We all know that this office has been given by both Democratic | large a city as this; but if it is all that is asked for 
and Republican Administrations to people outside of the District, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The Commissioners asked for 
| 
j 
| 
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and, so far as my knowledge goes, to colored citizens; by Mr. | $45,000 
Harrison to Mr. Bruce, and by Mr. Cleveland to Mr. Trotter, a Mr. DOCKERY. That was my statement. 
a from Massachusetts. Now, considering how long our Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The expenditure of $41,819, as 
tepublican friends have been enjoying this rich office and how | explained by the engineer, was not larger because of two months 
short a time the Democrats have had the benefit of it, I think it | of wet weather,during which there was a suspension of work; 
is only fair that at this time, near the end of the present term, | otherwise every dollar of the appropriation would have been ex- 
when we are about to have another change of administration and | pended. 

our turn is about to come around again [laughter], we should The amendment of Mr. MILLER was rejected. 

mut the office upon a fair footing. The present incumbent has The Clerk read as follows: 

ee remarkably well, and the future incumbent, though aDem- | For main and pipe sewers, $65,000. 

ocrat, will try to get along with it on the new basis. Mr. MILLER. I will ask the gentleman from Missouni [Mr. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, although I | pock ERY] whether this is all that is asked for. 
raised the point of order on this amendment, I have noobjection Mr. DOCKERY. Theestimate carries $452,000, which includes 
toa reduction of these allowances. I believe that with the great the entire system of sewerage extension, a matter now pending 
increase of the business of that office the fees pay more than a | pefore the District Committee on the report of a commission 
reasonable compensation to the man in charge of it. Therefore! | heretofore authorized by law to examine the subject. This item 
do not object to a reduction, but Ldo object to thisamendment in | jn the current law is $119,000. In this bill we give, in addition 
the form in which it is drawn. Ifit be adopted the result will be | to the pending item, $50,000 for the White House sewer, making 
that the excess of fees collected from the people of this District | 4 total of $125,000—$6,000 more than the appropriation for the 
will be turned into the national Treasury. Any law changing | current year. 
the present arrangement should be very carefully drafted soas| Mr, MILLER. How much was expended last year for this pur- 
to provide that the excess of fees should be remitted to the peo- pose? ; 
ple themselves. In other words, if the fees of this office on the | Mr. DOCKERY. In 1891 the expenditure was $123,536.66. 
present scale pay more than enough to support the office and to | Mr. MILLER. I move to amend the pending item by striking 
give a reasonable compensation to the officer in charge, then the | out ‘‘ $65,000” and inserting “ 375.000.” ‘ a 
fees should be lowered. : rt ; 

If the office is to be supported by the work that comes to it, 
there should be collected for that work only enough to yield that 
support. The plan proposed by this amendment is simply an 
indirect method of taxation. I have said that I am in favor of 
legislation of this kind reducing exorbitant fees. I only wish 
that the Democratic Legislature of my own State could be per- 
suaded to put a pruning knife of this sort into a lot of Demo- 
cratic fee-takers in that State, but they do not and will not do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr.Chairman, I wish to say a word 
upon this subject before the vote is taken. I object to this 
amendment for this reason only: There is a bill pending—ner- 
haps it has been reported—providing for reducing the salaries 
of the recorder of deeds and the recorder of wills in this city to 
about the amount here proposed; but in that bill provision is 
made whereby the saving shall be appropriated to the support 
of an increased judiciary, a thing more needed in this city than 
anything else that can be suggested. 

To take this saving from the District and turn it over to the 
Treasury of the United States and leave this matter of an in- 
creased judiciary unprovided for will prevent the passage of a 
law increasing the judiciary force of the District, because the 
pay of the judges would probably have to come from this source. 
For this reason alone I hope that this amendment will not be 
adopted, as I am sure, from inquiry made, that the bill to which 
I have referred will be passed early in this Congress by both 
Houses. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This money will go to the credit ofthe Dis- 
trict of Columbia and can be used to assist in defraying the sala- 
ries of the judges. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ifit goes as proposed in this amend- 
ment it never will be used for that purpose, and that is where it 
would be most useful. 

The amendment of Mr. HEMPHILL was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the assessor to continue account of arrears of taxes due the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, including the payment of necessary clerical force, $1,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there is a reduc- 
tion of $5,000 in that paragraph. Some time ago we appropria- 
ted $9,000 to bring up the books showing the arrears of taxes. 
That work has been completed. Six thousand dollars was given 
in the last appropriation bill to finish it. One thousand dollars 
is provided here for aclerk to keep the work up after it has been 
completed, so that the reduction in this paragraph results from 
the completion of the work. 

- The Clerk read as follows: 

for cleaning and repairing sewers and basins, 840,000. 

Mr. MILLER. I move to amend the item just read by strik- 
ing out ‘‘ $40,000” and inserting ‘ $60,000.” I wish to inquire of 
the gentleman having this bill in charge whether the Commis- 
sioners do not ask a larger amount than this? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Forty thousand dollars is all that is asked 


It strikes me that in a 
city of the size of Washington $65,000is a very small amount to be 
expended during one year for this purpose. The people all over 
the country take a great deal of pate in this city and one of the 
most necessary matters in acity like this is good sewerage. From 
my experience, residing as I do in a town which is smaller than 
this, I realize that liberal expenditures should be made from year 
to year for the purpose of sewerage. As this appropriation seems 
to me very small, I offer the amendment I have stated. 

The amendment of Mr. MILLER was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For commencing the construction of a main intercepting sewer, to run 
from the Potomac River near Easbys Point to near the intersection of Fif- 
teenth and E streets NW., #60,000: Provided. That the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia are hereby authorized to enter into contract for the 
construction of the whole of the said sewer, at a cost not to exceed $225,000, to 
be paid for as appropriations may from timetotime bemade bylaw. And the 
said Commissioners are hereby authorized to construct the said sewer where 
necessary across lands and reservations belonging to the United States: 
Provided, That after the construction of the said sewer the excavated por- 


tions of the said lands and reservations shall be restored to their original 
condition from the appropriations herein provided for. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, for the pur- 
pose of asking the gentleman in charge of this bill a question, I 
move to strike out the last word. I would like to know why the 
pending paragraph is putin this form. It provides, as I under- 
stand, that the Commissioners of this District shall enter into a 
contract for the construction of a sewer which is to cost $225,000, 
while the appropriation here made is only $60,000, leaving an 
incurred liability of $165,000 to be met hereafter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will read to my friend an extract from a 
letter of Capt. Lusk, of the engineer department. Writing 
under date of February 22, 1892, he says: 

In reply to your question of this morning I have the honor to report that 
860,000 can be advantageously devoted to commencing the construction, dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1893, of the intercepting sewer from Easbys Point toward 
the intersection of Fifteenth and I streets NW. In the end it would prob- 
ably be found more economical if the appropriation were made not less than 
about one-half of the estimated cost of the whole work. This estimated cost 
is $225,000. Asa sanitary measure this work should be pushed. 

Two hundred ‘and twenty-five thousand dollars is the estimated 
cost of this entire work, which begins at the Treasury and ter- 
minates at Easbys Point. The idea of the Commissioners was 
to have a continuing appropriation; hence the suggestion that 
one-half the entire estimated cost ought to be appropriated so 
as to prevent any interregnum in the work; but upon consulta- 
tion we found that $60,000 could, as Capt. Lusk states, be profit- 
ably used during the next fiscal year. To meet the objection 
that the work ought to be continuous under acontinuous contract, 
we have inserted the provision allowing the contract to be made 
and the work to go ahead. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want 
to say that there is not a man in this House who does not under- 
stand perfectly well that more than $60,000 worth of work could 
be put on that sewer during the coming fiscal year and with ad- 
vantage to the Gevernment, with advantage to all parties con- 
cerned, and with certainly very great advantage to the occupants 
of these buildings. This makes a mere beginning of the work 
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that ought to be commenced and completed without any delay, 
certainly within the next twelve months. It is true that the 
$165,000 does not appear on the face of the bill, but the liability 
of the Government is there; you create the place and I see no 
reason for not making the appropriation to meet it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, it makes the appropriation appear less. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I mean that there is no 
statesmanlike reason. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing before the committee, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Linden street, from Pomeroy to College, $5,000; in all, $41,500 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Pierce street, from Thirteenth to Fourteenth street, $10,000, if so much 
Shall be necessary. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
ment that [ happen to know something of this particular street 
from personal experience. Being somewhat of an agriculturist, 
I go out into the country occasionally and pass along this street. 
It is a disgrace to the city to keep one of the streets leading from 
the city itself in such a condition as this. It is nothing, in this 
kind of weather, except a mere loblolly of mud and water. It 
is, I repeat, a disgrace to a civilized country at the capital of the 
nation to have a roadway called a street, you may say certainly 
within easy access of the Capitol itself, in such a condition as 
this is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will state that this street is not included 
in the estimates submitted by the Commissioners; and when 
Capt. Rossell was before the committee the last time, or in the 
room of the Committee on Appropriations, I do not now recall 
which, I asked him about this very street, in view of the fact that 
the gentleman from South Carolina and some other gentleman 
had referred to the matter. He stated that it was not an urgent 
work. However, let me say to the gentleman that there is 
$50,000 under the general clause here that would provide for the 
stre >t in the event that the gentleman can establish to the satis- 
faction of the Commissioners the fact that the work is really neces- 
sary. Iknow nothing of it personally. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 


Will the gentleman allow me? 


The trouble is that the $50,000 isintended | 9 ¢ iis city have 
by the Commissioners for work that they deem more important. | 2. ondment 
Now,I have much respect for the judgment of the Commis- | , 
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I want to say in reference to this amend- | 


sioners; I think that they are good men and thoroughly desirous | 


of doing what is best for the city; but they probably do not know 


every part of the city as well as some of us know particular parts | 
of it; and I am very sure, having been there several times and | 


. . -,*% . . , } 
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knowing its condition, that this is not only a reasonable appro- | any more because the wires are laid under ground? 


priation for this street, but an absolutely necessary one. I know 
that there are many people here who are largely interested in 
it, because they travel over the road. I trust that the commit- 
tee will see the necessity of following what may be considered 


the expression of a general desire on the part of the people that | 
the work upon this street may be carried on, and immediately, 


— a street which is so much traveled as this. 


he question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HEMP- 


HILL, it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I merely want to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fate of the amendment of my friend 
from South Carolina, to point to the fact that the vote given on 
that amendment was a warning that the Committee of the Whol 
donot seem toregard as very important the judgment of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. Evidently the judgment of 
the gentleman from South Carolina himself is not regarded by 
them as a safe one. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That depends on how many are opposed to 
me. If I had the assistance of the gentleman from Iowa in con- 
nection with the matter, and if I had prepared this bill without 
politics in it, [am sure we would have carried this amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Itis impossible to prepare it with- 
out politics in it in this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will continue the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning: For sprinkling, sweeping, and clean 
ing streets, avenues, alleys, and suburban streets, 8103.000: Provided. That 


no expenditure hereunder shall be made at a price higher than 243 cents per 


1,000 square yards for improved streets and avenues. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Twant to recur a moment to this 
item for sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning streets. There isa 
reduction there of $12,000, and I desire to‘cal] the attention of 
the committee to the fact that that grows out of a lower bid for 
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the work. The time of the contract « <pires this year and a new 
contract has been made. This contract is let to a lower bidder, 
and for that reason this reduction appears in that it 


The Clerk read as follows: 





For electric lighting, including ne ry exp s of inspect on one 
or more of the principal streets in the ci : mand Georgetown, 
maintaining existing service, and necessary extensions, $59,500: Provided 
That not more than 50 cents per nights be paid for any « tric are light 
burning every night from sunset j ra wi y leans 
of underground wires; and eacharc | t less than l 





candle power, and no part of this all be used for elect? 
ighting by means of wires that may exist on or over any « he street 
avenues ofthe cities of Washington an reorge 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
whether it would be subject to a point of order, but | think at 
this time it would be proper to iil attention to the enormous 


price charged the people of this District by the Washington Gas- 
light Company. The charges are excessive; more, | think, than 
in any other city in the Union, and if it would not be subject to 
a point of order 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will state to my colleague that we have al 
ready passed that paragraph. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. You are at the end of the para- 
graph, and the Clerk is very rapid in his reading. 

Mr. DOCKERY. He has read from the paragraph following. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. I have followed the reading and 
this is under the head of lighting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The item relating to gaslight has been 
passed. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri 
That is always in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is in orde1 
to move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. O’NEILLL of Missouri. I only want to call attention to 
this fact, for [ intend to present a bill, and intrust it to that 
sturdy champion of the rights of the people of the District of 
Columbia, my friend from South Carolina Mr. HEMPHILL] and 
see whether or not his committee will stand up for the people 
here and try to give them some relief from this most gigantic 
monopoly that to-day is robbing them. In my city, St. Louis, 
we get gas at less than $1.25 per thousand, and there we have 
extensive outlying districts, involving the laying of pipes over 
a great amount of unoccupied territory. Here is a compact 
solid, built-up city, and I think it is an outrage that the peop 
borne too long. I withdraw the pro Jo 


l move tostrike out the last word. 


Mr. POWERS. I would like to inquire of the chairman of 
the committee how it happens that the city is paying 
per nighi for each are electric light. I understand that are 
lights in New England cities are furnished for about $50 or #60 
ayear. The price charged here is $182.50 a year. Does it cost 


‘) cents 


Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. POWERS] that this service is now being provided under a 
three years’ contract, which expires July 1, 1893, and the com- 
mittee therefore did not go into that question. 

Mr. POWERS. You are tied up, then, by a contract? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Weare tied up by a contract. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. My colleague will bear in mind 
the information given to us by Capt. Lusk, that the cost is very 


| much increased, and my recollection is that he stated it is doubled, 


by the provision requiring the wires to be put under cover, soas 
to do away with overhead wires. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I donot remember about that, but I haveno 
doubt the gentleman is correct. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the b 
follows: 


Having read as 


scales: For repair and rep)a 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa sai 


cement of public scales. 850 
met pu 4 . 


For publi 


il: Mr. Chairman, there is a re- 


{ 
duction of $1,200. Last year we appropriated for a new scale site 
in Georgetown $1,000. That being completed, we drop back to 
the regular appropriation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that ha 
given a statement in detail of the reductions during the ge: \ 
debate, I have not sought to explain each particular reducti 
under the five-minute rule. The statement which is made by the 
gentleman from Lowa [Mr. HENDERSON] is correct 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The statement published in the 
gentleman’s remarks gives reductions and increases; but there 
are a large number of 1 tior which are forced re- 
ductions, and therefore I am cal attention to some of them as 
we go along. 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
gentleman concurs. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Yes. The statement of t 
tlemen from Missouri 'M DOCKERY | carefully avoids giving 
any information pon that point, I notice. 


In other words, reductions in which the 
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The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 
follows: 

For text-books and school supplies for use of pupils of the first four 
grades, who at the time are not wo with the same, to be distributed by 
the superintendent of public schools under ————— to be made by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and for the necessary expenses 
of the purchase, distribution, and preservation of said text-books and sup- 
plies, $12.000 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa said: Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 22, in line 15, strike out the word * four” and insert the word “six,” 


and in line 20 strike out the word *‘twelve” and insert the word “thirty- 
tive.”’ 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the object of that 
amendment is to extend the free-school system to the fifth and 
sixth grades, so thatthe childrenin those grades may receive free 
text-books, just as they do in the first, second, third, and fourth 
grades. Having discussed that in my remarks in the general 
debate I will not add anything further here. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I simply take the floor for the 
purpose of saying that I think if the District Committee and the 
Committee on Appropriations had devoted some time to investi- 
gating the monopoly of the school-book system and the enormous 


Having read as 


prices that are charged in this city for school books, this ap- | 


propriation would be wholly unnecessary and that the people 
would be saved this expense anda great deal more. I think the 
enormous price charged for school books in this city is an evil 
that ought to be remedied. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] is identi- 
cal with one I intended to offer. The estimates made by the 
Commissioners of the District were $35,000; $10,000 for the 
four lower grades, which the committee have provided for 
very liberally, and $25,000 to be expended on the fifth and sixth 
grades. I know of no act by this Congress that will be more 
appreciated by the people, and will be more in harmony with the 
spirit of extending the benefits of our public schools to the poor 
hen by relieving them of the great burden involved in purchas- 
ing school books for their children. Last year when the ques- 
tion for freestext-books for pupils of the public schools of the 
District of Columbia was before Congress, the labor organizations 
of the District presented an appeal upon this question so forcible 
and just that I deem it proper to append it here: 


There are more than 51,000 children of school age here. Only 37,000 are en- 
rolled in the public schools. Only 30,000 actually attend. More than 530 
per cent of those whoenter drop out before the fifth grade is reached, before 
they ever see a grammar, and when they can barely write their names. 
Only a few complete the grammar course and reach the high school, and 
among them are practically none of the children of mechanics and laborers. 
More than one-half of the colored children cease attendance at the end of the 
tirst year, and about 80 per cent of all who begin end with less than four 
years’ schooling 

The free text-book system will put 3,000 more children in school;* it will 
enable them to begin promptly when school opens; it will carry thechildren 
up into the higher grades; it will avoid the distinction between rich and poor 
that goes with the present system of lending books to self-proved paupers; 
t will relieve a great number of poor families of a heavy annual charge: it 
will effect a great economy to the community; it will make the schools really 
free: and it will place us in line with other progressive cities in the matter 
of education 

The House appropriation of 51,000 will supply six grades. Books for a 
pupil of the sixth grade cost %.30, and this comes just when the child is 12 
to 14 years of age, and, in combination with the temptation to begin to earn 
money, ends the school cereer of 25 per cent. of the children who pass the 
tifth grade. The House appropriation will carry them over the bridge. 

The retail cost of books for all the present pupils is $106,000. As a book 

arries a child only through one year into a new grade, where new books are 
required, this is an annual tax on the people. It is reduced only where 
younger children in a family, or purchases from second-hand dealers, utilize 
old books 

Allowing for that, the expense is not less than 890,000 annually. If the 
books were bought by the Government at wholesale the cost would be but 
#80,000, and as the books would last three years, the expense (allowing for in 
crease, etc.) would not be over 830,000a year. In cities where the free-book 
system prevails, the expense averages from 66 cents to81 per scholar per an- 
num. (See Report of Commissioner of Education, 1887-"88.) 

if the House appropriation of $51,000 stands, &0,000 next year will supply 
the other grades, and after that 830,000 a year will continue the system, save 
the people 860,000 a year, and make really effective our educational plant 
worth $3,000,000 and our annual expenditure of halfa million for teachers. 

The Senate appropriation of 810,000 for pauper loan books is excessive 
The regular appropriation of &,000 for that purpose has always more than 
sufficed. The working people will not beg or plead poverty. If books are 
not free to all they will continue to buy them at whatever inconvenience or 
keep their children out of school. 

rhe point of economy against us is not good. First, our plan is the eco- 
nomical one; second, economy at the sacrifice of a child’s school years is 
false and abominable There is money enough to educate the children. All 
other public needs can and should wait upon that. 

The free-book system is universal in Maine, New Hampshire, and Mas 
sachusetts, It is in ope ration in Boston, New Haven, New York City, New- 
ark, Philadelphia, Baltimore, St. Louis, Omaha, and four hundred smaller 
citie It is generalin New Jersey, Pennsylvania, New York, and Nebraska, 
under “local option" laws 

Where the free-book system has been tried its benefits have exceeded the 
predictions of its advocates, and elsewhere the State superintendents of in- 
struction and educators constantly recommend it. (See Reportof the Com- 








*In Boston, after five years’ trial, it was found that the attendance was 
increased over 10 per cent by the free-book system. : 











missioner of Education, 1887-"88.) The superintendent of schools here, Mr. 
W. B. Powell, strongly recommended it in his report for 1889. 

We present this appeal to you by the direction of twenty-one labor organ- 
izations, embracing 6,000 members. They have lon agitated for the free 
text-book system here, for they find the greatest difficulty in securing an 
education for their children, and they profoundly realize that w 
tion rest all their hopes for the improvement of the condition of the labor- 
ing masses. 

We again urge you to stand by the action of the House and its Appropria- 
tion Committee and to secure this just advantage to the working people of 
the District of Columbia. 

Respectfully. 


m educa- 


PAUL T. BOWEN, 

MILLARD F. HOBBS, 

L. P. WILD, 
Committee of District Assembly 66, Knights of Labor. 

ROBERT McMAC <IN, 

E. W. OYSTER, 

H. J. SCHULTIES, 

Committee of Federation of Labor. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I am in favor, Mr. Chairman, of the adoption 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. In listening to 
the discussion on the Indian appropriation bill for the last week 
I was very much gratified to see the interest that gentlemen 
took in the educationof the heathen or Indian. Iwas very much 
amused to see how it went from State to State; how, when the 
appropriation for the school at Carlisle was under considera- 
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] re- 
sponded for his, as did other gentlemen when schools in their dis- 
tricts were under consideration, because that secured some money 
for circulation in their particular districts. When that force 
rolled along and struck New Mexico, at once the interest of the 
Delegate from New Mexico was aroused for the purpose of secur- 
ing education for the Indian. So when every State or Territory 
for which these appropriations were touched, the patriotism of 
these gentlemen was aroused at once to secure an appropriation 
to educate the heathen. 

It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that we have heathen in our own 
country, in our own cities, for whom we should secure education 
as well as the Indians. I am entirely in accord with any appro- 
priation that will increase the schoo! facilities, or the facilities of 
poor children to get an education, or that will raise the standard 
of education in this country, although, Mr. Chairman, I am not 
one of those who believe that will cure all the evils that society 
is afflicted with. I am notone of those who thinks that will guard 
us against the rise of barbarism, or drive a free government back 
into barbarism; but I think it is a step in the right direction, 
and along with seme other necessary reforms, I think we can 
maintain this as a free Government in the interest of the people. 
Therefore, | say thatevery dollar that goes to increase the school 
facilities in this country ought to be voted inthis House. I hope, 
Mr. Chairman, that the gentlemen on that side who are under- 
stood to be in favor of retrenchment and reform, will not apply 
that to this amendment, where it is intended to increase the 
school facilities in this great capital city of the nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken: and the Chair announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I call for a division. 

The committee divided: and there were—ayes 42, noes 86. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Hmw- 
DERSON of lowa and Mr. DOCKERY as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
44, noes 88. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum has not voted, and gentlemen 
desiring to vote will please come forward. 

Pending further count 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa said: If the gentlemen will consent 
to a yea-and-nay vote in the House, I will withdraw the point of 
no quorum. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
osition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Does the gentleman object 
to the proposition? 

The count was concluded, and tellers reported—ayes 52, noes 
117. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For one eight-room building and site in fifth division, $35,000. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I move to strike out the 
last word. I do so for the purpose of stating, so that it may ap- 





I object to debate. 
This is not a debate; it is a prop- 


pear in the RECORD, that we are in Committee of the Whole, 
and there is no way of having a yea-and-nay vote upon the prop- 
osition which has just been submitted to the committee; and to 
state further that of the 52 gentlemen who voted in the affirma- 
tive, 8 were Democrats and the remainder were Republicans and 
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| 
Alliance men, and of the 117 voting against it every one was a 
Democrat. 
Mr. DICKERSON. Will not the gentleman state that it pro- | 
vides books for the rich as well as the poor? 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The gentleman can make 
any statement he chooses. 
Mr. DICKERSON. State in addition to that— 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Oh! I expect it hurts. 


Mr. DICKERSON. That this makes provision for books for 
the children of millionaires just as much as it does for the chil- 
dren of the poor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I withdraw the pro Jorma 


amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOR METROPOLITAN POLICT. 

For one major and superintendent, $8,300; one captain, $1,800; two lieuten 
ants, inspectors, at #1,500 each; one chief clerk, who shall also be property 
clerk, £1,800; one clerk, #1,500; one clerk, $900; four surgeons for the police 
and fire departments, at $540 each; for additional compensation for twelve 

wrivates detailed for special service in the detection and prevention of crime 
2.880, or so much thereof as may be necessary; nine lieutenants, at #1,320 
each; thirty sergeants, at $1,146 each; two hundred and five privates, « 
1, at 8900 each: one hundred and seventy privates, class 2, at $1,080 each 
twenty station keepers, at #720 each; eight laborers, at 480 each; one laborer 
who shall have charge of the morgue, #680; one messenger, #700; one Messen 

rer, $00; one major and superintendent, mounted, #240; one captain, mounted, 
240; thirty-eight lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, mounted, at #240 each 

one van driver, $60; one ambulance driver, #480; two assistant ambulance 
drivers, at #300 each: ten drivers of patrol wagons, at $360 each; three p: 
matrons, at $600 each: in all, $468,080. 


Mr. MILLER. Ioffertheamendment which I send to the desk. 


lass 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 23, lines 16 and 17, strike out “three thousand three hundred” and in 
sert ‘two thousand five hundred dollars.” 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I see that this bill fixes the 


salary of the chief engineer of the fire department as $1,800, 
and, looking over the salaries of other officers in the bill, it 
struck me that $2,500 would be sufficient pay for this superin- 
tendent of police, and therefore I have offered this amendment 
in the line of economy and reform. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 33, lines 20 and 21. 

For the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, mainte 
nance, #20,000. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out that para- 
graph. Either inthe original charter which was granted by 
Congress, or in the statute which organized this institution, as 
1 am informed by the clerk of the committee on appropriations 
(a reliable authority in such matters), and as I know by the 
practice that has obtained in connection with the institution, it 
was provided that Congress should have the appointment of 
three of the trustees, one of them being a Senator and the other 
two members of the House. 

A singular anomaly exists in relation to the character of this 
trusteeship. I happen to be one of the members selected, in con- 
nection with the gentleman from New York [Mr. KETCHAM], to 
represent the House on the board of trustees for the man 
ment of this institution and the disbursement of the appropria- 
tions made for its support; Senator BLACKBURN representing 
the Senate in the same capacity. Upon one occasion the ques- 
tion of the selection of certain officers of the institution arose at 
a meeting of the board of trustees. The outside trustees out- 
numbered us in the proportion of about twelve to three, and we 
requested permission from the other trustees to cast our votes by 
proxy during the interregnum of Congress. 

That request was granted by a unanimous vote of the board. 
Subsequently the same question came up before the board for 
consideration, and we were denied the right to vote, upon the 
pretext that as the Congress to which we belonged no longer ex- 
isted we had no right to vote even if present, and that therefore 
our proxies were not valid. Since that time, Mr. Chairman, | 
have received numerous invitations, by card, signed by the proper 
official of that institution, asking me to be present at its meet 

Now, the question is: Is Congress properly represented in the 
board of trustees of thisinstitution or not? If it isintended that 
both Houses of Congress shall have representation upon the 
of trustees controlling the disbursement of these appropriations 
then the appointeesshould hold their office until their successors 
are elected; but, according to the judgment of this board, it was 
determined that when we were not needed we should not be al- 
lowed to vote, although when we were needed we were called in 
to cast our votes and to properly represent both Houses of Con- 
gress. I make these remarks in order to call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia and the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to the anomalous 
condition of things existing in connection with this institution. 
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one which I now send 


the 


[ withdraw the amendment, and | offer 


| to the desk. 


The Clerk read the amendment as follows 

After line 21 insert: 

‘Provided, That as vacancies ox r among the trust other than mem 
bers of Congress, they shall be filled by the District ¢ ioners 

Mr. CRAIN. In connection th that amendment! want to 


state that, as 1 am credibly informed and as | believe can be sub- 


stantiated by competent evidence, t! board of trustees is @ 
“ring,” so that when vacancies occur in it they are filled by the 
| appointment or election of the very same persons whose terms 


have expired. It is, in practice, a perpetual trustee organization. 


For instance, if the terms of three members expire, the other 
members of the board, exercising the powe: of election to fill va- 
cancies, reélect the former incumbents who have just gone out 


by reason of the expiration of their term, thus reinstating them 


in office and creating a perpet lity of office among a limited num- 
ber of gentlemen. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I willsay tothe gentlemen from ‘l'exas that 
I think there is no objection to the amendment if we can get a 
vote. 

The amendment of Mr. CRAIN was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For St. Joseph s Asylum, maintenance, #509 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the 


Sisters in charge of St. Joseph’s Asylum I desire to thank the 











Committee on Appropriations for its kindness in placing the 
name of this institution in the bill: it is the first time that any 
appropriation has been made forthis orphan asylum. [ut, si 
in view of the inadequacy of the amount proposed, I desire to offer 
an amendment to increase the amount, in explanation of which I 
will ask the Clerk to read a communication received from the 
worthy Sister in charge of this institutior 
The Clerk read as follows: 
FEBRUARY 10, 1892 
Rene of Joseph { i fine Tenth Vi 
Wa i » ¢ 
Incorporated 1855. In working nber 14, 185 
Boys at present in asylum 5 | ed fi ty and 
District. 63: received from S* 1 > t ‘ for 
from January 1, 1891 Jar 
Institution supported by charit 
RECEIP 
Provisions collected in market, value estimated at # 
day, per year a1 2 (e 
Provisions from various sources, ¢ ute ilu 022. 00 
Total provisions #2, 857.4 
Cash received from day sch« f nall boys 
vught by the Sister ‘71 
Cash received from mati ! 
quests, al pri te irl +, O28. #9 
] ; 
rota ip 62.4 
EXPEN 
pende | vi I BOT. OO 
(ash ex T f I ‘ ete + 806 0 
re ‘ 0 
B nee ! i - «) 
i iS ll i I l i ng I 
‘ ng the pas ‘ : r 
¢ fr Cong 
} use al re f l ) 
3 Th I i | 
I ytoS Ant . . 
inder our care fr S 
( r : y 
“he asy h fo 
ket and other pla } gas r 
marke . t i f r 
saturaay iif i ~ i i 
41 ue bout % per 
7 . , . : . 
We ASK OT ¢ izre i i t ‘ r 
ve ir This w« 11a re eve is iy be I ‘ et al i { ¢ i 
5 NT Tt’ ‘ ‘ . ' 
Mr. O’NEILL of Misso - Mr. Chairman, I move to 
the pending item by striking out ‘' $500” a serting ** 5.000 
{ sincerely hope that no false sentiment of e« ‘ | 
to this de serving char Lmong a the t dent 
ne , 
to Civilization none is a grander tr te tot irt of than 
a proper provision for the ca of orphal | orp this 
institution are sent thers t t of them are the olde 
children from the foundling asy ‘ d who have reached 
the age of 5 years. Last year this as ncared for one hundred 
| and thirty-one orphar 
In the pursuit of thei grand mission to care for these ( 
| to fortune, is it any more than a proper appeal for the S : 
charge of this institution to say to Congress: ‘‘ Th: 5 
which you have established sends us these orphans: we « 
you that in caring for these children we may be reli m 
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the necessity of begging through the public streets the means 


fortheir support.” The document which has been read shows that | 


these noble women are obliged, day by day, to go through the mar- 
kets of this city begging food for the support of these orphans sent 
to them by thecity authorities. Nostronger appeal, itseems to 
me, could be made to the heart of man than that contained in the 
communication which has been read. You have provided for all 
these other charities; I appeal to the House to make proper pro- 
vision for this one. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, insupport of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri, I would say it would seem to be 
an injustice to this particular institution to cut it off with so 
small an amount. 

Mr. COGSWELL. ‘To cut it off!” We let it in. It has 

never had an appropriation before. 
Mr. SIMPSON. 
have let in so many, it is injustice to keep out any. It would 
appear that we have ransacked creation to hunt up every char- 
itable institution, or possibly these institutions have hunted us 
up: and we are making appropriationsfor them outof the money 
collected from the taxpayers of this country. 

On page 33, | find an appropriation, ‘‘ For Women’s Christian 
Association, maintenance, $4,000; ” and on page 34, I find ‘‘ For 
Women’s Union Christian Association,maintenance,$250.” These 
would appear to be pretty nearly the same thing. Running your 


Mr. Chairman, it seems tome that when you | 


| 





eye over these pages you will find that for the maintenance of | 


orphans here in the great capital city of the nation there is ap- 
propriated money enough apparently to maintain all the orphans 
in the United States. It would seem that a raid has been made 
on the Treasury for this purpose through these charitable institu- 
WOLD 
lr, Chairman, is it not asad commentary upon our system of 
government that this great city, the capital of the Union, seems 
to be swarming with orphans and destitute people? In 1842, when 
Charles Dickens was visiting this country, he wrote home to 
some Of his friends in Great Britain: ‘‘If an angel were to appear 
in the streets of Boston with a flaming sword it would not cause 
any more excitement or agitation among the people than would 
the appearance of a beggar.” At that time beggars were prac- 
tically unknown in this country. But now, after traveling 
through half a century of national existence under our free Gov- 
ernment and free institutions, we find, as I have said, this great 
capital city swarming with orphans; and it is proposed to appro- 
priate this vast sum to support them. If the destitution is so 
great here in the capital of the country what must it be in other 
portionsofour Union? Itseems tome time that we had some *‘ ca- 
lamity howlers” here in Washington as well as in Kansas. Mr. 
Chairman, inasmuch as we have let in all these other charitable 
institutions and appropriated money for them, I am in favor of 
letting in this institution also. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to say in 


opposition to this amendment; but it is a mistake on the part of | 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] to suppose that all | 


+3), 
the charitable institutions of this city are included in this bill. 
The Emergency Hospital, one of the most deserving institutions 
of the District, receives nothing in this bill, and there are some 
others that have been excluded. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. O’NEILL 
of Missouri, there were—ayes 31, noes 68. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. I call for tellers. I will say that 
I would agree to accept an appropriation of $2,500. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will not press his 
amendment. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment of Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri was rejected. 


Mr. O°’NEILLof Missouri. I move to amend soas to make the | 


amount of this appropriation $2,500. 


Mr. CATE. Asa substitute for that motion I move to strike | 


out the appropriation already in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. CATE] to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will not 
prevail. In justice to the members of the subcommittee on Ap- 
propriations and also myself I wish to make a statement. At 
the request of one of the Sisters having charge of this institution, 
| approached various members of the subcommittee and requested 
them to take such action in behalf of this institution as they 
might deem proper and just, telling them that I would be satis- 
fied with such consideration as they might give the proposition. 
The matter was submitted to them in the memorial of the Sisters 
having charge of this institution. 

|, acting in that capacity, am perfectly satisfied with the pro- 
vision that has been made, as it appears in the bill. I dislike 
very much to oppose the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, but I spoke to Mr. DOoCKERY, Mr. SAYERS, Mr. COMPTON, 





| 





j 





| thus held. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, and other members of the subcommittee 
having charge of the bill, and there was a tacit understanding, 


| at least between us, that whatever action was taken by the sub- 


committee would be satisfactory to me, acting in the capacity I 

I trust the gentleman from Arkansas will withdraw his amend- 
ment, and the gentleman from Missouri also. 

Mr.DOCKERY. Lhope my colleague will withdraw his amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires tocorrect himself. The 
question, first, is on the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to perfect the text, and then the question will be on the 
motion of the gentleman from Arkansas to strike out the para- 
graph. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. MrsChairman, I sent to the desk 
and had read a communication sent to me by the Sister in charge 
of the institution, in which she asks Congress to relieve the Sis- 
ters from the disagreeable necessity of being compelled to beg 
daily through the streets and markets for the foundlings and or- 
phans committed to their care. 

Now, in regard to what has been said by the gentleman from 
Texas, I do not propose to withdraw the amendment, and I want 


| to see how many men are willing here to respond to the dictates 


of their own hearts and do what is just in this matter. 

I think this amendment ought to be adopted. The amount 
should be made larger. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in answer to my colleague, I 
only desire to say that this is avery worthy charity; there is no 
denial of that. Butthis is the first time the item appears in the 
bill, and I think the House can be well content to let the item 
stand as it is for the present. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Oh, yes; $500 to care for 131 orphans 


| sent to them by the District and by the city. Itis amagnificent 
| spectacle for gentlemen to be willing to have these white-bon- 


neted angelic women traversing your streets begging alms to care 
for the orphan children that aresent to them by the local author- 
ities. It is a beautiful spectacle, but is it manly for us to require 
it of them? 

Mr. WILLAMS of Illinois. Let the city take care of them. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Let the city take care of them! 
That is just what I want them todo. Is not this the District 
bill? Are you not now providing for the charities deserving of 
aid from the city. Where eise can you have provision made for 
them except in this bill? That is all I ask you to do. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will allow me a word. I donot desire to b2 placed bv the 
gentleman in the attitude of opposing his amendment or any 
other amendment that has for its object the amelioration of the 


| condition of suffering humanity; nordo [authoritatively represent 
| the Sisters having charge of this institution. I say that simply 


at their request I went to various members of the subcommittee 
and asked them if they would not insert an item here giving 
some assistance to the Sisters by way of an appropriation to en- 
able them to carry out the object of their institution, and the 
good work in which they are engaged; and while I had no official 
authority to bind them or their representatives here to-day, | 
told these gentlemen that the action of the committee, whatever 
it might be, would be satisfactory tome. For that reason, and 
for that reason alone, I stand by the committee. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. They will be grateful for the $500, 
and in the line of greater charity, more grateful for the $2,500. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman from Missouri in my opinion does not correctly repre- 
sent the attitude of the committee upon this question. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. I am making no criticism on the 
committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman will par- 
don me. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I @o not want you to misunder- 
stand me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I am replying to you. 

The gentleman speaks of this in connection with retrenchment. 
There is no proposition here to lessen what has been given for 
this institution. What is in the bill is an increase over the past 
policy of Congress in that regard. Therefore the argument of 
the gentleman, his feeling remarks directed to the economies 
that may be in this bill, have no possible application to hiscas 
because everything that is proposed in the bill with reference to 
this institution is an increase. 

Now, our whole system of charities in this city is in my opinion 
anawkward one. I make this statement with some reserve, be- 
cause my association with this matter is comparatively short. 
But instead of the city having its institutions and the churches 
having their institutions, we are proceeding under a patch- 
work system. And I think one of the best things that perhaps 
the District Committee could do would be to take up this ques- 





wRwZz 


, 


an oc oer. oo Bo oo CO 2h 





ee 


et 
a 


roe E 


1892. CONGRESSIONAL 





tion of charities and bring in a law that would reorganize it in 
toto. And itis in my opinion a mistake for gentleman to argu 
that the Government must come in and do all in the way ol 
charity that belongs to the voluntary enterprises of the people 
and the church. It will be a sad day for any people when, in ad- 
dition to what the Government may do and should do, there are 
no longer voluntary works among the people. We must not 
stop every stream of personal charity. 

Why, sir, here are institutions that were originated by denom 
inations, and the policy that we are pursuing is calculated to 
paralyze those denominational works, and to paralyze the senti- 
ment and principle of charity among the people. This policy is 
not conducive to the fullest relief of suffering, nor to the growth 
of real manhood and Christian sentiment. It will not do to say 
that because the Government does not appropriate so as to dis- 
place personal and church work that therefore the poor will suffer 
and that the Government is ungenerous. These are things that 
churches and individuals undertook, and it is good for churches 
and good for individuals that they should keep them up and make 
sacrifices, whatever may be the provisions made elsewhere by 
the Government. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
before he takes his seat. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Suppose this institution, which the commit- 
tee is considering now, were out of existence. Are there not 
other institutions provided for in this bill that would take car 
of these children? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. A long list of them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So that whether there is any appropriation 
for this item or not, they will be provided for. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Arkansas. Why,certainly. Weap- 
propriate for a long list of charitable institutions and for three 
which do the special work of this excellent institution. 

Mr. CRAIN. That isamistake, Mr.Chairman. Idesiresim- 
piy to say that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] is mistaken in making that statement. There is an in- 
stitution called the St. Ann’s Foundling Asylum, and there is 
this asylum. After the children have reached acertain age they 
are sent to this particlar asylum, where they remain, and are 
not sent to any other asylum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But suppose this institution were notin exist- 
ence. Are there not other institutions that would take care of 
them? 

Mr. CRAIN. Idonotknowthatthere are. There are noother 
provisions in the bill covering this particular class of children. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. There are a great many 
charitable institutions provided for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The city is full of these charitable institu- 
tions. 

Mr. CRAIN. These children are not sent to them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The question is whether the children might 
not be sent to some of these other institutions, even if this one 
were not in existence. 

Mr. CRAIN. They are not sent. A thousand things might 
be, but you asked whether there were not institutions provided 
for that special purpose. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] was mistaken in saying that they were, because 
this is specific on this particular point to which I direct the gen- 
tleman’s attention. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. There may be some mat- 
ter of detail which I have overlooked, but I think there are three 
institutions now that are aided by the Government, and the or- 
ganization of which comprehends the taking charge of just such 
people. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I hope we can have a vote. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. You will have a vote, I think, in 
afew minutes. Mr. Chairman, there is a misunderstanding in 
regard to this institution, concerning the childrenfrom St. Ann’s 
Asylum. After acertain age many children are sent from St. 
Ann’s Asylum to this very asylum. Now, if you take care of 
these foundlings by appropriation until they are of a certain age, 
when they are sent to this institution, is it not just as much your 
duty tocare for these foundlings in this additional place of refuge? 
Is not that right? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. By whom are they sent, or by what au- 
thority are they sent from St. Ann’s to this institution? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. My impression is that at a certain 
age they are sent from St. Ann’s to other asylums. They care | 
for them there up to a certain time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. By what authority? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. In the first place they are sent 
there by the city authorities. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE 
should like to know w ‘ 1 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wan ca { tion of the gentleman 


from Missouri to page 34 0 
graphs which I read: 


For the Church Orphanage A tio : i's ] ‘ ena 
#2.000 

For the German Orphan Asylt ! £00 

I want to know if there is any difficulty about these children 
be ing prov ided lor in these instit itions*? | wish to 
stood. Ido not mean to say that now th are not sent to this 
institution for which the gentleman is try to increase the 
amount, but whethe theyv1 ivht not be sent to oti se othe 


institutions, even if this one were not in existence ata 


Mr. ONEILL of Misso . There are anumber of asylums fo 
the protection and care of orphai In the letter read is 
statement of the number sent to this institution 

I ¢ ea TY n the ¢ Y al LD 6. el 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow 
Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Certainly. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Are not these children largelv sent there to 


be taken care of at the solicitation of those people in charge of 
institution. 

Mr.O’NEILL of Missouri. No,sir. I want to tell the gentle- 
man that in all large cities throughout the civili 1 world the 
Sisters of the Order of St. Ann care for foundlings. The estab- 
lishment of foundling institutions has prevented infanticid 
Child murder has been discouraged by providing these homes 
where these little waifs can be cared for. There is no othe 
] to send them. Yo i find in every large city in the 
United States a St. Ann's foundling asylum to care for these 
waifs, and the police a required to take them to these asylums, 
they being the only insti tions that endeavor to take care of 
them. 

Now, I do not want to be gu ilty of any discour te sy to the com- 
mittee in the matter. While there are one hundred and thirty- 


odd children, all sent by the city, to be provided for by 
Sisters, they make no complaint, and have never made any, and 


if I have for one moment left the impression on the minds of 
members of this committee that complaint has come from them, 
I have done them injustice. The Sisters feel grateful to the « 
mittee for their kind allowance of $500 per annum. Still, t 
think that in order to properly care for these children that vi 
could relieve them to a greater extent of the necessity of b 
ging through the streets for the money with which to mainta 
them. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Wi LM t ul d to1 a 
tion? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. I wish to know whether Congress has ever 
heretofore given, or proposed to give, this pa A ition 
anything? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. They never have had any aid 
fore. 


Mr. BUSHNELL. 
made? 


his the first tim an appropriation is 





Mr. O’NELLL of Missouri. This is the first time. I hav: ) 
criticism to make on the committee. The criticism I hay M 
provoked to make was at seeing men whom I believed to be b 
hearted and zenerous men voting against a charity of this 
Ll could not understand it. It looked to me as if the f 
not voting their convictions. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is what excited vo ( itemp 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. That is what made m« 

John. [Laughter. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman allow me to as} u 
question? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. EVERETT. The question I desire to ask is, If in a dis- 
trict that has only 230,000 population, the gentleman does not 
think that $100,000 contributed by the people of this country to 
their charitable institutions is a very great one; and if the ¢ 
tleman doesnotthink the people are taxed enough without giv- 


| ing $100,000 to 230,000 population? 


Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Ido notthink any person in my sec- 
tion, or anywhere else for that matter, would question the pro- 
priety of a member in voting aid to a deserving charity. 

Mr. BRETZ. Why do you not ask for it for your city? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. We care for them there. Con- 
gress provides for the District of Columbia; I might say we a 
the city council for the District of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 
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Mr. O’NEIiLL of Missouri. 
relief but here. 

Mr. EVERETT. I want to know of the gentleman whether 
the people of this city are not as well able to look after their 
destitute as the people of other cities; and why should the peo- 
ple of the whole United States pay a tax like that for charitable 
institutions here, when we have them in every city in this coun- 
try, from the mountains to the seaboard, and they are sustained 
by charitable enterprises? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, may I be permitted 
to answer the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. EVERETT. I would like the gentleman to answer the 
question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
answer the question. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I will state, in answer to the gen- 
tleman, for the very reason that the demands for this kind of 
charity in this city are not as a rule legitimately chargeable to 
the people of the District of Columbia, but are due to the infirmi- 
ties, faults, and misfortunes of people who come to the capital 
from all over the nation. [Applause and great laughter. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for a vote now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on striking out ‘* $500” 
and inserting ** $2,500.” 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 80. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion ison the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. CATE] to strike out the 
line. 

Mr. CATE. I have no disposition to make any invidious ex- 
ception in regard to this particular institution. [learned in the 
progress of the discussion that this was an innovation upon, or 
rather an addition to, former appropriations; that it was putting 
another straw upon the camel's back; it was the introduction of 
another institution which, having entered our gates with an ap- 
propriation of $500, asks for $5,000, and perhaps in the next appro- 
priation it will obtain it. 

And when the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] arose 
here, almost before the ink was dry upon the recommendation 
of the committee, and asked that the appropriation be increased 
tenfold, | thought there could not be a more appropriate occasion 
for a Representative to present and emphasize his views and to 
call the attention of the House and of the country to the fact 
that these matters creep in here year by year, and that there 
was in the future no limit tosuch encroachments except the limit 
of the capacity of the people to bear their burdens of taxation or 
their patience to submit to them. 

Another point, sir. I am not areligious man per se, so to speak 
[laughter], but I have been educated to the faith that the church 
and the state should be kept separate, that they should not be 
mixed in any way. 

In my political and religious education I have been taught to 
believe that the church and the state should be kept entirely 
apart. Ido not know that this particular institution belongs to 
any church, nor do I care, but | am told that in this bill thera 
are numerous instisutions provided for which are under the 
care of different religious denominations and are here asking 
aid of the Government under the guise of charity. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, my idea is that we ought to have charitable insti- 
tutions. No gentleman goes beyond me in a disposition to pro- 
vide for the poor and the needy and the suffering, but if the 
Government must do that work, let it do it through the instru- 
mentality of Government officers and not through the agency 
of the churches.. For that reason, sir, [oppose not only this item 
but every provision in this bill which recognizes any church or 
seeks to aid any institution that is not under the control of the 
Government. 

The quality of mercy is not strain’d. 
It droppeth as the gentle rain from Heaven. 

Charity does not and should not percolate through the walls of 
the public Treasury. 

‘Then let the churches and the private charitable institutions 
of the country go on in their noble work blessing those that give 
and those who receive, while the Government, aiding none, pro- 
tecting all, should return to its primitive and proper mission of 
extending ‘‘equal and exact justice to all and special privileges 
to none.” 

Having said this much by way of illustrating my views, I with- 
draw the amendment to this particular provision of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the Women’s Union Christian Association, maintenance, #250. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I offer the amendment which Isend tothe 
desk. 


There is no other place to obtain 


I will yield my colleague time in which to 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of the paragraph just read insert: 

* That in all cases where Members of Congress or Senators are appointed to 
represent Congress on any board of trustees or board of directors of any cor- 
poration or institution to which Congress makes any appropriation, the 
term of said Member or Senater shall continue until the expiration of two 
months after the first meeting of the Congress chosen next after their ap- 
pointment.” 


Mr.HEMPHILL. Thatamendmentis simply intended to cover 
the case suggested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
awhile ago. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the erection and completion, according to plans and specifications to 
be prepared by the inspector of buildings, and approved by the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, of a suitable building or buildings onthe 
United States Reform School farm in said District, to be used as a reform 
schoo) for girls, the sum of $35,000, to be expended under the direction of said 
Commissioners. Said building shall be erected ona site to be selected by said 
Commissioners and the trustees of the Reform School of the District of Co- 
lumbia: Provided, That not more than 50 acres of said Reform School farm 
shall be appropriated for the reform school for girls herein provided for. 


Mr. BUTLER. I make the point of order upon that paragraph 
that it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is nolaw authorizing the appropriation 
of money for this purpose. I consider it the province of the 
Committee on Appropriations to provide appropriations to meet 
expenditures which come under laws already existing. Now, 
there is no law authorizing an expenditure for this purpose, and 
therefore the paragraph is not in order. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, under an act of 
Congress approved July 9, 1888, entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Reform School for Girls of the District of Columbia,” this 
organization is provided for. In that act it was pre ‘* that 
all the sections of the act of May 3, 1876, entitled ‘An act revis- 
ing and amending the various acts establishing and relating to 
the Reform School of the District of Columbia’ not inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act are hereby made applicable to the 
Reform School for Girls of the District of Columbia, except that 
the word ‘ girls’ shall be understood wherever the word ‘boys’ 
occurs in said act, and the words ‘ eighteen years’ wherever the 
words ‘sixteen years’ occur.” 

So that, in this act of 1888, the Reform School for Girls was 
organized and all of the provision of the preceding act in rela- 
tion to the Boys’ Reform School, with the exceptions above stated, 
were made applicable to it. The Boys’ Reform School has been 
in operation a good many years, and I think thatit owns now some 
300 acres of land. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Three hundred and twenty acres. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It owns 320 acres of land and is 
supported in the way that other institutions are supported in 
the District. This bill carries, in rounds numbers, $40,000 for 
the Boys’ Reform School. The fact that there was no similar 
school in the District for girls aroused public sentiment and ap- 
peals came to Congress for a similar institution for girls. 

To-day there is not a place where a girl can be sent by order 
of the court (it is pursuant to the order of the court that boys 
are sent to the Reform School) except the public jail or work- 
house, both unfit for the purpose. The police justice came be- 
fore the subcommittee voluntarily appealing for such legislation, 
and stated that there were twelve hundred arrests last year of 
girls under 21 years of age, and that there was no place in the 
District to send them except the jail or the workhouse. 

Mr. COMPTON. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
the buildings of the Boys’ Reform School were erected by an ap- 
propriation from Congress? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I do not know what was the fact 
as to the original building. I can not speak as to that matter 
because I have not investigated it. The act before me with ref- 
erence to the Boys’ Reform School seems to have been a sum- 
ming up or condensation in one act of various acts relating to 
that institution. The title was vested in a board of trustees, 
subject to the control of the Government, and there is a similar 
provision in regard to this institution for girls. 

The reason why money was not appropriated in the original act 
of 1888 was doubtless this: The act authorized the creation of the 
corporation and the organization of the board of trustees, the ob- 
ject being that they should come before Congress with the esti- 
mates and other information which might be needed for intelli- 
gent legislation. These preliminary steps have now been taken. 
The board has been organized; it has submitted plans and esti- 
mates, and, in pursuance of the action of Congress in the creation 
of this Girl’s Reform School, the board now ask an appropria- 
tion. They want $75,000; the Commissioners have recommended 


$35,000, that being deemed sufficient to start the institution and 
get it in operation to take care of the number of girls who will ba 
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there during the first year. Sooner or later the appropriation 
will have to be larger in order to meet the wants of the District; 
but for the purpose of starting the institution, we accepted the 
Commissioners’ recommendation—the lowest amount that could 
possibly be recommended—and I sincerely hope that no opposi- 
tion to this proposition will come from a single member of the 
House. 

I do not believe the point of order is well taken, because here 
is a statute creating the institution; and bearin mind, Mr. Chair- 
man, another fact: under this law the police court of the District 
of Columbia has the power to send to this institution girls under 
21 years of age who are arrested for any offense. The law gives 
this power to the police court; this corporation has been created 
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by Congress; a board of trustees appointed by Congress, the same | 


as in the case of the Boys’ Reform School, has been organized: 
the institution has had imparted to it the same life and force that 
belong to the Boys’ Reform School. Certainly this institution is 
entitled to be recognized in this way in this bill. Itseems tome 
the point of order can not be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentle- 
man from Iowa on this point; the rule of the House provides that 


any approprirtion in a general appropriation bill, in order to be | 


in order, must be for an expenditure previously uuthorized by 


law, or for the continuation of such public works and objects as | 


are already in progress. Now, the Chair is of opinion—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Allow me one word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state his present impres- 
sion, and then will be glad to hear the gentleman. At present 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Why can not that be done as to 
this appropriation? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, it makes no difference to me 
what has been done in the past if it has been contrary to law. I 
do not say that everything that has been mentioned by the gen- 
tleman has been contrary to law, but itis clearly true that an 
appropriation can only be made for an expenditure directly au- 
thorized by law. Such provision has not been made in this case. 

I am not opposed tothe Girl's Reform School. If a bill shall be 
presented here directly authorizing it, I will say here and now 
that I will vote for it. Further than that, Mr. Chairman, let me 
say that if the gentlemen of this House will combine together 
and donate enough to accomplish the purpose contemplated by 
this provision, I will give my check for as large an amount as 
others of the members. But I donot believe it is right to vote 
in this manner for an expenditure that the law does not author- 
ize. For that reason [ have raised the point of order on this pro- 
vision, not because of this particular feature of the bill, but be- 
cause we have numerous other appropriation bills to come before 
us, and I shall insist in each case that an appropriation, to be 
properly made, must be preceded by law authorizing the expendi- 
ture. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the committee now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before submitting the motion that the 
committee rise the Chair desires to call the attention of the com- 


| mittee to the difficulty in this case as it occurs to him now. 


the Chair inclines to the opinion that there is nothing in the act | 


of incorporation of the Girls’ Reform School which authorizes 
any expenditure by the Government; nor, so far as the Chair has 


thus far been able to find, is any expenditure by Congress au- | 


thorized in the charter of the Boys’ Reform School. 
would appear that without some such authorization this appro- 
priation would not be in order. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
tion with reference to the Boys’ Reform School; but these two 
statutes are to be construed together. Congress in authorizing 


Now, it | 


The act incorporating the Girls’ Reform School did not author- 
ize any expenditure of money. I have not been able to examine 
as carefully as I wish the act to incorporate the Boys’ School, butso 
far as I have examined it I fail to find that that of itself author- 
ized any expenditure by Congress. While the appropriations 
may have been made in former bills for the benefit of the Boys’ 
Reform School, if they have been made without express authori- 
zation of law, it would not be an authority now to sustain this 


| provision of the bill or to overcome the point of order. 


There is no express authoriza- | 


Mr. DINGLEY. If the Chair will pardon me a moment I de- 
sire to call his attention to a single point, as this matter may be 


| considered in the morning. 


the incorporation of the Girls’ Reform School provided that | 
within thirty days the board of trustees must meet and organ- | 


ize, and provided also that on the organization of this institution 
every provision with reference to the Boys’ Reform School should 
be applicable to this otherinstitution. Now, Congress under the 


law for the establishment of the Boys’ Reform School has appro- | 


priated right along. During my service in Congress we have 
appropriated large sums of money for additions and for new build- 
ings. I submit that appropriations may be authorized either by 
express terms or by implication. 

In either view, it seems to me, we have an appropriation au- 
thorized in this case. Here we have the case of one incorporated 
institution which has enjoyed all the advantages of the appro- 
priating power of Congress, and the act with reference to that 
institution is made a part of the law establishing this Girls’ Re- 
form School. This law is very brief. 


Its real purpose was simply | 


to create a board of trustees and to provide that as to this insti- | 
tution for girls the same law should operate that obtained with | 


reference to the institution for boys. Here we have two institu- 
tions created, and the later one is clothed with all the powers 
and vital forcesof the earlier one. The older institution receives 
in this bill an appropriation of $40,000 for maintenance. During 
my service here it has had money appropriated to it again and 
again for buildings. This new institution, clothed with the same 
powersas the old one, isas much entitled under the law and under 
our rules to an appropriation astheolderone. I submit that the 
point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I make no question whatever 
of the power of this House to legislate for the purpose of erect- 
ing a building for the Girls’ Reform School, and if we should pass 
a law providing for the erection of such abuilding it might then 

ecome proper for the Committee on Appropriations to provide for 
the expenditures of such an institution. 
the public buildings in this District and in various parts of the 
country which are erected under the direct law of Congress, the 
appropriations for the erection of such institutions and meeting 
such expenditures are provided for after the law has authorized 
the expenditures to be made. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
tion? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. In this bill we have provided 
appropriations for engine houses, public-school buildings, police 
stations, and a number of other institutions, all under the gen- 
eral appropriating power, although none of these institutions 
have been specifically provided for by act of Congress, either 
general or special. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


Will my colleague allow a ques- 


What is your question, please? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will withhold the decision un- 
til morning, and will be glad to hear the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me that the point of order made 
against this paragraph is not well taken if it can be shown that 
this Girls’ Reform School is a public institution in this District, 
and by public institution I mean a government institution which 
has been authorized by law; and that it has been authorized by 
law there is no question. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been chartered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the chairman will examine what has been 
spoken of as a ‘* charter ’—the act establishing this institution— 
he will find that it is not an ordinary act of incorporation, mak- 
ing certain individuals named a corporate body to maintain a 
girls’ reform school, which would be simply a private corpora- 
tion, but it is an act providing for the establishment of a Girls’ 
Reform School inthe District of Columbia, the trusteesof which 
are to be appointed by the President and to make report to the 
Attorney-General, and b2 subject to the control and direction of 


| Congress. 


| courts may sentence 


Not only this, but the act further provides that the District 
wayward girls to serve out terms in the in- 
stitution for reformatory ends astoapenalinstitution. In short, 
the provisions of the act establishing a Boys’ Reform School, 
which it is admitted is a Government institution, and for whose 
support Congress annually appropriates, are applied to the Girls’ 
Reform School; and it is proposed to locate the latter institution 
on the same farm of the Boys’ Reform School. 


It seems to me that the act of 1888, authorizing the Girls’ 





Reform School, makes it a public District institution, managed 


But with reference to | 


| 


| that a paragraph inthe Military 


by trustees appointed by the President and subject to the con- 
trol of Congress. Ifso, then it is a Government institution, 
authorized by law, for which an appropriation, whether fora build- 
ing or for carrying it on, may be made ina general appropria- 
tion bill under the rule. For of course if it isa Government insti- 
tution, authorized by law, then expenditures for the institution 
are authorized by law in the meaning of the rule. 

I call the attention of the Chair also to the ruling of Mr. Chair- 
man Cox, in which he held (and the committee supported him) 
Academy appropriation bill, 
making an appropriation for the construction of a new building 
on the Military Academy grounds at West Point was not subject 
toa point of order under the rule, for the reason that the Military 
Academy is an institution of Government authorized by law, 
and any appropriation for repairs or enlargement of existing 
buildings, or for construction of new buildings as a part of such 
institution, are for an object authorized by law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Maine will permit mé 
to suggest, while Chairman Cox did made that ruling, a great 
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many chairmen have made it the other way and uniformly un 
+) ry 
tha 


Mr. DINGLEY. But it has been repeatedly held since that 
; Indeed, on this 
view of the rule appropriations have been made for new war ves- 
sels in nearly every naval appropriation bill for eight years. 
r. BLOUNT. My recollection is exactly opposite, and that 

is the only instance where the contrary opinion was held. 

TI CHAIRMAN. The question is onagreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The committe » according |ly rose: and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the District of Columbia appropriation b.iil, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. MCMILLIN | move that the House do now adjourn. 


the view taken by Chairman Cox was correct. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, the Chair desires to submit a personal request of a 
member. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
HENDERSON of North Carolina, for the remainder of the week, on 
account of sickness in his family ° 

The motion of Mr. MCMILLIN was then agreed to; and accord- 


ingly (at 5 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from the committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. BELTZHOOV ER, from the Committeeon War Claims: 
A bill (H. Rk. 5618) for the relief of the legal representative or 
representatives of Franklin S. Whitney. (Report No. 509.) 

by Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
(S.14) authorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas H. 
Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to 
the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the 
list of retired officers. Report No. 510. 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 1468) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the 
District of Columbia. (Report No. 511.) 

A bill (H. R. 1469) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat 

} 


> 
. 
Company. report No. 512. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committee was discharged from 
the consideration of the following bill: which was rereferred as 
follows: 

A bill (HB. R. 6634) for the relief of Richard D. Goin—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 2. 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memor- 
ials of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, 
and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6787) supplemental 
to the ‘‘ act granting pensions to soldiersand sailors of the Mex- 
ican war, and for other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 6788) to establish subports of 
entry and delivery at Superior, Wis., and at Ashland, Wis., in 
the Superior collection district of Michigan and Wisconsin—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CROSBY: A bill (H. R. 6789) to grant to the Pan-Amer 
ican Transportation Company aright of way through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 6790) for the reclamation of 
the arid lands of the United States, and for other purposes—to the 
Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United 


By Mr. HEMPHILL: A bill (H. R. 6793) to provide for semi- 
annual-statements by foreign corporations doing business in the 


District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Mmm bia 
Also, a b H. R. 6794) regulating deposits in building and 


other associations in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H. R. 6795) to provide for a site and 


the erection of a public building thereon at Logansport, in the 
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State of Indiana—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 6796) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Lincoln, I1l.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. : . 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 6797) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Cahaba River, in Tuscaloosa 
County, Ala., by the Montgomery, Tuscaloosa and Memphis 
Railway—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6798) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Warrior River by the Montgomery, Tuscaloosa and 
Memphis Railway Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CULBERSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6799) to pun- 
ish intruders in either of the five civilized tribes—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 6800) to put fish caught in 
the fresh waters of the continent of North America on the free 
list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6801) to put barley imported for the purpose 
of brewing on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6802) to put mica on the free list—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 6831) to provide for the exami- 
nation and classification of certain mineral lands in the States of 
Montana and Idaho—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CATE: A bill (H. R. 6832) to improve the navigation 
of the Mississippi River by building a levee along the St. Fran- 
cis front—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. 

By Mr. HALVORSEN: A bill (H. R. 6833) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of settlers on Northern Pacific Rail- 
road indemnity lands,” approved October 1, 1890—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 98) proposing 


amendments to the Constitution substituting the 3lst day of De- 
cember for the 4th day of March as the commencement and ter- 
mination of the official terms of members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and of United States Senators, and providing that 
Congress shall hold its annual meeting on the second Monday in 
January, and substituting the 30th of April for the 4th of March 
as the date for the commencement and limitation of the terms 
of the President and Vice-President—to the Select Committee 
on Election of President and Vice-President and Representatives 
in Congress. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A resolution instructing the Committee 
on the Eleventh Census to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a permanent bureau—to the Committee on the Eleventh 
Census. 

By Mr. CAUSEY: A resolution that the Secretary of the In- 
terior be instructed to furnish a list to the House of Representa- 
tives of all persons, citizens, or subjects of foreign countries now 
drawing pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCRAE: That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to examine and report, by bill or otherwise, the man- 
ner of administering the affairs of Yellowstone Park—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A memorial of the General Assembly of 
Maryland, instructing the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gressfrom Maryland to take action with a view to securing and 
preserving Temple Farm and the Moore House, at Yorktown, Va., 
by the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the Massa- 
chusetts Legislature, relating to brakes and couplers on freight 
cars—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a memorial favoring the transfer of the Revenue Marine 
to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bidl (H. R. 6803) for the relief of William 
S. McKnight and James W. Richardson—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6804) to grant a pension to 
Martha Noble Brainerd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUSHNELL: A bill (H. R. 6805) for the relief of Thomas 
Kelly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CASTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6806) for the re- 
lief of Benjamin F. Hartley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: A bill (H. R. 6807) granting a 
pension to Sarah Jane Richards, William H. Richards, Maggie 
Ann Richards, and Emily C. Richards—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 6808) for the reliefof Elizabeth 
Fleming, Frances E. Robinson, and Mary and Margaret Jo 
stone—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DICKERSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6809) for th 
relief of the legal representatives of Edward Allsworth—to th 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEARY: A bill (H. R. 6810) for the relief of H. 5. 
Soule—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (A. R. 6811) for the relief of ¢ 
heirs of Anna Floyd, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6812) for th 
relief of Robert Moss, late of Hinds County, Miss.—to the ¢ 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6813) for the r 
of the widow of Dabney Walker—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6814) for the relief of Jeremiah Fritts—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6815) for the relief of A. P. H. 
Stewart—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKEIGHAN: A bill (H. R. 6816) granting a pension 
to Guy W. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 6817) for the relief 
of James R. D. Morrison—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 6818) for the relief of Sopha 
Dalty—to the Committee on War Claims. 

sy Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 6819) for the relief of Anna 
Schaap—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6820) for relief of Seligman & Stettheimer 

to the Committee on Claims. 
3y Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 6821)for the relief of Edward 
Fitch—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHELL: A bill (H. R. 6822) granting a pension to 
Emanuel Dougherty—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 6823) for the relief of 
Mrs. Evalyn N. Van Vliet—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: A biil (H. R. 6824) granting a 
certificate of discharge to Cassius M. Tew, late of the Trumbu 
Guards, Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6825) granting a 
yension to John W. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6826) granting a pension 


to Marie Starkweather—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 6827) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank Traynor—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
610nS8. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6828) granting a pension to Ellen Carne: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6829) granting a 
pension to Elijah Koger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6830) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William T.McAtee, late a private in Com 
many C, Fourth Missouri State Militia Cavalry—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 





Under clause 1 of Rule XXII the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AMERMAN: Memorial of Spring Brook Grang: 
wackawanna, County, Pa., for silk-culture bill—to the Committ 
on Agriculture. 


Also, memorial of the same body, for pure lard—to the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same body, against discrediting legal- 
tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Papers in the matter of John T. 
Bruen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS: Petition of Nancy Doles, widow of Michael, 
to accompany House bill 6551, of Michael O’Brien, for special act 
by Congress—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Catherine Krentzer, widow of Frederick 
Krentzer, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 6555 for 
the relief of Mary L. Pratt—to the Committee on War Claim 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petition of the Mexican Veteran 


sociation, lat 


ti ly assembled at Nevada, Mo., for amendment o 
pension law to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also petition of 192 citizens of the State of Missouri, asking 
that pensions be given to teamsters in the Mexican war—to 
Committee on Pension 

3y Mr. DINGLEY: Remonstrance of A. J. Fuller and 200 
others, of Bath, Me., against the passage of the Lapham bill—to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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.\lso, remonstrance of W. H. Hig ~ a Sud s.of Phi 
Me., awainst Hous ! o tl 
Committee on Merchant Marine : 
\ », remonstrance of W t \ ! i o1 the sam 
place to the Committee on ch \ and Fisheries 
Li80., reMmonslranc¢ 0 ( ava s Lne pa 
age ( he La am it Marin 
ind Irishe ( 
A lsc emonstrance of elt nso »] a the p vo 
( e Lapham bi to the ¢ Ce ¢ lar and 
Fisheries 
Llso, rm of ¢i é of | ‘ a t the pas 
sage of the Lapha D1 Oo the CA oO ercn Mari 
a Fisher 
Also, remonstrance of ¢« ns of Harpswell, against the pas- 
ive of the Lapham bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marinse 
an is] ri s 
Also. remonstrance of George C. Higgins and others, of Batl 
ainst House bill 5030. to rewulate fisheries—to the ¢ imittee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
Also, remonstrance of John Wor y and others, « Bath, against 
House bill 5030, to regulate fisheries—to the Committee on Mer- 


chant Marine and Fisheries. 


\lso, remonstrance of John W. Ballou and 300 others, of Bath, 








acainst House bill 5030. to regulate fisheries—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheri 

\lso, p tition of New Sharon Grange of M: pi ne that 
all money authorized by Govern ma val tend 

the Committee on Coinage, Weig i Wieasure 

L\lso. petition of Sa pod y, t gambling in farm 

oducts—to the Committee on Agricultur 

\lso, petition of the same body, for free delivery of mail mat- 

in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

Post-Roads. 

\lso, petition of the same bo for the passage of a bill de- 
fining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 
0, petition of White Oak Grange, Warren, for the passage 


of a bill prohibiting gambling in farm products—tothe Comm 
| tee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition o the same body, for 1 12 Enc ragement of si 
‘ ire—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, that all money autho 
Government snali De wal aer Lo the ©o tiee On bal 


ing and Currency. 


the same pod oO t ( ‘ ‘ i 
mails to thé Committee on the Post-Office : Post-Roads 

Liso petitio ot the sa pod \ fo é at Ss 
culture to the Committ on A cu rm 

\lso, p tition of M rry Meetir yr iranve of Bowdoinham, for 
the passage of a bill defining lard and imposing a tax there - 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also. petition of the same body, for f ‘ ery of mails in 
rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petiti mn of Sagadahoc Co inty Association, for the p 
tection of game and fish and against the passage of the Laphan 
bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

Also. petition of Merry Meeting Grange, of Bowdoinham, Me 
for the passage of bills to prevent gambling in grain and to] 
mote silk e ture to the ¢ nmittee o A "le ture, 

By Mr. DIXON: Petition of Helena (Mont Stone Masons 
Union, No. 4, for passage of Hou bill 257, to enforce the eight 
hour law—to the Committee on Lah 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition « he N.S. C. Grange, No. 844, 
( PR. nnsyivania, for tree delivery of rura mals to the ~Com- 
nittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

\iso, petition of the same body, for silk « 1 é Lo the (om- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of the same body. for pure lard—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of the same body, for prohibiti contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender c encv—to the Cor ttee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measure 

Also, petition of the same body, fi pure lar to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture 

\ oO.” tition of t : pody. for ‘ \ oO ra 1 = 
to the ¢ i ‘ t Post-Olt« i i woads 

, p ( on Grangs 0, SoS, of Pennsylvana, for 

} Lita w the 4 mittee or \ j it ( 

Aiso, petition of George J. Frater and others, praying that 
the W F Fair be clos ol Sunday. ete. to the 7 lect Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, ] t n of tl be for k ¢ tuy te t Com- 
mittee on Agri 1 t 

Also, petition of t i ) ree de Vel ialis ip 


ow 
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rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of members of Steuben Grange, No. 858, against 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of the same body, against gambling in farm prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agric ulture. 

Also, petition of Linesville Grange, No.694, of Pennsylvania, for 
prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the same body, for pure lard-—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, against gambling in farm prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HALLOWELL: Petition of Carversville Grange, No. 
451, of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of House bill 395, 
defining lard, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition asking extension of free delivery of mail in rural 
districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition in favor of legislation preventing dealing in op- 
tions, etec.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of 23 citizens of Benton County, 
Iowa, favoring the passage of the Hatch option bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 29 citizens of Jones County, Iowa, asking the 
passage of the same bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Grundy County, Iowa, against House bill 2699— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 86 citizens of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, asking the 
election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the p2o- 
ple to the Select Committee on Election of President and Vice- 
President and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of J. W. Hubbell and 839 others, 
of Mansfield, Ohio, praying to have the United States Govern- 
ment exhibit at the World’s Fair close on every Sabbath day— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exhibition. 

By Mr. HATCH: Memorialof Pomona Grange, No. 12, against 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of P. P. Sutter and 20 others, of 
Lucas County, Ohio, favoring the passage of the bills designated 
as the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles T. Lewis-and 31 other citizens of To- 
ledo, Ohio, in regard to and favoring the sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, to prevent the establishment 
of any particular religion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Papers, maps, ete., to accompany House 
bill 6797—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Papers in the claim of Jacob 
H. Campbell, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of Robert ‘Moss, of Hinds County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
Walsh County, N. Dak., for free delivery of mail in rural dis- 
tricts and for free binding-twine—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: Petition of the seventh district, Life- 
Saving Service, to promote efficiency of service—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the tenth district, Life-Saving Service, to pro- 
mote efficiency of service—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce 

Also, petition of ‘citizens of Buffalo, to promote Life-Saving 
Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of farmers, for the reduction of the duty on bar- 
ley—to the Commi a eC og Ways and Means. 

B y Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Greenfield Grange, No. 887, 
of Indiana,pray Reman prompt action be taken to pass a law to pre- 
vent gambling infarm products--to theCommittee onAgriculture. 

Also, petition of Thorn Creek Grange, of the State of Indiana, 
for the passage of House bill 395, imposing a tax on compound 
lard, ete.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Two remonstrances against the Lapham 
bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, two remonstrances against the Lapham bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of Farmersville Grange, No. 
328, in favor of legislation encouraging silk culture—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, to prohibit gambling in farm products—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, to prevent adulteration of food and drugs—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of Grange No. 971, of Pennsylvania, to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, to encourage silk culture—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 782, of Pennsylvania, to prevent 
adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, to prohibit gambling in farm products—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, for the encouragement of silk culture—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender cur- 
rency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, defining lard and asking that a tax be put thereon—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, to extend free delivery of mails to rural districts—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Grange, No. 971, of Pennsylvania, defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tendercurrency— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, asking free delivery of mail to rural districts—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 328, prohibiting discrediting legal- 
tender cur rency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, defining lard and imposing tax thereon—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, for free delivery of mails to rural districts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: Petition of N. H. Decarter, 
for an appropriation for widening the channel in Charlotte Har- 
bor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of C. W. Conally, for an appropriation for the 
improve ment of the channel in Charlotte I Taebor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of W. J. Smith and others, for an appropria- 
tion to improve the channel in Charlotte Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania: Preamble and resolutions 
of the Paint Club of Philadelphia, as to the inconsistencies of 
the third and fourth class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OWENS: Two petitions of citizens of Muskingum 
County, Ohio, praying that World’s Fair be closed on Sunday— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of citizens of Zanesville, praying that United 
States Senators be elected directly by the people—to the Select 
Committee on Election of President and Vice-President and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. 

Also, petition from the same place, restraining immigration to 
the United States—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition from the same place, in favor of excluding Chi- 
nese from this country—to the S2lect Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Muskingum County, Ohio, asking 
that the World’s Fair be closed on Sunday—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Philadelphia, Ohio, in regard 
to the sixteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTON: Papersand documents ac companying House 
bill 3311, for the relief of Michael Castello—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 70 citizens of Turner County, 
S. Dak., against the opening of the World’s Fair on Sunday—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian E xposition. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of Canastota, Madison County, 
N. Y., in favor of House bill 401, regulating immigration—to tha 
Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Oak Hill Grange, No. 104, of Maine, 
for prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currence y—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the same body, against gambling in farm prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, for silk culture—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for pure lard—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 


mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of Miss Lousia Titcomb, of Stroudwater, Me. 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of John True and others, for loan to Chicago 
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celebration—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of Unity Grange, No. 886, of Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of bill to prevent dealing in options—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition in favor of House bill 395, defining lard and im- 
posing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition in favor of free delivery of mail to rural dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition in favor of bill making certain issues of money 
full legal tender—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Unity Grange, No. 886, of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of a law preventing adulteration of food and drugs—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Goshen 
Grange, No. 121, of Pennsylvania, for silk culture—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, forfree delivery of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for pure lard—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of London Grove Grange, No. 63, for free de- 
livery of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for silk culture—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, against gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, petition of the same body, for pure lard—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SEERLEY: Petition of the Methodist Church at Keo- 
kuk, asking constitutional amendment—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHONK: Petition of Beavers Run Grange, No. 813, of 
Pennsylvania, for prompt passage of a law to preventadulteration 
of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition urging the passage of House bill 395—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition to pass a law preventing dealing in options—to | 


the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition asking legislation encouraging silk culture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitionasking the prohibition of contracts discrediting 
legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, petition of Salem Grange, No. 291, of Pennsylvania, for 
passage of a law prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender 





currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. | 


Also, petition for passage of House bill 395, defining lard, and 
imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition asking legislation to prevent options—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition asking legislation to prevent adulteration of 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Salem Lodge, No. 291, of Pennsylvania, for 


extension of free delivery of mail to rural districts—to the Com- | 


mittee on the Post- Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of Beavers Run Grange, No. 813, for free delivery | 


of mail to rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STUMP: Resolution of Takoma Trades Council, to ex- 
clude Chinese immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. - 


By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Papers in the claim of Alex- | 


ander Cawood, of Sullivan County, Tenn., to accompany bill—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Petition of Harmony Grange, No. 393, of In- 
diana, for the passage of the bill entitled ‘‘An act making certain 
issues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts ””—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 1005, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Wayne County, Pa, against discrediting legal-tender currency 
by contracts—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

Also, petition of Washington Grange, No. 2056, of Indiana, for 
free delivery of mails to rural districts—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers in the claim of Mrs. 
Martha D. Bradford, widow of Joseph Bradford—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

_ Also, petition of Rebecca Bridgers, for special act for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, petition of Mahala Williams, for special act for pension— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hamilton County, Il. 
option bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSof Massachusetts: Petition in the claim 
of Jesse Cleveland, with affidavit—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: Petition of Excelsior Grange, No. 
943, in favor of free delivery of rural mails—to the 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law prohibiting 
contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of legislation for the 
encouragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body,in favor of House bill 395, defin- 
ing lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of legislation prevent- 
ing gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of a law to prevent 
the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Memorials of Grange No. 1005, Patrons of 


, in favor of 


Committee 


| Husbandry, of South Preston,Pa.,for free delivery of rural mails— 


to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, March 3, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 38) to provide for the disposition and sale of 


lands known as the Klamath River Indian Reservation was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting petitions from alarge number of 
officersof the Army, first lieutenants of the line, praying for such 
legislation as will secure certain readjustment of the relative 
rank of first lieutenants and the application to first lieutenants of 
the system of lineal promotion now existing in all other regi- 
mental grades; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TURPIE presented three petitions numerously signed by 
citizens of Goshen, Ind., and a petition of citizens of Union City, 
Ind., praying for the passage of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States prohibiting any legislation by the States 
respecting an establishment of religion or an appropriation of 
money for any sectarian purpose; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the following petitions of Carlson Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry. of Indiana: 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
encouragement of silk culture; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
thereon; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 


| tricts: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


Post-Roads. 


Mr. KYLE presented a petition of citizens of Tama County, 
lowa, praying for the construction of a boarding school for the 
Sac and Fox Indians: which was referred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of 200 members of Graf- 
ton Star Grange, No. 200, Patrons of Husbandry, of New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the passage of a law to prevent gambling in 
farm products, otherwise known as dealing in optionsand futures: 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 200 members of Grafton Star 
Grange, No. 200, Patronsof Husbandry, of New Hampshire, pray- 
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ing for the passage of a law to prevent the adulteration of food 
and drugs: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES presented resolutions of the Legislature of Mas- 
sachusetts: which were referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, i” the year 1892. 
Resolutions relative to the transfer of the Revenue Marine from the juris- 


diction of the Treasury Department to the jurisdiction of the Navy Depart- 
ment. 


Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, in general court assembled, respectfully and earnestly 
urge upon Congress the importance and public benefit of transferring the 
oahoers, seamen, and vessels of the Revenue Marine from the jurisdiction of 
the Treasury Department tothe jurisdiction of the Navy Department, and 
request Congress to pass a bili effecting that purpose. 

“Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the presiding officers 
of both Houses of Congress, and to the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress from this Commonwealth. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 16, 1892. 
Adopted: Sent up for concurrence 
EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 


SENATE, February 19, 1892. 
Adopted, in concurrence. 


HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 
A truecopy. Attest: 
EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the Flouse of Represe niatives. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of John M. Mott and 
other citizens of Chicago, Lil., praying for the adoption of a na- 
tional alphabet; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Parker Grange, No. 1330, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Illinois, praying for the passage of what 
is known as the Conger lard bill: which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the following petitions of Wabash and Par- 
ker Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lllinois: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions of Hallock, 
Dunlap, Charter Oak, Bethel, and Benjaminville Granges, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Illinois: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon: which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs; which were ordered to lie on the 
tabie. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts; which were referred tothe Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a paper in the nature of a pro- 
test against the passage of Senate bill 1755. It is very numer- 
ously and very responsibly signed by leading business men of the 
city of Evansville, Ind. It states that if that billshould become 
a law it would entail great and unnecessary expense and incon- 
venience to owners and navigators of steam vessels of additional 
attachments and requirements, beside positive and almost a fatal 
injury in the reduction of steam pressure allowed, together with 
other important statements. I[ think the proper course for the 
memorial is that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce 
having charge of that bill and to accompany the bill. I move 
that it be so referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE presented the following petitions of Haywood 
Grange, No. 121, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tennesseee, signed 
by W. L. Richardson, master, and E. L. Allen, secretary: 

\ petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





a 








MARCH 3, 


gambling in farm products; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395 defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the 
adulteration of food and drugs; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain 
issues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented the following petitions of Left Hand 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado: 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture; which was referred to the Commit- 
ice on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395 defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the 
adulteration of food and drugs; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of alldebts; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the Legislature of the 
State of Washington, praying that an appropriation be made for 
the construction of a ship canal at tide-water from Salmon Bay on 
Puget Sound to Lake Union, and from Lake Union to Lake Wash- 
ington: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed as a document. 

He also presented a petition of citizens, vessel owners of the 
United States, and others engaged in commercial intercourse, 
praying for the passage of the bill for the transfer of the Revenue 
Marine to the naval establishment; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of Florin Alliance, No. 310, 
of the Farmers’ Alliance and [Industrial Union of California, pray- 
ing for the substitution of the subtreasury plan for the national 
banks; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGEWresented a petition of 429 citizens of 
Michigan, and a petition of the First Congregational Church of 
Port Huron, Mich., praying that no exposition or exhibition for 
which appropriations are made by Congress shall be opened on 
Sunday; which were referred to the Committee on the Quadro- 
Centennial (Select). 

He also presented the following petitions of Madison, Crystal, 
Talmadge, Allendale, Moline, and Decatur Granges, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Michigan: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture: which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon: which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts; wh ich were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Col. Forbes Post, 
No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Missouri, remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill providing for the [ree coinage of 
silver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the following petitions of Suna- 
pee Lake Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of New Hampshire: 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
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gambling in farm products; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thoreon; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petitionof the National Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, signed by 55 citizens of Winthrop, Me., 
praying that no exposition or exhibition for which appropria- 
tions are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday; which 


was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Se- | 


lect). 

He also presented a petition of 27 citizens of Jefferson, Me., 

praying for the passage of the bill defining options and futures 
_fnd imposing special taxes on dealers therein; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 24 citizens of Jefferson, Me., 
wraying for the passage of a bill imposing a tax on compound 
foot: which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the following petitions of Orchard, Readfield, 
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the speedy passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of B. P. Zuver, of Adams, Nebr., 
praying for the passage of an act to reclassify the Railway Mail 
Service; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
and Post- Roads. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the National Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, passed at its convention held in 
Boston, Mass., praying for the appointment of a commission of 
inquiry into the causes and consequences of social vice; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the executive committee of the 
Temperance Association of Friends of Philadelphia (Pa.) Yearly 
Meeting and a petition of the National Woman's Temperanc 
Union of Boston, Mass., praying for the appointment of a com- 
mission of inquiry relative to the alcoholic liquor traffic; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the executive committee of the 
Temperance Association of Friends of Philadelphia (Pa.) Yearly 


| Meeting, praying that no money may be appropriated for the 


Goodwins Mills, Eureka, Gorham, and Union Granges, Patrons | 


of Husbandry, of Maine: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


World's Columbian Fair unless it is provided that no intoxicat- 
ing liquors shall be sold or given away on the grounds; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Se- 
lect. 

He also presented a memorial of the executive committee of 
the Temperance Association of Friends of Philadelphia (Pa. 
Yearly Meeting, remonstrating against the passage of any law 
curtailing the prohibitory limits which are now drawn around 
the Soldiers’ Home in Washington, D.C.; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the executive committee of 
the Temperance Association of Friends of Philadelphia (Pa. 
Yearly Meeting, remonstrating against the repeal of section 14 


| of the act of May 17, 1884, providing a civil government for 


Mr. VILAS presented petitions collected by the National Wo- | 


man’s Christian Temperance Union, signed by 37 citizens of Wis- 
consin, praying that no exposition or exhibition for which ap- 
propriations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial 
(Select). 

Mr. HIGGINS presented the following petitions of Washing- 
ton, Seaford, and Midland Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Delaware: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Western Retail Imple- 
ment Dealers’ Association, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the 
improvement of the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Samuel Woolbright, and 
other citizens of Perry County, Mo., praying for the passage of 
the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Frank Westmann and other 
citizens of Perry County, Mo., praying for the passage of the 
Butterworth antioption bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Allen Moore and 30 
other citizens of Salem County, N. J., and a petition of Pomona 
Grange, No. 12, Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesota, praying for 


| ment tothe Constitution desire to be heard before the subcom- 
| mittee of the Judiciary Committee. 





Alaska, and section 1955 of the Revised Statutes, so far as they 
relate to the importation of intoxicating liquors into that Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a petition of citizens of New London, 
Conn., praying for the adoption of a constitutional amendment 
srohibiting the appropriation of public moneys by the States for 
institutions wholly or in part under sectarian control. I ask 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
as the original proposition was referred to that committee and 
is now under consideration by it. The extensive organizati 
in the United States asking the adoption of this proposed amend- 





I understand that some of 
these petitions have been referred to the Committee on Edu 
tion and Labor and some of them to the Judiciary Committ 
T call the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor to the matter. I think they all ought to go to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, unless the chairman of the 
Committee on Education and Labor desires to keep them. 

Mr. CAREY. No, I do not, and I will ask in regard to such 
petitions bearing on this subject as have gone to the Committee 
on Education and Labor that the committee be discharged from 
their further consideration and thatthey be referred to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition presented by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut will be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and, if there be no objection, the change of reference 
requested by the Senator from Wyoming |Mr. CAREY] will be 
made. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1239) for the benefit of sundry persons 
the vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Mo. 

A bill (S. 2305) to provide for the permanent preservation and 
custody of the records of the volunteer armies, and for other pur 
poses. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom wa 
referred the bill (S. 720) making an appropriation for the estab- 
lishment and maintenance of range lights and buoys at thirty 
five different points on the Willamette River, between the citi 
of Salem, and Portland, in the State of Oregon, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Military Affairs instructs 
me to ask to be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 2372) to provide for the settlement of accounts with th: 
Atlantic and North Carolina Railroad, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Railroads, which has had before it severa 
similar bills. 
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The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2271) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST. Iam instracted by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom were referred the bill (S. 2096) granting the right to 
erect and maintain dams across the Kansas River, within ‘Shaw- 
nee County, in the State of Kansas, and the bill (8. 1516) grant- 
ing the right to erectand maintain dams across the Kansas River, 
within Shawnee County, in the State of Kansas, to report them 
adversely and to report a substitute for these bills, which I ask 
may be read twice and placed on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 2437) granting to the Topeka Water and Electric 
Power Company of Kansas the right toerect and maintain a dam 
or dams across the Kansas River, within Shawnee County, in the 
State of Kansas, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator from Missouri is willing, I ask 
for the immediate consideration of the bill reported by him. It 
is very brief, and I think there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that he had 
better examine the bill. It is a substitute. 
Mr. PERKINS. Then let it be read. 

line of our conversation yesterday. 

Mr. VEST. It is a different bill. The Senator will ascertain 
that it has some material changes in it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Very well; then I shall not ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and Senate bills 2096 and 1516 will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 

referred the bill (S. 2021) granting the right and authority to the 
Mexican Gulf, Pacific and Puget Sound Railroad Company, a 
company organized under the laws of the States of Florida and 
Alabama, to build one bridge over each of the following-named 
rivers in the State of Alabama, viz: The Alabama River, the 
Warrior River, the Sipsey River, and the Tennessee River; the 
said bridges to be used, operated for and in behalf of the said 
the Mexican Gulf, Pacific and Puget Sound Railroad Company 
to carry freight and passengers by rail and otherwise, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2254) authorizing the Quincy Pontoon Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a pontoon bridge across the 
Mississippi River at the city of Quincy, in the State of Illinois, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce,to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1665) to authorize the Grand Rapids 
Water and Electric Power Company, of Grand Rapids, Minn.., to 
construct a dam across the Mississippi River, reported it with 
amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment: 

A bill (S. 2319) to provide for the establishment of a port of 
delivery at Council Bluffs, Iowa; and 

A bill (S. 2307) to establish a first-order light-house at the en- 
trance to Grays Harbor, in the State of Washington. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 153) to provide American registers for the 
steamers Foxhall and S. Overi of New Orleans, La., reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2145) providing for the 
carrying of fourth-class mailable matter under the third class, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

ie ale, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 2438) to 
consolidate mail matter of the third and fourth classes; which 
was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2004) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1737) for the relief of William A. Rich- 
ards, United States surveyor-general of Wyoming, reported it 
wi ithout amendment, and submitted a re port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3933) to set apart a tract of land in the State of Cali- 
fornia for the use of the Lick Observatory, of the astronomical 
department of the University of California, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 





I suppose it is in the 


AQUILLA JONES, SR. 
Mr. COLQUITT. 
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Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was —— the bill (H. R. 
914) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, sr., to report it back favor- 
ably. The committee have already acted favorably upon a Sen- 
ate bill to accomplish the same object; that is, for the relief of 
Aquilla Jones. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
this House bill be acted upon now, and that the Senate bill ma 
be indefinitely postponed. The reason why I ask for this indul- 
gence is that the relief, if granted at all, must be done within 
two or three days, or else it will be without any avail. : There is 
no opposition to the bill, I presume. The Senate Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads have passed upon the matter at two 
successive sessions; the committee of the other House reported 
favorably upon it at two sessions; this bill has just passed the 
other House, and I infer that it will only require time enough to 
read it to pass the bill. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to credit Aquilla Jones, sr., late postmaster at wy 1 
lis, Ind., in the final settlement of his accounts, with the sum of #2,4 


amount of loss sustained by him as such postmaster by robbery on the sist 
day of December, 1888. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I move that the bill (S. 351) for the relief 
of Aquilla Jones, late postmaster at Indianapolis, Ind., be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2388) to amend an act entitled 
‘*An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia 
River, between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, 
and to establish it as a post-road,” to reportit with amendments. 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatisavery short bill. It canbe read in one 
moment. If the Senator from Missouri is willing I should like 
to ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. It merely 
extends the time of a law. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; I have 
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce 
were, in line 12, to strike out “herein” and insert ‘‘therein:” in 
line 13, after the word ‘‘vears,” to insert ‘‘and completed within 
four years;” in line 16, to strike out “two vears” and insert ‘‘one 
year;” and in line 19 to strike out “four” and insert “three” be- 
fore the word ‘‘years;” so as to make the bill read: 

That “An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a post-road,’ 
approved March 24, 1890, be, and the same is hereby, extended, revived. and 
declared to be in full force and effect from and after March 24, 1892. Section 
12 of said act, which provides that said act shall be null and void if actual 
construction of the bridge therein authorized be not commenced within two 
years and completed within four years from date of the approval therecf, 
shall be, and the same is hereby, so aménded that the time within which said 
bridge is required to be commenced shall be within one year from March 24, 
1892, and the time within which it is required that said bridge be completed 
shall be within three years from the 24th day of March, 1892. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is there not an amendment written in the bill 
consisting of several words? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. All gmendments reported by the 
committee have been agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. The bill as reported gives one year to commence 
the construction of the bridge and three years to finish it. 

Mr. DOLPH. That isall right. I see that all the amend- 
ments have been acted on. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 2439) for the relief of J. M. 


Is there objection to the present 


no objection to the present con- 


| Lyon; which wasread twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 





lam directed by the Committee on Post- | liance of the District of Columbia) introduced a bill (S. 


ing papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 
Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2440) for the relief of Par- 


| menas T. Turnley; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. PEFFER (by request of the Wage Workers’ Political Al- 
2441) to 
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provide for the election of a delegate from the District of Co- 
lumbia to the Senate and House of Representatives, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2442) to provide for allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to the Ottawa Indians in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2443) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Ephriam A. Brown; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2444) removing the charge of de- 
sertion against and granting an honorable discharge to Walter 
M. Macarty; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 2445) granting a pension to Thomas | 


H. Williams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2446) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Lillie C. Wix; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2447) for the re- 
lief of Joel M. Bryan; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


‘ 


Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. | 


58) extending the powers of the board of control and manage- 
ment of the United States Government exhibit at the World's 
Fair for certain purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the 
Quadro-Centennial (Select). 
CLAIM OF KAWEAH COLONY. 

Mr. KYLE. I offer a resolution for reference to the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was read as, follows: 


Resolution asking that a special committee be appointed to investigate the 
claims of the Kaweah Colony, in Tulare County, Cal. 

Whereas a body of people known as the Kaweah Colony, between the Sth 
and the 13th of October, 1885, under the timber act of June 3, 187%, filed upon 
a large body of timber land, consisting of forty-fiveclaims in Tulare County, 
Cal., in good faith, and according to the rules of the General Land Office, 
and made permanent improvements during five years amounting to $100,000; 
and 

Whereas by the act of October, 1890, large portions of said lands were in- 
cluded in the Yosemite National Parkreservation to be withdrawn from entry 
or settlement, thus depriving a large number of this colony of their lands and 
causing them toappeal to Congress for an amendment to the law of 1890 allow- 
ing an exception in theircase; and 

Whereas there is reason to believe that these citizens complied to the best 
of their knowledge and ability with the laws of the United States in timber 
entries, and that they are justly entitled to consideration and compensation: 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a select committee of three Senators be appointed to 
investigate and report the facts connected with the settlement of Kaweah 
Colony, whether they have complied with the laws of the United States in 
the location of their lands, and whether they should receive compensation 
from the Government. Said committee shall have authority to sit during 


the recess of Cengress, have power to summon witnesses, and to do whatever | 


is necessary for a full examination of the question, and report to the Senate 
on or before the second Monday of December next. They shall have power 
to — a stenographer, and the expenses of such investigation shall be 

aid from the appropriation for expenses of inquiries and investigations or- 
dered by the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to the consideration of the resolution 
this morning. Let it lie on the table, and to-morrow I shall ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, unless that 
is the direction the Senator from South Dakota desires it to go. 

Mr. KYLE. I have asked that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. DOLPH. The resolution proposes the creation of a select 
committee to undertake an important investigation of cases which 
properly go before the Committee on Public Lands. I should 
suppose, from the attention which, in the confusion, I have been 
able to give to the reading of it, that the resolution should prop- 


erly go before the Committee on Public Lands. I certainly ob- | 


ject now to its going before the Committee to Audit and Control 

the Contingent Expenses of the Senate until it has been consid- 

ered by some committee, or until after due discussion and delib- 

eration the Senate has determined to constitute such a commit- 

pe I object simply to the consideration of the resolution to- 
ay. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to suggest to the Senator from South 
Dakota, that he allow the resolution to go first to the Committee 
on PublicLands. I make the suggestion as amember of the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
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ate. I will say to him that it involves a very complicated ques- 
tion in connection with the act that was passed. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that I am perfectly willing that the 
resolution shall go first to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire also to repeat a suggestion made to me 
by the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. PLATT], that there are 
statements in the whereases or in the preamble of the resolution 
which ought not to be passed upon without consideration and de- 
liberation, or upon a report by some committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


* SENATOR FROM IDAHO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is 
in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. lL move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Idaho contested-election case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Oregon. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
first resolution reported by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to state that I had given 
notice of my intention to ask for the consideration of the reso- 
lutions which I introduced, and which are lying on the table, for 
the purpose of making some observations to the Senate this 
morning: but in deference to the request of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] and the privileged character of the 
pending question I give notice that I postpone submitting my 
observations to the Senate until Monday morning after the con- 
clusion of the morning business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam obliged to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it had not been my intention by 
any word of mine toseek to prolong this debate which has already 
occupied so much of the time and attention of the Senate, or to 
seek toadd toor supplement the remarks which [ had the honor 
to submit to the Senate when opening the discussion of this ques- 
tion on the part of the minority of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. But it seems to me that there has been so much 
introduced into this debate during the days that it has gone on since 
my statement of what I conceive to be the proposition governing 
its determination which was foreign to its real merits, so many 
misconceptions, as it seems to me, also taken of the viewsof the 
minority of the committee in this matter, that I have thought it 
due to myself and to my colleague of the committee with whom I 


have the honor to agree to restate as briefly as I may the posi- 
; : } 








tion which we took, and which, it seems to me, with all deference 
to Senators who differ with me, has not been at all assailed so far 
in this debate. 

Why, Mr. President, in stating what was the meaning of the 
statute of 1866 which the Congress of the United States has im- 
posed ag a regulation upon the States in the matter of choosing 
Senators, the minority of the committee did not indulge in any 
fine drawn or delicate or abstruse interpretation of that statute, 
as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] last evening in his 
very able and ingenious argument seemed to indicate. 

They simply sought to solve what seemed to be to them, in 
one view of the matter, the determining point in this contro- 
versy; what was the event from which the time should be reck- 
oned under the statute of 1866, when the process of choosing a 
Senator should be commenced: what was the “ organization” 
which, in that statute, was declared to be the event: what was 
the organization of the Legislature from which this time was to be 
reckoned; and surely we are bound to settle that question insome 
fashion. We can not disregard it. 

The terms of the statute are obligatory and impose a duty upon 
the State Legislatures. That duty is to determine when this 
proceeding of choosing a United States Senator is to commence. 
And a practical answer has actually been given to the very ques- 
tion of when is a Legislature organized within the meaning of 
the statute by every State in which it has arisen; and that an- 
swer is adverse to the position of the majority of the committee. 

The minority of the committee commenced by placing them- 
selves upon that obvious meaning of that word, which has been 
sanctioned by all the precedents that are made by State action 
so far as they have been discovered or cited here on either side 
of this debate. Surely this fact challenges the attention of the 
Senate and the careful consideration of Senators when they shall 
attempt to put a construction upon this statute and upon this 
particular word, which is at war with a practical interpretation 
made by State Legislatures for a period of twenty-five years un- 
der this act. 


An interpretation so universally made and a consensus of opin- 
ion so large and so wide as the one I have indicated would nat 
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urally suggest that the obvious meaning of this word as im- 
pr ssed upon the minds of those who have had to construe it was 
such as the minority of this committee has put upon it, and not 
that which the majority of the committee has found it necessary 


to adhere to and to support by very ingenious as well as by very 
able arguments upon the floor of the Senate and in the report of 
that Majo! ity. 

The minority of the committee have planted themselves upon 
what might be called at the first blush an obvious meaning of this 
word *‘ organization.” They have felt that an organized bod, 
can only be said to be so when it is ready to proceed to the busi- 
ness for which it was created or which was the object of its ex- 


ry 


r has the minority of the committee in any 
art of its report, nor have I, in the positions I have had the 
down as governing me in the solution of this ques- 
tion, anywhere sought to make any impracticable distinction be- 
tween a temporary organization and a permanent organization. 
In the remarks that I submitted to the Senate two weeks ago, I 


distinctions introduced into the argumentation to support this 


opvyvious coneiusion, no 


10no0r to lay 


did not consider it necessary to even use the words *‘ temporary ” | 


and ‘* permanent,” except by way of illustration. It is ‘* organi- 
zation” that we are dealing with, and not a convenient designa- 
tion of different stages of organization, as pro tempore or perma- 
nent. A pro tempore organization is an organization, I admit: a 
permanent organization is an organization, I admit, but that 
difference is not the question which the minority of the commit- 
tee sought to deal with. 

The question we deal with is, what was the organization that 
the Legislature considered necessary and appropriate to the dis- 
charge of its legislative functions? Wedo not concern ourselves 
either, with that question which those who have debated it on 
the side of the majority have so amused themselves with, as to 
whether a chaplain had been elected, whether the last page nec- 
essary for the convenience of members had been duly appointed, 
whether the janitors and doorkeepers had all been stationed at 
their places. It seems to have afforded some amusement to some 
Senators to put that up as an argumentof the minority, and then 
gravely combat it. No such position was taken by the minority 
report; no such position was taken by any Senator who has fa- 
vored the side of the minority of the committee, and yet we have 
had the yeasty waves of debate running high over a question 
whether it was necessary to appoint every page who was con- 
useful for the convenience of the members of the Legis- 
lature and whether a chaplain must be appoinied. 


sidered 


here has been no fine-spun theory, no very refined or subtle | 
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This is the position which was taken by the Senator from | 


Wiseonsin yesterday, who only followed the example of other 
Senators who had preceded him in debate in so misstating the 
position of their opponents. 

Now, it will be useful to get down to the precise question and 
the real point which we have endeavored to make. 
more inclined than 


only confirmed the opinion which I first formed, and I think it 
will be useful, as I said, to restate the precise position upon 


No one is | 
to reconsider my positions when I find able | 
Senators on this floor differing from me; but reconsideration has | 


which we of the minority of the committee attempted to place | 


this matter 
report itself just what the position taken by the minority was, 
which will be much better than attempting to paraphrase it: 

The Constitution of the United States— 

Says the report of the minority—and I will ask Senators to con- 
sider now what the real proposition of the minority is— 

The Constitution of the United States provides that Senators shall be 
chosen by the Legislatures of the States, respectively, and grants to Con- 
gress the power of regulating the ‘time’ and “ manner’”’ of so choosing 
them. The act of Congress of July, 1866, has fixed the time for initiating the 


proceedings for such choosing as the second Tuesday after the meeting and | 4 rt 
| two weeks ago, and that was the single proposition. 


organization of the Legislature next preceding, ete. Clearly the duty im- 
posed by the Constitution is upon a lawmaking body; upon that department 
of the Government having the legislative function; and when the act speaks 
of the organization of that body, it must, by every reasonable intendment, 
mean that systematized arrangement of constituent and independent parts, 
or organization of each house, which by the determination of each house 
shall be appropriate and necessary for the discharge of its legislative func 
tion 

What stage, or degree, or kind of organization may be appropriate and 
necessary for this purpose is not for the Senate of the United States to de 
clde That must belong to the two houses, respectively, of the Legislature, 
and is necessarily exclusive. It is competent for either house to decide that 
an organization less complete than that sanctioned by the universal usage 
ef American Commonwealths shall be the organization through and by which 
it will discharge its legislative duties. It might be determined that a pre 
siding officer and clerk elected de nove each day should be the final method 
of organization: or if the constitution did not otherwise provide, that it 
would impose on the presiding officer the duty of keeping the journal. 

Such organization, it is true, would be anomalous, wWolation of established 
usage, and demoralizing, and not to be presumed as the will of a legislative 
body except upon the clearest proof that such was its determination. 









ul 


, and to do so perhaps it will be well to read from the | 


| suecessfully denied. 
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either by express declaration or by conduct of business, or by both, then it 
is not competent for any other body or person or department of Government 
to determine otherwise. 

It isa clearly established fact in the present case that both houses of the 
Legislature of Idaho were merely proceeding on the 8th of December in or- 
derly fashion towards a final legislative organization: such an organization 
as they considered necessary and appropriate for the performance of their 
legislative function. The evidenceis overwhelming that neither branch con- 
sidered the so-called temporary organization made on the 8th as anything 
more than a proper and necessary step in the process of reaehing that final 
legislative organization which was accomplished on Tuesday the 9th. What 
either branch might have considered this first stage in the proceeding is not 
the question, but what did it consider it? 

I do not wish to go over the evidence of what we consider was 
the legislative determination in that regard, because I have al- 
ready done it at some length, and it seems to me conclusive, but 
| wanted to call the Senate back to the proposition laid down by 
the minority of the committee, upon which the argument has 
proceeded so far as I am concerned, and I believe so far as my 
colleague on the committee is concerned. 

{f we must put—and I agree with those who say we must put— 
an interpretation upon the word “organization,” I do not see 
that it is for any other body than the Senate to interpret that 
word, but while we interpret the word it does not follow that we 
are to determine the facts upon which that interpretation pro- 
ceeds. 

What is organization? Ido not wish to deal in any de- 
finitions of the lexicon nor in any abstract consideration of 
the meaning of that word. I agree with the Senator from Wis- 
consin, in his address yesterday, that we must seek the natural, 
obvious, usual signification of a word in its context as the mean- 
ing of it when used by the Legislature. Any other rule would 
be an unsafe one unless the Legislature has by express words 
used the term in an unusual sense and so indicated. 

Whatother definition can be given than this in substance, that 
the organization of a State Legislature for the purposes of this 
act and the present case is merely the method by which it or its 
two branches respectively perform the legislative function; neces- 
sarily, the method chosen or prescribed by the Legislature itself 
or by the two branches thereof respectively. Can any fault be 
found with that definition? ‘‘ Organization” is the method by 
which the Legislature or the two branches of it respectively per- 
form the legislative function. That is true. 

Now, who is to prescribe that method? Why, say the Sena- 
tors on the other side of this question, the Senate of the United 
States are to tell the Legislatures and the two houses of such Leg- 
islatures what the method is by which they shall perform their 
legislative functions. Manifestly, keeping this definition in 
mind, that is an unsound propasition, for if it be so that organi- 
zation is the method by which a Legislature performs its legis- 
lative functions, and I do not believe it can be denied, or that 
any different practical definition of the word can be made, then 
necessarily from the nature of a Legislature, and from the nature 
of the thing the two houses or the Legislature, which is the same 
thing, must prescribe and settle upon that method and deter- 
mine it for themselves. 

It seems to me that I can not by argumentation make that 
proposition any plainer, nor do I see how that propesition can be 
Let us see. You say you take issue with 
me, and you say no, the Legislature has not the exclusive right 
to determine what shall be the method by which it shall perform 
its legislative function. Do you think you can maintain that 
proposition? If you can not maintain that proposition, then you 
come back to the definition of the word ‘‘ qrganization,” the 
practical definition which I have given, and it seems to me must 
all subscribe to it, that it is the method prescribed by the Legis- 
lature itself by which its legislative function is performed. 
That was the substance of the contention made by the minority 
of the committee and attempted in my own imperfect way to be 
supported in the remarks that I had the honor to submit some 
I do not 
undertake to maintain, nor does the minority of the committee 
undertake to maintain that this was a contest as to whether a 
temporary organization can be called an organization. 

Of course, it is an organization in one sense of the term, but so 
far as the facts disclosed in this case are concerned, what is 
called for convenience a temporary organization is only a step 
towards that method of performing the legislative function which 
the Legislature has prescribed for itself. That is all. Weare 
not concerned here with a contest between temporary and per- 
manent organizations, and so we admitted, and I admit now 
that it is competent for a State Legislature or for either house 
of a State Legislature to proceed to its legislative functions, if it 
determines that that is the proper method by which to perform 
its duties, under a very much less complete organization and by 


|amuch more imperfect method of making known its will than 


But the point we are making is that itis exclusively within the competence | 
of each branc}) fa State Legislature, exc ept so far as it is restrained by the 
constitution or laws of the State, to decide for itself what its final or legis- 
lative organization shall be When that determination clearly appears, 


what is usually adopted by State Legislatures. That is all. 
What we contend for and what I wish to reiterate is, that 
when we find that either house has paused in the process of 
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methodizing its proceedings of organizing itself, at any particu- 
lar stage of that organization, and then said this is the organi- 
zation with which we are content, and which we think appropri- 
ate for the performance of our legislative functions, then | think 
we are bound by it. They must settle the fact, and it for us to 
interpret the statute. 

To that proposition, unless I have been greatly mistaken, | 
have not found that any of the Senators who have argued this 

uestion on the other side of it, have addressed themselves. 
Their arguments have been ingenious, they have been able, but 
they have been largely directed to propositions and to positions 
which have not been assumed by the minority, and have not been 
assumed certainly so far as I was concerned in any remarks that 
I have made to the Senate on this subject. 

I do not know where to find the position of those who maintain 
the majority report more clearly or closely stated than in the 
speech made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. It is 
also supported by a very able argument bythe Senator from A|l- 
abama[{Mr. PuGH], butfor the purposes of this case I do not find 


the proposition anywhere more clearly stated or the issue more | 
succinctly drawn than in the speech of the Senator from Indiana | 


made something like aweekago. He said in discussing the ques- 
tion—and it was only a small part of his speech, for he, like all 
others, dealt with a great many things outside of this question 
with which we take no issue—addressing himself to the question 
he said— 


When, then, is such a body organized? In other words, when is it placed 
in a state of readiness toexerciseitsfunctions? * * * Ifind * * * that 
all the members of the Senate on the same day, Monday, the 8th of Decem 
ber, at the place appointed by law appeared, were qualified, and took their 
seats. 

Now, sir, that was not only a perfect organization, but a full organization 
of both houses of the Legislature of the State of Idaho. The moment a quo- 
rum appeared and were sworn there was an organization; there was a per- 
fect organization. Nothing could be added toit. Nothing could be added to 
its powers or its functions the moment the call passed the quorum number. 


That is a pretty broad statement. I bo not find any statement 


| its lemislative functions, and he 


which is more clear of the position that the majority of the com- | 


mittee must assume. 
ganized as soon as it meets. 
members are assembled, identified, and sworn that the meeting 


They declare that the Legislature is or- | 
But it can not be said until the | 


spoken of in the statute of 1866 is the meeting of a Legislature, | 


and there can not be, in any sense which can be put upon these 
terms, a meeting of the Legislature until they congregate them- 
selves at the proper place, are identified, and are sworn. Then 
itis the meeting of the Legislature, and not before. They are mem- 
bers elect before, identified or unidentified, but when they have 
come together and have been identified by proper proceedings 
with their credentials and are sworn, they have met. 

That is the word used in the statute ‘‘on the second Tuesday 
after the meeting of the Legislature,” and yet the meeting of the 
Legislature, as I have described it and as the Senator from In- 


diana has described it, is, according to his argument, also organi- | 


zation. 
surplusage, and it has no function or meaningor place there. It 


So the word “ organization” in the statute is a word of | 
eS 


performs no office; it adds nothing to the statute, and is there- | 


fore meaningless. Well, I need hardly pause to say that that 
is not the way to treat a word ljke that in a statute. 
ing of the Legislature is precisely and accurately defined and 


The meet- | 


described by the Senator from Indiana, and that meeting is its | 


organization says he. I say with those who framed the statute. 
When it was reported in 1866 from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary by Mr. Clark, of New Hampshire, who had it in charge, it 
read ‘‘the second Tuesday after the meeting of the Legislature;” 
but Mr. Fessenden, of Maine, rose in his place and said: 

I would suggest to the Senator who calied up this bill that one provision 
of it may lead to trouble. It provides that the Legislature ‘‘shall, on the sec- 
ond Tuesday after the meeting thereof, a to elect a Senator in Con- 
gress.”’ It not unfrequently happens—it has happened, I think, twice or 
three times in my own State—that the Legislature does not succeed in or- 

anizing until several weeks after the regularly appointed day for the meet 

ng 
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Mr.GRAY. I will presen [ we to get thr 
interruption would interfere with me just 

Mr. TELLER. It is just on th the Senator is wd 
cussing. 1 will read it later, th: 

Mr.GRAY. Very well. That b bi 4 proposition of the 
Senator from Indiana in his very int sting and able argument 
upon this question, it seems to me that i 
be said upon the other sid oF that questi ex t to Oppose to 
it the proposition that the statut tselr us t! 
‘meeting’ and the word ‘‘organization” as ¢ i g 
from which the time is to be reckoned for the ection of a Sena 
tor to commence. 

As I said before, and the report of the committee 
the quality or kind or degr« or stage ( nat orga I 
be is not for us to determine. It may be one thing o1 


You may call it temporary, or you may call it pern 





be as incomplete as it is possible to conceive rational men 

tent with, but nevertheless it is an organization as soon as t 
have decided upon the method DY which. the Legislature is to 
perform its legislative functions. That is what an organization 
is. It is a method, an instrumentality by which the islati 


will is to be made known. 

That brings me directly to the contention of the Senator from 
Wisconsin |Mr. VILAS], whom I am sorry not to see in his seat, 
and a contention to which he s¢ 
stress of the argument upon this point. He 
force of the argument that a Legislature can only be organize 


ems to have been driven by the 


seems 


| when it has settled upon that method by which it will perfo 


, which | 
may be excused with due deference to him for characterizing a 
startling, that it is not the Legislature at all upon whom th: 
Constitution of the United States has imposed this duty of choos- 
ing a Senator; itis not the Legislature, but a new body which 
he designates an electoral body that is to perform this high duty 


boldly takes the ground 


of choosing a Senator. Let me read what the Senator said that 
I may not misquote him or misrepresent him. He said that un 
der the Constitution an electoral body consisting and composed 
of the members of the Legislature is created: 

f that be so, what is the consequence W hat is the power of each me 
of that electoral collegt 

As he ealls it— 
as contrasted with the others? Can his power be more or less than to cast 
one vote for Senator If so, when the Constitution said that the Senatoria 





any and the same persons as ¢ | 
should elect a Senator, did it not follow li 


persons so comprising the electoral co 


electoral college, composed of as 
the two houses of the Legislature 
evitably that a majority of thom 














possessed the full power to elect a Senator? That distinguishes the Leg 
| lature as an electoral colleg once from the Legislature as a lawma 
body. As electors they are sderal agents to whom the Constitution of th 
United States has given the right and upon whom it has devolved t du 
of appointing the members of one branch of the Federal Congress \ 
makers they possess a different authority, limited enti to the St 
self 
In Idaho one-half the number of the house composes th nate 
That is the Senator’s State, Wisconsin. 
In our State one-third of the number of the house comprises the 
As lawmakers the senate and the house possess equal authority in o1 
| that they should possess equal authority in the Senatorial electoral cellege 
it woul @ necessary that a Senator of Idaho should have two vot md 
that a Senator in Wisconsin should have three votes 
Mr. President, I think I was right in characterizing this doe- 
trine as something startling—it was to me—that whereas th 
Constitution says that the Legislatures of the States resp 
| tively shall choose Senators, the doctrine is announced by 1 
Senator from Wisconsin that not the Legislature, but an electora 
body composed of members of the L p slature, is to be the bod 
upon whom this great constitutional function is devolved. ] 
illustration of his argument and his position, he takes the ground 
that if it were the Legislature, in order that there might b 
equality among the members of the two houses, in Idaho eac] 
senator would have two votes, and in Wisconsin each senator 
would have three votes for a United States Senator. 
Without stopping to discuss with him the position that 1 


Then, clearly, Mr. Fessenden and the Senate,which immediately | 


adopted his suggestion to insert the words ‘‘ and organization,” 
did put a meaning upon the word ‘‘ organization” very different 
from that put upon it by the Senator from Indiana[Mr. TURPIE]. 
The Senator from Indiana deprives the word “ organization ” of 
all meaning, of all function, and of all office in the context where 
itisfound. He says the moment the quorum number is passed 
in the call for the newly congregated members of the Legislature 
that moment the organization iscomplete. I read his language. 
I am willing the two propositions should stand opposed. I donot 
think it needs much argumentation to decide between them which 
is right and which is wrong, which is supported by reason and 
by precedent and authority, and which fails of such support. 
_Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to call his atten- 
- to the objection which Mr. Fessenden had to an organiza- 
lon? 


| position to its logical consequences, all I hav: 


felt himself compelled to take in that regard by following out hi 


is that a majority of the senate and a majority of the house to 
gether make a majority of the Legislature, and that each 


ber has the full value of his vote, whether he votes in separats 
houses or in an electoral college. I do not pause, however, to 
discuss that question, b merely ask the atte nt 1 of the Senate 
and of the Senator himself to the plain, obvio meaning of the 
constitutional provision in that regard, that the Legislatures o 
the States respec tively shall choose Senators, not the membe1 
of the Legislatures, not an electoral body composed of the met 
bers of the Legislature, but the Legislature. the lawmaking bod 
of the respective States, that department of the gover ; 
the State invested with the legislative functio No other 

be described; no other has the power of choo 


So the Constitution has not repos 
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than the Legislature this high duty of choosing Senators of the 
United States, but as I said a momentago, the stress of the argu- 
ment seems to have driven the Senator from Wisconsin to con- 
tend that it has. He seems to have acknowledged the force of 
the position taken by the minority that the organization of a 
Legislature must be a legislative organization, one that they de- 
termine is necessary and appropriate for the discharge of their 
legislative functions, and to have taken refuge in the creation of 
this new body unknown to the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, an electoral body, so called, the organization of which he 
says is something different from the organization of a Legisla- 
ture, 

I commend the Senator from Wisconsin for his frankness in 
avoiding the force of the other argument and being consistent 
and logical by departing from the doors of the Legislature where 
each house must control the method by which it performs the 
public business, and taking refuge within this electoral body 
that he has created, and the organization of which he contends 
is something differentfrom, and for adifferent purpose than, that 
required by the two branches of the State Legislature. I agree 
with him that the organization of the electoral body is a thing 
different from and for a different purpose than thatof a Legisla- 


ture. That I may not misquote or misrepresent the Senator, let | 


me read again from his speech of yesterday. Says he: 

Remember that this was not a lawmaking body whose organization was 
necessary for legislation; it was here an electoral body. So, the organiza- 
tion necessary for an electoral body only was requisite. 

I observe the Senator is now present,and I shall be glad to 
have his attention. 

[t is not the organization, says the Senator, of a ‘‘lawmaking 
body,” but the organization of *‘an electoral body.” 

So the organization necessary for an electoral body only was requisite 

Unless I entirely misconceive his position, he there lays down 
the remarkable doctrine that a body different from the Legisla- 
ture, though composed of its members, is the depository of the 
great constitutional power of choosing Senators of the United 
States, and therefore its organization and not the organization 
of the Legislature is the organization with which we are con- 
cerned in this matter. Now, let us see. 

The organization is the event from which time is to be reck- 
oned, says the law. The organization of what, I ask; of what 
body? Why, the organization, says the law, of the Legislature. 
But the Senator from Wisconsin says it is the organization of 
the electoral body with which we areconcerned. The organiza- 
tion of the electoral body does not occur until the Wednesday 
after the second Tuesday from the organization of the Legisla- 
ture. What are we to do with the organization of an electoral 
body, then, in determining the time, character, degree, or state 
of organization that is to determine the event from which time 
is to be reckoned? The Senator says that we are concerned here 
only with the organization of this new body that he makes the 
depository of the constitutional grant of power to choose a Sen- 
ator, and not of the Legislature. 

It is composed of the same individuals, but it is, he says, a dif- 
fereht body, organized for a different purpose. I grantit. The 
organization of the so-called electoral body is entirely a different 
thing from the organization of the Legislature; it is for a differ- 
ent purpose: itis to perform a differentfunction; but the organ- 
ization of the Logislature referred to in the act of Congressis the 
organization of a lawmaking body; is the organization of that 
department of the State government in which the legislative 
function is vested, and therefore must be an organization which 
that body shall think competent and necessary and appropriate 
for the discharge of that legislative function. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me? 

Mr. GRAY. With great pleasure. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I simply wish to remark that 
while the able Senator from Delaware makes perhaps a defensi- 
ble argument against the words which I used without written 
preparation of them, I am quite sure he can not have miscon- 
ceived the meaning which I sought to convey; that I referred to 
the organization of the Legislature, but only said that because 
the organization referred to in the act of Congress needed to be 
no more than would be sufficient to enable the organization with 
ease of the electoral college afterwards, there was no necessity 
for the same full organization which might be necessary fora law- 
making body. I was only illustrating the idea that the rule of 
interpretation to be derived from the term ‘‘ organization ” ought 
to be somewhat more generous and liberal. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I know that the Senator from 
Wisconsin will not suppose that I purposely or carelessly even mis- 
conceived his meaning; but I do not think, even after the expla- 
nation given by the Senator of this part of his speech, that any 
criticism that | may have made upon_it—and I have always en- 
deavored to make it respectful and with great deference to him— 
will be found to be unjust. 
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It still remains clear to me at least, and I think it will remain 
clear to those who consider the position taken by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, that he has evaded—I use the word in no offen- 
sive sense of course—that he has evaded or avoided the force of 
the argument that it is the organization of a Legislature with 
which we are dealing, by saying that it is the organization of an 
electoral body composed of the same members who compose the 
Legislature, and I have been trying to hold that position of the 
Senator up for consideration by those who are interested in this 
subject, that they may see what appears so clear to us of the mi- 


| nority, that in order to avoid the force of the position taken by 


the minority it is necessary to depart from the literal words and 
what we submit is also the obvious meaning of the Constitution, 
that it is the ‘‘ organization” of the lawmaking body as a law- 
making body which is referred to necessarily in this act as the 
event from which time is to be reckoned. 

The Constitution says nothing about an electoral body. Of 
course the Senator from Wisconsin understands that. But he 
says it does mean an electoral body when it speaks of the body 
made by it the depository of the power to elect Senators. It 
means whatit says. It says the Legislatures of the States, re- 
spectively, shall choose Senators, and *‘ legislature” has a defi- 
nite and well understood and precise meaning. Itis the law- 


| making department of the government, it is that department 


which is clothed with the legislative function: and when the 
law, made under the grant of power in the Constitution, comeg 
to speak of the organization of a Legislature, it must mean its 
organization as a law-making body; otherwise it is not the or- 
ganization of a Legislature. 

It may be the organization of an electoral body, but it still is 
not the organization of a Legislature. It may be the organiza- 
tion of some eleemosynary body, if you choose, if any such func- 
tions are imposed or could be imposed upon the members of a 
Legislature, but it is not the organization of the Legislature, and 
the act says the organization of the Legislature is the event from 
which the time for commencing the choosing of a Senator is to be 
reckoned. 

So then it seems to me we come back at once face to face with 
the impregnable position taken by the minority, that the organi- 
zation or the method by which a Legislature is to perform its 
legislative function is to be determined by it exclusively and 
can not ex necessitate rei bo determined by any other body, even 
by the Senate of the United States; and I say that that is the 
necessary interpretation to be put upon the word ‘‘ organization” 
in the statute. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not seek to harass or wound the ears 
of Senators or exhaust their patience by reiteration. That isthe 
position which the minority of the committee have taken and 
have sought to enforce by such argument as they could command 
upon the subject. It has nothing at all to do with the question 
of temporary organization or permanent organization. It has 
only to do with ascertaining what has been and when was made 
the organization, what the Legislature itself has determined to 
be the organization of itself asa legislative body—that is all—and 
we submit that that is the only safe interpretation of this act in 
this regard. It has nothing to do with those very interesting and 
amusing questions of how many Pages must be elected, whether a 
chaplain is necessary, and whether aclerk pro tempore is nota clerk 
in the proper meaning of the word. Yes, he is aclerk, he isa 
recording officer, and a speaker pro tempore is a speaker for the 
time being. There is no doubt about that; and, exposing myself 
to the charge of undue reiteration, I say again that is not the 
question; but is, has that method been adopted as the method by 
which they choose to proceed to the proper work of a Legislature 
and to the performance of the lawmaking function? 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to disturb the Senator from Del- 
aware for a moment simply with a view of getting at a fact which 
has been a good deal confused in debate, about which my mind 
is not entirely clear, and that is this: If the Senator can tell me 
without inconvenience at what time was an organization of the 
Legislature of Idaho perfected; such an organization as he in- 
sists, and with which lagree, waseffective. Theactof Congress 
provides that the voting shall begin, as I understand, on the second 
Tuesday after the meeting and organization of the Legislature. 
Now at what time was this permanent organization, as it is 
termed, effected by the Legislature of Idaho? 

Mr. GRAY. That question, I will say to the Senator from 
South Carolina, is very easily answered by those who have studied 
it as it was necessary for the members of the committee to study 
the record in this case. It was effected on Tuesday, the 9th day 
of December, 1890, by all the evidence in this case. 

Mr. BUTLER. When did the election take place? 

Mr. GRAY. On the very next Tuesday after that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not the second Tuesday after? 

Mr. GRAY. The first Tuesday. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the point I wanted ‘o get at. 
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Mr. GRAY. It is conceded—of course both branches must be 
organized in order that the Legislature may be organized—the 
senate was not permanently organized until Tuesday, and on 
Tuesday, and not before, the two houses exchanged those custom- 
ary messages that the house or the senate, as the case may be, 
is pow organized and ready to proceed to business. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope the Senator from Delaware will allow 
me a word, as I am really anxious to get 
ator. I am anxious to know what signification he attaches to 
the words “temporary organization” and ‘‘ permanent organi- 
zation.” I am anxious to know if the Senator thinks that it 
was necessary, in order to the organization of the senate, that it 
should notify the house or the governor of its organization. 

Mr. GRAY. The question, as I understand the Senator from 
Illinois, is whether any special signification is attached to the 
word ‘‘temporary” as used in r¢ d to the organization of the 
Legislature. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator himself used the word amoment 
ago. [Lamanxioustoascertain whatsignification he attaches to it 

Mr. GRAY. I willsay to the Senator from Illinois that. 
lessI have utterly misconceived the position which the minori 
of the committee have taken, it is that the words ‘* temporary 
and ‘permanent organization” have no relation to the deter- 
mination of this question except so far as they furnish, in connec- 
tion with other facts, evidence as to what the intention of the 
Legislature was as to a final legislative organization. 

I concede, and have already more than once stated, that, in 
my opinion, it was competent for the Legislature to have passed 
a law with, what is called for convenience, a temporary organi 
zation if they had chosen to be content with that. If they had 
said ‘‘ What is the use, we need not bother ourselves about thi 
so-called permanent organization, we have a man in the chai 
though wecall him atemporary president and notify him, as the 
Senator from Illinois very aptly said, that he was not to consider 
that he was there otherwise than temporarily, and we have a man 
in the clerk’s seat whose duty it is to record the proceedings of this 
body, and his duties are no other than those that would be en- 
tailed upon his successor called a permanent clerk, therefore, 
we will go on and we will enact laws.” I say that is competent 
for a Legislature to do, and when they have done it and said 
it by their determination either by act or by declaration or by 
both, we are bound by it as the taking effect of the event of legis- 
lative organization from which we are to reckon this time. 

So the words “temporary” and ‘‘ permanent” have no r 
tion to this question, except as J have stated, as part of the « 
de1.ce that would go to show what the intention of the Legisla- 
ture was in that regard. But if they had not done that thing or 
something like it; if they had said not only by action but by 
express declaration that this temporary organization, so called 
for convenience, is a mere step towards that organization, which 
we think appropriate and necessary to discharge the legislative 
function, then it is not for us to say that they are organized as a 
Legislature when they tell you that the method by which they 
will perform their legislative function was not achieved until 
the day after the so-called temporary organization. 

Substitute the word ‘‘ method” for ‘‘ organization,” organiza- 
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tion being the method by which the Legislature shall determine | 
5S . 


that it will make known its legislative will, when it has satisfied 


itself with a method and an instrumentality, then that is its or- | 


ganization, no matter what we may think as to the character of 
that organization, no matter how incomplete we may think it, 
nomatter how indifferent we may consider it, and how inadequate 
to the proper discharge of its duties. That is not the thing we 
are concerned with. But when they have settled upon a method 
to perform their duty as a Legislature, the Constitution says that 
upon the Legislature is imposed the duty of choosing a Senator, 
and the law says that from the organization of the Legislature 
is to be reckoned the time. That is the position which I have 
tried to lay before the Senate as the one occupied by the minority 
of the committee. 

I did not choose in the remarks that I had the honor to submit 
to the Senate in the opening of this debate to dwell upon other 
questions and other irregularities, because this was the deter- 
mining question in my own mind and also in the minds of the 
minority of the committee; but there were other questions, there 
were other grounds of objection to the regularity of the proceed- 
ing which sent the contestee to his seat in the Senate which had 
not been considered by those who have argued on behalf of thé 
minority; but the Senator from Wisconsin, if he will pardon m« 
for referring so often to his speech—it is only because I esteem 
very highly his abilities and that an argument of his not only 
merits but requires an answer—the Senator from Wisconsin saw 
fit yesterday to deal with a question that had not been raised by 
the minority report at all, and that was the question as to whether 
the vacancy had been ascertained that Mr. Dubois was elected 
to fill at the time that he was so elected. é' 
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In other words, when Mr. Dubois was elected to fill a1 











| occasioned by the expiration of a term t ith of Ma 
hether that was really a fact ascertained in any legal or jurid- 
ical sense at the time that electior as made contend. and | 
would contend without any hesitation at all w it it for the 
contrary opinion expressed by the distin ished Senator from 
Wisconsin, that that event had not S ! { eval 
oY iridical sense When Mr. D S 1 t a va- 
cant to occ r by the expi of tl 0 } arch 
1891, there was no such term running, sno ecaney 
to oceur on the 4th of March, 1891, an " a 
41 r ntil this Senate had p rfor } ite a |'- 
clised 1ts 1 ht of : ening ti two it aliread ete ) 
their appr ate classes Che Consti on of th nited Stat 
provides for the election of Senators ma 1e « ( 
menatle mimediat liter the i 1S Dd! n ? 
é nee of the first « ( hat ha et Sena- 
is equally ¢ iy be into ‘ ‘ 

AS ¢ uly as ma b nto 1 e€ classe ina 5 aut 
impose on the Senate of the United Stat ar es 
that thev are to make are to be equal as ma 

But. says the Senator from Wisconsin, because they had heard 
and ascertained. and that was capable of ascertainment, that the 
‘lasses existing already in the Senate stood 29, 29, and 28, there- 
oO it was a thine already ascertained, inevitable, a thing as 

known as any fact could be knov hat the class with 28 
Senators in it wou d ha Oo! Oo 1e@ Senator ec d by tdaho 
assigned to it. 

\ll I have to say is that “sé ute om W s used 
this term ‘‘ certain” in a popular sense. He car | used 

in a legal sense. He can not have sed it in the ridieal 
sense that that was a certainty which absolutely depended upon 
the action of this Senate whether it should b so or not. [t will 
not do to say that there was a high degree of probability that 
the Senate. in exercising thi right, would put one of these Sen- 





ators in the twenty-eight class iose terms expired in March, 
1891—notat all. Suppose the Senate through some reason suf- 
ficient to it, or without reason, had chosen to overlook the class 
of 28 and put them both into the class of 29, making 30, 30, and 
28. would he be one to se before any body of reasonable men 
and argue that that was not within the competence of the Sen- 
ate and that they had violated that duty so flagrantly and so 
obviously that it could not even be considered that it was pos- 
rhe for such a thing to occur beforehand? I think not. 

Suppose the Senate from some fancy. whimsically, if you 
please, had chosen that the classes should stand 30, 30, and 28, 
and said by asolemn resolution that tl y believed that under the 
Cor stitution they were divided as nearly er y as may be. who 
is to gainsay it? You could t i nderstand the 
Senator from Wisconsin as saying with i rht and force 
that, in his opinion, the Senate had departed from the dut im- 
posed upon it in the making of this assigment to classes: it ought 
not to have done so, and hould have made them stand 30, 29, 
and 29, instead of 30, 30, and 28. 

Mr. VILAS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Delaware, 
if he will permit me, whether he can con e of ar reason 
under the Constitution which would possibly warrant the Senate 

| in establishing the classes so as to be 30, 30, and 28? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, suppose there wert me other 
matter that lay entirely within the determination of the Senate 
about which he and [ might have avery fixed and settled opinion 
as to the duty of this body, and suppose the Senat I d act 
contrary to O ir wisdom and to our notion of what propriety and 
Constitutional law, if you please. ¢ anded, would he say that 
that was a subi ct-matter por ‘ ct I could be pred- 
icated? Is the word “ certaint 2 used in that connection 
where it isto be the cone O ( +h a Legislature attempts 
to perform a function like this? 

Mr. VILAS Will the Senator } t me toansv at =- 
tion there? 

Mr. GRAY. Certain : be glad to ! senate 

Mr. VILAS The Senator will r i that I said tl - 
tainty in this case was simply as ara Constit on 18 OD- 
ligatory. Now, doe snotthnes ag at OpO one - 
pressed in the familiar legal max n the tin tor Le 
tum est quod ee eddi potest? 

Mr. GRAY. That has beer ny n da as 
speaking. | suppos ne 5 Vit! ile il no- 
tions and his logica ( . I i 1 tO 
support, that that ‘ ( ta Did he 
‘ Know it to app to ~t I | ‘| tne as talnme ol 
whether the thing was to be a fact or not dé per j or 
of a man or a body of men o could « reise ‘ ‘ | 
with freedom as well as intelligence? 

Mr. GEORGE. | should like to ask the S$ itor ¢ tion, 


kk 
Mr. GRAY. Very we 
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Before they had been gned the 
them adjourned, and after they had been so assigned and it was 

fixed fact in a legal and juridical sense that “ le of those Sena- 
tor’s terms would expire with the 3d of March, 1837, the governor 
n the recess of the Legislature appointed a eae to fill the 
term to commence upon that day and to supply the vacancy that 
would occur by the expiry of the Senator’s term who had been 
asngned to that That being the situation, when ait the 
called session comm« ne ing on the 4th of March, 1837, that Sena- 
tor ‘with the governor's appointme nt prese nted his credentials, 
they were referred tothe Judiciary Committee, and the principal 
que stion then before the com: nitte e was whether the governor 
had, under the Constitution, a right to make that appointment 
as one to fill a vacancy that had 


happened during the r 
Che committee reported to the Senate, and the Senate adopted 


SO @ss 


Legislature that elected 


Ciass. 


cess, 


the report in full, that the governor had the right to make that 
appointment; but in discussing the question in its report the 
committee used the following language: 


The princiy le asserted in that case is that the Legislat a State by 
makingelectionst lves Shall provide for all vacancies which must occu: 
at stated and known pel riods; and that the expiration of a regular term of 

rvice is not such a contingency as is embraced in the second section of th 
first article of the constitution 


re of 





hem 





And A the committee used this language: 

Aft the decision thus made (the assignment of the Senators to their 
classes) the Legislature of Arkansas, not being in session, could not supply 
the vacan y; and the case,in the opinion of the committee comes fairly 
within the provision of the constitution contained in the first section of the 
article, which declares, ** and vacancies happen by resignation or other 

They say that the Legislature which sent those two Senators 
here could not fill that vacancy until it had been ascertained by 
the assignment to the class which made it a legally and juridi- 
cally a certainty. 


[ am not going to dwell upon that, and I only allude to it be- 
cause it was a question raised by the Senator from Wisconsin, 
not because it is any question upon which I have founded my 
opinion. I only want to point it out that the position he took in 
that regard will not determine this case, and it seems to me that 
right-reasoning is against it. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says also that it was competent 
for the Legislature of Idaho to have elected either of the Sena- 
tors, who were elected to fill original vacancies, for the special 
term that closed on the 3d of March, 1891. Notso has been the 
action and decision of the Senatein that regard. We haveavery 
recent instance in the case of two Senators from North Dakota, 
Mr. Pierce and Mr. CASEY. They came here with a resolution 
of the senate of North Dakota indicating that Mr. Pierce should 
fill a certain particular term. But the Senate at once proceeded 
as they always have proceeded in such cases, by resolution, if | 
remember aright, introduced by Mr. Hoar, at that time the 
chairman of the Committee on P rivileges and Elections, to re- 
quire that those two Senators should draw lots by which ona i 
assignment to two of these three classes respectively should } 
determined. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to call his at- 
tention to one fact, or to make an inquiry, at least? I think th 





| Senator and his colleague on the committee presented the mi- 


| of 


Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know whether the Senator | 
think ‘ { be constitutional for the Senate, or, in other 
words, would Senate obey the Constitution in assigning these 
two Idaho Senators to the classes 30 and 30 instead of assigning 
them as it did 

Mr.GRAY. Ican not conceive that is is possible 

GEOR( Po my mind, if t Senate was required by 
{ Constit to assign the Senators as it did I think the casi 
is ¢ tainly i ou 

Mr.GRAY lagree with the Senator from Mississippi. Iwill | 
al th > atol a t I was constitutional for the 
S to have taken either course that I have indicated 

STEW tI \ the Senator allow me? 

} GRAY \ O moment on that question When 
t] Constituti sa as ¢ ally as may be necessaril 
leay a t tot »penate, and you can not que stion the 
rl se ( rally ested discretion in anybody. 

GEORGI! One word now, and then | will quit. If it a 
Ce tionally « ) it {Io t penate to assign classes ) 
ha made them 30, 30, and 28, t had so arranged them, th 
l da the Senator if in finding a motive which should de- 
termine the Senatorial discretion as to whether they would as- 
sigt 1iem to 30, 30, and 28, or as they did, would it have been a 
] per m¢ nasmu as the Constitution requires that Sena- 
ti hall be ¢ ted for six years and that they shall be divided 
in “USS 

STEWART sho ike to make a suggestion on the 

( nce n t action of the Senate of the U nited 
States up the presentation of the certificates at the time the 
we | ited It ha appens in one or two cases, for in- 
ta n Nebraska, if I recollect aright. where two Senators 
we ( i without the ms being designated. Suppos 
they had, after the 4th of March, presented their credentials 
\ would the Senate have been compelled todo then? One 
W d have had a long term and the other would have had a 
Lol term, and they would not have fallen into the short term 
at That could not have been avoided by the two Senators 
elected coming here after the 4th of March with their certificates 
as y now read, and there would have been no term then for 
\ Dun to have been elected to fill. There isa degree of 
tainty which has heretofore happened, and that is one of 
the reasons why has been insisted that the Legislature could 
no unt that event was determined. 

j Was ama of course the Senate does what it is pre- 
sul d i » the different class at all times a 
nea may b t the assignment of these terms was not 
in sdiction of the Senate until the certificate was pre- 
sel | 1e certificates of the election of the two Senators 
we not presented until after the 4th of March, then there would 
have b no term to which to elect Mr. Dubois. That was a 
degree of uncertainty. For that reason it has been held that 
there was no vacancy to fill. The decision in the Sevier case 
wa predicated upon that. 

r. GRAY In addition to what the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] has said, and what has been suggested by the 
Se r from Mississippi |Mr. GEORGE], suppose the Senate, if 
we a ooking for motives and for reasons, had considered that 
ina as it was altogether likely and probable that two mor 
Senators would be presented at the next session with whom they 
could, in their opinion, more satisfactorily fill these two terms 
if you can imagine such motives as operating upon the mind of 
the Senat supp t] e had been Senators to come in imm 
diately after the Senators { om oe in this procession of States 
that has been streaming in from the West, claiming and receiv- 
iag almission into this body, tha con i. be conceived of, but we are 
not called upon to find motives. The matter left to the dis- 
C yn of the Senate as to how it will obey the constitutional in 
' on, and it not for and it is not for any other Senator 
uu 1y how and in what manner it shall be obeyed. 

‘ ‘ hat that < »o predicated of what was to be don 
at the time Mr. Dubois was elected is, that there was a high de- 
gree of obability at he would be assigned to the class to 
which he was assigned and that the Senator is quite justified in 
Saying the was probab y in po} yular parlance a certainty that 
the class would be ed whose term e xpired on the 4th of Marc] 
Is sl have entirely failed to make myself understood, 
it no cha ct ainty as ina legal and ju ridical sense can be 
} ‘ated of that en undetermined event. 

PY dent, there is something like authority, though I ad- 
ni Lot a y direct finding upon this question, in an 
Gi é 837 Che State of Arkansas was admitted into the 
{ cd Le iture in October, 1836, just as the Legisla- 
tu of | ( I enabling ac i aatedl tame nators to rep- 
r ( so Sbnacins bn Makaeied and they 
we \ cla , one of those classes being one whose 
term expired on t y 4th of March, that is the 4th of 
Vit i) 5 


nority views in this case did not make any point on that at all. 
Mr. GRAY. I was not alluding to that; I was alluding to the 
position taken by the Senator from Wisconsin that it was quite 
competent for the Legislature of Idaho to have elected one of 
these Senators for a particular term and designated him and sent 
him here tofillit. I only say that the Senate of the United States 
have never recognized that right and have proceeded in the face 
of an assertion of that kind by a Legislature, notably in the case 
of North Dakota. 
Mr. MITCHELL 
fact that the 


The point I wish to call attention to is th 
minority views fail to make any point on the righ 
of the Legislature to elect a third Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, I not ask the Senat 
to bear with me any longer. I rose merely to restate the posi 
tions which the minority have taken, and especially to correct 
some misconceptions, as [ conceive them to be, of the position 
we have taken in the report of the minority rand in arguinent 
upon this floor; and I am quite content to leave this case, whicl 
has no personal or political aspect whatever, to the determina- 
tion of the Senate in its exercise of the high judicial function 
of judging of the return and qualification of its own members 


shall 


Mr. HIGGINS obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to offer a resolu- 
tion to be read? I propose to offer a substitute for the resolutions 
of the committee. 


Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly; I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. MORGAN. Iwill have the resolution read, so that the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] may know what the purport 
f it is, and discuss it if he likes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 


*LATT in the The 


chair). 
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roposed substitute for the resolution under consideration will | did, wh, ir j n of thei 
pe read for the information of the Senate. When they solemnly und Tor to ¢ ta Senator ar i 8 n 3 l 
The Secretary read as follows: here with their credentia ‘ting through a majority of bot 



















} ses in ioint assemb n ) ImMos rv what > ; 
Resolved, That the vote or other proceeding that constitutes a choice of a | “0" ML {OLS & — . ™ ae ‘ee 
Senator of the United States must be had by the Legislature of the State i on can senators on ¢ ut y did 1 
which such Senator is chosen, and until the housesofsuch Legislature hay that act, and that they did not u at that they I 
Sanaa legislative bodies, they can not choose a Senator ofthe | )).,anized on Monday. ten da fore? Tt th is a Der- 
nited states. See eM a ean r v 5 nae eee 
2. The Constitution of the United States requires that the choice of aSena ‘tly lair answer to the rem O f l ir. GRAY 
tor shall be, when made, the act of the Legislature of the State, and not th who, lL regr¢ ) Se is i nts a 
act of the Senate or of Congress hen he said that there had b: bts Seca es , al 
3. That in regulating the time and manner of choosing a Senator, a new Ba ere , =e Sibu! sic . s 
electoral body, which is not the Legislature, and is not: ig by its auth question as to this poln l 
ity, can not be substituted so as to act in the place and stead of the Legisla But before vou arrive at that stac 1e Mr. P 
ture, and so to deprive the Legislature of its power to elect a Senator t. vou are metb 0 ( § 
That,if it is lawful in regulating the time and manner of electing Se! 7 a . _ 9 , : : 
ators, to transfer the power to choose a Senator from the two hous in nat are possibie; hrst, A 
their organized capavity, to a number of the members of the two he 3, meet and are sworn it ind ’ rr 
such electoral power is secondary to the right of the Legislature to choo bl tne mat and healing swo ‘ ‘ -_ . ; 
Senator. and can only be exer« ised whe n the houses of the Legislature, or ust , and being s\ l 
either of them, has made default in considering the subject of choosing 1 | tion, s as they did here. 
Senator, or having made an effort, has ed to make, or to proceed to ma Mr. S 7 NDERS. Mr. President 
such choice The PRESIDING OFFICER ) S fro ) 
5. When, as in the case of the claim of Hon. Fred T. Dubois, the members Sop Ll ING vi tee 
of the Legislature of Idaho who, on the 18th day of December, 1890, voted for | ware yield to the Senator from M: i 
Hon. Fred T. Dubois, sat in their respective houses on Tuesday, the 16th day Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 
of December, 1890, a quorum being present in each house aad voted for two Mr. SANDERS. IfI und tand the ataten of t Sones 
Senators from Idaho, who were, on subsequent days, chosen as such . a ee : : a. ; : : 
failed to take any action upon the question of electing a third Senator tothe | from Delaware it is that because on 7 sday e 16th day o 
seat now occupied by Hon. Fred T. Dubois, they can not cla or exert the | December, the Legislature of Idaho pro ( i 
power to choose such Senator in default of action on that subject, which was | +), election of Senators, thereby i ry 
the result of their own delinquency in public duty : 
that was the cond oO! ul 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that Mr. HIGGINS. That 
this resolution is presented as a proposed amendment to the res- } SANDERS. Nov ti t atte f 
olution under consid ration. ator to what has been said I 11S depdate ant 
Mr. MITCHELL. I make the point of order that it is not in | appears from the affiday lich have n filed, but whi 
order; that the only question before the Senate is one of high | perhaps more briefly expressed in the speech of the sitting 
iv _ ge, namely, whether Mr. Dubois, the sitting member, or | ber from the State of Iddho. In the addr ed 
Mr. Clagett, the contestant, is entitled to the seat. ipon this case on the last day of February he say { read f 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not under- | page 1545 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
stand that the resolution is at this time formally presented as an There can be no question as to what the judgment of Legislatur 
amendment, but that it is submitted to the Senate as an amend- | and anyone who reads the record fairly and without } id in pla 
ment which will be proposed at some future stage of the pro- | ¢ iscern It. ‘There was doubt and conf ision as to when the third Set 
ceeding * , should be elected, some contending that he could be elected under the ena 
a . . ae bling act; thatis, any time within ten day thers that he must be elected 
Mr. MITCHELL. , I give notice that when it is presented I | under the Revised Statutes; that is, on the md Tuesday, and still other 
shall make the — that is not in order. that he could not be elected until after the drawing for terms by the two Sen 


HIGGINS. Mr. President, the subject of contention in | *%'S eected to Bil the original vacal 
this debate has been so thoroughly thrashed out that I feel as if Can it be said that out of that difference of opinion there is an 
almost an apology is due for my venturing to offer even a few | implication that he Legislature of Idaho did determine that 
words before the hour for taking the vote arrives. I feeljustified, | that was the sec ond Tu sdi ay after the organization, when a 

however, in doing so, because, as a member of the Committee on | tain number of them were insisting that they had a t 
Privileges and Elections, lassumed my share of the responsibility | that it was their di 
of the majority in making their report in favor of the seating of | to Tuesdays at all? 
Mr. Dubois. I shall have but a very few words to say. Mr. DUBOIS. Wi Senator from Delaware allow 1 
‘ The real point of the contention is upon the construction of the Mr. HIGGINS. Certait ily. 
statute of 1866, which provides that the Legislature in ane a Mr. DUBOIS. That is hardly worthy of the Senator from 
vase as this shall elect on the second Tuesday after the meet- | Montana, because if he had read a little further he would ha 
ing and organization thereof. As the Legislature of Idaho un- | seen that in order to cover this point the Legislature elected on 
dertook to elect or to begin the act of election upon Tuesday, the | theninth day, which was not only within the Constitution an 
16th, its action in electing Mr. Dubois was legal and constitu- | admission act, but also the second Tuesday. In order to resolve 
tional and can be justified only upon the supposition that ~ these doubts they put it on the ninth day, which, in their judg 
Legislature was organized upon Monday, the 8th. Was it then | ment, was also the second Tuesday If the Senator had read 
organized on Monday, the 8th day of December, or not? It is | he would have seen that. 
conceded, appearing abundantly by the record, that on that day Mr. SANDERS. Ishould like to make a rrestion to tl 
the members of the Legislature met; that they were sworn in; | Senator from Idaho. As to those members of the Legislatur 
that there was a temporary organization in each body, in the | who voted for the third Senator on the 16th day of D 
senate by virtue of the presence of the lieutenant-governor elect | it to be implied as to those who voted for hi n beea hey 
and the presiding officer thereof, and by the election of atempo- | lieved that the constitution of the State and the admission 
} 


ity to elect within ten days witho 


“ary clerk; that in the house there was an organization by the | of Congress applied and that it was their duty to elect a Sez 

election of a speaker, not pro tempore, but permanent, and t! within ten days, that because they proceeded upon that h 

election of a temporary clerk. esis and did elect within ten days therefor they decide tha 
it isfurther conceded in argument by the representatives of | that was the second Tuesday after the organization 

the minority of the committee and the contrary the eof so far as Mr. DUBOIS. Not at all; but theydid not elect on Saturd 

I know is not contended by any Senator on this floor) that the | or on Thursday or on the first day or the third day, but the 


Legislature could proceed to perform valida cts of legislation with | elected on a Tuesday, the ninth « ay, Which was t 
the organization created on Monday, called a temporary organi- | day. 

zation. It is contended on behalf of Mr. Clagett or on the other Mr. SANDERS. But will th 
side of this discussion that the only good organization is one that Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I decline to yiek 
is a permanent one, not because it is permanent or called perma- | | — not much time, a ny amiability is about « 
nent, but the one which the Legislature itself may be considered » PRESI DING OFF CER. TheSenatorfr 


under all the facts as having determined was the complete and the floor and will } 


ralid organization under which the terms of this statute rose into Mr. HIGGINS. I will say to my f nd from Montana, t 


being and into operation, so that the organization then was com- | far as my opinion goes, [ do not care what ec 
plete and existent from which to date the time when the act of | or outside of this is to be drawn fron at ft 


election was to take place under the Federal statute. from Idaho says or what the Legislatu 








[ would say with respect to that contention that it s out | had in mind [am meeting the contenti 
of account entire sly, so far as I know, the fact that the Legislatm we are to ju y their acts. According to ] a 
itself by undertaking on Tuesd ay, the 16th, t to go into an electio acts by which they are to be judged are those that kK ] 
when it chose Mr. Dubois undertook to say when it thought it | Monday, the 8th, and Tuesday, the 9th day of De tha 
had acted. If the Legislature is to be the one that is to deter- | the 8th dayt ley made atemporary o it ( t] 


mine when this organization took place, if the Senate acting ju- | they: lected all their other officers and ¢: ce t { 
dicially now upon the question is to go by what the Legislature | and possibly to the o 




















business, and tha at constituted the veritable evidence of their 
intention o1 ir official act that they were organized for all pur- | 
Oses, Cauding the purpose of the election here. Now, I say 
that when you come to take their acts from which to judge th ir 
opinion as to when they was organized. you are bound to take 
thei et il ecting on Tuesday 16th. 
Mr. GRAY Mayla my colleag a quest , 
* at 4 > C { ‘ 
GRA la er th of orga ation 1s not 
" - sli Cr { nd stood |! m to op 
t ‘ oO judge } _ mo I 
‘ ( \ a I 5 i y the act 1e Leg 
I \a' > ant 1 is of course one of the 
acts fre i youa to. ce when the organization is com- 
plete ler the termsof the statute. But I think that we havea 
t ue ‘ credit upon the expression by the m of 
t t mas to when they thought this organization was so 
comp at t edera atutes began to run as to time. 
| acts of anizati that proceeded and took place on 
Mi a d on Tue iy, the Sth und h, we e, so to speak, un- 
a Tt of this quest n that w ise thereafter. We are 
03 ver is co s contin to judge, after the fact 
as to what « tru you are going to put upon acts under 
statutes, d of statut en take in connection with certain 
acts Here it appears iat ey were sworn in on Monday, and 
y on the same day elected their temporary officers. It is con- 
ceded that when their temporary officers were elected they were 
\ organized for legislation. [ do not know that it is dk nied 
that they were well organized for legislation when they were 
sworn li 
The only question in my mind on that subject is whether the 
constitution of Idaho requires statutes to be verified by the 
speake nd governor. That is the case in some States, and un- 
L the y had the officers who could properly authenticate their 
laws it might be argued, and possibly well argued, that the or- 
unization was notcomplete. That is the only qualification upon 
the powerful and masterly argumentof the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TURPIE] on that subject, which left nothing to be added to 
and nothing to be taken from. 





But what | want to present is that assuming they were well or- 
ganized for legislation when they were sworn in, and it being 
admitted that they were w Hovwanines i for legislation when they 
elected their temporary officers, how can Senators here under- 
take successfully to contend that any of these organizations is 
not good under this statute for the pu rpose of validating an 
election and of maintaining the aut ag y of aSenator whom they 
sent here to represent a sovere ign State under the highest au- 
thentication they could give? Th at is the qui stion I want to 
have answered [f there be three good valid kinds of organiza- 
tion for the purpose of legislation, how are we to be asked here 
o come in arbitrarily and say, you can not take one, and you 
can not take the other, and you are shut up to the third, and that 

1 is the only one that has no certainty about it. If to be 
sworn in constitutes a good organization, then you know youare 
organiz 

If it is admitted that it isa good organization when temporary 
officers are elected, then you know you are well organized, and 
the | islature ha omething certain to go by in determining 
when the could go into joint assembly for the purpose of an 
electio hat would have removed all the doubts spoken of by 
the sitting member from Idaho in respect to the feeling and opin- 
on of the members of the Idaho Legislature at that time. But 
as to this third, the permanent and complete organization, that 

said to the only good one because you must get that from 
the islative intention, a sort of perambulating, ambulatory, 
peripate heory of organization; ‘* now you see it and now you 
don't that is not temporary, it is not permanent; that you can 

Lo ir different acts by asort of elucidation or conclusion 
to be dra hereafter as to when they thought they were organ- 
ized L ae ot k tha s serious matter ought to be landed 
on any such uncertaint On the contrary, it seems to be that 

ave difficulties would arise out of it, because it was to over- 

ym diffic es as that construction would create that 
tiie tatute was passed 

\lways in construing a statute one of the primary rules of con- 

t 1 is to msia¢ what was th mischief to be overcome. 
= ‘ f t CASé is that the Legislatures of the States, 

( ( o bodies, a senate and a house, one of one party 
and tl of the othe ould not come together for common 
action Deca the members of one party happe ned to be in the 
the norit 50 the act of 1866 we is passed and accepted by 
al! pa - constitutional validity never impugned (unless it 
he done by the nator from Alabama | Mr. MORGAN] during the 
course of t debate), in order to bring certainty into this most 
my ant matt and to discharge the partof the Federal Gov- ! 
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Under the construction given to the word “organization” by 
those who say ths at it di p wnds on the will of the Legislature it is 
ossible after the hel ly is well organized for legislation to have 
t suspended as to the election of a Senator until it should be per- 
mi y organized, and the very mischief that the statute was 
enacted to overcome would be injected into it awain. It seems 
o me that that contention is not te hin. I do not think that it 
is the fair intent and meaning of the word. I do not think that 


the Senate should adopt it if it can escape it [ think there is 
no compulsion put upon it by whichit shoulda lopt it. Itis per- 
fectly open to it to consider under the terms of the statute that 


the Legislature 
well organized when it 
evo on and legislate ; 
lature of Idaho, 


is wello embers are sworn in, 

lected such officers as will enable it 
having been done by the L 

and they having given confirmation of their con- 

that the Legislature was organized by undertaking to 

in each body on Monday, the 15th, and in joint assembly on 


rganized when its me 
he« > 
Has ¢ 


and that 


oO 


aise 
gis 


sidering 


elect 


the 16th, we i bound by their act, and ought now to give our 
rmation thereof by giving permanently the seat to the sitting 
iné _mber. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not wish to prolong this 
discussion. The question presented here is, was the Legislature 
( wauteed during the period when it was in process of organiza- 
tion’? The question is whether it was organized before it got 
through organizing, or not. I do not think that many of the 
Senators who have taken the side of the sitting member have 


State of Idaho on 
because I take it for 


ever read the proceedings of the senate of the 
the 8th and 9th days of December, 1899, 
gri stall that they understand the English language and that 
they would not mistake the process of organization while it is 
going on for the final completion of an organization. 
The body came together at the hour of 12 o'clock. 
tenant-governor was the presiding officer. First,there was a 
prayer. The proclamation of the governor was read, and then 
in order to commence an organization they wanted somebody to 
emporarily occupy the office of secretary. This having been done 
t 1ey proceeded with their organization. In order that they 
might organize, *‘ Mr. Brigham moved that the president ap- 
point a committee of three on organization, to designate and de- 
termine the number and order of offices to be filled by the sen- 


The 


lieu- 


ate.” None had been filled; they had simply started in to fill 
them. They then adjourned for the purpose of having a report 
on org ranization so that they could fill the offices. They met on 


Tuesday, and the committee reported: 

Mr. President, we, your committee on organization appointed to designate 
and determine the number and order of the offices to be filled by the senate, 
ask leave to report, as follows. 

Then designating the offices to be filled. Now, the only ques- 
tion to be determined here is whether an organization is com- 

pleted while itis in the process of being « ‘omple ted, after the first 

ae toward organization has been had, or whether it com- 
pleted when they have got through with the business of organi- 
zation. 

As to this temporary organization, there was no temporary or- 
ganization for any purpose except that they got together with a 
view of organizing and taking the steps to organize, appointing 
a committee on organization. The thing never would have been 
heard of under ordinary circumstances, but the exigencies of the 

case induced the members to form a combination to bring on this 
election. [ alluded to that. I alluded to the affidavits on file 
showing that they had made this combination and made it in 
writing. 

[ stated it entirely within the record. I did not take tele- 
graphic dispatches and letters from people in Idaho and stulf 
them into the record; I only alluded to the record that has been 
on file for a year, showing why they disregarded the statutes. 
When it was claimed that it was accidental, it was pertinent to 
show that it was done in pursuance of a combination. 

Mr, Clagett is desirous that his position shall be distinctly 
understood here, and without claiming that it has any legal bear- 
ing upon the case, still inasmuch as a letter from Mr. McConnell 
to Mr. Clagett was read by the sitting member for the purpose 
of showing that he had not acted in good faith, it is proper that 
the Senate should have this correspondenc e before it. On the 
14th day of December, 1890, Messrs. Clagett, McConnell, and 


De Lamar made a proposition to the Republican members of the 
[Idaho Legislature, as follows: 


is 


rv 


Boisk Crry, December 14, 1890. 
ublican members of the Legislature, 


and Hons. George L. Shoup and F. T. Dubois: 


To the Rej 


The undersigned, candidates for election to the United States Senate, re- 
spectfully represent that the Republican members of the Legislature are at 
Matters are liable to go to such an 


a deadlock on the Senatorial question. 














1892. 





extent as to jeopardize the future of the party. The complicationin the situ- 
ation arises largely from the fact that this Legislature iscalled upon to elect 
three Senators at the present session. 

When our State convention met, this contingency was not anticipated 
Our platform declared that one of the two Senators should be chosen from 
North Idaho. It was contemplated that there was only two to be elected 
and the intention of theconvention was that equal protection to both sections 
required that both the north and south should have equal representation in 
the Senate. If we should elect all three Senators, before those elected to fill 
the two vacancies now existing have drawn for terms, there is anevenchance 
that after March 4, 1891, either North or South Idaho will be without repre- 
sentation in the Senate for three or five sessions of Congress. This would 
not be a compliance with the spirit of our platform, and would be injurious 
to the future ofthe party by leaving one of the two great sections of the State 
without adequate protection to its industrialinterests. This danger we wish 
to avoid. 

The problem for the Republican members of the Legislature to solve is t« 
devise some plan which will 

First. Promote the welfare of the State: 


Second. Protect fully the interests of both sections of the State 

Third. Preserve harmony in the party; and 

Fourth. Be perfectly just to all candidates for Senatorial honor 

To accomplish all of these results we propose the following plan of acti 


to the Republican members of the Legislature, and to the Hon. Fred T 
Dubois and George L. Shoup, candidates for election, viz: 

1. That when the joint convention meets on Wednesday, the 17th inst 
the voting for Senators shall proceed without unnecessary interruptior 
delay, until, from among the various candidates, viz, Messrs. Shoup, 
bois, De Lamar, McConnell, and Clagett, two Senators shall be el 
from North Idaho and one from South Idaho, to fill the two vacancies now 
existing. 

2. That the election of the third Senator for the full term, commencing on 
March 4, 1891, shall, by resolution passed by the two houses acting se] 
arately, be postponed until after those elected to fill existing vacancies s! 
have reached Washington and drawn for the long and short term 

We suggest the above plan as the only possible solution of the problem 
with which the Legislature has to deal so asto keepin perfect good faith the 
pledge contained in our platform, protect all sections of the State, and in 
sure harmony in the party. We sincerely hope thatit will be accepted by all 
concerned. 

We therefore request that an answer, in writing, may be given to the under 
signed by 6 o’clock p. m., on December 15, 1890, in order that we may knov 
whether our differences can be harmonized before the voting begins on the 
next day, of the two houses acting separately. Hoping for a favorable re- 
ply, we are very truly yours, 








ted, one 





WM. H. CLAGETT. 
W. J. MCCONNELL 
J. R. DE LAMAR 


Then to this proposition Messrs. SHOUP and Dubois made the 
following reply on the 15th: 
BoIsE City, IDAHO, December 15, 1890 


GENTLEMEN: Your communication of the 14th instant, addressed to the 
Republican members of the Legislature and to Hons. George L. Shoup and 
Fred T, Dubois has been received. As it relates to the settlement of the sen- 
atorial question neither Mr. Dubois nor Governor Shoup feel authorized to 
speak for the party, nor to discuss the details contained in your letter 
While your proposition plainly contemplates either the defeatof Mr Dubois 
or Governor Shoup, or both of them, or the selection of both to the absolute 
exclusion of a North Idaho Senator after March 4 next, neither of these ren 


tleman have the power or authority to speak for the Republican members of 
the Legislature on this or any other trade or combination 
So far as Mr. Dubois and Governor Shoup are concerned, they propose as 





a counter proposition that all the Republican members of the Legislature 
meet in caucus Tuesday, December 16, at 9 o’clock p. m., and determine wha 
is fair and just and honorable and for the best interests of the party, Mess 
Dubois and Shoup pledging themselves to accept the verdict rendered by 
the party as thus assembled, ns only that whatever the majority of 
the Republican members of the Legislature decide on as being best shali | 
indorsed by the minority and the party as represented in the Legislature | 
the Republican members elect shall vote solidly, unitedly, and harmoniously 
to carry out the judgment of the party as expressed in caucus. 

Mr. Dubois and Governor Shoup desire to add that they are in favor ofthe 
election of three Senators, one of whom shall be from one of the five north 
ern counties, and if there should be any conflict at Washington over the 
question of the right of the Legislature to elect three Senators now, the gen 
tleman now elected for the term commencing March 4 next shall be subse 
quently elected by this Legislature after the drawing takes place at Was! 
ington for terms. 

Very truly yours, 





GEO. L 
FRED T. 


SHOUP 
DUBOIS 
Hons. WILLIAM H. CLAGETT, W. J. MCCONNELDE, 

and J. R. DE LAMAR. 


It will be seen that the proposition was to elect two Senators, 
one from the north and the other from the south, and which- 
ever section got the short term the third place was to be filled 
from thatsection. The counter proposition was that they should 
meet in caucus, Mr. Dubois and Mr. Shoup having 23, one ma- 
jority of the Republicans, and the platform was to be ignored. 
To this Mr. Clagett and Mr. McConnell replied as follows: 


Boise City, December 16, 1890 

GENTLEMEN: We have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your cour- 
teous reply to our communication of December 14, and thank you for your 
prompt response. F ; 

Ihe general terms of your letter seems to indicate that you are laboring 
under a misapprehension as to many matters, which misapprehension is 
probably shared by some or all of your friends. We think that all honest 
misapprehension among Republicans ought to be removed before any dé 
cisive action is taken on the Senatorial question. 

For reasons that will readily occur to you, we feel constrained at this 
time to decline your proposal for a caucus, but would say that we and our 
friends will be happy to meet you and your friends in a friendly conference 
for the purpose of considering what is best for the good of the party; such 
conference, however, to be held upon the distinct understanding that— 

First. All the proceedings of the conference shall be upon the basis that 
there shall be a real and not a mere nominal compliance with the platform 


of the party, which commands that South and North Idaho shall have equal 
representation in the Senate; and, 
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That nothing that \ one i nding upon the perfect 
reedom of anyone who may att 
1 or a tavorabdie Te 
WM. CLAGETTI 
J. MCCONNELL 
R. DE LAMA! 
H s GBORGE L. SHOUP AND I I ) 
The proposition was to meeté ‘ ( ad de 
plan tocarry out th pia l oO ‘ 4 e Observed 
i th propos on submitted b Me 5 | Dubois 
tac: 1eus, the havit yO l r < | ut Vy co ld 
‘ and would violate t! ! orm \ ( et ed 
© into ar art y T ! ) ( a me cad ne ne 
! ‘ and he roestet od nder all the cir- 
; V lt'- i is é ( oO 
tiwe 1 mm ¢ na a ( i l . yn 
crettir short term she | e ] of ha a 
5 ‘ ted trom tnat etion 1a L ca Oo ne 
} ) iM ctly,. ame twa e OT (it U CO a 
ried out It was don ! ( a L sl put 
< tters In he Ri D 1 fu portions ¢ hich nave 
ud heeause l think the oO nt to oO n in } istice to Vir. 
Ciavett. 
Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
a single question. For what reason o ht the papews to goin 
the RECORD in full? 
Mr. STEWART. Because the sitting member has put in a 
letter written by Mr. McConne vhich had a tendency to show 


that Mr. Clagett was unwilling to make a fair arrangement, 


and the simple fact is that Mr. McConnell had no power to make 
any arrungements. He was fre the north with a few, and Gov- 

‘nor Shoup and Mr. Dubois not having consented to it, that 
etter went for nothing. The real correspondence showing the 
preliminary arrangement ought to go in with that letter. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not know that there had been such a 
paper presented. 

Mr. STEW ART. The correspondence o icht to go in i fair- 
ness to Mr. Clagett. 

[ have but a word or two more to say. As [ said in the begin- 


ning, I think it isa perversion of language 
islature is organized when 


canization and is int 





os a committee 
he process of organization. I think there 
is nothing clearer than that. I do not think that either the 

senate was organized on Monday. T! had 


on 


to declare that a Leg- 
it is appointing or- 


» or the The house 


elected a large portion of its officers, butit swore none of them in 


hous 





intil the next day. It was not prepared for business on Mon- 
day: it had no sworn officers. Neither body had any sworn 
officers on the first day, but they were in the process of making 
an organization. 

If they had the right to organize, the Senate should wait until 
they got through with their organization before it declares that 
they were organized. If you will take the point when they 
passed the point of organization and date from that you will fol- 





low all 
the term 


the States of the Union and the 
‘‘organized.” It isnot what they might have 
They might have elected any number of officers and quit organ- 
ing and gone to business. Then they would have been organized, 


but 


common acceptation of 





cone, 





[ undertake to say that no legislative body is organized in 
any just sense while that process was vroing on, and you must 
wait until that is consummated before you can fix the date for 


That has been the 


electing Senators. throughout all the 
States, and it is begging the question to say what might have 
might have done; the fact 


been the organization, and what they 


custom 








stares us in the face that both houses during the day on Monday 
were engaged in the workof organization. Then they wenton the 
next day and completed their organization, and when they had 
completed it they said they had completed it, and they passed 
resolutions to that effect. 

To say that there was any mistake about the time seems tome 
a perversion of language such as I never dreamed of before. It 
is certainly an afterthought. It is a perversion of language to 
say that the Sc ho ines were ¢ vani ed wl en they were in that 
condition of organizing. To say that they had got through be- 
for they had got through, to say that the vanization as com- 
pleted when it was in process of co p tion, it ems tome, is @ 
perversion of language. 

Mr. DAWES. If it will not int ipt the Senat 

Mr. STEWART. Not the slightest. 

Mr.DAWES. Ishould like to ask him a que n. la ery 
much interested in his argument, if I understand it. I should 
like to know clearly whether the Senator would date the organ 
ization from the last officer whom they happened to elect during 
the session? 


Mr. STEWART. That would 
Mr. DAWES. SolI thought 
Mr. STEWART. That 
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ir. DAWES. So I was afraid I did not understand the Sen- 
i Senator draw a line and say just how many 
ofl rst vill have to elect before they come to the point 
t 18 an orgal t1o : 
r. STEWART. I¥1 draw t ! 
DAWES That would re v yu 
STEWART ve the Senator's mind entirely 
V ( orgal ng?’ and I ness, elt r go to 
I s resenting legislationa i stop that work, no matt 
how many officers tl have elect or how few, or when they 
ste val ing and pass a1 on to ‘ that they are 
orgvaniz \ Oy thé ave gotten thro igh, 
t} they are orga ) o sa at t ‘ done organiz- 
ing when they are orga ng, might as w say that I an 
u 5 Cd i am ¢ le I 
DAWES [ wa » g ‘ Now suppose t 
I ia their 1 4 hen elect some other ofhe wo 
no oO lization Db to date again n at time? 
STEWART Cr vy not 
DAWES | s i am alittle con i about it 
GRAY i pel from Nevada will allow me, I woul 
] os to ti » atol y? Massachusetts thatif he had dons 
» listen to the arg t of those who spoke on the 
m rity of the committee he would have heard over and 
over again a position like the one he states disclaimed by them 
as to the « nization depending upon the number of persons 
who were elected to perform the services of the Legislatur: 
STEWART. [have only a minute more before I shal 
have to give way, and I will proceed. I undertake to say that 
a thing in the process of being done is not done. They had to 
) somewhere, and when they stopped they might elect officers 
{ ards, but y must stop and signify that they have got 
aone orgat ng and that they are ready tor bus ss before they 
a ni action recommended by the committee will 
tal hem rig] t middie of their organization, so that in 
t d part of their work was done be- 
fi the repe itself had comein. You will say 
that they « rganize. They appointed a com- 
mittee on o u will not wait until the report of 
that committee comes in, but you say that you will organize them 
any way, altho { is a c ttee on organization out that 
ha ot re port 
\ ay to them, ‘*,You have no right to go any further; 
yo el gal d then;” although they meet together, and 
eV y ac preparatory to an orga 1ization to be c unpleted on 


,‘ Notwithstanding this was going‘on, 





islature does not know when itis done organizing; they have no 
po r to determine that question: we, the Senate of the United 
Sta will take them right in the middle and determine it, 


say thatathing half accomplished is accomplished, notwithstand- 


ing the action of the Legislature. Chere is less respect paid to 


the action of the Legislature than I ever dreamed of before. It 
could not say when it got done organizing; you will not wait for 
it to stop the acts of organizing, but you will take it right in the 
and say that was the termination. Itseemsto me thatit 





r heard before. I am 


; 7 . ; fle ‘ ‘ | . 
is s a pervel On Ot janguage as i neve 
ruction 















Le ) an opportunity to vote a nst such a const 
of wore organizatior 
. MITCHELI Mr. President, the Senate has agreed to 
tas a vote at 3 o'clock on this question. [ certainly for one will 
no terfere with that agreement so faraslam concerned. We 
ha occupied but a very small proportion of the time, however, 
| a 1 passiz on this side of the question, I think about 
, rs all told, while some twenty-three hours ha eel 
taken on the other side. 
to call attention to one part of the reportof the commit- 
I Seanad fram Miassiani +; Mr ‘OR tandasw gs 
f Lhe »enavtol om MISS1Ssippl {Mr. GEORGE] yesterday ar- 
ke an hour on the assumption that the 
I rt committee assumed not only that it was not neces- 
sary that there should be a vote in the separate houses under 
( I 1 stances, but also on the assu nption that the con 
m a 1 had been no vi in the se paral 
nD i 1 » call attention to what the ort SaVs on t 
5 (on ni e ‘tof the report of the co1 nittesc we fina 7% 
- l ‘ en es ira 
} n l rrect I I 
I WS tha ute I resolution 2 
l re 1 was as f vs, having been offer 
; aii 
} hat the senate and house of 
I I to ¢ t, as provided by law, United States Senators 
ru ay, the 16th day of December, 1890 
W \ D ! r 12, on motion of Mr. Gunn, referred to 
t Senator Gray was chairman. On the 
xO tor Gray,from t ommilttee on judi 
( t f rably and it was adopted 
( is ado] 1 the house unanimously on the 
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morning of the 16th of December, 1890, and in pursuance of that 
concurrent resolution the two houses met separately on the 16th 
day of December, 1890, at 12 o’clock, meridian,and voted for United 
nators. No particular term was designated either in 
the resolution or in the vote as it was taken, buta vote was taken 
for United States Senator and all the candidates, Senator McCon- 
nell, Senator SHOUP, Senator Dubois, and the contestant, M) 

{ lave ti .were Vé ted for. All rec ‘ived votes in the separate hous 5 
: son to recite the votes in each house. After re- 


citing the votes in the two houses the committee say: 


States S 


Che report coe 


It will be 


tor 


l be observed, therefore, that 
was taken in each house of the L 
la December 16 


a separate vote for United States Sena 
‘zisiature of Idaho separately on Tues 


1890, at 12 o'clock, meridian. Mr. Clagettt, Mr. Dubois, M1 








Shoup McCor each receiving votes in each house, the voting 
ing in \ of ite 2 rluti .o. 3, aforesaid, which provided not 
for t ‘ . Senator or Senators for any given or specified term, bu 
h provided simply for the election of United States Senators as pi 
V ivy iaw 


The 
in the 


minority even concede that this separate vote was taken 
two houses, as will be seen by 


reference to page 49 of the 








views of the minority. I quote: 
I true that the two houses did vote separately on Tuesday the 16th for 
Senators, and it is true that the record shows that Mr. Duboi voted for 


] 


i is respectfully submitted 


ar confess ing’, they seek to avoid by saying — 


is respectfully submitted that the record, imperfect as it is, plainiy 
‘ ses the fact that these votes were cast for the election of two Senator 
the two then existing vacancies 


So it is admitted by the minority, as well as declared by the 
majority, that a separate vote was taken in the two houses; but 
the minority seek to avoid the effect of that vote by saying it 
was only for two Senators instead of three. 

Mr. VANCE. [I should like to ask 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I decline to yield. 
Mr. VANCE. The Senator does not yield? 
Mr. MITCHELL. I must decline to yield. 

Mr. VANCE. Ido not blame the Senator. I] 
either if I were in his place. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I decline to yield because I have only a min- 
»or two more before the hour for taking the vote. Now, just 
one other matter. 
In reference to the further argument of the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi, which has been indulged in also by one or two other Sen- 


would not yield 


ators on that side of the case, as to the proper construction of that 
clause of the Revised Statutes which reads as follows: 

But same person has not received a majority of the votes in each 
house, or if either house has failed to take proceedings as required 
section 

The Senator from Mississippi contends, and one or two others 
have contended the same thing, that if both houses fail to take 
proceedings as required by the section, then there could be no 
joint convention in pursuance of the provisions of the statute. 
In other words, the logic of the Senator from Mississippi, or of 
any Senator who insists on that construction, is simply this, that 
if both houses have failed then neither house hasfailed. Ther: 
is the logic of it. Surely if the word “either” applies to one 
only, as the Senator from Mississippi insists it does, then surely 
the two include the one: but, according to the Senator, if both 
have failed then neither has failed. That is the logic of the ar- 
gument. That is all there is toit. The conclusion to which it 
leads is, with all respect, as absurdly ridiculous in reasoning as 
it is in law and logic untenable. 

Now, Mr. President, I insist on a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 3 o’elock p. m.). 
on agreeing to the first resolution reported by the 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President- 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let it be read. 

Mr. VANCE. I rose to offer a substitute, 
resolution read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first resolution 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections will be 

The Chief Clerk 

wed, That Fred T. Dubois ise 


rc SS itor from the State of Idaho for the 





The question 
» Committee or 





but I will hear th: 


report dl by 
read. 
read as follows: 


ntitled to retain the seat he now ! 
full term commencing Mar 
Mr. VANCE. ILoffer a substitute, which I believe is the usual 
where there is a minority report. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending quest 
¢ to the resolution submitted by the Senator 
[Mr. MORGAN]. 

Several SENATORS. Let it be read. 

Mr. PLATT. That has not been submitted formally. Mer 
notice was given of it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


ion is on agree- 


from Alabama 





The resolution submitted by the 


Senator from Alabama will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the vote or other proceedings that constitutes a choice ofa 
Senator of the United States must be had by the Legislature of the State in 
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such Legislature have | matter b 










































which such Senator is chosen, and until the houses of y going on and a { / Wihnto to 
met and organized as legislative bodies they can not choose a Senator of the | 44 .ntitiag to hi : 
‘ . ilU AU ( 5} i a 3 
United States iB aa ek eee ; : anaes 
2. The Constitution of the United States requires that the choice of a Sen upon lacts Of ths Case a princip ‘ PUD 6 
ator shall be, when made, the act of the Legislature of the State, and not the | resoluti are correct he w: t va that d ! 
act of the Senate or of Congress ar ~ to elect hit 
3. That, in regulating the time and manner of choosing a Senator, a new ele rent MITT 1 oo 
toral body, which is not the Legislature, and is not acting by its authority lr, MiltOR RI ; 
can not be substituted so as to act in the place and stead of the Legislature ment 
and so to deprive the Legislature of its power to elect a Senator \I IORGA V 
4. That, if it is lawful, in regulating the time and manner of electing Se1 : VT _— . 
ators, to transfer the power to choose a Senator from the two houses, intheh vir. MLE 1 biuisd 3 
organized capacity to a number of the members of the two houses, such el in orde ler the 
toral power is secondary to the right of the Legislature to choose a Senator \ MORGAN -3 ent ‘ 
and can only be exercised when the houses of the Legislature, or either Meee are ae a 
them, has made default in considering the subject of choosing such Senat on the qu on wi 1 the Cha 
or havi made an effort, has failed to make, or to proceed to mal Mr. HARRIS f ¢ ‘se it matabl x O 
choice the Senate 
5. When in the case of the claim of Hon. F : $s. the membe! 7 MARAT 
of the Legis f idaho who, onthe Is8thd 890, VO Ni MORGAN Ut CO 
Hon. Fred jis, sat in their respective h der hat such a ques 
day of December, 1890, a quorum being present 3 yt i" VT IPESTHDERN "} ( 
two Senators from Idaho, who were, on subs such, an s [CE-PRI ; . 
failed to take any action upon the questio Senator to | of the senato \labama 
the seat now occupied by Hon. Fred T. Dub 10t claim or exert | terdavy afternoon. that a vote slo ta 
the rt st ich Senator in default of l t. wl i 4 ¢ ° t + “a 
was the ré t of their own delinquency in public duty 1an vo OCLOCK WIth AOE aU. 
, : Mr. MORGAN. Weare taking th 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I make the point of order | the Senate to take the vote. That [ ¢ ' 
that that resolution is not in order at this time. I understand | ean not discuss the merits of this ec t A 
that it is offered as a substitute for the pending resolution. If I | isthe question of order thatthe Chair was so indo ) 
do not misinterpret the paper it is nothing more nor less than a | asked the advice of the Senate how it wo ‘ : 
declaration of principles. The pending resolution is one of high i toadvise the Chair as to ut ‘ i 
privilege, namely, one that relates to the question as to wheth . 4 i} S 
one person or another person is entitled to a seat in this body. i 
The pending re olution to which this has be n offered as a sub- 
stitute is to the effect that the sitting member [Senator Dubois] 3ut T say 
is entitled to retain his seat. Two substitutes [imagine would } wil] reveal a 
be in order, one to the effect that Mr. Clagett, the contestant, is | tained bv the: Mr. D ht t 
entitled to the seat: another to the effect that in this particular this body, not because of irregulari 3 ip] 
cast thers ha L ber n no election of any person as Senator for the | occurred in his election upon questions of organizat 
term indicated, — like, but which will deny to hima rig] t dy 
Now, as I said in the start, if I correctly understand the pro- | at the time the second or substitute body of « ors a¢ 
posed substitute, it fails to come within the purview of either of | had no constitutional authority to do so. That 
the cases I have put. It neither declares that the contestant, | present. 
Mr. Clagett, is entitled to the seat, nor does it declare that there |" Wr. PADDOCK. Let the question be state: 
was no election, nor is it aresolution torecommit to the com-| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thea tion i the a ( 
mittee, either of which would be inorder. It is not germane, | syhmitted by the Senator from Alabar n order? t ~ 
or in any sense pertinent to the pending question. It is wholly | ate ready for the question? Upon that question t} e; 
foreign to the question before the Senate and not in order. navs have been demanded. Is there a second? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I rise toa question of order, because I think | ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
this is a violation of the understanding. The Senator is debat- Mr. CULLOM. Now, will the Chair state the questior 
ing now beyond the time agreed upon to vote, andI raise the} The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators who maintain tha 
point of order that debate is not in order. resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama is in ord: 
Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. Will vote ‘‘ yea;:” those who are of the contrary o m 
Mr. HARRIS. A question of order is not debatable anyway. | ‘‘nay.” The Secretary will call the r 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order isnot debatable | The Secretary proceeded to call the ro 
ric" , ‘ } 43 4 YT rrr e 
Mr. MITCHELL. I move to lay the substitute on the table. Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was 
Mr. MORGAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the demand for the yeas and Mr. GRAY (when his name was called . have a pair o 
nays seconded on the motion made by the Senator from Oregon | questions connected with this case with the Senator from Massa 
that the resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabamabe | ehusetts (Mr. HOAR 
laid on the table? ’ ca 1 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— McPH yn 
Mr. HARRIS. Is it the resolution of the Senator from Ala- vO but 
bama or of the Senator from North Carolina that is pending? ‘ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution of the Senator fron et FTOARI S 
Alabama, the Chair is informed. S 
Mr. PLATT. It seems to me that the motion of the Senator o leave 
from Oregon is not in order unless it be first decided that the Mr. HIGGINS. All right: the 
proposition submitted by the Senator from Alabama is in order. Mr. PLATT (when his na 
I think the question is whether the resolution submitted by th: ith the Senator from Virgir 4 
Senator from Alabama is in order. thorized to { pon the mai 
Mr. MITCHELL. Iwithdraw the motion to lay the resoluti tions in cas O 
on the table, and insist on a ruling by the Chair upon the point | ~“ Mr. SANDERS 
of order. iestion involved 1] a 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. As the point of order raised by th a itis | I ‘ 
Senator from Oregon is a complicated one, the Chair will submit | and being of t} 
that question to the Senate for its decision. Mr. VANCI] : 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the firstfour propositions con- | the Senator from Mi 
tained in that series of resolutions are theoretical. T] y state | ent, I do not \ 
doctrines of the Constitution of the United States, and they stat my vote. I sho ) 
constructions also of the act of 1866. Thelast branch of the reso- Mr. WALTHALL 
lutions, however, based upon the Constitution, and upon the law. vith the Senator fr R I I) 
and upon the construction which is put upon the law in the pre- ‘ roll ca : 
ceding parts of the resolution, is founded upon the facts of this Mr. BUTLER. Ont 
case, and recites them, and shows that if these facts are true and | tor fr Penns 1} \ M } ' ( 3 
if those principles ar true, no election took place on that day be- | bed b llness (ft he } } 
cause the body that assumed to be at the daté of the election of Mr. BLACKBURN Lire ray 
Mr. Dubois an electoral body was not a constitutional electoral | from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSO 
body. here I do no 
I could perhaps have made it a little clearer to the compre- Mr. HIGGINS. I vot i 
hension of Senators who are not inclined to think about a Mr. KENNA I wi to ! 











FAULKNER i absent on account of sickness, is paired on 
all questi th the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAy]. 
I ma cement now and shall not repeat it during 
tne ‘ ( 
Che res vas ani need eas 9, nays 51: as follows: 
ur Jones, AI 
( ( I M ul 
t 
NAYS ] 
i) Pa i squire, 
i Palme! Stanford, 
! be) x Stockbridge 
G ger Pe r Teller, 
( ( n, M Perki Turpie, 
( H I Pettigrew, Vest 
I Hawle Platt Vilas, 
‘ H n PY tor Voorhees 
Cha J Ne P Warren 
Ke i Sa Washburn 
( Kk Si Whit 
I M ! Sh Wolcott. 
I SI 
NOT VOT! “ 
Aj LD Hale Power 
B Dubois Hiscor Quay 
13 kburn Faulkne Hoar Ransom 
bri rye irby. stewart, 
Bu Gibson, La McMillan, Vance, 
‘ ! Gordor McPherson, Walthall, 
Colquitt Gray Manderson, Wilson 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order raised by the 


Senator from Oregon is sustained, and the resolution submitted 
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by the Senator from Alabamaisnotinorder. The pending ques- | 
n now is on the substitute submitted by the Senator from North 
Carolina |Mr. VANCE], which will be read. 


he Chief Clerk read as follows: 
/, That Fred T. Dubois is not entitled to retain 
as Senator from the State of Idaho for the full 


the seat he now oc- 
term commencing 
i, That William H. Clagett is entitled to be admitted toa seat inthe 

from the State of Idaho for the term commencing March 4, 1891 

ir. TELLER. I understand that is submitted as a substitute 
for the committee’s resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itissubmittedasasubstitute. The 
question is on agreeing to the substitute proposed by the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). 

vith ¢t 


ent, 


[am paired 

Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is ab- 
If he were here I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLODGETT (when his name wascalled). Upon this ques- 
tion [ am paired with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Dixon]. _If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

\ir. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
he Senator from Pennsylvania[Mr.CAMERON]. If he were pres- 
ent [ should vote ‘ yea.” 

ir. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
h the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 
hould vote ‘‘ nay.” 
MITCHELL. 
muld vote ‘ nay.” 
Mr. TELLER. 


Mr 


[ am paired 


wit If he were present 


Mr. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] 
The Senator from Georgia is at liberty to vote. 
. COLQUITT. I inquired of the Senator’s colleague and 
was informed that he did not know what were the views of the 
nior Senator from Iowa, and hence I withheld my vote. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have never heard my colleage express an 
on the case, so of course I could not speak for him. 


Mr. COLQUITT. If I may be assured that the Senator from 


. 


owa would vote “nay,” I should be pleased to vote. 
Mr. TELLER. I feel satisfied from what I know of the views 
of the junior Senator from Iowa that he would vote “‘nay” if 
Mr. COLQUITT. Upon this assurance, I will vote in the nega- 


Mr. DAWES (when 
cat’ e|Mr. 
Mr. GRAY 


Mr. HOAR’S name was called). My ecol- 
HOAR] is detained from the Chamber by illness 
after having voted in the affirmative). If the Sen- 


ator from Massachusetts will allow me, as I am paired with his 
colleague [Mr. HOAR] and voted inadvertently, I withdraw my 

Mr. DAWES. I understood my colleauge to say that if he 

re ent he would vote ‘‘ nay ” on such a question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired 1 the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscockj. If he 
were present I should vote ** yea.” <As he is absent I withhold 
my vote 

Mr. STOCK BR Ik. (when Mr. MCMILLAN’S name was called). 
My colleague | Mr. MCMILLAN] is absent, and is paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 


| as Senator from the State of Idaho for the full term commencing 


| 


| 





MARrcH 3, 


Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
pair with the Senator from Maine[Mr. HALE]. Iam paired with 
him on this question in all its phases. I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. POWER], who is detained from the Senate 
Chamber by illness. If he were present he would vote *‘ nay,” 
and I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was anpounced— 


7 . 
as follows: 





| have a general 


yeas 


ts nays DD: 


YEAS—7 
George Harris, Morgan, Stewart. 
Gorman, Kyle, Pasco. 

NAYS—55. 
Allen, Daniel, McPherson Squire, 
Allison Davis, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Bate, Dawe Morrill, Stockbridge 
Berry, Dolph, Paddock, Teller, 
Call Felton, Palmer, Turpie, 
Carey, Frye, Veffer, Vest, 
Carlisle Gallinger, Perkins, Vilas, 
Casey, Gibson, Md Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Platt, Walthall, 
Chilton, Hawley, Proctor, Warren, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Pugh, Washburn, 
Coke, Hill Sawyer, White, 
Coiquitt, Jones, Nev., Sherman, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Kenna Shoup, 

NOT VOTING—26. 

Aldrich, Dixon Hiscock, Quay, 


Barbour, Dubois Hoar, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Faulkner Irby, Sanders, 
Blodgett, Gibson, La Jones, Ark., Vance, 


McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Power, 


Gordon, 
Gray 
Hale 


Brice, 
Butler, 
Cameron, 


Wilson 


So the proposed substitute was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the first resolution reported by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the first resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That Fred T. Dubois is entitled to retain the seat he now hold4 
March 4, 
1891 

Mr. MITCHELL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. MANDERSON]. I am told 
that if the Senator from Nebraska were present he would ‘‘yea.” 
If he were here I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BLODGETT (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania[Mr. CAMERON]. 
ent I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). On this, as on the 
preceding vote, [am paired with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts (Mr. HoOAR]. If he were present I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I will state again 
that, although 1 have a general pair with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. BARBOUR],I am authorized by him to vote on this 
question, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SANDERS (when his name was called). I am _ paired 
with my colleague [Mr. POWER]. If he were present he would 
vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘ nay.” 

The rolleall having been concluded, the result was announced--—- 
yeas 55, nays 5; as follows: 


I am paired with 
If he were pres- 


YEAS—55. 


Allen, Davis, Mitchell, Squire, 
Allison, Dawes, Morgan, Stanford, 
sate, Dolph, Morrill, Stockbridge 
Berry, Felton, Paddock, Teller, 
Call, Frye, Palmer. Turpie, 
Carey, Gallinger, Peffer, Vest, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Md. Perkins, Vilas, 
Casey, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Voorhees 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Walthall, 
Chilton, Higgins, Proctor, Warren, 
| Cockrell, Hill, Pugh, Washburn 
| Coke, Johes, Nev. Sawyer, White, 
Colquitt, Kenna, Sherman, Wolcott 
Cullom, McPherson, Shoup, 
NAYS—5. 
George, Kyle, Pasco, Stewart 


Harris 








1892. 





NOT VOTING—28. 


Aldrich, Daniel, Gray, Manderson, 
Barbour, Dixon, Hale, Power, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Hiscock, Quay, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Hoar, Ransom, 
rice, Gibson, La. Irby, Sanders, 
utiler, Gordon, Jones, Ark. Vance, 
Cameron, Gorman, McMillan, Wilson. 


So the first resolution was’agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is another resolution reported by 
the committee. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The second resolution reported by 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That William H. Clagett is not entitled to be admitted to a seat 
in the Senate from the State of Idaho for the term commencing March 4, 
A. D. 1891. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
second resolution. 

The second resolution was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. BUTLER. I was requested by my colleague [Mr. IRBy], 
who has been called home on important public business, to ask a 
leave of absence for him for two weeks from and after last Mon- 
day. I have omitted to do so, andI take advantage of this oppor- 
tunity to request a leave of absence for him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and leave is granted. 

FOOD AND DRUG ADULTERATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S.1) for preventing the adultera- 
tion and misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire what is the pend- 
ing question? 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chief Clerk will state the pend- 
ing question. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amendment by Mr. COKE, to strike out 
sections 7 and 8 of the substitute reported by the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Texas to withdraw 
temporarily his amendment in order that, on behalf of the com- 
mittee, I may offer several amendments to the phraseology of 
the bill, not essential amendments, but to perfect the bill so far 
as the committee may have to do with it. 

Mr. COKE. I will withdraw my amendment temporarily. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
committee will be first passed upon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In line 4o0f section 1 of the substitute pro- 
apa by the committee, after the words ‘‘ States and,” I move to 

nsert the words ‘‘ the District of Columbia,” and after the word 
‘‘and ” to insert the word ‘‘ the;” so as to read: 

That for the purpose of protecting the commerce in food, 
drugs between the several States, the District of Columbia, and t 
of the United States, and foreign countries, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In section 2, line 1, after the word “ Terri- 
tory,” I move the same amendment, to insert the words ‘‘ or the 
District of Columbia,” and in line 2, after the word ‘‘ Territory,” 
to insert the words ‘‘ or the Districtof Columbia;” so as to read: 

That the introduction into any State or Territory or the District of Co- 
lumbia from any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia or 
foreign country of any article of food, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In line 6 of the same section, after the 
word ‘‘ Territory,” I move to insert the words ‘or the District 
of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In line 7 of the same section, after the word 
‘Territory,’ I move to insert the words ‘‘ or the District of Co- 
lumbia,” and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ Territory,” to insert the 
words ‘‘or the District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.PADDOCK. Also, in line 8, I move, after the word “ or,” 
to insert the article ‘‘ a.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. On page 6, section 7, line 3, after the word 
*‘act,” I move to insert ‘‘ which is a subject of interstate com- 
merce;” so as to read: 

That every person manufacturing or exposing for sale or delivering toa 
purchaser any drug or article of food included in the provisions of this act, 


which is a subject of interstate commerce, shall furnish a sample of such 
drugs or articles of food, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


ees. and 
ne Territories 
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Mr. PADDOCK. Also, in section 8, line 9, after the word 
“act,” I move to insert the words ‘‘ which is a subject of inter- 
state commerce.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Now, Mr. President, I move to strike out 
section 11, which is the appropriating section, leaving the mat- 
ter of the appropriation to be considered and presented by the 
Appropriations Committee of each body. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The section proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 11, as 


follows: 

SEc. 11. That for the purpose of enabling the Secretary of Agricu 
carry this law into effect, there is hereby appropriated, out of any 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000 


ture to 


moneys 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. These areall theamendments I have tooffer, 
Mr. President. The amendment of the Senator from Texas can 
now be renewed. 

Mr. COKE. Inowrenewmy amendment to strike out sections 
7 and 8 of the bill as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator’from Texas [Mr. COKE] to 
strike out sections 7 and 8, which have been heretofore read. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, when I discussed this bill several 
days ago I gave my reasons for the motion I made to strike out 


| these two sections, and those reasons were substantially these: 


That the jurisdiction of the National Government under the 
interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution does not attach 


| to goods passing from one State to another until the act of trans- 


My impression is that it is on the amendment of | 


portation from one State to another has commenced. 

Section 7 provides ‘‘ that every person manufacturing or ex- 
posing for sale or delivering to a purchaser any drug or article 
of food included in the provisions of this act” shall be subject to 
certain pains and penalties, and it provides for the demand of 
samples for analysis, ete. The sections have been read in full to 
the Senate. 

Neither this section nor section 8 provides at all that the goods 


| shall have been moved to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture 


|} purchaser any drug or article of food included in the prov 








to go to the place of business of the manufacturer or person who 
compounds the article and demand samples without reference to 
the fact of transportation from one State to another. It issought 
now to avoid the force of this motion and to improve this section 
by inserting, in line 3, the words *‘ which is a subject of interstate 
commerce;” so as to read: 

That every person manufacturing or exposing for sale or delivering t 
isions of this act 
which is a subject of interstate commerce. 

[ submit that this amendment makes no improvement. The 
section still authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to go to the 
place of business of the manufacturer or vender in the State be- 
fore the article has been moved, before it has entered into the 
channels of interstate commerce, before it has been delivered to 
a common carrier, and demand samples foranalysis. The words 
‘* which is a subject of interstate commerce ” can have no mean- 
ing in the connection in which they are used here. How can 
they be subjects of interstate commerce while they are in the 
State at the place of business of the person who manufactures 
them, before they have been moved to a depot, before they have 
been placed in the handsof acommon carrier, before the national 
jurisdiction under the interstate-commerce clause can have at- 
tached to them? 

The obscurity in the amendment is such as would leave the sec- 
tion in about the same shape it is now. Howcan the Secretary 
of Agriculture say that an article in a manufactory or in the 
place of business of a merchant in one of the States is a subject 
of interstate commerce when that article has not been moved, 
when its transportation has not commenced? I read here the 
other day the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Coe 
vs. Errol, in which the opinion of a unanimous court held that 
the interstate commerce commenced only after the article had 


been delivered to the common carrier for transportation. How 
does the amendment just made to this section avoid this? 
Mr. BUTLER. Is that the decision of the Supreme Court? 


Mr. COKE. Thatis the Supreme Court decision, Judge Brad- 
ley delivering the opinion of a unanimous court, that the trans- 
portation must have actually commenced, the floating of the 
articles—say, for instance, they are sawlogs, as they were in that 
case—down a river to the depot. The court held that that was 
not the commencementof the transportation. They say the arti- 
cle must be delivered to the carrier, must have passed from the 
possession of the manufacturer or the producer into the hands 
of the carrier to be transported out of that State into another 
before the jurisdiction of the National Government attaches to it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me 


to ask him a 
question? 








-PRESIDENT Does the Senator from Texas yield? 











\ COKE. Yes. 
PADDOCK As purpose speaking at some length on 
1 - [ do not care to take any time to-nigh' 
I sh, however, to ask the Senator now if that is the state o 
tl as he understands it, if these subjects of interstate com- 
m 1: are spoken of in this proposition are notsuch subjects 
of state e as may be properly considered on the lin 
of ft Senator's argument and on the line of the decision which 
at difference does’ it make? If this bill is 
pa t Vv not affect anythi com ing which he is con- 
1 \ bla Ut I has peel! I ( to the decisions of the 
Co ‘ ast resort are not the ones that this bill can take hok 
of 

( ‘() | | anor n r ti disad vantag » of not being abt 

to hear the Senator and can not understand what he says. 
| read now from an authority which I quoted the other day 

Ju Bradley, delivering the opinion of the court, says: 
1e Western States pr very little except Wheat and corn 
most of which is intended for ex port and so of cotton in the Southern 
States. Certainly, as S these ‘produc ts are on the lands which product 
them, the » part of the general property of the Stat And so we think 
they continue to be until they have entered upon their final journey for leav 


ing the State and going into another Stat 
of Daniel Ball (10 Wall. 565), “Whenever 
f trade from one State to anc 
between the states has commenced.” B 


lt is true is was said in theca 

a commodity has begun to move as 
I eommerce in that commodity 
this movement does not bein 








until the articles have been shipped or started for transportation from the 
one State to the other 

The carrying of them in carts or other vehicles, or even floating them. to 
the depot where the journey is tocommence is no part of that journey. That 
is all preliminary work, performed for the purpose of putting the propert 
in a state of preparation and readiness for transportation. Until actually 
launched on its way to another State, or committed toa common carrier f 
transportation to such State, itsdestination is not fixed and certain. It may | 
be sold or otherwise disposed of within the State and never put in course of 
transportation out of the State. Carrying it from the farm or the forest to | 
the depot is only an interior movement of the property entirely within the | 
State for the purpose, it is true, but only for the purpose of putting it into a 
course of exportation; it is no part of the exportation itself. Until shipped 
( irted on its final journey out of the State its exportation is a matter 
a vether in fiert, and not at all a fixed and certain thing 

Ir. President, as amended, section 7 reads in this way: 

That every person manufacturing or exposing for sale or delivering to a 
purchaser any drug or article of food included in the provisions of this act 
which is a subject of interstate commerce, etc. 

Now, what is a subject of interstate commerce? All the prod- 


this 


ive 


ucts of 
can not 


country are 


subjects of interstate commerce, yet we 
jurisdiction to 


the Secretary of Agriculture to go 
into the business houses and manufactories of producers and de- 
mand samples of Why? Because, although in- 
tended for transportation into other States, although subjects of 
interstate commerce, if you please, they have not been started on 
th journey to another they have not been placed in the 
hands of acommon carrier, they have not been taken to a rail- 
road depot or to a steamboat or to some other place for transpor- 

ion. They are subjects of interstate commerce intended for 
transportation to other States, but have never been launched 
upon their final journey to another State, and, therefore,as Judge 
Bradley says, the State still retains its jurisdiction over them and 
the Federal jurisdiction has not attached. 

} President, I have moved to str 


the ir goods, 


state, 


+at 
bal 


ike out sections 7 and 8 be- 


cause both of those sections authorize the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture and his employés to go into the States and demand samples 
of goods and products for analysis before they have entered into 
the channels of interstate commerce, and the amendment declar- 
ing that they shall be subjects of interstate commerce does not 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


Mr. COKE. Certainly. 
Mr. PLATT. What would he 


say to the proposition that the 


Government had the right, for the purpose of protecting the 
health of the people of the United States, to collect this informa- 
tion as an independent proposition? 

COKE. As an independent proposition I think that the 
Government would have no right at all. The Government pos- 
sesses its right sols y in virtue of the commerce clause of the 
Constitution, and the cisions of the courts have been uniform 
that the goods must have entered the channel 3 of interstate com- 
meree before the Federal J irisdiction attaches to them. 

Mr. PLATT. But has not the Government in many cases 
“ h were supposed to relate to the welfare of the people en- 
¢ ed in the business of collecting information where there 7 no 
8] c warrant for it in the Constitution except the public-wel- 
fa 
r. COKE. The Government has engaged in that, but the 
Covert has never compelled the people of the States to give 
the informatio itis a voluntary contribution on the part of 
the peopl om whom i gotten. 
Section « co t the de vel of these groods to the agents of 
the Secretary of Agricu nder the penalty of fine and im- 
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prisonment. Ther fore, I Say these two seecti ns should be 
stricken out. They confer upon the Secretary of Agriculture 
an authority which Congress ean not confer. The Secretary of 
Agriculture would be invading the jurisdiction of the States if 
he were te go into the store of any merchant or to go into the 
place of business of a manufacturer and demand and take samples 
of goods for analysis, as this bill provides he may do. 

[ submit that the amendment to this section made for the pur- 
pose of avoiding this objection by simply stating that these ar- 
ticles are subjects of in state commerce does not aid it at all 
On the contrary, it is a direct violation of the law as laid down 


atedly by ay 


I PADDOC 


irt of the United States. 
President, the trust act, w 


‘ Supreme Co 
M Why, Mr. 


hich 


was reported by the Committee on the Judiciary and advocated 
by my distinguished friend from Missouri |Mr. VEST], as I re- 
vember, rested entirely upon that definition. Subjects of inter- 
state commerce were the subjects that were authorized to be 
| dealt with, and the definition was established. It is a definition 
which has been determined by adjudication in the courts. and is 
an accepted term in respect of those matters which are moved 
on the lines of interstate commerce as contradistinguished from 


all others. 

The Senator might get an object lesson in respect of this sort 
of thing if he would go to Kansas City or Omaha or Chicago or 
New York at the present time and see what is being done under 
the acts corelative with this and drawn on the same lines which 
were passed at the last Congress providing for the inspection of 


beeves, slaughtered animals, and the products of slaughtered 
animals packed in cans, ete. That inspection is going on now 


every day at the establishments 
slaughtering and packing is being done. They are the subjects 
of interstate commerce; that is, they are articles which are to 
be moved or thatare being prepared to be moved and are acknow!l- 
edged to be such and such only. 

Mr. BUTLER. In point of fact, does not the case cited by the 
from Nebraska refer only to such articles as are for ex- 
portation, the inspection of beeves, ete.? 

Mr. PADDOCK. For exportation and for shipment from State 
products that are 
entirely familiar with that 


in those States where that 


suDd- 
‘ 


jects of interstate commerce. I] 
act, and such are its provisions. 

Mr. BUTLER. My impression is that it is only the export of 
those articles that are intended for exportation beyond the limits 
of the United States, which is a very different proposition. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Even if the proposition related entirely to 
matters of export—but it does not—it would not make any differ- 
ence; the principle would be the same. But that is not the case. 

prepared, reported, and had charge of that bill, and I know 
about its provisions. It covers interstate as well as foreign com- 
merce, just as this does. ; 

Now. I want to say to my friend that there is not a line nor a 
word in this bill which authorizes the disturbance of a single 
thing in any State which is not the subject of interstate com- 
merce. It must be a subject of interstate commerce, as has been 
defined by the iaw, in order to be reached at all by this bill. 

Mr. COKE. What is it; a subject of interstate commerce? 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is a matter of administration under 

the law. The whole state of the law is to be taken into consid- 
eration, not only this act and its provisions, every one of which 
points to the theory th: it I speak of, but all the law and all the 
adjudications in the past in respect of what is interstate com- 
merece. That is a matter that belongs to administration, and to 
that only. It is not a question to be raised here when consider- 
ing a proposition whose definitions are altogether general and 
which were a oselyso framed. Whenat the manufactory after 
the original packages are put up, after they have been brought 
into shape to on ip, are marked with the name upon them of the 
wholesale dealer or the commission man in another State to 
whom they are to be consigned, are prepared and ready, and all 
the pr liminary work has been done, and they have thus been 
made ready in original packages and have been mé arked, desig 
nated, and they have clearly become articles which are subject 
of interstate commerce, so far as it is possible to do so at that 
stage, then it is a question of administration to determine unde! 
the state of the law as it may be found to be at that time whether 
they can be reached, or whether it is upon the dray which car- 
ries the articles to the depot when they are all prepared and 
marked and in ori packages, or when they are being moved, 
actual movement is concerned, into another State o1 
Territory, that the law can take hold of, is a question of admin- 
istration under the provisions of this bill if enacted, considered 
in the light of all the isions that have been made affecting 
the case to determine if they can then be reached, and, if not, 
when and where? 

Mr. COKE. Mr. Preside 


That every person manufa 


am 


ginal 


so far as 


aec 


nt, here is the way section 7 reads: 


uring or exposing for sale or delivering to 4 
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purchaser any drug or article of foc 4 included in the provisions of this a 
which is a subject of interstate commerce 

That is the bill. Now, here is what the Supreme Court 
cided: 

Logs cut ata place in New Hampshire were hauled down to the town of 
Errol, on the Androscoggin River, in that State, to be transported from 
thence upon the river to Lewiston, Me., and waited at Errol for a conven 
ient opportunity for such transportation: J/eld, That they were still part of 
the general mass of property of the State, liable to taxation, if taxed in the 
usual way in which such property is taxed in the State. 

That is the law as laid down by the court. The logs wer 
floated down the river to be transported intoanother State, lying 
waiting for a proper stage of water for that purpose. The court 
held that the jurisdiction of the State had not ceased over thos 
logs; that they had not entered the channels of interstate com- 
merce, although intended for transportation to another State; 
that the journey had not commenced, and that therefore the juris- 
diction of the Federal Government had not attached to them. 

Mr. PLATT. Why, Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me, [ know that decision, I recognize it, and believe that under 
our decisions nothing is the subject of interstate commerce, 
strictly speaking, until it has been delivered to the common car- 
rier for shipment. I understand that to be the law; but at the 
last session we went a little further than that and we held that 
articles intended for interstate commerce might be inspected. 
I do not know whether the Supreme Court is going to hold that 
that law is constitutional or not, but I want to refer to itas show- 
ing that it is nothing more than is done in this bill. 

Section 3 of the act of March 3, 1891, providing for the inspec- 
tion of live cattle, hogs, etc., says: 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall cause to be inspected, prior to their slaugh- 
ter, all cattle, sheep, and hogs which are subjects of interstate commerce and 
which are aboutto be slaughtered at slaughter-houses, canning, salting, pack 
ing. orrendering establishments in any State or Territory, the carcasses or 
products of which are to be transported and sold for human consumption in 
any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia. 

[agree that the language here, ‘‘ subjects of interstate com- 
merce,” does not fully come up to what the Congress did in that 
act. There ought to be added toit ‘‘and whichare intended for 
shipment to other States or Territories.” 

Mr. COKE. That would not come up to the language of the 
judge delivering the opinion to which I have referred. 

Mr. PLATT. I say I do not know whether the Supreme 
Court would hold this provision of our inspection act to be con- 
stitutional or not; but assuming that that is constitutional, I do 
not see why it would not be held to be constitutional to obtain 
samples of goods which are intended for interstate commerce. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, reading this bill, the agents of 
the Secretary of Agriculture will have under its provisions the 
power to go into a manufactory while the goods are being man- 
ufactured, and after they are manufactured when they are ex- 
posed for sale. Does the Senator from Connecticut believe any 
such language as this would be approved by the judge who de- 
livered the opinion I have just read? It certainly seems to me 
{t would not. Congress attempts to confer a power, if it passes 
this bill, at war with the decisions of the Supreme Court, which 
have been uniform. We may have passed at a former session, 
and did pass, the act alluded to by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut, but that has not been before the Supreme Court; it has not 
received judicial scrutiny. The language of the decision is plain 
and nobody can mistake it. 

The jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture can not attach 
until the goods come under Federal jurisdiction. Certainly the 
Senator from Connecticut will not contend that every 
manufacturing or exposing for sale in the States goods that may 
be transported hereafter into another State are subject to have 
their goods taken for analysis under this Federal statute. I can 
not believe that the Senator from Connecticut would indorse a 
proposition of that sort. 

Mr. PLATT. _I desire the Senator from Texas to understand 
that I am not indorsing that proposition. 

Mr. COKE. The seventh section of this bill gives 
to go into the manufactory where the goods are in 
manufacture before they are fitted for exportation. 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose the proper language were used so that 
the section applied only to those articles which were intended 
to be shipped to another State? 

Mr.COKE. Well, Mr. President, if the Senator will examine 
this decision he will see that the intention cuts no figure at all; 
that the owner of the goods may change his mind and sell the 
goodsin the State where manufactured. If the Senator will list 
to this opinion of Judge Bradley he will see that: 

But no definite rule has been adopted with regard to the point of time at 
which the taxing power of the State ceases as to goods exported to a foreigt 
country or to another State. What we have already said, however, in rela 
tion to the products of a State intended for exportation to another State will 


indicate the view which seems to us the sound one on that subject, namely, 
that such goods do not cease to be part of the general mass of property in 
the State, subject, as such, to its jurisdiction, and to taxation in the usual 


way, until they have been shipped, or entered with a common carrier for 


ae- 


he power 
I 


i 
process of 
I 


| way to do that, it could be 


person 











transportation to another S 
in a continuous route 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Presid t.s ‘ atio 
not interrupt the Senator very ic} - ke to 
him if the decision also defines | far to the aajyoinn st 
this jurisdiction attaches, and hov 

Mr. COKE. The jurisdic ion, as | nderstand it, atta f a 
soon as the journey commences to another State, it rema ( 
the goods until their place of destinati ) is reac] 
ues over them until the original packages are ( 
are sold. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand it precisely as the Senator di 
ut section 7 says: 

j ry pers i ing or « rle « y 

ser any aI or arti of food in € n th I 5 

Therefore, if this bill conforms itself inthe outset to the ¢ 


+ 


stitution and does not begin to attach until the 


n oods are abo 
to be shipped, but follows them over to the time when they a 
beginning to be sold in the next State, 1 wou not tl re- 


vision attach then? 
4X7 r 


My friend [Mr. PADDOCK} tells me that section 10 has so 
bearing on this. That section provides: 


That this act shall not be construed to interfere with commerce wh y i 
ternal in any State, nor with the exercise of their police powers by the sever 


States 
My inquiry is whether this should not be construed under the 
Constitution to apply solely, so far as this undertakes to put : 
penalty upon receiving the same, tosuch manufacturer or 
or person delivering to a purchaser? 
Mr. COKE. Does the Senator note the language in the com- 
mencement of the section? 


vende 


That every person manufacturi ‘posing for sale 
Mr. DAWES. I know it. Now, suppose the manufacturer 


takes his goods into the jurisdiction of the Constitution and lh: 
follows them over into another State to vend them there, why 
may not the penalty of this proposed law attach to the man who 
manufactures if he has anything to do with this articler If he 
does not, then this statute would not apply to those articles. 
Mr. COKE. If the bill was drawn for that purpose and in a 
, because the jurisdiction of 1 
Federal Governmentattaches when the goods start from one Stat 
into another, after they reach the other State, and until they ar 
sold or the original packages are broken, when instantly the 
mingle with the l 


are and subje ct 


aone 


mass of the of that State in which 1 


to State 


ne good 








ju Isaictl ] 

Mr. DAWES. ILagree with the S or that the language 
the seventh section should be limited to the power under 
Constitution, but that it may llow the goods until they a 
either sold or are minglel with the common mass so that t 
can not be identified. Ido not see why this proposed statut 
should not apply to everybody who has anything to do with that 
transaction, whether he be the manufacturer, or whether he b 
the vendor, or whether he be anyother one. Evidently the sta 


ute could not apply to anybody else. 
Mr. COKE. Evidently, I will t 


to the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts, this statute applies to persons at their places of busi- 
ness in the States where the goods are manufactured. 

Mr. DAWES. Where does the Senator get that? 

Mr. COKE. From the first line of the seventh section 

Mr. DAWES. ‘That reads: 

That every person manufacturing or exposing for sale or delivering t 
purchaser any drug or article of food includ: 1 the pri ' . 

No other articles of food are included but those |} e referred 
to. If nothing is included in the provisions of this bill except 
something started on the journey, then the Constitution helps 
him. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If itis the subject of interstate comme 
according to the declaration of section 10, which reads as fo vs 

This act shall not be construed to interfere wit mmerce wholly inter 
nal in any State, nor with the exercise of their police powers by the severa 


States 


Mr.BUTLER. Then, Mr. P ident, if Lu stand the pra 
tical effect of this, if the Senator from Texas ardon a 
moment, a person may manufacture articles and } n just a 
many people as he pleases within the State, a there Oo in 
hibition against it at all. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Federal aut J thin 
the limits of the State. 

Mr. BUTLER. I unde tand There is no bition what- 
ever upon a man manufact vhatever he chooses and poiso1 
ing and adulterating the food 1aSta b sO vh 
I woes to ! ( Lor 7 Stat nat the Federal risa t 
attaches Therefor ‘ to t act i ctica 
erative. 

Mr. PADDOCK If the act is in ative the Senate ‘ 
not to complain as to the alleged « t 








its provisions. Those of us who desire this legislation are satis- 
fied that the act will be operative on the lines on which it is in- 
tended to be operative, that is, on interstate-commerce lines sup- 
plemental to the efforts of the States, some of which already 
have similar acts and all of which will have similar acts follow- 
ing immediately after the passage of this enactment. Certainly 
there can be no question as to its control of all those matters 
which are matters of exportation; and there is one of the great- 
est and saddest features of this whole business of the distribution 
of adulterated food, etc., something that has been an injury 
amounting to millions and tens of millions of dollars to the ex- 
port trade of this country, as I will show when I have an oppor- 


tunity to speak more at length to-morrow. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President, nothing can be, as has been de- 


cided, an article of interstate commerce until it is delivered to 
the carrier or is actually in transitu. Anoverwhelming majority 
of the Senate expressed that opinion on the antitrust law, and 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE], who is amember of the Ju- 
diciary Committee as well as myself, knows very well that that 
was the great point of difficulty in the construction of that stat- 


ute, and we finally—I must confess in a very unsatisfactory way | 


to myself, but it was the best we could do under all the circum- 
stances—adopted the language ‘the subject of interstate com- 
merce,” distinctly excluding the idea that everything through- 
out the country was the subject of interstate commerce. 


It may become the subject of interstate commerce by being | 


placed in the hands of a common carrier away from the control 
of the manufacturer or seller, or when it is in transitu until it 
reaches the point of destination and the original package is 


broken and mingles with the common goods of the State or until | 
there is a sale of the package from the party transporting it to | 


some purchaser in that State. a 

| take it there can be no controversy in regard to that defini- 
Lion 
not recollect the exact vote, but it was practically unanimous— 
declared that to be our construction of the words ‘the subject 
of interstate commerce.” 

Now, whatis the result under that definition of this legislation? 
The difficulty in regard to the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska in charge of the bill is that, as orignally 
drawn, there is an inconsistency between the language of the 
section and the amendment which he now proposes. In the sec- 
tion you will find three classes of individuals named. 

Every person manufacturing— 


class. 


That is one 
or exposing for sale 

Chat is another class. 
or delivering to a purchaser— 


That would be another class if it was in the hands of a com- 
sion merchant. These are the three classes named in the act, 
and then the Senator proposes to interpolate the words *‘ deliver- 
ing to a purchaser any drug or article of food the subject of in- 
terstate commerce.” 

It is very obvious that a manufacturer has nothing to do with 
the article of interstate commerce unless he is also the shipper. 
A person exposing for sale in a State or delivering to a pur- 
chaser in a State is not delivering a subject of interstate com- 
merce, because, | repeat, we have agreed upon the definition 
that this isan article of commerce or subject of commerce which 
is delivered to a carrier or in transitu up to the time that it 
reaches the destination and the package is broken or there is a 
sale made of it to another party. So the effect of this amend- 
ment is simply to limit the entire operation of the bill toarticles 
the subject of interstate commerce which are in the hands of the 
carrier or in transitu. 

Under this sectionif an inspector of the Department of Agri- 
culture should go into any retail store or wholesale store in a 
State and demand that any package should be delivered to him 
for inspection, the reply would be: ** You have got no authority 
for any such inspection; these goods are not in transitu; they are 
not in the hands of a common carrier; under what law of the 
United States have you authority tocome upon my premises and 


[ repeat, an overwhelming majority of the Senate—I do | 
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ask for the examination of an article which is now within the | 


territorial jurisdiction of a State?” 
change it, because it applies simply to subjects of interstate com- 
meree. What will be the practical result of such a law? 

Mr. COKE, I desire to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. COKE. How can an article in process of manufacture in 
the manufactory be the subject of interstate commerce? 

Mr. VEST. It can not. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Nobody claims that. 


This pr 1d law > | , 
his proposed law does not | Senate of January 7, 1892, directing the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
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Mr. COKE. This bill provides— 

That every person manufacturing or exposing for sale or delivering to a 
a any drug or article of food included in the provisions of this act, 

Mr. VEST. That isexactly what I havestated. It is not the 
subject of interstate commerce, the conditions have not origi- 
nated, have not come about which bring it within the commerce 
clause of the Constitution. Therefore, I submit the amendment 
is not germane to the section as it was originally drawn. 

I take it for granted that this section was drawn under the 
power which has been alluded to here by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], which is the power, as he claims I suppose, 
of the Government of the United States,for the purpose of in- 
formation, to go into any State and investigate as to the healthy 
or deleterious qualities of any article of food or any product, and 
after being drawn under that clause the framer of the section 
undertakes now to bring it within the interstate-commerce clause 
of the Constitution, when the terms of this provision are utterly 


| inconsistent with any such idea. 


Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will allow me, I am not defend- 
ing this bill; I am not responsible for it; but I am trying to get 
some information about it from the questions I ask. 

It seems to me that the language of section 7 intends to give 
to the United States the power of going to a person who has 
shipped goods, food, and drugs in interstate commerce, and ask- 
ing that person to furnish a sample of the goods which he has so 
shipped. I think that is the fair construction. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not only asking, but demanding it. 

Mr. PLATT. Well, demanding it. Now, the question which 
arises in my mind is, if that isa fair construction of the section— 
and I think it is—whether or not the power of the United States 
to regulate commerce between the States does go so far as to ap- 
ply to a person who is engaged in interstate commerce, and who 
had been shipping articles to other States, and demand of him 
that he shall furnish samples, if he has them, of the articles so 
shipped in interstatecommerce. I take it that isa fair construc- 
tion of the language of the section. 

Mr. COKE. I submit to the Senator that to demand samples 
after the goods have been shipped and gone would not give any 
security at all against adulterations. You must have samples 
of the articles themselves. 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose he has samples of the same goods. 
Suppose he is a manufacturer of baking powders and he has 
shipped to Chicago an invoice of Royal baking powder or Cleve- 
land’s baking powder, or by what other name it may be known, 
all of it being compounded in the same way. Can the man not 
be required after the shipment to deliver articles of the same 
character for analysis? 

Mr. COKE. Does not the Senator see that the articles not 
shipped have not entered the channels of interstate commerce 
and are not, therefore, subject to this demand? 

Mr. PLATT. [agree to that. 

Mr. VEST. There is no question about that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Nobody claims anything to the contrary. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I ask permission to make some re- 
ports from the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reports will be received, 
in the absence of objection. 

MRS. CARRIE NYE. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expensesof the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, reported favorably thereon; and the 
resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, to Mrs. Carrie Nye, mother of Warren Nye, deceased, late a page 
of the Senate, the sum of $456, being an amount equai toa six months’ salary 
at the rate per diem allowed by law to such page aforesaid; said sum to be 
considered as including funeral expenses and other alloWances. 


MARITIME CANAL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, reported favorably thereon, and 
the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the necessary expenses incurred under the resolution of the 
make certain inquiries in regard to the Maritime Canal Company of Nicara- 
gua, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

COAST DEFENSES COMMITTEE HEARING. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, reported favorably thereon, and 
the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 


Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report hearings before the 


Committee on Coast Defenses in relation to the bill (S. 537) to provide for 
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the establishment of a gun factory for the finishing and assembling of heavy 
ordnance onthe Pacific coast, and the bill (S. 1765) for the purpose of increas 
ing the efficiency of the coast defenses, be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee 
STENOGRAPHER FOR POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, reported favorably thereon, and 
the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads have author 
ity for the employment of a stenographer to report the hearing before sal 
committee February 15, 1892, in :egard to expedition of mails in cities, the 
compensation of said stenographer to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 

STENOGRAPHER FOR WOMAN SUFFRAGE COMMITTEE. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, reported favorably thereon: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage have authority 
for the employment of a stenographer to report the hearings of February 24 
1890, and January 22, 1892, before that committee, of representatives of sun 
dry State woman suffrage associations; and that the expense of such em- 
ployment be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Resolved, That the recent hearings before the Committee « 
frage be printed with the report of said committee. 


nWoman Suf 


By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there ought to be printed in con- 
nection with that a protest from some of the good women of the 
United States against those measures. One of the most talented 
and best women in the country has written to me upon that sub- 
ject. I think that the Committee on Woman Suffrage should 
both sides of that question and that this resolution had bet- 
ter lie over unti] we can see whether we can not get the other 
side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Objection being made, the reso- 
lution will lie over. 
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Mr. GORMAN. I] 








do not sh to interfere in these matters, 
but it seems to me that we are passing a great many resolutions 
here for investigations and em) oyi lo ste nographers. I should 
like to know about how man; tions have been passed pro- 

| viding for these investigations and for stenographers? 

Mr. PADDOCK. These resolutions ha been in the hands 
of the committee for a number of weeks. I think not more than 
two or three such resolutions have been passed: certainly a 

maller number have been reported this session inina es- 
ion previous that [ remember. 

The resolution which is now under consideration relates to an 
inquiry which has been going on for some time and, of « s 
is @ very necessary resolution, very proper, and very appropri- 
ate, as [ think are all that have been passed. Certainly the 
number has been very small comparatively. These have been 
in the hands of the chairman of the committee who has been ill 
for some time and therefore they are the accumulation of week 

Mr. PLATT. Idesire to say, with regard to the resolution 
now under consideration, that the Senator from Minnesota [M 
W ASHBURN] introduced a bill relating to dealing in options and 
futures, which was referred to the Judiciary Committee, and the 
Judiciary Committee, although it does not have hearings formally 


Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: A few moments ago I ob- | 
jected to the consideration of a resolution for the printing of | 


certain testimony taken before the Committee on Woman Suf- 
frage. I understand that resolution only contemplates to pay for 
a brief report of testimony which has already been taken, and | 
withdraw the objection [ made to it. Let that resolution be 
passed with the others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the im- 
mediate consideration of this resolution? The Chair hears none. 
The resolution has already been reported, and the question is on 
its adoption. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

HEARINGS AS TO UTAH TERRITORY. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit-and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, reported favorably thereon, and, 
by unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be authorized to employ a 
stenographer to report hearings on all bills relating to the Territory of Utah 
at the present session of Congress, and to print the testimony taken for the 
use of the committee, and that the expense of reporting such hearings shall 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate when certifled by the chair- 
man of said committee when audited and allowed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear the first part of the resolution 
read again. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have some doubt whether, in a resolution 
of this kind, an order to print should be made. I will ask to have 
again read the part of it giving authority to print the testimony 
taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Itwould be competentfor the committee, for 
its own use exclusively, to order the printing on its own motion 
without authority from the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

DEALING IN FUTURES AND OPTIONS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, reported favorably thereon, and 
the Senate proceeded to consider the resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, or any subcommittee of 
their number appointed for the purpose, be authorized to investigate the 


subject of dealing in futures and options, and for that purpose to send for 


Peta out and papers, and to ss a stenographer; and that the expenses be 
aid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The resolution will be again 
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before the whole committee, referred this subject to a subcom- 
mittee,of which Lam chairman. A great many pr 
of trade, and others desired to be heard, and supposing that the 
resolution would pass, the committee has gone forward and taken 
testimony, and the resolution simply proposes to authorize what 
the committee has perhaps done without authority. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr.President, I desire to ask the 
her he 


rsons, boards 


Senator in 


charge of this investigation whet thinks it necessary toin- 
corporate in this resolution a provision authorizing the commit- 
tee to send for persons and papers. If it is necessary, of course 


[ do not object to it. 

Mr. PLATT. Idonot think it We have not sent 
for any one. We have paid no person for coming. Everybody 
has come voluntarily. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the committee should summon people here 
from a great distance, of course that would involve a considerable 
expense. 

Mr. PLATT. We have only 
come before the committee to present their views. 
paid no witnesses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? TheChair hearsnone. The 
question now is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


is necessary. 


heard persons who desired to 


We have 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, reported favorably thereon, and 
the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearings before 
the Committee on Naval Affairs in relation to the bill transferring the Reve- 
nue Cutter Service to the naval establishment, be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


NAVAL 


AFFAIRS. 





FOOD AND DRUG ADULTERATION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1) to prevent the adulteration and mis- 
branding of food and drugs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to ask unanimous consent of the 


Senate that after the morning business is completed to-morrow 
morning this bill may be taken up, as I desire to submit some 
remarks upon it which will occupy some little time. I should 
like to have that courtesy extended to me, as I have extended 
courtesies to everybody else, I believe 


Mr. VEST. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I am not par- 


ticularly interested in the matter, but I should like to know 
| whether I have the floor or not? 
Mr. PADDOCK. The Chair recognized me, and I supposed I 
| had the floor. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognized the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska temporarily. Does the Senator from M 


souri yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. VEST. With pleasu 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri now having set- 
tled the question of his right to the floor, I will ask him if it will 
not suit his convenience quite as well to proceed to-morrow? 
Mr. VEST. Certainly, if it is the convenience of the Senate. 
My own convenience is not of any importance. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President 
Mr. ALLISON. I was about to make a motion to adjow 
Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to make an inquiry. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 


ure 


as 
Se 
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Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Chair if the 
understanding I suggested was ratified. 

Mr. BERRY. Idid not hear the proposition of the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator from Missouri yield tome 
in order to make a request? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. [simply desire, as I stated a moment ago, 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


that the bill now pending shall be taken up at the conclusion of | 


he routine business to-morrow morning in order to give me an 


opportunity to make some observations about it, which will take 
some little time, as I understand aspecial order occurs at 3 o’clock 


to-morrow. Ishould be glad to have that courtesy extended to 
me. 

Mr. BATE. Does the Senator, as chairman of the committee, 
wish to conclude the consideration of this case to-morrow? 


Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not wish to conclude anything except 
the speech I wish to make. 

Mr. BATE. We will all agree to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
proposition to be that the pending bill shall come up for discus- 
sion to-morrow at the close of the morning business, and the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] will then be entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. VEST. I move, then, that the Senate, when it adjourns 
to-day, adjourn over until Monday. 

Mr. PADDOCK. LI hope the Senator will not make that mo- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will first let the Sen- 
ate determine the question on the proposition of the Senator 
from Nebraska. Is there objection to the understanding sug- 
gested by him? 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon. My attention is called to the fact 
that eulogies are to be delivered to-morrow, and I withdraw the 
motion to adjourn over. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the under- 
standing suggested by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Pap- 
pock |? TheChair hearsnone. That is the understanding; and 
the pending bill will come up for consideration at the conclusion 
of morning business to-morrow, when the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST] will be entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That was not my request. My request was 
that I should be entitled to the floor to make a speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri[Mr. 
VEST] has already taken the floor upon this question and has not 
yielded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to have the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri for about one second. Do I understand 
the Senator to desire to have the adjournment occur with his 
holding the floor, to the exclusion of the arrangement which I 
have requested? 

Mr. VEST. I withdrew the motion because my attention has 
been called to the fact that eulogies on the late Representative 
Lee have been assigned for to-morrow. 

r. PADDOCK. Idesire simply to make some observations 
on the pending bill in the morning. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield the floor? 

Mr. VEST. I will conclude what few remarksI desire to make 
in the morning. I have no speech to make, of course, but I shall 
retain the floor for a few minutes in the morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at4o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 4, 1892, at 

» 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 3, 1892. 
The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedin 
rected, and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, 
ys of yesterday was read, cor- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


. messa from the Senate, by Mr. MCCooK, its Secretary, 
i ced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
H. R. 914) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, sr. 


[t, also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 2388) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘an act to authorize the Oregon and 
Washington Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Columbia River, between the State of Oregon and the 
State of Washington, and toestablish it as a post-road;” in which 
concurrence was requested. 
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LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture to ask unanimous consent of the House, until 
further order, that the committee may be allowed to sit during 
the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER having submitted the request, there was no 
objection, and leave was granted. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I see that all petitions thus far 
presented relating to the bill imposing a tax on compound lard 
have been referred to the Committee on Agriculture. That bill 
was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and I ask 
the Chair to direct the clerks hereafter to refer all petitions re- 
lating thereto to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I will state in that connection 
that the Committee on Agriculture has instructed its clerk to 
return all of those petitions and memorials to the clerk of the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Brostus] that those references are usually 
made as they are indorsed by the members who put them into the 
petition box; but the gentleman having called attention to the 
matter, there will be no trouble about it in the future. 

LIGHT-HOUSE SITE, BARNEGAT AND NAVESINE, N. J. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill to 
reconvey the site selected for a light midway between Barnegat 
and Navesink, N.J., to the several grantors; which was ordered 
to be printed and referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

TYPHUS FEVER AND IMMIGRATION INVESTIGATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2402) making 
an appropriation for the expenses of the typhus fever and im- 
migration investigation directed by concurrent resolution of the 
Senate and House of Representatives; which was read a first 
and second time, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BOATNER, for this day, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BABBITT, for this day, on account of sickness. 

PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. 
privilege. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, in the communication which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk, and which I ask to have read, I am 
charged by one of the Clerks of this House with having cor- 
ruptly voted on the contested-election case of Stewart against 
Craig. I ask to have that communication read, in order that my 
remarks may be understood. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WHAT DOES IT MEAN?—TOM WATSON’S STRANGE VOTE IN THE HOUSE LAST 
FRIDAY, WHEN HE SIDED WITH REPUBLICANS IN A CASE WHERE A DEM- 
OCRAT WAS FAIRLY ELECTED—THE EVIDENCE WAS SO CONCLUSIVE THAT 
TWO REPUBLICANS VOTED WITH THE DEMOCRATS, BOTH IN THE COMMIT- 
TEE AND IN THE HOUSE. 


The gentleman will state the question of 


[Special.] 
WASHINGTON, February 28. 

It seems that Mr. WaTsoN is determined to be a member of all political 
parties, and to be true to none. Hehas beena Democrat, he has been a third 
partyite, and he plays in the réle of a Republican. Indeed, from Mr. Wart- 
son's action Friday, it would seem that he is making an open play to the Re- 
publican party. I. the contested-election case Mr. WATSON voted squarely 
with the Republicans against seating the Democratic contestant, who was 
fairly elected. In fact, theevidence in the case showed so plainly that CRAIG, 
the Democrat, was elected, that two Republican members of the Committee 
on Elections—HAUGEN of Wisconsin and DOAN of Ohio—voted both in the com- 
mittee and inthe House to unseat the Republican and seat the Democrat 
The entire Republican side of the House was so thoroughly convinced of the 
election of CRAIG that only 17 of them voted against seating him, and con- 
tented themselves by simply voting this way, without making any fight. 

Had the case been one in which there was some doubt of the election of the 
Democrat, there might have been some excuse for Mr. WATSON joining the 
Republican party. He could have claimed that he was a judge sworn to do 
his duty, but as all the evidence was the other way, and some of the most 
partisan Republicans acknowledged it and two signed the Democratic re- 

ort, the Democrats say that only one construction can be placed upon Mr. 
VATSON’S action. 

He must be playing the Republican party for something. The opinion has 
been expressed that he expects financial aid from that party in his next race 
for Congress. Indeed, every one knows that the Republican campaign com- 
mittee would willingly aid him for a few votes, but those who know Mr. 
WATSON best are not uncharitable enough to believe that he who has been 
such a sturdy, rock-ribbed Democrat would resort to any such deals for a 
seat in Congress. 


Mr. WATSON. 






Mr. Speaker, it has not been so long since 


my good name was all the property I had on this earth, since it 


mean ty 
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was to me both house and home, both realty and personalty; and 
the time has not come yet, and it never will come, when I pos- 


sess anything that is dearer tome. [amas humble, I trust, as | 
the humblest member of this House; but when any official of this | 


House, or any member of it, high or low, charges me, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, in the cowardly language of insinuation, 
with having acted corruptly as a sworn juror in passing upon a 
law question in this House, he shall get my answer as plainly, 


as sternly, and as promptly delivered as honesty and courage re- | 


quires it to be made. If one of these reading clerks, Mr. Speaker, 
were, through the public journals, to denounce as corrupt a 
member of this House, it would startle into attention every mem- 
ber who knew of that charge, but when the clerk of the Speaker 
of this House denounces through the public prints a gentleman 
whom he knows to be the political opponent of the gentleman to 
whom he is clerk, then it certainly becomes still more signifi- 
cant, and the justification for the reply is still more complete. 


That statement, Mr. Speaker, in so far as it pretends to state | 
the facts, is false. The Speaker of this House knows it to be | 


false; the gentleman who wrote it knows it to be false; and every 
member of this House knows it to be false. He says that the 
case was so plainly in favor of the Democratic contestant that 


only 17 Republicans voted to keep the sitting member in his | 


chair. That is absolutely false, and the Speaker of this House 
knows it, and the clerk ought to have known it, and every mem- 


ber of this House knows it; because every Republican in his seat, | 


saving two, voted to retain the Republican in his seat, and the 
two Republicans who voted against their ~— associates wert 
met and overmet, matched and overmatched by three Demo- 


crats, outside of the despised lepers who are known as third- | 


party men. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. There were three Republicans who voted 
against Mr. Stewart. 

Mr. WATSON. The gentleman informs me that three Re- 
publicans voted against Mr. Stewart and I make the correction 
cheerfully. Then it is a set-off in the Democrats voting for the 
Republican and the Republicans voting for the Democrat, and 
the three Republicans did what they thought was only their duty 


as sworn jurors, and the three Democrats who voted for the Re- | 
publican were men whose loyalty to the party can not be ques- | 


tioned. Mr. COCKRAN of New York is one of the chiefs of na- 


tional Democracy. [Laughter.] Mr. BoURKE COCKRAN isone of | 


the chiefs of the national Democracy. He is supposed by any 
test to come up to all the requirements of loyalty and honesty. 
The others were Mr. BABBITT of Wisconsin and Mr. HALL of Min- 
nesota. These three loyal and stanch Democrats voted against 
their party. Why? Because upon the testimony and upon th: 
law it was a question on which good lawyers could honestly dif- 
fer. 


Mr. Speaker, I shall not enter into an argument on the ques- | 


tion of the contested-election case. Whenever it becomes nec- 
essary, I shall attempt to show that I acted on both the evidence 
and the law. I have only got to refer to the record, and to 
appeal to every lawyer in all this broad land as to whether it is 
necessary to account for Democratic votes being given to a liti- 

ant here who happened to be a Republican upon the ground 

hat such a man sold himself for money. Sir, many women, fair 
and beautiful; many a man proud and ambitious have sold them- 
selves for place, for honors, for fame. It is only the vilestof men 
and the vilest of women who sell themselves for money. In my 
association with the members of this House, I have felt the em- 
barrassment of being in a position open to misconstruction, open 
to misunderstanding; but I have attempted to establish here a 
character for openness, manliness, and fairness, which I thought 
had in some measure won me the confidence of my colleagues 
upon this floor. Ever since I have been here the clerk of the 


Speaker has thought it was his duty to deride me, ridicule me, and | 


misrepresent me. 

In the article which I have sent to the Speaker’s desk, the 
climax is reached; the time when silence was prudent and good 
policy is past; the time when any man, be he ever so patient, 
would feel driven to his denial and his denunciation has come, 
and here, Mr. Speaker, I denounce that insinuation, cowardly as 
it is, as a base and infamous falsehood. [Applause.] 


OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION, MISSISSIPPI RIVER 


Mr. BUSHNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of a resolution of inquiry addressed to 
the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General, pursuant to a 


resolution adopted by the Legislature of Wisconsin. I send the | 


resolutions to the desk, and I ask to have read first, by its title 
only, the resolution of the Legislature of my State. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
Resolution of the State of Wisconsin relating to the destruction of the 


United State Government dams built for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Upper Mississippi River, asking the removal of obstructions to 
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| 
navigation placed therein by private par to make said river a log-driving 
| stream. 

| The Clerk then read the resolution of inquiry submitted by 
Mr. BUSHNELL addressed to the Secretary of War and the At- 
| torney-Geveral of the United States, requesting them to com- 
| municate to the House any information in their several depart- 
ments concerning injury to Gove 
navigation, ete. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 
| Mr. HARVEY. I object 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Mr. Speaker, may I ask who makes the 
| objection? 
| TheSPEAKER. Some gentlemanon the left—the Chair thinks 
the gentleman from Oklahoma. 
INCOME TAX. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consen 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to 
the desk, being a resolution directing the Committee on Ways 
and Means to prepare and report : 
incomes of individuals, firms, and corporations, to raise a fund 
| with which to pay pensions. 





nment dams, obstructions to 


4 DILL Imposing a tax upon 4a! 


The Clerk proceeded to read the preamble as follows: 

Whereas the Governmentexacts payment of its revenues in money, whic! 
must come out of accumulated wealth or current ine ; and 

Whereas a large proportion of the people have accumulated little or no 
wealth, and can obtain for their labor barely enough to support themselves 
and those dependent upon them, while a favored few enjoy vast fortu 





€ 





Lor 
| princely incomes; and 
Whereas any method of raising revenue which, by the imposition of tariff 
duties, increases to the consumer the cost of the necessaries of life x 





upon consumption and labor and poverty, and anexception of wealt 

Mr. BURROWS (interrupting the reading.) Mr. Speaker, I 
object. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Ni Jersey. Lobject. Let the gentle- 
man make that speech when the tariff bill comes up. 
NEWARK, N.J., AS A PORT OF IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr.Speaker,I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 532) to constitute Newark, 
in the State of New Jersey, a port of immediate transportation. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask whether there be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

je it enacted, efc., That the privileges of the seventh section of the act ay 


He 
proved June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to im- 
f tiable g is, and for other purpose 


mediate transportation of ¢ ab 
thesame are hereby, exten to the port of Newark, State of New J 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, has that bill been report 
from any committee? 

Mr. ENGLISH. Yes, sir. The report accompanies the bil 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign nimerce, to wh wa 
ferred the bill (H. R. 532) extendi the privileges of sections 1 and 
June 10, 1880, to the port of Newark, N. J., submit the following report 









] 









) 

The purpose of this bill is to extend the provisions of the act app: 
June 10, 1880, in the interest of commerce, and to facilitate the importation 
and transportation of merchandise, and does not increase the cost of ¢ 
ducting off 1 business. 

The Set ary of the Treasury approves the objectof this bill, and y 
committee unanimously recommend that it do pa 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pr t 

| eration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a th 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, a 
passed. 

Mr. ENGLISH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bi 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour n J ( } 

| will call the committees for report 


i 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 


Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, rep« 


back a bill(H. R.79) making the first Monday of September, ot 
erwise called Labor Day, a national holiday, and also t 
| (Hf. R. 579) providing for leave of absence for officers and em 
ployés of the Government who receive per diem compe! ation, 
and asked that the Committee on the Judiciary be discharged 
from consideration of the bills, and that they be referred to the 
Committee on Labor. 

There was no objecti mn, and it was so ordered. 


AGRICULTURAL EMERGENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to r 
| port during the day from the Committee on Agriculture a 
| emergency appropriation bill, and I ask that the report and 1 
bill may be printed and placed upon the Union Calendar. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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PENSIONS. 
Mr. MARTIN (for Mr. MCKINNEY), from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5686) 
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to establish an intermediate rate of pension between $30 and $72 | 


a month: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


TAXES, ASSESSMENTS, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, from the Committee on the Districi 
ot Columbia, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R.5118 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 
lumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1881; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the aeccompanyi 
printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio also, from the Committeee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4845 
to amend an act entitled ‘*An act relating to tax sales, and taxes 
in the District of Columbia;” which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio also, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported back with amendment the bill (H. 


o 
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gle appropriation, nor is there warrant for a single appropria- 
tion. There is nothing in the act of 1876 which says that Con- 
gress shall make an appropriation or that any sum shall be ex- 
pended annually by the Government for the support of this in- 
stitution; yet we know that every year from 1876 to the present 
time we have made appropriation for the Boys’ Reform School. 
This can be explained upon no other theory than that it isa 
charity for which we are authorized to make appropriation under 
our rules. 

The Reform School for Girls is, by the act establishing it, upon 


| exactl ythe same basis as the Reform School for Boys; and the Re- 


report, ordered to be | 


form School for Boys has a building for the reeeption of these 
children who are sent there. 

The object of this provision is to make an appropriation from 
which to construct for the girls of this District who may be com- 
mitted to its care the same character of institution that has been al- 


| ready provided for the boys, and it seems to me, sir, to be mani- 


fest and clear that if we can strike out this appropriation, we may 
strike out every other provision in the bill for public charities, 


| and they can not be saved in this particular bill under this rule, 


or any other rule of the House which has been in operation since 
my day here, unless it be construed as an “ object” which is al- 


| ready in progress. It must be, in order to permit the appropri- 


R. 5978) to extend the time for making assessments of real estate, | 


ete.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, 
} 


obtained indefinite leave of absence on account of sickness in his | much as the Reform School for Bovs isin progress, except that it 


family. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Rica- 
ARDSON in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill 


(H. R. 6746) making appropriations to provide for the expenses | 


of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole, when it 


ation under the rule, a public work—thatis to say, the improve- 
ment of ariver and harbor or the construction ofa public building 
already in progress—or it must be some object for which Con- 
gress has already provided, and which is already in progress. 


| The Girls’ Reform School isin progress; Congress has authorized 


rose, was considering the item which the Clerk will now read, | 


against which a point of order was made by the gentleman from 
lowa [Mr. BUTLER]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For the erection and completion, according to plans and specifications to 
be prepared by the inspector of buildings, and approved by the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, of asuitable building or buildings on th» 
United States Reform School farm, in said District, to be used as a reform 
school for girls, the sum of $35,000, to be expended under the direction of said 
Commissioners. Said building shall be erected on a site to be selected by 
said Commissioners and the trustees of the Reform School of the District of 
Columbia: Provided, That not more than 50acres of said Reform School farm 
shall be appropriated for the Reform School for Girls herein provided for. 


the establishment of this institution; it has been organized, and 
it is now ready to proceed with the work contemplated as soon as 
the money is provided to put it in operation. It isin progress as 


does not have the money to put it in operation. That provision 
is supplied by the present bill and is clearly within the rule. 

I think, therefore, Mr. Chairman, it is clear, after an examina- 
tion of this subject, that there can be no doubt on this point 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman proceeds or leaves 
this particular point the Chair desires to ask whether, as a mat- 
ter of fact, the Government of the United States has made the 
appropriations for the construction of a building on the Boys’ Re- 
form School grounds? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Ido not know, sir, whether it did or not. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I think every dollar in the Boys’ 
Reform School came out of the General Government, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is my impression. 

And, Mr. Chairman, itseemsto me that if this is the only point 
against it we can strike out that provision which requires this 
building to be established. or the fund to be used for the construc- 
tion of the building rather, and give the money to the Reform 





| School for Girls, just as we make similar provision for the Boys’ 


The CHAIRMAN. Unlesssome gentleman desires to be heard | 


in further discussion of the point of order- 


Mr. DOCKERY. I donot desire to discuss the point of order. | caso, and if there is danger of this provision being stricken out 


If no one wishes to be heard, I ask the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. HEMPHILL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] on the point of order. 

Mr.HEMPHILL. As tothe propriety of the expenditure here 
proposed for the establishment in this District of a Reform School 
for Girls, there can be no question, I think, in the mind of any 
gentleman who knows anything of the facts connected with this 
proposed charity; and it seems to me the reading of the rule is 
so plain that even the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. BUTLER], with 
all the ingenuity he may possess, can not find in that rule any 
ground for parliamentary objection. The rule, which, no doubt, 
is familiar to the Chair, provides that— 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously au- 


thorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress 





Now, it is manifest, Mr. Chairman, that a ‘“‘ public work” is 
not the same thing as an ‘‘object.” If the two things were the 
same, the word “ object” would be entirely superfluous. All char- 
ities in this District areeither ‘“ public works” or they are “ ob- 
jects;” and there can be no more reason for striking out the pro- 
vision for the Reform School for Girls than there would be for 
striking out the provision for any other charity in this District. 
We appropriate in this way from $100,000 to $125,000 every year, 
and there is no general law which directs that this appropriation 
be made; it is simply one of the objects for which the Appropria- 
tions Committee is authorized to report appropriations. 

Now, Congress has established a Reform School for Boys by an 
act of Congress passed in 1876; but in that act there is not a sin- 


Reform School. 

Mr. HENDERSON oflowa. That would cover every necessity 
of the case. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That would cover every necessity of the 


| in the bill Iwill move thatmyself. For, Mr. Chairman, last year 





| 


there were 1,200 girls who were arrested in this District and sent 
by the police authorities to the jails of the District, there being 
no other place to receive them, and I can conceive of no reason 
why any man on the face of the earth should object to expend- 
ing this small amount of money to reform these poor creatures 
and put them on a better plane in life. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I donot know that any further 
arguinent in support of this objection is necessary, but I wish to 
be heard a moment in regard thereto. 

The gentleman from South Carolina seems to confuse in his 


| own mind the question of sympathy and the question of law. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. There is 
no confusion in my mind on that subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, probably there is none, but they are all 
mixed together in one, and he has not succeeded in separating 
them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not think the gentleman from Iowa is 
capable of passing upon any man’s capacity in this House. 

Mr. BUTLER. I made no question of capacity, and the gen- 
tleman in assuming it shows that his confusion still exists. I 
am very much obliged to the gentleman for reading the rule un- 
der which this objection was first made. Itis soclearas tomake 
the voint of order unquestionable and absolutely in accordance 
with the rule. 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law— 


That is the first clause, and there is no pretense that this ex- 
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yenditure of $35,000 has been authorized by law. So that the 
first clause is in itself explicit. Next— 

unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works as are al- 
ready in progress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will yield just for a question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that as to the first clause of the rule he has given a 
construction never before given to it in this House. For any 
‘ object of expenditure” has been the interpretation heretofore 
of the rule. While the word used is ‘“‘ expenditure,” it is always 
considered to refer to the objectof expenditure. 
can not be an expenditure authorized unless the appropriation 
is made. 

Mr. BUTLER. AIT have to say is that whatever construc- 
tions have been made in the past, not in harmony with the rule, 
have no application to this case. 
authorized here by law. 

But I quote again. Next— 

Unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works as are a 
ready in progress. 

It does not say that the appropriations may be made for ob- 
jects already in progress, but— 

In continuation of appropriations— 
for such as are already in progress. Now the continuation of 
appropriations always must mean that the appropriation is there 
to be continued. 

There has never been one dollar of appropriation for this Girls’ 
Reform School, and if there has never been a dollar of appropri- 
ation then there is no appropriation to continue; and on that 
ground I hold that the rule covers the case exactly. 


School or not, is not to be considered at this time. Nobody ob- 
jects to anything of that kind; but we do object to this method 
of legislating. Legislation should not be connected with appro- 
riations, but appropriations should follow the exercise of legis- 
ative power here, which establishes the authority for the ap- 
propriation to be made. That is the only question involved, and 
the point of order is well taken under the rule which has been 
read by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentle- 


man to endeavor to get around the rule by his construction of | 


the meaning of that rule. Hesays itdoes notmean public works 
that are in progress, but appropriations that are in progress; and 
yet the man who makes that construction undertakes to pass 
judgment upon the capacity of other people to decide what the 
rules of the House mean. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwould like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the gentleman pretend that he has fairly 
represented my statement. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do, as I understood it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then you did not understand me correctly. | 
said that the appropriations must be already authorized, for 
works already in progress; butin this case, as there is no appro- 
—— authorized for works already in progress, it is impossi- 
le to continue an appropriation that does not exist, and never 
has existed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Why, the gentleman ignores entirely t 
word “ objects” in the rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. But the appropriation must exist for the pur- 
pose, and it does not exist. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The object that the rule refers to here is 
something that Congress has already in mind, something that 
is in the purpose of Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has it ever appropriated for it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The institution itself is the object, as we 
all know, just as any of these charities is an object for which it 
makes an appropriation. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him an- 
other question? Has Congress ever made an appropriation to 
earry on this object or this work provided for in this bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It has not. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then is there any appropriation 
tinued? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Why, the work itself is to be continued. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, but there is no appropriation to be con- 
tinued; and that is what the rules covers. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Chairman, I do not think there is any 
danger that the Chair will base his opinion, whatever it may be, 
upon the suggestion made by the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. But- 
LER]; but I want to call the attention of the Chair distinctly to 


1 


ne 


to be con- 


the fact that every appropriation that has been made by this | 


House under this or a similar rule was liable to the point of or- 
der, the same as this, unless that provision had been gpten yo 
dor by a general statute and not be an appropriation bill; and as 


Of course there | 


The expenditure has not been | 


This ques- | 
tion of sympathy, as to whether we should have a Girls’ Reform | 
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tner nstitutions 


| no point of order has been made against the ¢ 
which have heretofore received 
that it can not be made against th 

established by an act of Congress. That is the 


appropriations, it seems to me 


this. wher object is already 


whole point, ac- 


| cording to my perception of it. It is as clearas anything can be. 
| Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, even at the risk of incurring the 
| judgment of the gentleman from Iowa that I, like the gentleman 


from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], am 
I will express the opinion that | 
doubt that this appropriation is aut 
|is not forbidden by a fair constru 


fused in my ideas, 


do not see how any man can 
. ? } + 
horized by law, and that 1 


‘tion « rule to which 





the gentleman has referred. Nowletusreadit. Tl says 
| that— 
| No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or be 
| in order as an amendment thereto for any exp » not previously 





public 


thorized by law, unless in continuation of appr 
works and objects as are already in progress 


sucn 


Now, Lhold, with the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HENDERSON], 
that the act of May, 1888 I think I give the date correctly— 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. July 9. 

Mr. WISE. That the act of July 9, 1888, did authorize 
improvement. Butif there be any doubt on that point, surely no 
| man can doubt that it is authorized by that clause, which says: 


¢ 


Unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects 
as are already in progress. 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 


question? 
Mr. WISE. Waitone moment. Thereis no disp 
fact that we have for years been making appropriations for the 
| purpose, object, or improvement, whatever you choose to call it, 
of a reform school for children in the District of Columbia, and 
this provision to establish a house in which girls shall be located 
separately from boys is but a continuation of that public object; 
and it seems to me that no man can that that is the fair 
construction of that rule. 

This is a continuation of that object. It is the expanding and 
enlarging of it so as to make provision for the girls in a separate 
establishment from the boys of the District of Columbia. 

[t is a continuation of that public object or improvement which 
has been established for years; and I hope, Mr. Chairman, that 
this House will not stultify itself by defeating this object. And 
permit me to say one thing: while [am as much as any man an 
advocate of economy, I do not like thateconomy which exhibits 
itself by withholding from public objects proper appropriations. 
When you look at this bill what do you find? You have given 
the District of Columbia, God knows, meager enough appropria- 
tions, and now my friend by construction would cut them off even 
fromthat. I hope that nosuch policy will prevail in this House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, [ think the discussion has 
progressed sufficiently for the Chair to pass upon the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would be glad to have 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 


ite about the 


10 doubt 


4 } 
LO rule, 


ing. 


arul 


has difficulty in 





y arriving at a 
conclusion upon this question. The rule which has been read 
provides: 

No appropriation shal e reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously a 
thorized by law, unless in continuatior ppropriations for such p 
works and objects as are already in progress, and so on 

The Chair has examined the rulings of former occupants of 


chair in Committee of the Whole, particularly the ruling re- 





ferred to by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy], of Mr. 

| Cox, of New York, and also the ruling by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY], when occupying the chair, both of 
which are reported in the Rules and Digest. 

In the case in which Mr. Cox made his rulir it was upon an 
amendment providing for the con ion of a building at West 
Point on property which belonged to the Government, and for 
an institution which the Government was bound to maintain, and 
where it was charged with the maintenance and port of the 
institution. 

So, also, in the case decided by the gentle from Kentucky 
[Mr. MCCREARY]. That was for the consti on of a naval war 
college building, upon property owned by tne ¢ rnimeé t.andin 
that case the Chair held that it was an appropriation for works 
aire ady in progress. The Government owned the pre nd 
was bound to maintain that property and that institution. Novy 


in this case the Government does not own the prop 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. TheGo 
erty where this is to be built. I desire t 


nment 


Owl 





ocorrec 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman say title to the prop- 
erty is held by the Government? The Chair ‘does not so ( 
stand. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The 320 acres 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair belongs to a 


| board of trustees, and the title is 
| tees 


inderstands it 
in that be j 


ay ‘ + . 
ara, and Lhos¢ 
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Mr. DOCKERY. The Chair is in error. The title to that 
lai is int United States 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is in the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That does not change the case. 


Ve 
Mr. DOCKERY. Itis to be built on the same ground on which 
the boys’ school is, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHA Yes; and the title, the Chair understood, 


is in a board of trustees. 


> 
A, 





Mr. DOCKERY. The Chair is in error on that point. The 
tit is in the Government. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from South Carolina has 
the act incorporating the boys’ school the Chair would thank 


him to send it to the desk. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Here is the act revising and amending all 
the acts on the subject of reform schools. I have not been able 


to find anything else on the subject. I would like to read the 
proviso to the second section of the act: 

Provided, That at the d lution of said corporation, or if it should cease 
for the space of six months to maintain a reform school for girls, all the 
property, real and personal, of said corporation shall vest in the United 
States 

Does the Chair catch the point? 

The CHAIRMAN Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is manifest that we could not take pri- 


vate property and vest it in the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point the Chair wished to give ex- 
pression to is this: The Chair did not find any law under which 
the Government authorized appropriations for the purchase of 
that property. It may be, however, that the Government does 
own the title in the property, but that will not affect the decision 
of the Chair, or the result at which the Chair will arrive. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Will the Chair allow me to refer him to 
the second section, which say: 


That su oration is hereby authorized and empowered to establish 
and maintain a reform school for girls, at any place within the District of 
Columbia, subject to the approval of the Commissioners thereof. 


The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. And to revert to them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The distinction which the Chair thinks 
exists between this case and those referred to, in which the gen- 
tleman from New York | Mr. Cox] and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. MCCREARY] made those decisions, is this: The Gov 
ernment was bound to maintain the institutions referred to in the 
former cases; in this case the Government is certainly not in any 
way bound to maintain either a boys’ reform school or this school. 
There is no obligation on the Government to maintain either of 
those schools; and that has been the difficulty the Chair has had 


in arriving at a conclusion in the matter. But, inasmuch as this | 


is a matter of grave importance, and one which the Chair would 
not like to prevent the committee from voting upon, if it is de- 


sirable, the Chair will not decide the point, but, as has been done 
on former occasions, will submit the question to the committee. 
The question was taken on aining the point of order, and 
the Chair announced that the noes appeared to have it. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Division. 
Che committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 73. 
Mr. BUTLER. No quorum. : 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is not sustained: and 





the question is upon the item 
Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman from Iowa made the 
point of no quorum. [Cries of **Oh, no!”] 
The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman make the point of no 
‘ n? ‘he Chair did not hear him. 
Mr. BUTLER. I did make the point of no quorum; but inas- 
is [ am in favor of the Girls’ Reform School anyway, I am 
j t bmit. I would rather that it had been provided for 
in u) 
I CHAIRMA he point of order is not sustained. 
DOCKERY Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
recur to page 10, line 16, and to strike out the word “fifty. and 
T e® Was ho Objection, and was so ordered. 
( a ) 
MILITIA F THE DISTRI F< LUMBIA. 
iu r the authority of the Commission- 
in, DaMeiy 
and repai mories, $14,000 
nely: For lockers, gun-racks, and furniture for 
' i 
I inifor? ms, and equipments and contin 
I \ y and storerooms, 8000 
} snd matches, $1,700 
r e service, $300. And nocontract shall 
be n itions for the militia of the Dis- 
t1 ropriated 


hk 
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Mr. BUTLER (during the reading). Mr. Chairman, I would 
ask whether this whole series of paragraphs relating to the mili- 
tia of the District of Columbia can be attacked after the reading 
is completed, or whether each paragraph must be dealt with sep- 
arately as it is read? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that one or two 
gentlemen propose to move to strike out this provision, and 1 
ask unanimous consent that all the paragraphs relating to the 
militia be read, so that one motion may apply to the whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The proper way would be to deal 


| with the provision by paragraphs, but I see no objection to hav- 


ing it all read as suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will complete the reading of 
the entire provision for the militia, after which the paragraphs 
will be open to amendment. 

The Clerk completed the reading as above. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 36, strike out the entire subdivision from line 5 to line 24, inclusive, 

entitled ‘Militia of the District of Columbia,” and insert: “The sum of 
$19,550 is hereby transferred to the public-school fund and may be used for 
the purchase of text-books and school supplies for pupils in the publicschools 
in the fifth and sixth grades.”’ 
Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, if the revenues of 
1e country will justify it, am in favor of liberal appropriations 
for the militia; but if our financial condition compels us to ex- 
ercise such rigid economy that we can not aid the people of this 
District in extending free books for their children in the fifth 
and sixth grades, in the public schools, if there must be retrench- 
ment, why then, as between free books and bayonets, I am for the 
books, and I think the people of the District o” Columbia would 
tell us that they would greatly prefer that we should provide the 
money to aid in the education of their children instead of wast- 
ing it on maintaining armories. [Laughter.] 

{ do not want to criticise our military companies in this Dis- 
trict. They are almost perfect; the best in the country, and as 
they are mainly clerks in the Departments the exercise they in- 
dulge in is very necessary on account of their sedentary employ- 
ments. [Laughter.] These armories are very handsome and 
well kept; but if, as has been suggested, we come down to the 
application of the principle of the people taking of their own, 
then, for a year or two, until we can recuperate from this finan- 
cial strain, let these ambitious embryo soldiers take care of their 
own armories. How can we go before the people appropriating 


tl 


| $19,000 to maintain comparatively needless armories, while at 


the same time we are declaring that we can not spare the money 
to aid them with an appropriation to extend the free text-book 
system to all the grades in the schools. 

Now, it may seem rather singular to many of my friends to see 
me aiding the cause of retrenchment. I hope that in this one 


| instance they will encourage and aid me in this effort Iam mak- 


ing in that direction. [Laughter.] 
Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, I shall oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri. I refrained on yesterday 


| when this question of the purchase of schoolbooks ior two other 
| grades in the public schools was under discusssion, from saying 


anything. Someof my friends took that occasion to air their rhet- 
oric and to manifest their great zeal for free public education. 
Now, sir, | happen to be ina position with reference to those 
whom [ represent and to the people of my State which requires 
no declaration from me as to what my feelings are or what my 
record is in relation to free public schools and their liberal main- 
tenance. It is, therefore, not for their sake, or in the hope of 
building up any reputation with my people or with any other 
people, that I declare here and now, as my record will demon- 
strate, that I have always advocated without fear, favor, or affec- 
tion, liberal appropriations for free public schools. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri, and I am opposed upon general 
principles to the provision adopted in this bill for the purchase, 
without discrimination, of free books for the public schools. Mr. 
Chairman, what is the fact? You have gota system of free pub- 


} 


lic schools in Washington and all over this country which 1s, so 


| to speak, topheavy. What, sir, is the primary object here, and 


upon what ground do you justify the levying of taxes upon the 
property of the people to educate the childrenof the people? It 
is upon the ground that the best interests of society and all the 
considerations which pertain to making the basis of a free Gov- 
ernment a sound and stable one require that those who are not 
blessed with the ability to educate their own offsprings shall be 
helped by taxation upon the property of those who are able, in 
order that education may be general or, if possible, universal. 

To that doctrine I subscribe as absolutely as any man on this 
floor. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as I said, your schools have become top- 


‘heavy; and without going into any analysis or sketch of their 


’ 
* 
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condition, I make the declaration here and now, and m il is 1 
am sustained by the facts, that you are to-day taking the prop- iy an On 3 objec 
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— for the militia of this District and the appropriation for | in al m 1 from Miss Mr 
ree text-books in the public schools ought each to stand on it O 


own merit, although I appreciate the motives which led the gen- | y ts to knoc! t t » District, as ] 
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word in regard to the refusal of 


, proper appropriation for free | ] l to it « t 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. Itis well known to the gentleman that one 
object of maintaining the militia is to prevent just such raids on 
the Treasury as we 
seems to me it would be nonsense, with all due deference to the 
gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, 

I say it 
here which has been in 


Well, strike out ‘' nonsense. 
strike it out. 


existence for years, which is the same 
that we have in all of the States of the Union, and cut it off now 
and destroy its usefulness, simply for the lack ofa paltry $19,000. 
Instead of diminishing that appropriation or striking it out en- 
tirely, it seems to me that the gentleman from Missouri, with 
that breadth of view he always takes on these questions, ought 
to have recommended a larger expenditure. 

But something has been said about cutting out free text-books 
from the children of the public schools here. I do not under- 
stand the subject well, but as far as I do, the third-party men 
are taking much credit to themselves for having voted for this 
thing. I suppose they realize, as we all do, that they need some 
further education, and if we are to give it to them by free-text 
books they would like to get it. 

Mr. RAINES. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the gentleman from 
Missouri is in earnest in his desire to diminish this appropria- 
tion fund for the militia of the District of Columbia. I have not 


° ° | 
have suffered so much from here: and it 


; : ohne. - 
would be a great mistake having a system of militia | 
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So much upon that subject. Now, to recur again to the ques- 
tion of the schools. There is a great deal of force in the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, as also in the sug- 
gestion made by my friend upon my right[Mr. DocKERY], that it 
is invidious and wrong to discriminate between the children at- 
tending the public schools. That general proposition can not 
be successfully controverted; but I do not retreat from the po- 
sition which I at first took, that while those attending the 
schools who are amply able to buy the books should be required 
to buy these books, the children attending school who are not 
able to buy books should have the books furnished them; and I 
would not hesitate, for one, sir, to vote any amount that would 
in this way enable all the children to receive all the benefit af- 
forded by the public schools. That is all I desire to say upon 
that. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. COMPTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Howare you going to hold a court 
of inquiry in each family to ascertain their assets and liabilities 
and determine who are entitled to free books and who are not? 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that a court 
of inquiry would be necessary; but I do believe that my friend 
and I could sit down and in less time than I have occupied upon 
this floor arrange a provision in that bill that would meet the 


Will my friend allow me a word? 


| case and cover it to the satisfaction of everybody. 


interfered so far by a word in regard tothis appropriation bill, | 
but on this matter of his amendment I wish to be heard for afew | 


moments. 

I have been for a number of years interested to a considerable 
extent in the militia service of my own State. I think I know 
what a good militia service iswhen I see it. I have since I have 
been here had the pleasure of observing on several occasions 
parades and reviews of the militia of the District. And I want 
to say that in my judgment, and I believe from my knowledge I 
am capable of forming a reasonably good opinion on the matter, 
that the District militia is a credit to the service, and that it 
compares favorably in appearance, discipline, and drill with the 
militia service of any of the great cities of the country. 

Now,I want to call attention right here to the fact that I do 
not believe there is another city in the country which approaches 
Washington in size whose militiadoes not cost much more than 
the amount carried by this bill, which is only about $20,000 in 
gross. In my own little county, where we have a company of 
one hundred men, the county has just expended, in the purchase 


of land for an armory, the sum of $5,000; and the State is expend- | f 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate upon this provision and amendments that may be 
offered be limited to ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] asks unanimous consent to close debate on the provision 
and amendments that may be offered in ten minutes. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. 
am compelled to object. 
very few minutes. 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, for the present I 
I will finish what I have to say in a 
[ send to the Clerk’s desk a paper which I 


| APPEAL OF ORGANIZED LABOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA TO THE 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘We demand the compulsory attendance at school of children under 15 


| years of age, and the furnishing of text-books at the expense of the state.’’— 


ing $25,000 for the erection of an armory for the convenience | 


of that company of one hundred men. New York, asa State, 
believes in sustaining her militia, as the foundation upon which 
she may rest intime of necessity. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
this appropriation for this service in the District of Columbia 


is too little rather than too large, and I believe that the people | cjvih grade 
of the District get value received for every dollar they invest | Sey 


for the benefit of the militia service of the District, and I say 
this from my judgment, on what 1 have seen and know of the 
character of the service in the District. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to detain the com- 
mittee but a moment, and in that moment to express an opinion 
upon one question. I am opposed to any proposition, in what- 
ever form it may come, that seeks to make any discrimination 
between the children who attend the public schools of our coun- 
try. Our great system of education does not rest upon the wealth 
of the individual citizen, but upon the necessity under our form 
of government for intelligence among the people. Therefore, 
Mr. Chairman, in the enactment of laws to meet this paramount 
requirement we must carefully avoid all discriminations between 
the poor and the rich, between the black and the white. If the 
book is furnished free to the poor, it must be supplied in like 
manner to the rich. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to say what 
I failed to have the opportunity to say when I was on my fect be- 
fore with reference to this question of the militia. It seems, sir, 
that those who framed the Constitution of our country, who are 
generally regarded as almost inspired in their wisdom, saw fit 
to ingraft upon that instrument a provision recognizing the 
necessity for a well-regulated militia. I believe every gentle- 
man, even my friend from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL], when he 
comes to consider this thing carefully, will confess that it is ab- 
solutely necessary, proper, and right that we should have a well 
regulated and organized militia here, aseverywhere. Therefore 
itis that I am in favor of the provision in this bill which we 
have reported for maintaining a well-organized militia. I think 
the appropriations contained in this bill are moderate, and, in- 
deed, under a different condition of things I would not have hesi- 
tated, as one of that committee, to vote for a larger provision 
for the militia. 


Platform of the Knights of Labor. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 3, 1892. 
To the House of Representatives: 


By direction of the Federation of Labor and District Assembly 66, Knights 
of Labor, representing every organized trade in the District of Columbia, wé 
yrotest against the action of the Committee on Appropriations, as embodied 
in lines 14 to 20, page 22, of the District appropriation bill, H. R. 6746. 

The free text-books system was adopted last year on the urgency of the labor 
organizations, but the appropriation of #25.000 provided books for the first 
four grades only. 

This year the school board recommended the completion of the system, and 
estimated the cost as follows: 
Continuing first four grades_.__- 


a ee #10, 000. 00 
Fifth grade ...... 


12, 115. 89 
17, 189. 67 
oe cc wnce cocesnconscosccccccocsesce cc ccscecesese 15, 000. 00 
sie tein cies letlcdgr iti tel av naicedoiaciaseaaliaeae dealin eee 
15, 000. 00 
84, 822. 99 
The Commissioners saw fit to drag out the completion of the system, and 
estimated as follows: 


For continuing the first four grades 


ISS 0S re ce ee eee ee ee eee 
Eighth grade 
High schools 





pukineaadada $10, 000 


For the fifth and sixth grades... ae eee a 25, 000 
35, 000 

And now the Committee on Appropriations proposes: For continu- 
Se I IN nish ch abated dumiodstkckne keiedpemees kawaii anin $12, 000 


While greatly desiring the completion of the system, and an appropriation 
of $85,000, we do demand at least the amount of the Commissioners’ esti- 
mate. 

There would be some reason for the committee's action if they proposed to 
withhold money for something the purchase of which could be delayed, or 
never made atall. But the committee, merely to avoid a small public ex- 


| pense, imposes a very large expense on pupils of the schools. 


The books must be bought. They will cost the pupils, at retail rates, 
#30,000, and must all be purchased each year, because a book carries a pupil 
through a year (or grade), and can not be used in the next grade into which 
he passes; hence, in three years, the books for the fifth and sixth grades will 
cost the pupils $90,0000; these books, if public property, will last three years, 
and can be purchased, at wholesale rates, for $25,000, thus saving, in three 
years, $65,000. 

Hence, real economy, as against the committee's pretended economy, 
pleads for this appropriation. 

A more important matter is the effect on school attendance. Thousands 
of children of the poorest working people drop out of our schools in the early 
grades because they can not buy books—70 per cent before reaching the 
seventh grade, or year; 75 per cent before the gs grade, and 79 per cent 
before the high school. Out of some 2,000 pupils in our high schools less 


| than 50 are children of mechanics and laborers. Elsewhere the free text- 





| ommended appropriations, and they propose to a 


books system has increased the attendance 10 per cent. It would do so here. 
Yet a committee, controlled by men whose —— claims to be the ee. 
man’schampion, are willing to deprive the workingman’s children of their 
school years, and impose heavy expenses for books on the people, for a mere 
semblance of economy which will impose upon no one. 

It is not as if there were not revenue enough. The committee admits in 
its report that there will be a revenue of nearly 8800,000 more than their rec- 
ply it to the payment of 


' some public debts, ‘in order that it may not lieidlein the Treasury.” It would 
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seem as if the application of the money to the education of our children, at 
least to the extent of the needs certified by the school board and the District 
Commissioners, whose business it is to study those needs, should have prec- 
edence of those debts. ‘ 
In our opinion the committee's policy (in this particular) is as bad as their 
economy. There is no ——— to reduce the revenue. We shall pay as 
much taxes as ever, and then we are to be deprived of the use of the money. 
We make no complaint regarding streets, sewers, etc., for these can wait 
without immediate ruin to the people (the committee’s false economy in this 


respect will be apparent a few years hence); but the schoolyears of children, | 


once lost, can never be restored, and we demand that every necessary ad- 
junct to the acquisition of an education shall be furnished without delay. 

Free books are an essential to free schools. The system prevails in Boston, 
New York City, Philadelphia, Baltimore, St. Louis, Omaha, and hundreds of 
smaller cities. It is a State system in Maine, New Hampshire, Massachu- 
setts, and Nebraska. Everywhere it has been tried it has evoked the highest 
indorsements of education. Now, when we have a large revenue, and there 
is no obstacle, the free text-books system should be established here. The 
organized workingmen of the District of Columbia, whose affiliations with 
kindred organizations elsewhere give them some political virility, will not 
be content to be juggled out of it in the name of economy. 

We, therefore, earnestly urge the House of Representatives to increase the 
amount for text-books and supplies to 835,000 and to embrace the first six 


grades. 
Respectfully, 

PAUL T. BOWEN, 
MILLARD F.. HOBBS, 
L. P. WILD, 
JOHN C. GATES, 

Joint Committee of Federation of Labor 

and District Assembly No. 66, Knights of Labor. 


Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say 


that, in offering this amendment, I did it believing that the House | of the bill, to offer an amendment to strike out one-half in the 


did not intend to place itself on record as opposing proper aid to 
the schools of the District. The last Congress provided the neces- 
sary money for the introduction of free text-books. The demand 
of the people for the extension of that system to the fifth and 
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sixth grades I consider legitimate and proper. It has every | 


reason to sustain it. Theintroduction of this system throughout 
the principal cities of the Union is indorsed by the representa- 
tive organizations of the people, by the judgment of your Com- 
missioners, and by the heads of the educational system of this 
city. The fact that the purchase of books under this system pro- 
tects the people against the rapacity of book agents to the extent 
of 60 per cent of the cost of the books should in itself be a strong 
argument in its favor. 

I would not propose the amendment here if we could restore 
this missing link anywhere else. This is the only place remain- 
ing in the bill where, if you are in favor of aiding the principle 
of free text-books, you can effect it. Let the militia feature of it 
be omitted for the present. It is the absence of frankness to wait 
until after the mistake is made. Every member in the House 
can realize the position he will occupy when the question is put 
to him by his people: ‘‘How could you vote to refuse needed 


money to benefit the poor children of that District for education, | man from Missouri. Now, I insist, that while there may be mem- 


and yet vote $20,000 to keep up a couple of elegant militia com- 
panies?” You can not well answer it, and I submit in all fairness 
to the committee, that the House should now correct that omis- 
sion as between the two propositions. Let this militia feature 
go out of the bill. If they have sufficient influence and friends, 
and can prove the necessity for their organization elsewhere, 
they might have it incorporated in the Senate. [Laughter.| 
But here is the only place where the House can place itself right 
on this question of free books. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that debate on this paragraph and all amendments that 
may be offered be limited to ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and amendments 
thereto may be limited to ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Wait a moment, Mr. Chairman. 
I understand that a motion is going to be made to strike out the 
militia, independent of the school question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I want to be heard on that. | 
do not know how many others may desire to speak on the ques- 
tion, but I want five minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Make it twenty minutes, then. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Why not make it upon the pend- 
ing amendment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will accept that suggestion. 





ticipated now if this debate had not taken a very wide range. 
Perhaps I may be excused by this committee if [ occupy a little 
time. The question that is really deserving of the most consid- 
eration here has been but little commented upon; and that is 
the question as to whether it is properand right that the people 
of the United States should be taxed to support these institutions 
in the District of Columbia. 

Now, what is the effect of this? If the people of St. Louis or 
New York sustain institutions of this kind, they pay taxes for 
that purpose. If the people owning property in the city of 


| Washington here, and getting the benetit of these various insti- 


tutions pay taxes, for every dollar they put into the Treasury a 
dollar is put into it by the General Government. The result of 
that is that the taxpayers in the city of Washington, or rather 
in the District of Columbia, get twice as much in public benefit 
forevery dollar that he contributes to carry on public expenses as 
does the taxpayer in other parts of the United States, contrib- 
uted half by himself and the other half contributed by the peo- 
ple of this country. 

When the proper time comes, after this paragraph is passed, 
I shall ask unanimous consent, and hope it will be granted, that 
we may recur to the first page of this bill. If so, I desire to offer 
an amendment, the object and purpose of which will be to equal- 
ize to some extent the burdens of taxation in respect to these 
District appropriations. I propose, if we may recur to that part 


third line, where it occurs, andinsert one-fourth. I have taken 
advantage of this opportunity to state that purpose; and when 
the proper time comes I shall ask for that permission. If it be 
granted I desire to say something on the amendment which I 
shall then offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. How much of the five minutes 
is left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Three minutes still remain. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to submit a parliamentary in- 
quiry. We are tangled about the matter here. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is submitting 


| a parliamentary inquiry. 


Mr, KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, my understanding of the rule 
is, that the motion to strike out and insert is indivisible; but in 
my limited experience as astatesman I have never known such 
a motion to strike out and insert as that presented by the gentle- 


bers willing to dispense with the militia, they would be unwilling 
to give the appropriation for the purchase of schoolbooks. And 
what are we todo? I make the proposition that there must be 


| adivision of the question. The motion to strike out the section 


would be the first, and then a motion to insert the schoolbook 
would be the next proposition, otherwise some of us would have 
to sit still and say nothing. 

Mr.O’NEILL of Missouri. My amendment is subject to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Unless the Chair holds that the propositions 
are to be voted upon separately, I will move, by way of amend- 


| ment, to strike out all that portion of the amendment of the gen- 


tleman from Missouri which relates to the purchase of school- 
books. 

The CHAIRMAN. Paragraph 7 of Rule XVI provides that 
‘a motion to strike out and insert is indivisible,” but the pre- 
ceding paragraph provides that- 

On the demand of any member, before the question is put, a qu n shall 
be divided if it include propositions so distinct in substan being 
taken away, a substantive proposition shall remain 

The Chair thinks that the motion of the gentleman from Texas 


| would be in order under that provision of the rule. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- | 


mous consent that all debate upon the pending amendment be 
limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Make it five minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask to make it five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that all debate upon the pending amendment be 
limited to five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I have been listening with 
a good deal of interest to this debate, and I should not have par- 





Mr. KILGORE. Then I demand that the question be divided 
and that the propositions be voted upon separately. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired, ang the 
Chair will submit the two propositions. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What are they, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first is the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL] to strike out the amount of 
money appropriated for the militia, and the second is the propo- 
sition to devote to other purposes the amount here appropriated 
for the militia. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That brings us down to a vote 
on the question of striking out the provision for the militia. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much time does the gentleman from 
Iowa want? 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I shall want atleast five minutes 


myself. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sen 
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— ; seach inane salen 


| 


: a . i 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. No, no; [I understand that there 


are other gent 


lemen who will probably want to occupy some time. 
My coll f 


M) eague from Iowa [Mr. BUTLER] proposes, | believe, to 
move to strike out this appropriation, and he will probably want 
to be heard in support of that motion. 

KILGORE. Then, Mr. Chairman, [ move that all that 


' 

L 
‘ 
A 


ing to the purchase of schoolbooks be stricken out. 

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report so much of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] as 
the gentleman from Texas|Mr. KILGORE] proposes to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert: “‘the sum of $19,550 is tramsferred to the public school fund.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first onthe amendment to 
the amendment. The committee has already closed debate upon 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 


| mous consent that debate on the pending amendment and the 
| amendment to the amendment be limited to twenty minutes. 


Mr. DOCKERY. And on all amendments that may be of- 
ferred. 

The CHAIRMAN. And all amendments that may be offered 
to the paragraph. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I object. 


Mr. DOCKERY. How much time does the gentleman from 


| New Jersey desire? 
portion of the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri relat- | 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I donot know, until I know 


| what further amendments are to beoffered. If the proposition 
| toclose debate be limited to pending amendments, I have no ob- 


the main amendment, but the amendment to the amendment is | , , 
| my position. [ prepared an amendment to strike out all the pro- 
| visions in this bill pertaining tothe militia of the District of Co- 
| lumbia, because I do not believe it proper to use the funds of the 


now in order and may be debated. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘The proposition now is to strike out all that 
portion of theamendmentof the gentleman from Missouri which 
relates to the purchase of schoolbooks. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is, and the gentleman will please con- 
fine his remarks to that question. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have nothing to say upon that subject. 





jection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition that 
all debate on the pending amendment, and the amendment 
thereto, be limited to twenty minutes? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr.BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, Iam as desirous of saving time 
here as anybody, and therefore I simply wish to put on record 


people of the United States for the support of such an institution 


| here in the District, nor do I believe it to be necessary. We 


The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on the amendment to | 


the amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Which is what? 
‘he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it again. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ike out and insert ‘‘ The sum of $19,550 is transferred to the public school 
fund 


The CHAIRMAN. The proposition is to strike that out of the 
amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, let us understand 
clearly what we are to vote upon. Will the effect of that mo- 
tion, if carried, be to take the appropriation provided in this bill 
for the militia and transfer it to the public school fund? 


amendmenttotheamendment. Properly, the vote should first be 
taken upon the motion to strike out, in order that the commit- 
tec may get at the matter in a more intelligent way; and if there 
be no objection, inasmuch as debate has been closed by order of 
the committee, on the original amendment, the Chair will first 
submit the question on that amendment, and will afterwards take 
the vote upon the other proposition, which is to insert $19,550. 
The question is first on the motion to strike out, and the Clerk 


‘ 


will report what it is proposed to strike out. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the entire subdivision, from line 5 to line 24, entitled “‘Militia of 
the District of Columbia.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to strike 
out 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That involves only the question 
of striking « the provision for the militia. 


The CHATRMAN. That is all. : 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Well, I am opposed to that, and 


Lhis committee 1s. 


CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to strike 





out. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I want to be heard upon that, 
Mr. Chairmar 
ment. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, when that agreement was 
made there was a different understanding as to the parliamentary 
i T 


The CHAIRMAN. That is true. 





out. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire,of course, that the gentleman shall 
be heard. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I want my colleague [Mr. Burt- 
LER] to be heard in favor of striking out the provision for the 
militia, if he desires to be heard. He has an amendment for 
pose, [ understand. 

OCKERY. lLask that the debate be extended for twenty 
minutes : 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That will be satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ontheamendment and the amendment to 
the amendment 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; on the entire proposition. 


rHE CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed upon that amend- | 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The debate was closed on the | 


motion to strike out and insert, not merely on the motion tostrike | . 
, “ ; a ° i proeeeme of the public lands there shall be given to the several States and 








| have here several companies of the Regular Army; we have other 


means sufficient for the protection of the city in all ordinary 
times; and this militia seems to me to be simply an ornamental 
thing. The gentleman from New York says he has seen their 
parades and drills, and that they are an efficient body of men. 
[ have no doubt that they are; I presume that they show up well; 
but I affirm there is no necessity for such a militia; and there 
being no necessity, it is not right to use the public funds for the 
support of that kind of an organization. This is all I care to say. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, a good deal has 
been said about the burdens that the General Government is 
carrying for the District. We have not the time now to gointo 
full discussion of that question; but in an address delivered at 


| the annual meeting of the associated charities of this city by Mr. 
| William C. Dodge, a prominent citizen of the District, and qual- 
The CHAIRMAN. There is a difficulty in voting upon the | 


ified to speak, a full statement of the history of what has been 
done by the District of Columbia is given; and this statement | 
will incorporate in my remarks at this point, so that it may be 
seen by those who wish to pursue that investigation: 


WHAT THE RECORDS SHOW. 

1. That the citizens originally donated to the United States five-sevenths 
of all the land in the city of Washington—for streets and avenues alone, 54 
per cent of the entire area, or 3,604 acres—an area of streets double that of 
nearly any other city, and which, of course, no people would have done for 
themselves, because they would have known the expense of improving and 
caring for them would be such that no ordinary community could bear it, 
and the title to which, as decided by the Supreme Court, is wholly in the 
United States Government. 

2. One-half all the lots in the city, 10,136 in number, amounting to 1,508 
acres, were also donated to the Government, the understanding being that 
they were to be sold from time totime and the proceeds used to assist in the 
erection of the public buildings, and to open and improve the streets, for, 
strange as it may seem, the act locating the Capitol here, while requiring the 
Commissioners to have the buildings ready for Congress to meet here in De- 
cember, 1800, did not appropriate one cent for that purpose. 

3. The Government took 541 acres for reservations, for public building sites, 
and parks, for which ttagreed to pay $36,099, but which was paid for outof the 


| proceeds of the lots donated by the citizens to the Government, so that, as a 


matter of fact, the very ground on which the Capitol and White House stands 


| never cost the United States Government one cent. 


4. As shown by a Senate report, up to 1835 the citizens (13,000 whites and 7,000 


| colored, mostly slaves) hadexpended for street improvements, mostly around 


the public buildings, $529,000; the United States but $209,000; and as shown by 
a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, from 1790 to 1878, the United States 
had expended (aside from the public buildings) less than %6,000,000 for city 
improvements, while the citizens had expended $20,000,000 for the same pur- 
pose, besides $25,000,000 for local government, schools, etc. 


NO SCHOOL FUND. 

5. That while the General Government has given to the States over %55,- 
000,000 surplus cash from the Treasury, and for public schools, universities, 
agricultural colleges, railroads, and other internal improvements 350,000,000 
acres of the public lands, it has never given to the District a dollar of money 
nor an acre of land for these purposes. 

Not only that, but in 1890 Congress passed a law providing that from the 


‘erritories $15,000 each the first year, the sum to be increased $1,000 annually 
for ten years, and thereafter to be $25,000 per annum, for “the morecomplete 
endowment and maintenance of colleges for the benefit of agriculture and 
mechanic arts,’’ with the District omitted as it passed the Senate; and 
though I implored the member of the House oounnaieins in charge to include 
the District, and which he agreed ought to be done, the bill was passed with- 
out it, the only reason assigned being that to amend it might delay the pas- 
sage of the bill, although there was plenty of time, and all favored its passage. 

Again, when the Blair educational bill was pending in the Senate, and 
which proposed to distribute the money in proportion to the number of illit- 
erates fo the States, Territories,and District of Columbia, it was amended 


to strike out the District, the reason assigned being that the District was al- 
ready under the control of Congress. 

When in 1882 the Franklin School building was partially burned and we 
soucht to use our own insurance money (all but 95,000 of which was in our 
local companies, who offered to pay it without waiting the usual thirty days) 
to restore the building and start the schools again, the Comptroller decided 
that the money must be deposited in the United States Treasury as part of 
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the District revenues under the act of Congress; and when, after much ef 


fort, we succeeded in getting it appropriated in the deficiency bill, we wert 
charged by one of the most intelligent members of the House with asking 
Congress to educate our children for us, saying that we might just as well 
ask Congress to board and clothe them; when the only thing we were asking 
was to be allowed to use our own insurance money, to restore a building 
built entirely with our own taxes. 

In 1886 we had on the school rolls 12,000 more children than we had school 
seats in the District, and yet we can not build a schoolhouse with our own 
taxes even, Without an act from Congress. 

Not only this, but scores, if not hundreds, of children come to our schools 
from both Maryland and Virginia, especially in the higher and more costly 
grades, and whose parents contribute nothing to our taxes. we 

The school board of Alexandria has adopted a rule which provides that all 
children outside of their school district who attend their schools shall pay 
#60 per year, even though citizens of the State and county; but they come 
here and pay nothing. 

To make this subject of the schools complete I ought to add that Congr 
in 1864 enacted a compulsory law which imposes a fine of $20 on each parent 
or guardian who fails to send each child between the ages of 8 and 14 year 
to school twelve weeks each year, six of which must be consecutive. 

Of course, without sufficient buildings the enforcement of the law was an 
impossibility; and so effectually had its existence been overlooked that it was 
unknown to the authorities when their attention was called to it a few years 
ago. Within the past two years interviews have been published in the Re 
publican, Star, and Post, the latter only a few months since, advocating the 
necessity of a compulsory school law, while this act of 1864 stands unrepealed 
and apparently unknown to this day. 

As we have no permanent school fund such as the States have, our schools 
have to be supported and the buildings erected entirely from the annual re 
enues, that one item consuming one-fifth of the total revenue, the estimates 
of the school officials this year amounting to $1,146,071, and which, as usual, 
has had to be reduced by the Commissioners because of the want of revenue. 





UNJUST BURDENS ON THE CITIZENS. 

Then the law requires that there shall first be paid out of the District rey- 

enues the interest and sinking fund of the so-called District debt, which last 
rear amounted to $1,213,947.97, these two items alone consuming almost one 
halt of the total revenues of the District, including the amount appropriated 
by Congress. 

In addition to this, Congress requires the District to pay one-half of the 
$2, 572,000 and over wasted by army engineers on the fraudulent and aban 
boned waterworks, half of the #20, 000 for investigating the fraud by Congress, 
half of the #575, 000 for a main as a temporary substitute, half of $200,000 fora 
zoological park for the Smithsonian Institution, and half the cost of keep 
ing it up and enlarging it hereafter; and, finally, one-half of the $1,200,000 for 
the purchase of a suburban park, which it is asserted is for the special benetit 
of real-estate speculators and syndicates, and which, judging from the testi- 
mony on behalf of the owners, as to the villa sites and imaginary gold 
mines, will cost far more than the amount appropriated, to say nothing of 
the millions hereafter required to convert the ravine into a park. 


THE SO-CALLED DISTRICT DEBT. 
On July 1, 1891, the bonded debt of the District was #19, 500, 300. 
In order to get a clear idea of what a burden this debt is itis only neces- 
sary to compare it with others. For years we have heard about the debt of 
Virginia, which that great State, withall her resources, says she can not or 
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ought not to pay, and which, including everything, is but %32,064,594.09, or | 


$19.33 per capita; or, if we deduct the part which they claim belongs to West 
Virginia, it is but $12.88 per capita, while that of the District is over 383 per 
capita, almost seven times as much! 

Or take another illustration. According to the statement of the Superin- 
tendent of the Census, the combined State, county, municipal, and school 
debts of the States, Territories, and the District of Columbia is but $18.01 per 
capita, but little more than one-fifth of ours. 

During the last Congress a bill was passed authorizing the city of Ogden 
to borrow 100,000 for sewers and street improvements, and which the Presi- 
dent vetoed because it would make their debt $37 per capita, which he con- 
sidered excessive and unreasonable, and yet it would have been but four- 
ninths as much as ours. 

6. Nearly the whole of this debt was created by officers of the United 
States—men ‘appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate’’— 
the total debt created by sixty-nine years of popular government in the Dis- 
trict being but a trifle over three millions (83,105,067.85), while at the end of 











a little over three years of arbitrary rule by officers of the United States | 


Government the debt was increased to over $22,000,000. 

To quote the words of a Senate report a few years later: “At the end of 
six years only of a government irresponsible to the people, the public debt 
amounts to #25,000,000—more than one-fourth of the assessed value of th 
property of the District. Meanwhile, $13,000,000 have been assessed as special 
taxes, $10,000,000 as general taxes, and Congress had appropriated %6,000.000. 
Deducting the orginal indebtedness, we find the enormous sum of $50,000,000 
as a net expenditure of six years’ government by officers appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate. Of this vast sum, $0,000,000 is charge 
able to improvements,’’ and as stated in the Commissioners’ report for 1885, 
“The principal work done on the street during the eleven years after the 
Territorial government was abolished, has been the replacement of the 
worthless wood pavements” laid by the board of public works, established 
by Congress. 

HOW ASSUMED BY THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT. 

Time and again it has been asserted that the General Government had as 
— the debt of the District, as one Senator stated, to the extent of $33.- 

), 000, 


The simple fact is, that after three and a half years of reckless extrava- 





gance by officers of the United States Government, Congress provided for | 


the appointment of three Commisssioners to act as receivers and close up 
the affairs of the board of public works which, as recently stated by a Sen- 
ator, “had bankrupted the District.” ‘ 7 

In order to ascertain what the outstanding debt created by these United 
States officers was, Congress provided in 1874 for funding the debt by the is- 
sue of the present 3.65 bonds, the act containing the following words: 

‘And the faith of the United States is hereby pledged that the United States 
will, by proportional appropriations as contemplated in this act, and by 
causing to be levied upon the property within said District such taxes as 
will provide the revenues necessary to pay the interest on said bonds as they 
may become due and payable, and create a sinking fund for the payment of 
the principal thereof at maturity.” 

Then the act of 1878 provided as follows: 

“To the extent to which Congress shall approve of said estimates (the an- 
nual estimates made up by the Commissioners) Congress shall appropriate 
the amount of 50 per cent thereof.” 

That is to say, instead of paying taxes on the property it owns, as the Ger- 
man Government does in Berlin, it agreed to pay one-half of such annual 
expenses as it might see fit to approve. 


a } 
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That, and that alone, is the only manner in which the United States Gov 
ernment has assumed the debt of the Dist t 
Persons coming here now and seeing our beautiful asphalt pavements sup 


pose they were laid by the board of put rt 
of them has been laid and paid for since. Sucha 
ment was unknown in this country at that time 


Wo! , While the iact 18s every 10 


fas an asphalt pave 





















It will thus be seen that the citiz the District ha rne burdens 
such as no other community in the country have been call ipon to be 
and all this without their consent or ap} r for although t ct est 
lishing the Territorial government forbade any increase of the debt bey 
5 per cent of the assessed value without su tilt toav the p 
no part of this enormous debt was ever subm i to avote of the people, 
except the $4.000,000 loan, and that only after the officials were enjoined by 
the court. . 

7. The United States Government owns fully one-half of all property in 
the District, on which it does not, a1 € r 1, pay I t ! 
is only since 1878 that it has paid a ‘ the « I f ! r 

SUPPORT OF THE UNITED STATES ( 

8, The District pays more fort} upport ( ! 
one of twelve States and two Territories 

We pay nearly eight times as much as Vermont, n 1s much 
Wyoming, more than nine times as much as I h I 1 
Nevada, three times as much as M: ore thi t! ! is? a 
Mississippi, Utah, or New Mexic L co leral ™m thar j r Ala 
bama, Arkansas, South Carolina, Arizona, Washington. Dakota, or Mo 
tana. That is what the official record shows for 1890. 

LOYALTY OF THE DISTRI 

9. Again, it was recently urged as a reason for! ve th irand Army y 
reunion at the national capital that its citizens were cis! 

Persons who make that charge overlook the fact that the District was 


carved from two slave States, and that slavery existed bere the same as in 












them. Is it not, therefore. surprising. when an effort \ made to establish 
a separate government, of which Mr. Stephens of Georgia said “‘It’ yrner 
tone was to be human slavery,”’ that many of the slave-holding class here 
should sympathize with the movement, although there were many slav 
holders here who were loyal to the Government 

But notwithstanding this drawback, the public records show that for the 
war of 1812 the citizens of the District paid direct tax of #20.000. the same 
as the States, raised a voluntary fund of %,000 and gave it to the nt 
to defend the Capitol, fitted up a building for Congress when the Capitol was 
burned, and tendered a loan of #500,000 to rebu the public building vhich 
Congress authorized the President toa pt 

The record further shows t the District furnished its full share of vol- 





unteers for the Mexican war, and the gallant deeds of some of her sons ren 


dered their names household words. Who that has not heard of May and 
his dragoons? 

In the late war the District paid $50,000 spx l tax, the same as the 
and while but seven of the loyal States even filled their quotas, the 
filled hers and 18} per cent more, thus excelling every State of the U1 
one, and had our “home guard”’ been 








<d, as it was there, we would 

























































have excelled even that one. The fi! lunteer ito the United 
States service in the late war were citizens of the , and to this day 
they have been paid for their equipments furnished at their own cost 
No bounty for volunteers was ever paid here 

It is asserted, and I believe truly, that the first man wounded in the serv 
ice was a citizen of the District—prior to the Baltimore t 

Since 1871 the citizens have led new buildings to the amount of 380,000 
000, and since 1880 have trebled our manufactures, which now amount to over 
$33,000,000 per annum. 

Surely with sucha record the citizens of tl listrict have no reason for 
shame on thelr own ac wn I hoc f th ft-re pet t 
ment, Whether in or out o it we d ! I r 
the nation. 

One great trou in the way of revenue aris rom t that ¢ r 
grants charters to corporation ho « ri e of Vv t the 
should to the public revenues, are 1 < regu >m to 
the District authorities, and o whom ¥ ive I l 

For instance, here are seven street-railroad compan two gas compa 
nies, two telegraph companies, two telephone « i ies, and o lectric 
light company. not one of which gave a cent for their \ iable france 3e3, 
and the whole amount of taxes paid by these four co! } t 
year is but $98,321.45—a mere trifle as compared with the valu ir fran- 
chises and the profits drawn by them fromthepublic. Some have never} 
in the full amount of their capital stock and yet pay dividends, and ext« 
their works from their profits; w ock of others ( t 
market at from 100 to 400 per cent ] 

Vhen the population was about " it no r € 
$60,000 a year from the Center Mat ve get of I 
all told. Instead of the #25,000 whi ny acre pay tot poor 
fund,” we get #2,500 and the use of the hall over the west wing f an armory 
for a militia company! 

EXAMPLES FOR 1 

Municipal matters are naged far better in Exrop iL] and citi 

For instance, Berlin, t ital e German E71 ! econd 
largest city in Europe, « rt 1 1 rl] ' . “ ; 
the profits from that sou I one-twelfth of the f the 1 
cipal government, which was $9,500,000. In 1890 itsinco from that sé 
was $1,500,000, 

it expends for charities about #1,500,000, part from permanent 1 be 

nging tothe city. There tl ( l government pays taxes ‘ 

yperty it owns, at the same rate a tize1 y 

Paris, with its population, two anda half millions, adds to its revenu 

| $3,500,000 from the gas companies annually, and during the past ten y« 

s added to its revenues $40,000,000 from that ree a N 
can make it such a beautiful city, have I 
gutters washed every night, while we are strangled w 
nud, slush, and filth. 

Birmingham, with its population of 448,000, ow ul l V | 
the profit from which adds $150,000 a year to ity revenu nd ras is 
sold at 48 cents per 1,900 feet. 

Dresden, with a2 population of 260,000, 1 f ul 
and from the profits adds $187,000 a y >» it i j 
from debt, has a permanent fund of ov $11,000,000, tl 
it devotes to cl and « I ec! 

Two-thirds of he municipalities i ot Britia wor! 
and derive therefrom a revenue of fr 0,000 to # n ea 
and sell pure coal gas at an aver ) ents { ul 
about one-third of the cities ow! 1elr wo ind derive | re} nu 
therefrom, the tendency in both cour t gt onsta y exts iT 
cipal ownership, not only of rks, but of tramways. « 





plants, etc 
But we need not go to Europe for examp Here ’ ito. Canada 
a population but l ! that 

















about two-thirds as many miles of street railroad trrcks as we have, and not 
one-third the travel. Thecity owns the tracks and leases them to parties to 
run for #800 per mile of single track per annum, and has from 8 to 20 per cent 
of the gross earnings besides. 

For September the income was $11,651, or at the rate of $140,812 per annum. 

Thus Toronto receives from her 68 miles of street railroad 0 per cent more 
than we receive from our seven railroad companies, with 98 miles of track, 
the two gas companies, two telephone companies, two telegraph companies, 
and the electric-light company. 

Not only that, there the city fixed the rates at six tickets for aquarter, and 
before 8 a. m. and after 5p. m., when the people are going to and from work, 
they ride at the rate of eight tickets for aquarter. School children pay 25 
cents for ten tickets and all under 9 years of age ride free. 

There the city regulates the running of the cars and compels the company 
torun enough toaccommodate the public, while here the F-street line crowds, 
crams, and jams the people into their cars worse than the cattle on a west- 
ern stock tram, in the morning and evening when the Departments open and 


close 


After cheating the District out of over $150,000 of taxes for paving its tracks | 


by takingadvantage of theold Marylandstatute of limitations, and which Con- 
gress at its last session saidit should pay notwithstanding, itnow has the im 
pudence to ask to be released from paying it by special act of Congress! No 
better illustration can be found of the “‘insolence and unscrupulous greed of 
corporate capital.” 

While the average cost of electric lightin one hundred and thirty-one cities 
of the United States is but 5 cents per candle light per year, and in the 
twenty-four cities which own their own plant but a trifie over 2} cents, we 
are made to pay 18}! 

As stated by the Electrical Commission, the total amount of revenue de 
rived from the five electrical companies, who have taken me of the 
streets with their miles and miles of poles, wires, and conduits, is but $1,057.50! 

it is obvious that a proper management of our municipal affairs, so far as 
the corporations are concerned, would furnish all the funds necessary for the 
support of all the charities of the District. Butthese are matters over which 
the citizens have no control—they are wholly in the hands of Congress. 

A word more about the militia of the District of Columbia. 
We have in this District 1,672 members of the National Guard, 
well equipped, well drilled. They have had annual encamp- 
ments until last year, when we decided that, for the sake of econ- 
omy, we would cut them down to encampments once in two years; 
so they were denied the money for an encampment last year. 
They ought to have an encampment this year; they ask for it; 
it would cost in round numbers $7,500; but that is denied them. 

The amount given here in round numbers is$19,000; they asked 
something over $22,000 for this year, without reference to the 
amount for the encampment, which would be $7,500 additional. 
We have in the United States 108,421 members of the National 
Guard saving us, as I believe, from the great expense of a stand- 
ing army. I believe this organization looks in the right direc- 
tion. In this way we train our young men in military tactics, 
and in time of war they will be found useful. The expense is but 
trifling. The average cost per man of the National Guard of the 
United States is $20. In some of the States the expense runs as 
high as from $35 to $50. If we were to give the District of Co- 
lumbia militia $33,000 in this bill it would only bring them up to 
the average in the United States: in other words, the cost here 
is less than the average cost thoughout the country, and the 
amount appropriated in this bill is far below the average. 

[do not wish to discuss the District of Columbia militia as 
compared with the militia elsewhere. That matter has been 
passed upon already by Congress. In the Fiftieth Congress, un- 
der the leadership of Mr. McAdoo, a general law was passed 
organizing a thorough militia for the District of Columbia. 
The young men of the District have responded to that law splen- 
didly, and they have given us in this District a militia of which 
the entire nation may justly be proud. I donot want to turn the 
wheel backward and reverse thataction. The only question now 
is whether we will ratify the action of the Fiftieth Congress, 
which, by the concurrence of the two Houses, after full debate, 
passed a law creating a militia for the District of Columbia, or 
whether we shall starve this organization to death by cutting 
down or wiping out the appropriations for their maintenance. 
I can not believe that the proposition will get five votes in this 
committee. That is all I wish to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the first proposition 
of the amendment; that is, to strike out the clause in the bill. 

The question having been put, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. O’NEILLof Missouri. I call for the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the entire subdivision, from line5 to line 24, entitled the “ Militia 
of the District of Columbia,”’ and insert ** The sum of $19,550 is transferred to 
public-school fund and may be used for purchase of text-books and school 


¢ 


supplies for use of pupils in public schools in fifth and sixth grades.” 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the effect of an 
affirmative vote will be what? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be to strike out. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And give this money to the 
school fund? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, it would leave the money unappro- 
priated; and the question would then be taken upon the other 
proposition. 
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Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That was why I asked the ques- 
tion. I want it distinctly understood what we are doing. 

Mr. KILGORE, I understand the proposition now to be voted 
on is to strike out all the paragraph relating to the militia. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the proposition. 

Mr. KILGORE. Not to strike out and insert. 

The CHAIRMAN. Simply to strike out. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Clerk to read that part of the mo- 


i . . 
tion on which we are now to vote. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
again read from the bill the words which are proposed to be 
stricken out. 

Mr. BUTLER. What I wanted read is just that part of the 
amendment, the words we are voting on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to strike 
out the whole of this provision for the militia. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Let the entire clause be read. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as there seems to be 
some confusion, I ask that the entire text of that part of the bill 
be read, and then the proposed amendment which is sought to be 
inserted in lieu of that proposed to be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read from the bill. 

The clause of the bill relating to the militia was again read. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. Now, my motion is to strike out 
all of that and insert the amendment proposing to transfer the 
amount appropriated in this provision to free schoolbooks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on the motion to 
strike out. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
38, noes 64. 

So the motion to strike out was rejected. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Now, Mr. Chairman, I call fora 
vote on the motion originally submitted; that is to say, on the 
entire amendment. 

Mr. OWENS. But there is no hole to fill now; there is noth- 
ing stricken out. There is no place for the amendment to be 
inserted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, we have gotten intoa slight 
parliamentary tangle, but no harm has resulted. I think the 
gentleman from Missouri has a right under the rule to have his 
proposition to strike out and insert voted on as an independent 
proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the motion. 

Mr. OWENS. But, Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OWENS. It seems to me to be a most remarkable pro- 
ceeding to submit this motion. Here is a proposition to insert 
where there is no placetoinsert. It is anew parliamentary pro- 
cedure to me. There is no precedent in any legislative body 
which authorizes action to be taken to fill a hole when you have 
not got any to fill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri is entitled to be submitted, which is to 
strike out and insert. 

Mr.OWENS. But ‘‘and insert” goes with the refusal tostrike 
out, so that there is nothing to vote on. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The motion to strike out and insert is indi- 
visible, but as it was divided and the motion to strike out was 
lost, it is due to my colleague that there should be a vote on the 
original motion. The motion to strike out does not preclude a 
motion to strike out and insert. 

The CHAIRMAN. Such is the language of the rule. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think as good a thing as could be done 
would be to offer an amendment to strike out that portion of the 
amendment which relates to the purchase of schoolbooks, and I 
make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. What motion does the gentleman submit? 

Mr. KILGORE. I move to strike out from the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri all that portion which provides for 
the purchase of schoolbooks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman from Texas will notice 
that it is impossible to execute his motion because the appropria- 
tion for schoolbooks depends upon striking out the provision for 
the militia. Therefore, the motion tostrike out and insert, offered 
by my colleague, is in order, and is not divisible under the rule. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to make a statement to 
the committee 

The Chair ruled under clause 7, Rule XVI, that the motion to 
strike out and insertis indivisible. But subsequently, inasmuch 
as the pending motion contained two substantive propositions, 
the Chair held thatit might be divided. The Chair thinks that 
possibly an error was made in that respect, and that the vote 
should have been taken as it was offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri on the motion to strike out and insert. But inasmuch 
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as no objection was made to the division it was submitted in that | 


way. The Chair thinks it but just and fair now to the gentle- 
man from Missouri to have a vote on his proposition as or iginally 


presented. 
Mr. KILGORE. Then, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to strik 
out and insert as offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 


The question being taken, on a division there were—ayes 26, 
noes 56. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of no 
quorum? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Yes, sir. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The pointof order being made that1 0- 
rum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri and Mr. DOCKERY 
tellers. 

The committee again divided. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. KILGORE said: Mr. Chairman, can ] 
mentary inquiry at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, as I said before, I am some- 
what tangled up in reference to this matter. I am in favor of 
striking out the militia, but I am not in favor of giving this 
amount to the school fund. Now, what am I to do? 

Several MEMBERS. Pair with yourself. [|Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 105. 

Accordingly the motion of Mr. O’NEILL 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WATER DEPARTMENT. 


Of 


+ 


were appoin eu 


subinit a parlia- 


that is searecly 


was not agreed to. 


The following sums are hereby appropriated to carry on the operations of 
the water department, to be paid wholly from its revenues, namely: 

For revenue and inspection branch: For one chief clerk, #1,500; two clerks 
at $1,400 each; one clerk, #1,000; one chief inspe ctor, $936; six inspectors, at 
#900 each; one messenger, #600. For distribution branch: For one superin 
tendent, $1,600; one draftsman, $1,500; one foreman, $1,200; one clerk, 21,000; 
one timekeeper, #800; one assistant foreman, #900; one tapper and machinist 
$900; one assistant tapper, $600; four steam engineers, at $1,100 each; extra | 
steam engineer's serv ic es for such times as may be actually necessary on ac 
count of sickness, leave of absence, and Sundays, not to exceed #540; one 
blacksmith, $750; two plumbers, at 8750 each; two assistant machinists, at 
$750 each; one property keeper, $600; six firemen. at 8730 each; two flushers, 
at $540 each; one driver, 480; one watchman, #80; one hostler, #80; one 
caulker, $730; and three laborers, at $500 each; and for not to exceed atany | 
time two inspectors on manufacture of cast-iron pipe, ata maximum rate of 
#4.50 per day for such periods as their services may be actually necessary, 
$1,200; in all, $40,656. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move tostrike outthelast word. Yesterday 
on a vote similar to the one that was taken a short time ago, « 
striking out the militia and inserting the schools, a gentleman 
upon the other side took particular pains to announce the vote, 
in order to make a little political capital, as I then supposed. 
Therefore, when this vote was taken I observed very closely, and 
out of the 62 members of this House who were in favor of striking 
out the militia and inserting the same amount of money for the 
schools there were 5 Republicans; and one of those Republic- 
ans, as he passed through, said that he did notcare on which side | 
they counted him, and so they counted him upon that side. | 
simply wished to make the record. It could not be done by yeas 
and nays, and therefore I wish the people to understand that only 
4 Republicans voted directly in favor of the schools against the 
militia. 


Mr. DAVIS. How did the Alliance men vote? 
Mr. BUTLER. Every member of the Alliance party voted in 


favor of the proposition to strike out the militia and to give the 
same amount to the schools. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in reply to my 
colleague from Iowa [Mr. BUTLER] I want to say that I am one 
of those who voted ‘‘no” on this last proposition. I voted ay 
yesterday, the gentleman voting no, upon the specific proposi- 
tion for free text-books for the children of the District of Colum- 
bia. I fought for it squarely on itsown merits. When it comes 
to this serpent-coiled institution, which would strike out the 
militia in order to build in the other direction, when the House 
has been tested and it has been shown that it was against it, 
then I am against that. A fair fight and an open field on both 
propositions for me. That is all I have to say. 

Now, I started at the commencement of the debate upon this 
bill to call attention to such reductions as came by force of law 
or by exhaustion of the last appropriation. I desisted ca that 
because of a fear it would consume too much time; but I will take 
this occasion to say now that out of the reductions made in this 
bill $299,543 are reductions caused by the completion of work 
under operation of law. I will incorporate in my remarks a 
statement of those reductions in detail. 
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| Myr. DOCKERY. Then of the $610,000 reductions carried by 

| the bill, I understand the gentleman fully assents to $299, 543? 

| Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I think [ made myself e on 
| yesterday. On the rest of the reduction! do not give my assent 
T made myself clear yesterday. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But you give your assent as to $299,543? 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. No: La nnot discussing whe ther 
I approve or not. [am simply showing that they are the result 

| of the operation of law. or the exhaustion of the oneration of the 
current law. 

The statement which I referres o is as pile S 

PROPOSED REI 
ef opera of law are 1 ] 
Ge I Re3 
Enginee: om wo laborers 0. OO 
Collector's office 3 750. 00 
Superintendent of charities (salary YOU. OO 
Rent of property yards 700. 00 
Collecting personal taxe 250. 0O 
Judicial expenses 500. 00 
Rent of attor ney’s office 100. 00 
Coroner's office (net) 50. 00 
Gene ral advertising 100. 00 
Register of wills (dockets *1, 000. 00 
Pre maxing statement arrears of taxes "5, 000. 00 
Horse and ws ON, disbursing clerk *800, 00 
Paving roadway 50, 000. 00 
Paving streets and avenues 200), 000. 00 
Grading streets, ete 18. 000, 00 
Fiate of subdivisions 1, 000. 00 
Cleaning sewers 3 000. 00 
Re ep lacing sewers 5, 000. 00 
Main and pipe sewers *54, 000. 00 
Suburban sewers 16, 700. 00 
Rights of way for sewers 4, 500. 00 
Repairs, streets, etc 5, 000. 00 
Rapairs, county roads 10, 000. 00 
Constructing county roads 85, 500. 00 
Condemnation of streets, et 7, 500. 00 
Sprinkling streets *12, 000. 00 
Parking commission 1, 000. 00 
Public scales on 3 1, 200. 00 
am 1, 000. 00 
t z houses *900. 00 
Contingent, night schools 100. 00 
Furniture, school buildings 10. 400. 00 
Free schoolbooks 13. 000. 00 
School buildings *182, 000, 00 
Fuel, police 200. 00 
Repairs, police stations eas 500. 00 
Patrol wagon *443. 00 
Station house, Georgetown _ 29, 000. 00 
Fuel, fire department 250. 00 
Addition to engine house 800. 00 
Scarlet fever and diphtheria 500. 00 
Defending suits in claim ~ 500. 00 
Washington Asylum, contingent 5. 000. 00 
Washington Asylum, buildings 2 500. 00 
Reform School, buildin *5, 400. 00 
Homeopathic Hospital 2, 000. 00 
German Orphan Asylum 1, 000. 00 
House for Workers of Mercy 1. 000, 00 
Districtmiitia.. 519.00 
Total . . 753,882.00 
Deduct increases 186, 222. 00 
"7. 600 00 
Reduction water depart I 41, 969. 90 
Net reduction 609, 569. 90 
Total forced, or not actual, re tion 0 543. 00 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I think 
the gent leman from Seer ing pretty far for some nd 
for dissent when he objects even 1 totl ose reductions whicl 
essarily follow from the operation of law. 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. Mr. ( nairmal | am not stat a 
whether [ approve of those or disapprove of them. Iam stating 
the simple fact that they are reductions by force of the operation 
of law. Icould not answer yes or no as to all of them, becaus¢ 
for instance,there is a reduction made and no corresponding 
amount, or a less or more, given in this bill 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Thegentleman’s position 
is clear, and if it does not seem rude I would rather go on. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I will print the items in the 
RECORD so that you can see each one. Ll ha them marked by 
the clerk of our own committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman is going 
rather far, [ still maintain. But inregard to what is the proper 
policy with reference to free books for the sublie schoo S, it 
seems to me that the most strained efforts are be ing made to put 
our action in a light to which it is not justly susceptible We 
find an existing system here of free t xt-books. That system 
was established when we had frei is revenues of $100.000.000 in 
the Treasury. We do not retrench upon that syste m. Gentle- 
men seek to create the impression that we are seeking to re- 
trench atothe expense of the free text-book system. “That is not 
true. We supply every dollar that is estimated to maintain the 


existing system. 
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to yourselves, if you would go further There was no ol 


Now, gentlemen, answer 
at this time than you yourselves went only las . year “when you | 
had one hundred i millions of surplus revenue to deal with? Are 
we justified in extending the system now, when you know we are 
struggling with a deficit? Only in the last Congress, when you 
were appropriating $1,000,000,000 for all purposes under the sun, 
you yourselves 3 did not go any a than is proposed in this 
bill for free schoo lbooks. We do not propose to take a single | 
step backward apo m this item, and you can not justly, fairly, or 
logically charg liberality on us when you yourselves under 
the ec aitions named went no further than we go at this time 
even under the greatly altered condition of the public finances 

vir. BUTLER. I move to strike out the last word. I wish to 
say just one word in response to the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
HENDERSON]. The vote yesterday was not the same as the vote | 
to-day. The vote yesterday was to appropriate $23,000 more for 
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jection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is evident that the large red uction in ap- 
| propriations for streets, roads, paving, sewers, and schoolhouses 
ause a suspension, to some e xte nt, of work on p ermanent 
improvements in this city, with more or less injury to its per- 
manent interests, without any ultimate reduction of taxation; be- 
at the second session of the Fiftieth Congress, in which 
there was a Democratic House, and where, on the theory of the 
gentlemen on the other side, there should have been a wise econ- 
omy in expenses, there was an appropriation of $5,682,410 for Dis- 
trict purposes for the fiscal year 1890, or nearly $700,000 more 
than this bill carries; and that, too, when the population and 
needs of the city were less than now. Indeed,I find that the ap- 
propriations made by this bill are less than have been made in 
any year since 1888—a sure indication that the reduction made 
in this bill is not based on a careful consideration of the wants of 


the District. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman made a general statement 
that the passage of this bill would involve a very large de- 
heLency sale 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not make the statement in that form. 
| simply said that it would postpone needed expenditures for 

saitta works that must be provided for hereafter and might in- 


schoolbooks. This vote to-day was not to appropriate a single 
dollar more than was already provided for in the bill. The gen- 
tlemen on the other side are ready to vote for any proposition | 
which will ta 1oney out of the Government Treasury. They | 
always vote “aye” for schoolbooks, or anything else, if it makes 
the appropriations larger than they would otherwise be. But 
here was a chance to vote to assist the schools simply at the ex- 
yense Of the militia, without taking one dollar more out of the 
Treasury than was already provided for in the bill; and, when it 
could be done without expense, they voted *‘no.” When it was 
propos d to make larger appropr iations by the sum of $23,000, 
they voted “‘yes,” and that is their record, not only in this Con- 
gress, but also in the “‘ billion-dollar Congress,” and will ever be. 


I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, so much has been said with 
reference to the retrenchment that is carried by this bill that it 
is but just there should be a simple statementof the facts. This 
bill, including the appropriations for the water supply, carries 
$609,000 or thereabouts less than the appropriations for the Dis- 
trict made at the second session of the last Congress. 

This reduction has been made, not in any ordinary expendi- 
tures of 


nent and necessary work; thatandthatalone. Of this reduction 


$250,000 is in La appropriation for paving streets, $70,700 in that | 


for sewers 500 in the appropriation for county roads, $182,000 
for school b lai ngs, and $29,000 for a station-house. These five 
permanent objects have been reduced $617,000—more than the 
whole reduction in the bill. If there had been the same appro- 


priations for the permanent works in the District, namely, coun- 
try roads, paving of streets, school buildings, and those objects 
of permanent expenditures that are 
arge city like Washington, this bill would have carried $185,000 
more than the bill of last year. 
Now, whether ; 

thus largely to r 
houses, and for public 
reason for difference 


duce the 


appropriations for streets, for school- 


of opinion; but this much is certain, that 


every dollar of oo in this direction this year simply car- 


ries with it tl ecessity for so much increase da ppropriations 
for those pu * oses hereafter. There is no saving ultims ately, in 
any city, in reducing the appropriations for streets, for paving, 
for sewers, for schoolhouses, or other permanent purposes of 


that kind below ight 


: 
De 


what o to be expended, when those 
itures must ultimately made by that city. They simply de- 
fer necessary appropriations, nothing more and nothing 
There has been $609,000 reduction, simply made by deferring 


expenc- 


less. 





| we 
it may be wise in the presentcondition of things | 


| cause withholding appropriations for permanent im 
| does not leave 
he District, but in a reduction of five items of perma- | 


vite deficiencies. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the gentleman does not say that a de- 
ficiency will arise on account of the failure to appropriate a suf- 
ficient amount for any particular item carried by the bill? 


Mr. DINGLEY. I simply say that in withdrawing $617,000 
from permanent public works, such as schoolhouses, streets, 


paving, sewers, roads, you reduce no expenditures, but only defer 
the appropriation of sums equal to that amount to some future 
Congress after the Presidential election. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman does not indicate any 
item in this bill which he is willing to say involves a deficiency. 
Mr. DINGLEY. [am not commenting upon that at all, be- 

—— 
: a techincal de ficiency, but stops or at least delays 
such improvements and leaves so much more to be appropriated 
by a future Cons gress. Of this policy of deferring ap; cauelediaes 
for necessary public works in the District, and withdrawing ap- 


| propriations in order that the bill may seem to be re sduced, 


when in fact just so much money additional will have to be ap- 
propriated hereafter, I do say that nothing is saved thereby; the 


| expenditure is simply postponed until after the Presidential 


2 continually going on ina | 


works in this District, there may be some | 


election—that and nothing more. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire at this time, 
to enter upon a discussion of the condition of the Treasury and 
will not do so, but I wish to say, before concluding the bill, that 
have made generous provision—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, there is 
one remark that lintended toadd. The bill carries, for general 
purposes, an increase of appropriation of $185,000, and if there had 


| been the same appropriation for permanent works that was made 


by the last Congress, this bill would be $185,000 larger instead of 
less than the bill of the last Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In reply to the gentleman’s last remark, 1 
will simply state that the items of the increases and decreases 
are already of record, and I do not care to refer to them again. 
But, Mr. Chairman, now that we are about to conclude the con- 


| sideration of this bill, I will say, speaking for myself and voic- 


| they were 
any item of the bill. 


ing, I believe, the views of the majority of the Committee on 
Appropriations, if there was to-day in the Treasury of the 
United States $215,000,000 of surplus, as there was on the 4th of 
March, 1889, upon the present basis of estimating such surplus, 
I would not, as I now recall the items of the bill, add one dolla 
to any one of them. We have made generous provision for 
every branch of the public service of the District, and I reiter- 
ate that even if we were not confronted, as we are, with a defi- 
ciency, and if the Treasury vaults were crowded with money, as 
a few years ago, I would not add a single dollar to 
I will say, further, that the c tharge that 
we have reduced the appropriations in order to present to the 
country an appearance of ¢ ae when, in fact, there is no real 
economy, is not warranted by the investigation that was made 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last three words. This subject of free text-books has at- 
tracted agood deal of attention. My friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE} has made further reference to it hygts d ry two 
or three times it has been _ rted on the other side that the 
system which was inaugurated by last year’s bill did not embrace 
six grades in the public schools, but only four. In order to set- 


| tle that question forever, I hope, I will read the provision in last 


permanent works in this District, while the expenditures for the | 
ordinary purposes of the District have = en increased $185,000. 

Now, I simply state these facts, Mr. Chairman, and I should 
not have said a word at this time if ae re had not been so much 
emphasis laid on this idea of reduction, for by and by we shall 
see these ay ppropr iation bills footed up, and shall be told how 
much saving has been made, when as a matter of fact not a dol- 
lai been saved. Th appro] wriations for permane " works 
have been postponed, and in some cases deficiencies, perhaps, in- 
vited. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having said this much, and I had not in- 
tended to make any remarks at this time, I simply say that all 
these facts should goto the country in connection with the claim 
of reduction of expenditures, so that when it is claimed that 
this appropriation bill carries only $4,987,555 for this District, 
against an appropriation of $5,597,125 in the last bill, half of 
which is to be paid by taxation imposed upon the property of the 
District, the public may understand that the reduction is all 
made at the expense of those public works which are so essential 
to the welfare of a great city. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. lask unanimous consent that the gentleman | 
be allowed to finish his remarks. 

Mr. DINGLEY. lI ask only two minutes more. 


year’s bill, which is, of course, the current law on the subject: 


F or text- books and school supplies for the use of the pupils of the first six 
' grades who at the time are not supplied with the same, to be distributed by 
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enaieinenseiainisaaacaeaiaremanineande . . ; ol ' 
| 
| 
F the superintendent of publi hools under regulations to be made by the | Mr. SAYERS Hi: ‘ 11 i toa 
i Commissioners of the District ‘ tC lumbia, and for the necessary expe ns r 


of the purchase, distribution, and preservation of said text-books and p “~ J liar. a a : ‘ 
plies, $25,000 Provided, That the di tribution of the text-books and school | Mr. BUCHANAN of New J do not know wheth« 
supplies herein provided for shall be made giving preference first tothe chil- | is or not. 
dren in the lower of the said six grades. ' SAYERS r think h : 
[hat law made provision for six grades,and $25,000 was ap Ir. BUCHANAN of New J W if he has been, he 
propriated. The system was intended to touch the first six | oucht not to have been. It does not1 anv diff ee to 1 
grades, including children up to the age of ten or eleven years. | who did this work; it was done, and it w: nproper on Maj. 
The amount appropriated only served to equip thoroughly the | [decker is the gentleman to whom | : 


j 
first four grades, and the estimates this year are for enough| ‘vr, SAYERS. |] refer to } 
money, namely, $35,000, to eq ip tl 1e other two grades provided Mr. BUCHANAN of N Jer ‘o 














for in the system adoptex under the current law, and to keep up | pevenues of the District were not suffi a ?, 
' the first four grades which were provided for by the appropria advanced monev for that n J ‘ 
tion of last year. | tion of this bill provides tha ’ f whi 
One word more, to say to my honorable friend from Missouri | this year be taken from the i ; anne 
[Mr. DocKERY]. I will not undertake to enter the domain of | apove the amount appr sted in 1 
his mind or to deny his statement that he would not make any | eourse. to the one-half all the way throug in hed 
change in any of the items in this bi leven ‘if the Treasury con evavit to the United Sta that money a 
tained a surplus of $200,000,000.” ‘tates axnended and which has be alt ae ‘ 
A man’s thoughts and motives we can not discuss, except as | pcg nts of this District. owing ent 
we may infer themfrom his words and acts. I will notsay, either, | jaches. the positive fault rene ¥ 
that I believe the gentleman would do differently, because wit If the people of the Distr a , 
an impending Presidential campaign he wants to force down v had had ani as naar h 
the expenditures. I will not say that; I have discussed that | },, in any way responsible for t lach ‘ - 
matter; but this I will say—after six years’ experience in co ld not oppose compelling them to 1 ; 
nection with these arora en bills, four of them with other | 4}, expense of that work. Butthe w - ' +} 
Democratic committees, [ never saw this cutting-down policy | 4) ri} the United Stat a ‘ 
pursued before as to the Dist trict of C olumbia; and, therefor r being given to people of t r ¢ 
are justified in looking somewhere else foranexplanation. That | , selves avainst i and fraud. YT 
is all I desire to say. out PRO E 
E Mr. DOCKERY. I do not desire to reply to the gentleman au on being t n. th ; ’ N 
cept to suggest that possibly his line of thought is influenced w Jersey was reiect 
the fact that the party on the othe sr side in the first session of the Mr. D RSON- I now offer the amendment v 
last Congress failed, pending an election, to appropriate $38,000,- | paen sent to the desk 
000, which was provided for in deficiency bills at the second ses The ( k read as ft 
sion of that Congress. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Oh, well, we have gone over tha TL nak aienedl “hon os : 
F befor 3. 1) int “ Di ty a ra ’ , : , ‘ - & 0) 
f The CHAIRM AN. In the absence of objection, the p » forme 3 here 


pote amendment wil dy considered as withdrawn. roy heir ng et a. tell peter 
































The Clerk read the last section of the bill, as follows into the 
i SEc. 3. That we Treasurer of the United States is hereby directed ar u hat vcts and part 
wig thorized to apply such portion as may be deemed expedient of any surp ct are herevy repeaicd 
Bey which may remain at the close of the fiscal year 1893, an oat each fiscal y ' HeEMPH ‘ 
thereafter, of the general revenues of the District of Columbia in excess « iil , ; 7 t 
one-half of those appropriations payable equally out of th ; revenues of t n t. 
District and the United States, together with any surplus revenues of the Che CHAIRMAN { ( 1 ) 
water department, to the payment of the balances yet remai ining unpaid of 2 al wa . 
a the debts of the District of Columbia creat iby the actappro Ju vis R82, | O 16 pol v 
entitled “An act to increase the water supply of the city of W shington, a Mr. HEMPHILL 
5 for other purposes,” and of se tion two of the District of Colum} ia approp) ie CHAIR \ i ( i ould 
g tion act approved March 3, 1891: Provided, That the amount of said " r a . ? “6 4 
shall be first reported to t 1e Commissioners of the District of Columb ‘ ror id we raN / 
the Treasurer of the United Sta by the First Comptroller of the Trea ) l le i 
when called upon to do so t DICKERSON 
i Mr. DICKERSON. I offer the amendment which I send to - Carolina 
> desk, to be added as section 4. ( \TRMAN ( i 
a Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. If the amendment of t fr South Carolina a é 
’ gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DICKERSON] is design to cor DICKERSON. Mr. ¢ 
a in as an independent section, [ have a proposition which wo ules than any othe: 
: come in ahead of it. I wish to move to strike out the last and that is saying a good 
F tion of the bill, section 3. But it 3 to t { 
: The CHAIRMA N. That amendment is in order. » all : : 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey Mr. Chairman, I move to eo ha , 
strike out the section for this reason: In 1882 Coneress pass 
E act providing for the extension of the water supply of the Di ox] 
trict of Columbia. In pursuance of that act an army officer wa clearly p 
2 . . . 7 . ’ - % + 
detailed as chief engineer of the work of constru iction. Under | subject-matter of this 
f his guidance and direction contracts were let, and ana jueduct Columbia; and 
* no, I can not call it an aqueduct—a hole inthe ground was bored | it is evident that by 
a for some two or three miles under the hills in the northwestern | 1 y expendi ( 
part of the city. ture up to t t 
This excavation was alleged to be lined by certain contractors; | 1 up the de 
but it was discovered that through the ina ut te a and criminal | p iturs yr t D f ( : 
neglect of the Government officials in charge the work was done | duces exp i 
in such a faulty way that it has never been of one cent of value | rule. 
either to the District or to the General Government. This of- Now, the Chair wi 
ficer to whom I have referred was appointed for this duty by tl and not ex 
United States Government without the re sheen: of the District | Mr. Chairma i ! 
having any voice in the matter. The supervision—if I may so | expended, an 


term it—of the work was carried on by him and his subordin ;| back into the T: ' be f mn : it 
without any opportunity whatever for any residents of the Dis- retre i 


I enchi any } Oi ‘ ) 
trict to exercise any influence in the matter. in other words, I do liffer b 
The tests of that work showed that it was utterly useless. A | tween a proposition cutting down t! Li ! 
court-martial for the trial of this officer followed, and he was | and one that prevents 1 x<penditure in it ceptik 
condemned. He suffered a penalty which seemed to me ridicu- Mr. HOLMAN. | would s ggest tot nt al f 
lous) ly light in propor tion to hisoffense. But that workremains | t icky that under th« yd clause of t t 


there to- day utterly useless. power to legislate on an appropria bi cont to 








hein mm } i he _ > } Solas eh s 

matters Che le provides that power to legislate on such ap- 

propria ior elat 

o e t I expendit ‘ by the re mof the number anda 
iry of the t fthe Ur i States, by ther tion of the compensa 

tion of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the 

reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill 


Now, the next provision, the proviso to this rule, would make 
this proposition in order, I think, if it were reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. Butitis not. I would 
Suggest, therefore, to the gentleman that the sundry civil bill 
carries appropriations for this special purpose, and of course 
such an amendment would be in order there. 

Mr. DICKERSON. Well, Iam willing that the Chair should 
rule upon the que stion now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
in order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the commitiee now rise 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Before that motion is submitted I wish 
to ask unanimous consent to recur to the first part of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will hear my colleague. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I rise for the purpose of availing myself 
of what I understand to be unanimous consent to return to the 
first page of the bill, to which I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to recur to the first item in the bill in order to offer 
anamendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
of the bill. i would be glad to accommodate my colleague, but 
the bill has been concluded and every appropriation provided for 
according to law. 

The CHAIRMAN. It canonly be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I object. 

The motion of Mr. DOCKERY was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the District of Columbia appropriation bill, had di- 
rected him to report the same to the House with sundry amend- 
ments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
and amendments. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 


thinks the amendment is not 


[demand the previous question on the bill 


A parliamentary question. 


if the previous question is ordered, will there still be an oppor- | 


tunity for a motion to recommit? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order either before or 
after the previous question is ordered on the final passage of the 
bill. 

The previous question 
which the amendments recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole were adopted. 

The question recurred on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. 
the bill be recommitted with instructions. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It is not in order at this time. 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order on the final passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I wish to ask recognition to offer 
an amendment to recommit the bill as a member of the commit- 
ee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
recommit. 

The SPEAKER. 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A parliamentary inquiry. 
question been ordered on the passage of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
sage of the bill. , 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I wish to submit a motion to re- 
commit the bill. ; 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order at this time. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then I move to recommit with 


I also have a motion to 


The question is on the third reading of the 


the instructions I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Re 


ommit the Mill to the Committee on Appropriations with instructions 
hey report it back with the following amendment; On page 22, line 15, 


strike out th 





he word welve’ and insert the word “ thirty-five.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. That is the same motion I 
desired to make 

Mr. DOCKERY. Id 


sage of the bil 


mand the previous question on the pas- 


e word “four” and insert the word “six ’’ and in line 20 strike | 
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I can not consent torecur to any paragraph | 
. ' 





Marcu 3, 


The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. This, I will say, is the free text- 
book question for the fifth and sixth grades. 

On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr.Chairman,the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] has stated that he desires 
to submit a motion to recommit at this time. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
on my motion to recommit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I am not in favor of the 
gentleman’s motion, but I do not think it fair that the matter 
should be rushed forward so rapidly. The gentleman [Mr. DE 
ARMOND] is not an old member of Congress. He had given no- 
tice of his purpose, and he ought to have an opportunity to have 
his proposition submitted to the 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
the proceedings? 

The SPEAKER. But one motion to recommit can be made, 
but that is subject to amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Let the gentleman submit his 
amendment. I do not wish to shut him off. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE AR- 
MOND] will send up his amendment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. ILhave sent the amendment to the Clerk's 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the word “half,”’ in line 3 
thereof the word “ one-fourth.” 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I demand the previous question 
on the amendment and the amendment to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that only one motion 
to recommit can be made. The gentlemanfrom [Iowa makes the 
motion to recommit. It is competent for the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] to offer an amendment to the motion 
of the gentleman from Iowa, but not an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I offer it as a substitute then. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, it would be in order to add 
that to the instructions, would it not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can move to amend the in- 
structions; but this proposition, as the Chair understands, is to 
amend the bill. 

Mr. DEARMOND. lLoffer thisas a substitute for the motion 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri ~~ DE AR- 
MOND] proposes to amend the instructions proposed by the gen- 


[demand the previous question 


Touse. 


Can that be done at this stage of 


} 


page 1, and insert in lieu 


tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] by the following, which the 


vas ordered, under the operation of | 


if in order, I wish to make a motion that 


Has the previous | 


Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By adding the following additional instructions: : 

‘Amend by striking out the word ‘half,’ in line 3, pagel, and inserting in 
lieu thereof the word ‘ one-fourth.’”’ 

TheSPEAKER. 
ment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, one moment—— 

The SPEAKER. That is not debatable. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to make a correction; I sent up 
only a part of the amendment. I wish to strike out the word 
‘* half.” in line 5 also, and insert the words “ three-fourths.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the proposition 
of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By adding the following additional instructions: 

“Amend by striking out the word ‘half,’ in line 3, page 1, and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘one-fourth;’ and by striking out the word ‘half,’ in line 
5 of same page, and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘ three-fourths.’ ”’ 

Mr. REED. Is that amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this to be an amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Missouri to the motion of 
the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HENDERSON] in the nature of ad- 


The question is upon agreeing to that amend- 


| ditional instructions. 


[ demand the previous question on the pas- | 





Mr. REED. But I suggest to the Chair that is not in order. 
It is not an amendment to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], but it is an amendment to something 
else, an entirely different amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Another part of the bill altogether. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is offered as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the proposition 


| of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] is a motion to re- 


commit with certain instructions; and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DE ARMOND] proposes to add to those instructions the 
proposition which has been read. 

Mr. REED. Does the Chair think that is an amendment that 


| is germane to the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa? 


Mr. DINGLEY. The instruction of the gentleman from Iowa 


[Mr. HENDERSON] refers to free text-books, and this refers to an 
entirely different subject. 


Pe 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it to be competent 
for the House to instruct, in one or more particulars, the com- 
mittee to which it is proposed to recommit the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
could have embraced in his motion all three of these propositions: 
and if he could, why, of course, the amendment is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amendment is in or- 
der, and the question is upon agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND]. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, is not the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] subject to a 
point of order, inasmuch as it changes existing law? 

Mr. SAYERS. But it reduces expenditures. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It does not reduce the total expendit 
at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it does reduce expenditure s on the pé 
of the Federal Government. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But the Federal Government and the Dis- 
trict government are subject to the same jurisdiction, and the 
rule does not say ‘‘ reducing expenditures by the General Goy- 
ernment,” but it says ‘* reducing expenditures.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it reduces expenditures, by reducing the 
amount of this bill to be paid out of the Federal Treasury. It 
comes clearly within the authority of the third clause of Rule 
XXII. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] that the rule to which he re- 
fers is a limitation upon the Committee of the Whole and not 
upon the House. In the House any amendment may be consid- 
ered, if it is germane. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
even in the House. 

The SPEAKER. If it is germane, it is in order, whether it 
increases or reduces expenditures. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Chair will refer to the Digest, on 
page 432, he will find the following: 

A motion to commit or refer, with instructions to report a certain amen 


ment, is not in order if the proposed amendment is not in order to the pend 
ing bill. 


But the amendment itself must be in ord 


Now this would not be in order on the pending bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. We can not instruct the 
Committee of the Whole to violate the rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. It would not be in order, in the Committee 
of the Whole, to adopt this proposition, because it would be sub- 
ject to the point of order, and certainly the House can not in- 
struct the committee to do that which it is powerless to do under 
its rules. 

Mr. REED. This is a proposition to instruct the Committee 
of the Whole, and the House can not instruct the Committee of 
the Whole to act in violation of the rules. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Speaker, this proposition is in order under 
the third clause of Rule XXI, because it reduces the amount car- 
ried by this bill to be paid out of the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. REED. The words “to be paid out of the Federal Treas- 
ury ” are the gentleman’s own interpolation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the obvious meaning of the rule. 

Mr. REED. That is what the gentleman adds to the rule. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if I may be indulged a moment 
by the Chair, it seems to me that the rule itself covers the ques- 
tion. The expenses of this District have heretofore been paid, 
one-half by the General Government and one-half by the District 
of Columbia. Section 3 of rule XXTI embraces this language: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing 
existing law be in order, except such as, being germane tothe subject-matter 
of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and 
salary of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compen 
sation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the 
reduction of amounts of money covered by the bil) 

It seems to me that that clause covers it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the next clause. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And also by a reduction of the amount of 
money covered by the bill. Now, the officers of this District 
are paid one-half out of the Treasury of the United States. The 
proposition of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De ARMOND] 
is to pay them only one-fourth out of the Treasury of the United 
States. It certainly does reduce the amount of compensation 

aid out of the Treasury to those officers, and shifts the responsi- 
bility of their payment upon another than the Government of 
the United States: and it seems to me, therefore, that the amend- 
ment is in order. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman from Tennessee overlooks 
the fact that the funds which are collected from the District are 
paid into the Treasury of the United States; and therefore this 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri will not reduce to 
the extent of one cent the amount of money which is paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States. 
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But the gentleman knows very well 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. 


If the gentleman will permit me, as soon 


as the Speaker looks over that point. You can not increase the 


expenditures. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. 


Now, what | was going to suggest 
Wait, I am not through: wait until the 


| Chair has looked over that point. 


The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman from South Carolina. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the point 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee would have something 
in it but for two fatal objections. The first is, that t ioney 
that is raised by taxation from the people of this District is aid 
into the Treasury of the United States and paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States: and, therefore, this instruction 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. DE ARMOND|] i 
not applicable, because it does not retrench expenditure y tl 
reduction of the number and salaries of the officers of the United 
States, or by the reduction of the compensation of any officer paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States, because all tl nd 
that are paid to the officers in this District are paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States; and the tax that is paid by a citi 
en residing in the District of Columbia goes into the Tr asur'y 


of the United States just as much as any fund that is paid by a 


merchant importing goods, or by a man who pays internal-reve 
nue tax. All the funds from this District, and all that are co 
lected from all other sources, go into the Treasury of the United 


States. Therefore the centleman’s ‘oposition does not hold 

good, because this instruction will not reduce thi expen 

of moneys that are paid out of the Treasury of the United States 
ich is the expression used in the rules. 

[t changes the mode of payment only, and the result will be 
that one-fourth of this would be charged toa particular fund, 
the other three-fourths to another fund, both in the Treasu y of 
the United States. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 3ut, what I desire to state 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But, if the gentleman will allow mea little 
further, | want to say that the rule does not permit an increase 
of expenditure in any sense; and therefore if you reduce the 


amount that is paid outof the general fund of the Treasury of the 
United States, you are obliged to increase the amount to the 
same extent that is paid out of the fund of the District; and that 
will be an increased expenditure, which is prohibited under the 
Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. This changes existing law. and 
does not reduce the amount of the bill one cent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What I want 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I want tosay that this changes existin 
law, but does not reduce expenditures; and the two things must 
go together. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 


Missouri will 


Mr. Speaker 

What ] y, if the gentleman from 
indulge me a moment, in reply to the statement 
made by the gentleman from South Carolina in response to mine, 
is, that the one-half paid into the Treasury of the United Stat 
is a trust fund collected from the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia, to be used for a specific purpose, which could not be di- 
verted by the Government. There is that distinction betwe: 
it and the moneys that are put into the Treasury of the United 
States as funds of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Why, l agree with the gentleman that this 
is a trust fund: and that any and all moneys collected from the 
people of this country by taxation are trust funds. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But, one is a trust fund to be appli 
erally. and the other to be applied specifically. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Sois every fund. I yield to the gent 


vanted tosay,. 


A g! an 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know 
Mr. DINGLEY. I desire tocall attention to the fact that this 


very question has already been ruled upon. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouriis recognized. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman from South Carolina 
yielded the floor to me. 

The SPEAKER. Ina discussion of a question of orde 
could hardly be done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isimply wanted tosay that this has been dé 
cided before in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether it 
would be inorder for me to state that the adoption of thi 
ment would involve a deficiency of $445,000? Thatis to say, t) 


revenues would 0 


£ 


inadequate by that amount to meet th: 
propriations made by the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call your a 
tention to the fact that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. OT! 
at an early stage in the consideration of this bill offered an amen 
ment very similar to this one, changing the proportion of the 


expenses of this District to be paid by the citizens; the point 








order wa a that that amendment was in violafion of the 
rules, and Chairman of the committee sustained the point 
and the a ndment was ruled out. It appears, therefore, that 
this very question has already been decided in the Committee of 
the W! 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word upon 
that point. The gentleman from Wisconsin|Mr. MILLER] made 
a motion to strike out the word *‘ half” where it occurred. Th 
question of order was raised and the gentleman from Wisconsin 
himself, 1 ving that his motion was not in order 

Mr. DINGLE* [ do not refer to that amendment but to the 
one offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. OTIs], an amend- 
ment exactly similar to this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hopethe Chair will hear me for a moment, 
for | dor vant any wrong precedent to be established here. 


The gentleman who offered the amendment stated that he sup- 
posed it was not in order, and on the strength of that the Chair- 


man sustained the point of order; but the Chairman did not con- 
sider the question himself as I understand. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The point of order was made, and the amend- 
ment was ruled out by the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the other case it was virtually conceded 
by the mover of the amendment that the point of order was well 
takel 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, may I be permitted a 
word, as I seem to be involved in this question, having presided 
he amendment referred to was offered. The gentleman 
TI 


curred on that occasion in Committee of the Whole. The gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Oris] did submit an amendment, but 
when he arose to advocate it the first thing he said was, ‘‘ I know 
that this amendment is subject to the point of order.” The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] had made the point of 
order against the amendment, and the gentleman from Kansas 


made his argument, and concluded by saying, in substance, ‘I 
CO de the point of order is good.” The gentleman from Mis- 


souri [Mr. DOCKERY] insisted upon the point of order, and the 
gentleman from Kansas conceded that it was good; that is, both 
gentlemen agreed that the point of order was well taken. The 
amendment was ruled out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no. 

Vir. RICHARDSON. Oh, yes. The gentleman will find that 
that is a correct statement of what occurred, and the RECORD 
shows it. i have just examined it. The Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole at that time did not feel that he should sus- 
tain the point of order when the gentleman who offered the 
amendment and the gentleman who had chargeof the billagreed 
that the point of order was well taken. There was really noth- 
ing for the Chair to decide. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, on the point of order I would like to 





make this suggestion: The District of Columbia is unquestion- 
ably a Federal possession. It isunder the control of the Federal 
Congress. Its expenditures are met out of the Federal Treasury, 


no matter where the funds originate. The Federation could ex- 
pend that money in any way it saw fit, just as it can expend the 
money which comes from customsrevenues. Consequently there 
can be no difference whatever in the nature of these funds in the 
Treasury. They are Federal funds and they come out of the 
Federal Treasury, no matter how they are raised, whether by 
customs duties or by local taxation upon the District of Colum- 
bia. Hence this proposition does not in any way retrench ex- 
penditures [t only changes the origin or source of the money 
whichis to be expended, but all the money, from whatever source 
derived, comes out of the Federal Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Maine a question. Does not this bill provide that one-half of 
this appropriation shall be paid out of money in the Treasury 
collected in the District of Columbia? 


“ 
Mr. REED. t does. 
The SPEAKER. Andthe other half fromthe general fund in 
the Treasury? 
Mr. REED. Precisely: butit isall money inthe Federal Treas- 


it there by Federal law for Federal purposes. The 
Congress of the United States makes this appropriation acting 
as the legislative body of the confederation, the Union, which 
owns the District of Columbia, and this District is the only prop- 
erty, except afew pieces in the several States, which the United 


seis. aan r} 
ury, brougi 

. 
I 


States does own. The Union took possession of the District of 
Columbia for the purpose of having property of its own, where it 
could have its seat of government free from the control or juris- 
diction of the States or of anyone else. We govern this city and 
this District without any reference directly to the wishes or will 
of the inhabitant We do that only because it is Federal prop- 


erty, and what we take out of the citizens of the District by tax- 
ation we take by Federal authority, and we put it into the Fed- 


eral Treasury. Consequently, whatever money isexpended here 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 3, 


under this bill is expended out of the Federal Treasury, and is 
neither lessened nor increased by this proposition, but the source 
from which this money comes issomewhatchanged. The propo- 
sition, therefore, is within the inhibition of the rule suggested 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a word upon 
this point. Unless the Chair has the bill itself before him—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide the question. 
The Chair is of the opinion that it is not competent to do by in- 
direction that which could not be direetly done; that it is not 
competent for the House to direct the committee to do something 
which the committee itself could not do by reason of a rule re- 
stricting it from such action. Therefore, the question for the 
Chair todetermine is, whether this amendment would be in order 
in Committee of the Whole. Concededly it changes existing 
law. Itis in order, then, if it reduces expenditures, and is not 
in order if it does not. This bill, a copy of which is before the 
Chair, provides 

That the half of the following sums named, respectively, is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and 

» other half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

So there seems to be an amount of money in the Treasury rec- 
ognized as the ‘‘revenues of the District of Columbia,” distinct 
from money in the Treasury from general sources; and this propo- 
sition, as the Chair understands, is to reduce the amount appro- 
priated from the general fund, that raised for general purposes. 
Therefore, the Chair thinks the amendment reduces expendi- 
tures, and is in order. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Is this question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; the motion to recommit is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Are we going to change the whole system 
of District government without a word? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was not agreed to; there being—ayes 38, noes 
QR 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I now ask a vote on my motion 
to recommit with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. HENDERSON of [Iowa moves that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, with instructions to report it back with the fol- 
lowing amendment 

On page 22, in lime 15, strike out the word “four’”’ and insert ‘six; ’’ and 
in line 20, strike out the word * twelve” and insert ‘thirty-five.’ 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. On that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman from 
[owa will let us understand, as some gentlemen have just come 
into the Hall, what is the effect of this amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It is to extend the free text-book 
stem to the fifth and sixth grades of the public schools. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 41 voting therefor. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 87, nays 137, not voting 107; as follows: 

YEAS—7. 





> 


i 


Andrew, Cutting, Johnson, N.Dak. Ray, 
Atkinson, Dalzell, Jolley, Reed, 
Baker, Daniell, Ketcham, Reilly, 
Bartine, Davis, Lind, Robinson, Pa 
Belknap, Dingley, Little, Russell, 
Beltzhoover, Doan, Lodge, Shonk, 
Bentley, Dunphy, Loud, Simpson, 
Boutelle, Fellows, McAleer, Sperry, 
Bowers, Fitch, McKaig, Stephenson, 
Broderick, Flick, McKenna, Stone, C. W. 
Brosius, Griswold, Milliken, Stone, W. A. 
Buchanan, N. J. Grout, O'Donnell, Storer, 
Burrows Hall, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, Tenn. 
Butler Halvorson, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, E.B 
Cable, Henderson,Iowa O'Neill, Mm Taylor, J.D. 
Cadmus Henderson, Ill. Otis, Wadsworth, 
Clark, Wyo Hitt, Payne, Walker, 
Clover, Hoar, Perkins, Weadock 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Pa Pickler, Williams, Mass. 
Coolidge, Houk, Ohio Powers, Wilson, Ky. 
Crosby, Hull, Raines, Wright 
Cummings, Johnson, Ind Randall, 

NAYS—137. 
Abbott, Brawley, Castle, Craig, 
Alexander, Breckinridge, Ark. Cate, Crain, 
Allen, Bretz, Causey, Crawford, 
Amerman, Brookshire Chipman, Culberson, 
Arnold, Bullock, Clarke, Ala. Dickerson, 
Bankhead, Bunting, Cobb, Ala Dixon, 
Barwig, Busey, Coburn, Dockery, 
Beeman, Bushnell, Compton, Donovan, 
Blanchard, Bynunp, Coombs, Dungan, 
Bland, Byrns, Covert, Edmunds, 
Blount, Caminetti, Cowles, Elliott, 
Bowman, Capehart, Cox, N. Y. Ellis, 
Branch, Caruth, Cox, Tenn. English, 
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En ! > Che ¢ *k read as follo 
Epes Kribbs Norton Steward, Il ‘ H.R 4 
Everett Lanham, O'’Ferrall, Stewart, Tex 1 ex e.” approve Be RX 
Forney Lawson, Va Outhwaite Stockdale ; : riers a ¥ ; 
Fowler Lawson, Ga Owens, Stone, Ky if : ravelers al 
"ny U4 ) ers all 
Gantz, Layton, Page, Md rillman | tatior 
Geissenhainer, Lewis, Parrett, Tucker, | , 
; ae mae 1 ane Mr. LIND. Mr 
Goodnight Lockwood Patterson, Tenn rurnet | il 4LuN Mr. Speakel i 3 
Gorman, Long, Pattison, Ohio Van Horn ’ hour T had the floor. a 
Grady, Mallory, Patton Warwick 1 1TALLOR‘ mm 
Greenleaf, Martin, Paynter l Mich vi . 
Haliowell McClellan Pearson to me. 
Hare McCreary Pendleton Wike, rs The SPEAKER. The ¢ an 
Harries McGann, Pierce, Williams, N. ¢ fy 4 nnesota [Mr. LIND 1 z 4) 
Hatch, McMillin, Richardson, Williams, Ill | een pa, Wg ~ 7 = ' 
; Haynes, Ohi McRae, Robertson, La Wilson, W. Va | hour when this bill was under con era n « a pre ous da 
Heard, Meyer, Rockwell, Winn Mr. MALLORY. And had yielded ! 
Hemphill Miller Sayers Wise — rN Y . 4 oa al 
: : : , Ly | ) | Will state tl acts, ir. Speaks stand 
Holman, Mitchell, Scott, Youmans | ar. LIN] . ait a A ass . a un 
Hooker, Miss Montgomery Seerley them, so there can be no confusion. 
Jones, Moses, Shell, | Mr. DOCKERY. If the Chair will permit me, I 
Kendall, Mutchler Snodgrass | parliamentary situation was thi Lira 
NOT VOTING—107 the time. The gentleman from ha : n 
Alderson, potiives, saber, Smith, | utes of his hour remaining and has 1 r, and the ventlema 
Babbitt Jurborow ester, Va Springer ere os. rhe i , ; 
Bacon, Enochs, Lester, Ga. Stackhouse from Virginia [Mr. WIS O 
Bailey, Fithian, Livingston, Stahlnecker, hour. 
Belden, Forman, Lynch, Stevens, TheSPEAKER. Thatisin accordance with the memorai 
ergen vunston Magner, stout, 1 . 1 . 1.3 
Cre , : +h: the air he he re | le 
Bingham, Fyan, Mansur, Stump, that the : Chair has before hin " 
Boatner, Geary, McDonald, Sweet, Mr. LIND. Inow yield tomy colleague on the committee from 


| 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillespie, McKeighan Tarsney, Florida. How much time does my colleague wish? 


Brickner, Hamilton, McKinney Taylor, I) “ae DV at FF a e Ss 
Brown, Harmer, Meredith, Taylor, V. A. Mit 7 ALI 0} > . Abo it Hiiteen minutes ” 
Brunner, Harter, Mills, Terry, Mr. LIND. Then I yield fifteen minutes to my colleam 


Moore, 
Morse, 


Townsend 
Tracey, 
Turpin, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Watson, 


Bryan, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bunn, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Catchings, 


Haugen, 
Hayes, Iowa 
Henderson, N.C. Oates, 
Herbert, Page, R.I 
Hermann, Peel, 
Hooker, N. Y Post, 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, as one of the members of the 
committee who signed the viewsof the minority, dissenting fro 
the passage of this bill, I deem it proper that [ should place on 


record some of the reasons that actuated me in joining in that 





1 , j} r ‘o tT 

Cheatham, Hopkins, Ill Price, Waugh, minority report. a 
Chapin, Houk, Tenn. Quckenbush Wever, [am opposed to this measure, Mr. Speaker, for two reasons; 
Clancy, Huff, : Rayner, Wheeler, Ala first, because of the principle involved in the bill; and in the 
Cobb, Mo. Johnson, Ohio Reyburn, Whiting, | ; i place. the bill itself 3e 2 decention and will not aeenmn)} 
Cockran, Johnstone, S. C Rife, Willcox, pemgengeesdl_ neem, the bill 1tselt 1s a deception and will not accompt) 
Cooper, Kem, Rusk, Wilson, Wash the purpose which it ostensibly is intended to accomplish. | 
’ I , : 7} Til . 7 1 ao 7 
Curtis, Kyle, Sanford Wilson, Mo proposes to make an exception tothe rule laid down by Congress 
De Armond, Lagan, Scull, Wolverton : : ee cee A ie il 1% ae ans a . 
De Forest. Lane. Shively. some years ago with regard to the discriminations made Dy rau- 

road corporations in the interest of individuals and individua 


So the motion of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, to recommit with , corporations throughout this country. It proposes to open th: 


instructions, was rejected. door to an invasion of that principle. And, sir, so insidious is 
The following pairs were announced: it. that if adopted, it will, I think, abort all the efforts whicl 


have been made by Congress to pre 
inations which corporations as public carriers have heretof 
practiced against incividuals. 

[ will simply call the attention of the House to the | 
this measure and frankly ask them if they do not agree wit 


+ 


Until further notice: 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. REED. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. ENOCHsS. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. SCULL. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. KEM. that it is one of the most insidious plans to break down the p 
Mr. FORMAN with Mr. TOWNSEND. ciple involved in our interstate-commerce law that could have 
Mr. STEVENS with Mr. RANDALL. been devised. It provides as an amendment to the act appr 
Mr. STACKHOUSE with Mr. HUFF. 7 : 


1 


the ou 











February 4, 1887, the following: 

. Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. | That nothing in this act shall trued to prol y n \ 
Mr. LAGAN with Mr. WEVER. from giving reduced rates of transportation and a permit to carry a wei 

: Mr. TURPIN with Mr. CALDWELL. pep ree tdi papel pec aegypti 

B Mr. KYLE with Mr. SANFORD. | sell mercha i 
Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. SWEET. goods for 
Mr. BROWN with Mr. SMITH of Illinois. | Now, !] ited, sir, that a casual examination 
For this day: | this clause reveal the fact that by its passage this Congres 
Mr. TERRY with Mr. BINGHAM. simply says to the railroad corporations engaged in interstat 


Mr. WILSON of Missouri with Mr. Morse. commerce, that while we in the past have endeavored to redress th 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. DOLLIVER. | wrongsand outragesthat have been committed upon certain classes 
Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. Houk of Tennessee. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. CURTIS. 


inations whic have been mad 


against some and in favor of others, nevertheless, we propost 


of our people by the discrin 





Mr. WILLCOX with Mr. BERGEN. now in reference to a large and deserving and intelligent clas 
Mr. MOORE with Mr. HAUGEN. of people in this country—the commercial travelers—to strik 
Mr. BAILEY with Mr. GEARY. down the barriers erected in th ist and say to you that we 


Mr. McKINNEY with Mr. RIFE. | will allow you to discriminate between the two hundred and od 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. thousand commercial travelers of 1 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. | will give you the most favorable rat ' 
Mr. DOCKERY. Idemand the previous question on the pas- | ceived, and to the other we will exact from you the most exo 

sage of the bill. tant rates that the law will permit us to demar 














The previous question was ordered, under the operation of There is no inhibition upon the right of the common carr 
which the bill was passed. inder this act to carry out that programme and to exercis t 
On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the motion to reconsider the last | own sweet will in building up one individual or city on 
vote taken was laid upon the table. and in breaking down another. Under that provision any rail- 
SPECIAL RATES TO COMMERCIAL TRAVELERS. ee ee eee ee oe near CORRES, SNe Bene 
an arrangement W1th an Individual encags ina large 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule the committees will now be | business. whereby it will mak pecial rat to the com! 
called for the consideration of bills that may be called up from | travelers who travel in the interests of that particular | 
the House or Union Calendars, and the call rests with the Com- | and at the same time adhere to the regular rates that are exat 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, who have pending | against the rest of the public, and the other commercial tra 
a bill which has been partly considered. ers engaged in the same line of business. 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the title Then again, Mr. Speaker, there is another objection to t 
of the bill read. bill itself, so far as theobjectsougchtto be obtained concern 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the pend- Mr. WISE. If the gentleman will allow me. the) in amend- 


ing bill. ment which obviates the objection you have just ma 
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Mr, MALLORY. I will admit that there is an amendment: 
and I wil] say, Mr. Chairman, that while this bill was pending in 
the committee, [ myself offered to the subcommittee an amend- 
ment covering the very objection to which I have called atten- 
tion, and that amendment was objected to on the ground that it 
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| vidual or the public. That is good Democratic doctrine, and it 


was impracticable. The language of the amendment which I of- | 


fered was this: 

But such reduced rat nd permits shall be equala 
plication to all commercial travelers who are traveling 
business 


i uniform in their ap- 


for the same kind of 





i meant to say, before 1 wasinterrupted by the gentleman from 
Virginia |Mr. WISE] that I offered that amendment before the 
subcommittee and that it was rejected. 

But there is another feature of this bill, bearing in mind that 
it is intended for the benefit of the commercial traveler, to 
which I would briefly advert. Those who have copies of the bill 
before them will see that the granting of these special permits 
for passenger travel and for extra weights of baggage is placed 
upon this condition: 

Upon satisfactory proof that the person applying for reduced transporta- 
tion is a commercial traveler within the meaning of this act. 

In other words, we are asked to say to the railroad corpora- 
tions engaged in interstate commerce in this country, ‘* You may 
grantspecial privileges to certain commercial travelers, and you 
may withhold them from others: and in order that you may es- 
cape the penalties which are imposed for a violation of the inter- 
state-commerce law as it now stands we vest in you the disere- 
tion of saying whether or not an individual is a commercial trav- 
eler or not.” 


In other words, upon satisfactory proof that the person apply- | 


ing for reduced transportation is acommercial traveler, the rail- 
road companies engaged in interstate commerce can grant or not 
grant this privilege, according to their own sweet will. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Do I understand the gentleman to 
state that when the question of fact is presented as to who is 
acommertial traveler and who is not, the decision is left with 
the railroad company? 

Mr. MALLORY. According to the amendment adopted by 
the committee the determination, as the gentleman has stated, 
is in my judgment left with the railroad company. I know no 
other interpretation to put upon it. It reads: 

Upon satisfactory proof. 


Upon satisfactory proof to whom? Why, to the individual or 
company that is going to grant this privilege. Certainly it could 


not be intended that it was upon satisfactory proof to anybody | 


else. We vestin them a discretion to determine whether the 
individual is engaged in the commercial traveler’s business or 


not, and we say to him, ‘‘ You may determine that a man is acom- | 


mercial traveler when in fact he is not, and you may grant to him 
all the privileges of this act in the face of the law which says that 
you shall not make any discrimination between individuals.” 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Now, suppose it turns out that in spite 
of the decision of the railroad he is not a commercial waved 
Where is the penalty? 

Mr. MALLORY. There is none. There is no penalty under 
this law: but if we leave that clause out of this bill, why the 
penalty is fixed by the existing law which covers this question. 
it provides very broadly that any violation of that law shall be 
punished by certain penalties. By the addition of this clause, 
which is in italics at the end of this bill, it will be seen that we 
not only open the door to discrimination, we not only vest these 
railroad corporations with the power of granting the privileges 
which are here sought, to one set of men, and denying them to 
another engaged in the same business, but we relieve them, 
inder this clause, of all responsibility; because we vest them 
with a discretion and we certainly can not question that discre- 
tion after it is once vested and exercised. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. In other words, it would destroy the very 
purpose for which the original interstate-commerce law was en- 
acted. 

Mr. MALLORY. Undoubtedly, as the gentleman suggests, we 
strike at the very root of the principle which is embodied in the 
interstate-commerce law; and if this bill becomes a law, I say 
that I believe it will be well for us to abolish the farce of an In- 
terstate Commerce Commission. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the whole thing on princi- 


er. 


gladdens my heart to find that I can join hands with a distin- 
guished Republican upon the other side and advocate that prin- 
ciple. 

The reason for the existence of the interstate-commerce law 
was the fact that the people of this country slowly awakened to 
a realization of the fact that these public carriers, these institu- 
tions which get their breath and existence from the State, not 
for their own benefit, but pro bono publico, for the benefit of the 
great public, were abusing this power that was vested in them 
by the public and were discriminating and using that power as 
the Standard Oil has been for years, for the purpose of building 
up monopolies. Then the people, in their strength rising, made 
their impress upon this House and the House across the Capitol 
and the interstate-commerce law came into being. We should 
not forget the fact, Mr. Speaker, that these institutions are pub- 
lic: that they have no rights which can conflict with the rights 


| of the public who have given them their very existence, and 
when we come in here, as this committee has done, a large ma- 


j 





jority. recommending the passage —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY in the chair). The 
time of the gentleman from Florida has expired. 

Mr. LIND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. O'NEILL]. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which this bill was re- 
ferred, and which was presented by me, really by request, early 
in the session, took occasion to write to the Commission, and 
they have received a reply from the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, which I desire to have read to the House, because it 
covers very much of the ground which I take upon this bill, 
after I have submitted the two amendments which I[ think should 


| be made. After that is done I would vote for the bill. I did not 
| sign the minority report; but I felt while the bill was under dis- 


cussion in the committee very much as that report expresses 
itself: and it is now before the House, to be read by the mem- 


| bers of this House if they choose. 


Mr. Speaker, I send up this answer from the Interstate Com- 
mission, and ask that it be read; and I want to say in behalf of 
that Commission that I do not think, since we passed the inter- 
state-commerce act and that Commission was formed, that there 
has ever been a body of men composed of more competent per- 
sons than those who have filled the places of the Commissioners 
heretofore, and those who fill the places now. 

My principal objection to this bill is that it goes toofar. The 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], who favors it very 
strongly, and who made such an impressive speech in its behalf 
afew days ago, mentioned that at least 180,000 men were engaged 
in this business of commercial traveling. 

Some one else in a speech, I think perhaps it was the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. WISE], the chairman of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, stated that there were 


| 250,000 of those commercial travelers. That isavery large body 


|of men. Now, by the provisions of the bill as reported from the 


ple. I think I go even further than my colleague on the com- | 


mittee, the gentleman from Minnesota|Mr. LIND]. I say that I 
am opposed under any pretext, no matter how much good may 
be said to be possible from its action. Iam opposed to abandon- 
ing the principle that railroad corporations engaged in interstate 
commerce, exist, not for individuals, not for the men who main- 
tain or run them, but for the public, and that under the power 
vested in us to regulate commerce, I can not conscienciously, 
justly, or rightly permit any discrimination against any indi- 


| 





committee it not only embraces these 250,000, or the smaller 
number of 180,000 commercial travelers, but a provision in the 
bill embraces also those by whom they are employed. In other 
words, the provision not only gives to those hundreds of thou- 
sands of commercial travelers the privileges which they seek, 
but it also gives to hundreds of thousands of wholesale merchants 
and other merchants who choose to consider’ themselves com- 
mercial travelers the benefit of these reduced rates. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. Are younot the author of this bill; and did you 
not advocate it in the last Congress? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. No, sir. 

Mr. WISE. You offered it in the last Congress and you offered 
it in this Congress. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. Mr.Speaker, I have sought to 
explain this before. I offered in the last Congress a bill like this, 
which was handed to me at the door, and I offered this bill; but 
I am not entirely bound to it because I offered the bill, nor does 
that commit me toits provisions. Butafter considering this bill, 
and after talking it over in the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, I expressed my willingness to vote for the ®ill 
providing it could be amended as I wanted to have it amended; 
and at the proper time I should like this committee to consider 
these amendments. Now, Mr. Speaker, as the bill goes so far as 
to give this privilege to from 200,000 to 250,000 commercial travel- 
ers, and to the hundreds of thousands—— 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. . 

Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman to yield 
me further time. 


i Ng 


re 


cy 5 





am 








1892. 


Mr. LIND. 
Pe onnsylvania. 

Mr. O’NEILLof Pe nnsylvania. This gives the same privilege 
to hundreds of thousands of men—those men engaged as whole- 
sale dealers and others. Itgivesthe right to railroad companies 
to give reduced rates of transportotion and freight and rates for 
passage. I consider that we had better have an amendment 
passed to it here and give to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion the power to allow railroads the right to give red 
of transportation and reduced rates of passage to any pr 
whom they may see fit. 

My other proposition is to strike out the word ‘‘ employer.” 
With those two amendments in the bill Ifavor it and will gladly 
vote for it. Itis not my bill; it did not originate with me; | 
did not draw a line of it; but I introduced it at the request ol! 
gentlemen who were interested init. Iasi now that the letter 
from the Interstate Commerce Commission be read. 

The letter was read in part, as follows: 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Washington, January 26, 18 
This Commission is in receipt of bill H. R. 372 transmitted for 


[ yield one minute more to the gentleman from 


ced raies 


on to 


DEAR SIR: 
suggestions. 
At the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, bills containing substan 
tially the same provisions were submitted for the same purpose by the Com 
mittee on Commerce. Due consideration was then given to the s 
A copy of a letter containing suggestions then made to the Committee on 
Commerce is herewith inclosed, which we respectfully ask may be considered 
a suitable compliance with your request in respect to the pending bill 372 
Respectfully, yours, 


ubject 


W. R. MORRISON 
W. G. VEAZE Y, 
MARTIN A. KNAPP 
JAMES W. MCDILI 
COMIMNUESLONETS 
Hon. GEORGE D. WISE, 
Chairman Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, March 31, 1890 

DEAR SIR: * * House bill 197, to amend the twenty-second section of 
the act: The amendment consists in adding to the persons designated in the 
act to whom reduced rates were given by railroads, commercial travelers 
whether employer or employé, who travel and sell merchandise for whole 
sale business, taking orders for subsequent delivery. The extent to which 
reduced rates may be given favored classes is a matter for the discretion 
and wisdom of Congress. Commercial travelers are provided for at some 
what reduced rates by mileage tickets which are open to all persons who 
may desirethem. Like other business men, commercial travelers are thus 
accommodated at reduced rates, but are not made a favored class. The ex 
tension of the classes of persons to whom reduced-rate tickets may be sold so 
increases the opportunities for abuses and discriminations and noes to the 
opportunities of the ticket brokers that such extensions need to be carefully 
considered, and if adopted carefully guarded. What is said of this bill 
plies as well to House bill 8546. 

+ * 7 ” - ~ x 

We further suggest that all the amendments of this section be brought 
into one bill. This suggestion is made in view of the amendment propos: 
in House bill 8278 in respect to persons injured in railroad accidents and 
members of families of employés contained on page 6 of that bill 

* = * = * = * 

We suggest whether a change of phraseology is not desirable in this bill 
(H. R. 8278, Fifty-first Congress, first session) one page 6, line 25, and that the 
word “any” be inserted before the word “railroad” in that line, and that 
the word “companies”’ be changed to “ company,” and that the words ° 
and to any point on its own line” be added to the sentence, so that it will 
_ “employés of any railroad company from and to any point on its own 
ine.”’ 

This change is in the nature of a limitation, and will restrict opportunities 
for abuse by confining the free transportation of members of families of 
— to the particular road on which they are employed. Without re 
strictive language of this kind, free or reduced transportation to members 
of families might be given over any of the roads of the country, and the 
privilege might thus grow to a large abuse. ; 

* * = - 7” a * 
Very respectfully, yours, 


ay 





from 


WM. R. MORRISON, 
AUGUSTUS SCHOONMAKER 
W. L. BRAGG, 

W. G. VEAZEY, 


Hon. CHARLES S. BAKER, 
Chairman Committee on Commer 
Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, 
man from Kansas [Mr. OTIS}. 


¢, House of Representati é 
[ yield three minutes to the gentle- 


Mr. OTIS. Mr. Speaker, [ am happy to know that there is 
no gentleman on this floor who seems willing to father this bil] 


It seems to me, sir, to be a bill which strikes directly at the 
fundamental pri inciples upon which the interstate-commerce law 
was founded. It seems to me, sir, to be in contravention of those 
fundamental principles which have been laid down by every ag- 
ricultural organization for the last twenty-five years. 

[ think, sir, that if you will examine this bill, you will find but 
one provision in it that merits any consideration whatever, and 
even that does not merit consideration, because it simply r fers 
to the case of railroads carrying people free in case of acci- 
dent, and any railroad company that would not carry people free 
under such circumstances, or that would not help to relieve the 
distress of suffering humanity under such conditions, ought to 


| seats in this Cong 
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have its charter repealed by 1atever authority gave it. So, 
sir, it seems tome that the j on } solitary meri 
torious feature in this bill that any gentleman can point t 
suppose the provision to which I have referred was put in to 
help to carry the bill through. because I find at the close of it 
ft of 

‘ nha th provis $0 } O01 I it 

¢ ut of the actual re ’ ul 
I 1 ) upon sat ) ! r re 
( itra 1 Sa ( ercia ’ : : 

i wo ( ( ) quit no atl CO! l i t { i i¢ 
committee reporting this bill inform this body whoare com - 
cial travelers? We eall them in our country ‘** commercial 
tramps.” and we think thatis a moreapp) ite name for then 
We belong to that honorable organization, the Patrons of H 
bandry, that for twenty years has adopted the principles of co 

ration in trade, and we believe that these commercial trav 
ers are a useless excresence upon the whole commercial system. 
We are opposed to them on general principles, and especially 
are we opposed to giving them any special privileges, which this 


bill most assuredly does. 

Why, sir, this bill is in contrave 
ciple which is as old as Thomas Je! 
world itself—equal rights to all and special privileges to none. 
[Applause.] Is not that principle violated in the very first sec- 
Is it not proposed here to vive 


} rivileges that are not accorded even 


undamental prin- 


ferson—yea, as old as the 
? 


ntion of that 


+ 


tion of this bill? these commer- 
cial travelers special 
the Representatives of the 


but that. if we should 


‘ 


LO 
j + | 
[ do not know 


n who have 


peopl in Congress? 
_ ’ 
pass this bi some gentieme 


ess would De iad ob classed as °° commer- 


cial travelers.” [|Laughter. 

Why, sir, | 
body that to my 
ciples of transportation and common carriage as the bill before 
us. [am surprised that any gentk 


have never seen a measure introduced into this 
notion strikes so fundamentally at the true prin- 


“ay } i } i {+ 
man shouid champion tl pon 





the floor of this House. | heard the elog lent appe al of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] the other day in behalf of 
this bill. but he we nt off and made a ong speech on the q st 
i of “trusts” and **‘combines” and did not confine hin to 
subject-matter of the bill. The proposition involved in this 
would strike down the interstate-commerce law, and if the gen- 
tle mat proposes to co back” on at law t } ‘ 1 
bill apeiie to repeal it directly, instea 2 
with a commercial travelers’ bill that asks us to do 
what we are not willing to do direct 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, [ suggest to the chairman « 
commit Mr. WISE] that if he can us st 
serve the remainder of mine. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I would 1 or a 
occupy his time now. 

Mr. CARUTH. We want to pass this bil thout hav 

rther talk about it 

‘Mr LIND. When this bill was up in the last morning ho a 
gentleman from Texas desired five minutes. I will now yield to 
him if he wishes to speak. ; 

Mr. WISE. If the gentleman from Minnesota desires to « 
cupy his time fully [ am perfectly willing. 

Mr. LIND. Lyield three minutes tothe gentleman from N« l 
Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, | agree 
he artily with the conelusion reached by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. OTs], though we do not reach them by exactly the 
same process of reasoning. . 

| could not justify myself in reter to these commercial 
travelers by the term which has been applied to then con 
mercial tramps.” I certainly consider them a very useful and 
very honorable class of men. Inour modern civilization, and in 
view of the growth of commercial intercourse, they are the very 
right hand of our commerce. (nd i e could, by passing this 
bill, give to these gentleman an advantage which th could 
themselves reap—if we could give them a chance to put th 
margin into their own pockets, [ should have no objection to 
doing so. But we can not give them this advantage. They ars 
men laboring on salaries for great commercial houses: and those 
establishments would enjoy the benefit of this lk atio 

The theory of the gentleman from Maryla Mr. RAYNE n 
his speech about ten days ago, that these eat comme al house 
in view of the proposed re ‘ not raliroad rates, would ce ‘ 

pondingly reduce the prices | I chandise to the retail 
deal rs, and that the retai aea rs Would ¢ rresponding ty mark 
down the prices of their goods to the consumer until every p 
cham ‘ofa yard of cloth or a spool of cotton thread would et 

»benefitofthe reduction. Thatmightoccurif the retail price 


| standard; but 


were all marked down in accordance with some single, central 


these prices are fixed by the independent 


f f 


: } 
iui 
Ol thousands ©) ] 


retail dealers all over the country. But these 











rail: 1 pa vho fix the prices of their tickets at a c: 
tral « ob :d to reduce the price to a certain class of 
tra s, they will correspondingly enhance the price of their 
tickets to the general public. 
fH | 
Mr. I a 2 » the attention of the chairman of the 
cr 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota 
' 
IND. ] lla re that time. 
sik. I resume the floor, and yield to the gentleman 
f ir. PATTERSON]. But I give notice to gentle- 
me} the ot! side that we are going to call the previous 
qi nd am¢ i 1 There is only half an hour 
= 3 
M », I did not understand the gentleman. 
M VISI say tomy friend from Minnesotathat when I take 
t loor I take it with the purpo: e of calling the previous ques- 
t .e bill and amendments. Th ere is no time left for parley- 
yout thismatter. Lam perfectly willing that the gentleman 
linnesota should use his whole time—— 
ir. LIND. I think there are ge ntl emen on this side who de- 


sire to offer substantial amendment I do not suppose the gen- 
man would deprive them of the opportunity to do so. 
Ir. WISE. I will allow them to do it in your time. 
ir. LIND. ‘The gentleman from New Jersey[Mr. BUCHANAN] 
desires to offer an amendme nt. I yield him half a minute. 
ir. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to be added to the bill, 
Mr. LIND. And the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ae ILL} desires to offer two amendments. 


[ will yield to him 





{¢ at purpose 
The SI -EAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ent fb: gentleman from New Jersey. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
\dd, ‘but such common carrier, having granted such reduced rates in any 
instance, sh ul not be free there after to de ny such reduced rates to any ap- 
plicant similarly situated.’ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Where does this amendment 


con in? 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. At the end of the bill. 
Mr. WISE. I will oe to the gentleman from New Jersey that 


the committe 
that of the 


has prepared an amendment to the same effect as 
gentleman. I am willing to accept his amendment 
‘as that matter is concerned. The committee amendment 
me C actly like his. 

Mr. BUC HT. ANAN of New Jersey. 


who » off rs the proposition. 


BO 


All right. Ido not care 
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The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. HARRIEs, 

At the end of line 23, page 2, add: 

‘Provided further, That any common carrier may give reduced rates to 
members of the Grand Army of the Republic and women of the Relief Corps 
while traveling to and from any annua! encampment.” 

Mr. WISE. I nowyield to my colleague on th 
PATTERSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, after read- 
| ing the report of the minority and listening to the discussion on 
this question by gentlemen opposing the bill, I have, with the 
consent of the chairman and the gentlemen of the majority of 
the committee, prepared a substitute for the bill, which I desire 
shall be read at this time. 

Mr. LIND. Was that presented to the committee? 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. It was not. It was after 
your argument. 

Mr. LIND. Does it embrace my speech? 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Not at all, 

Mr. LIND. Then I will not accept it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. .The ¢ 


as follows: 


e committee, Mr. 


am glad to say. 
{ Laughter. | 


‘lerk will read the proposed 


| substitute. 


| pose of selling goods, wares, or me 


| The amendment excludes 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 

“ SECTION 1. That a commercial traveler within the meaning of this act 
shall be a person traveling in the interest of a wholesale business for the pur- 
rchandise by samples for future delivery. 
“Src. 2. That at the end of section = of an act entitled ‘An act to regulate 
commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and amended March 2, 1889, the fol- 
lowing words be inserted: Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be 
construed to prohibit any common carrier from giving reduced rates of 
transportation for baggage and a permit to carry a weight of samples as 
baggage in excess of the amount allowed to ordinary travelers, to commer- 
cial travelers, upon satisfactory proof that the person applying for reduced 
transportation for his baggage is a commercial traveler within the meaning 
of this act: And provided further, That such excess of baggage shall not ex- 
ceed 150 pounds. And nothing in this act shall be construed as authorizing 
any common carrier granting such permit to discriminate between commer- 
cial travelers or places.” 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
of the committee, I am authorized to say, acc 
for the pending bill which I have submitted. 

This substitute is intended to meet the suggestions made by 
the gentlemen on the other side of the question. That is to say, 
the substitute distinctly defines what a commercial traveler is. 
Then these gentlemen have urged that this bill included rail- 
road fares as well as transportation of this excess of baggage. 
that idea and confines it altoge sther to 
The suggestion was further made that any 








the chairman 
‘pts the substitute 


sample baggage. 


| amount of ‘baggage might be taken by the commercial traveler 


under the rule as originally prescribed in the bill. Therefore, 
the substitute adds the proviso limiting the excess to 150 pounds, 
as the maximum amount that could be allowed by the railroads. 

Then again, it provides that no discrimination should be made 
between commercial travelers or places; that is, that all citizens 
and localities, and all commercial travelers should have exactly 


| the same treatment. 


Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. I send up two amendments, | 
which, i adopted, will make this a good bill; and with these 
amM< iments | will cheerfully vote for it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amend- 

ts of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O’NEILL]. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

the word *‘transportation,” in the ninth line, insert “‘to passengers, or 
1 king rates for freight;"’ so the proviso will read: “That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier from giving reduced 


rat f transportation to passengers or to making rates for freight.”’ 
In the eleventh line strike out the word ‘‘employer.”’ 


"NEILLof Pennsylvania. These amendments, if adopted, 


Mr. LIND. Ican notyield fordiscussion. My colleague from 
Minnesota desirés to offer an amendment to be pending. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will say that this iscom- 
ing t of the time of the gentleman from Minnesota. 
LIND. Lunderstand that; I am not desirous to occupy the 
tir 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the 
time of the rentleman has expired with the offering of these 
an dments 


Vir. ome Has it expired now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is so advised. 

Mr. LIM D. [ was not so advised, Mr. Speaker, and I think it 
isa mistake. I desire, however, to have that amendment offered 
and then I will yield the floor. 
SPEAKE e 


oe ‘otempore. The Clerk will read the amend- 
he 


ment proposed by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HARRIES]. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I rt at the end of line 23, page 2 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that there 
are two amet iments pending 

Mr. BUt LAD NAN of New Jersey. I understand the chairman 
of the com: to state that he would accept my amendment, 
as the comn itt would offer asimilar one; and with that under- 


standing I withdraw my amendment. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed. 


| 


Now, after all has been said on this question, when you boil it 
down it simply means this, that the individual known as a com- 
mercial traveler—that is one traveling for a wholesale business 
to sell goods for future delivery—may, in addition to the baggage 
carried by the ordinary traveler, carry sample baggage amount- 
ing to 150 pounds. Thatis all there is of it. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota that when he was upon the floor I proposed 
to ask him a question and he denied me the privilege. I will not 
yield, therefore. 

Mr. LIND. I did notdeny that privilege toa soul, to my knowl- 


ong ] 


PATTERSON of Tennessee. I will extend to th« 
man + same courtesy exactly that was extended to me 

Now, sir, section 2 of the interstate-commerce act is in the 
following language: 

That if any common carrier, subject to the provisions of this act, shall, di- 
rectly or indirectly, by any special rate, rebate, drawback or other device, 
charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or 
less compensation for any service rendered, or to be rendered, in the trans- 
portation of passengers or property, subject to the provisions of this act, 
than it charges, demands, collects, or receives from any other person or per- 
sons for doing him or them a like and contemporaneous service in the trans- 
portation of a like kind of traffic under substantially similar circumstances 
and conditions, such common carrier shall be deemed guilty of unjust dis- 
crimination, which is hereby prohibited and declared to be unlawful. 


Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. My time is so short I can 
not yield. Now, these commercial travelers, who do so much in 


: gentle- 


carrying the trade and commerce of the country to the doors of 
the people, get off at every station, every five or ten miles; and 
I say that they do not travel under the same circumstances or 
under the same conditions that the or dinary traveler does. 
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Mr. SIMPSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Well, I have not the time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, here 
are 200,000 commercial travelers in this country. They are the 
men who carry the trade and commerce of this country to every 
corner of it; and the whole business of the country is substan- 
tially conducted by them. They pay the same fares that oth 

L 


} 


travelers pay, and they simply ask that the railroads shall be 
ermitted to allow them to carry sample baggage amounting to 
50 pounds, in excess of the baggage carried by the ordinary 

traveler. Idesire to say thatfor years and years, ever since rai 


roads have been operated, a rule of this kind has been ado} 
by the railroad companies. They have been permitted her 
fore to carry a small excess of baggage, and they insist that tl 
shall have that permission now. It is a very inconvenient t 

for these commercial travelers to have their baggage weig 
every 10 or 15 miles when they are traveling along the line « 


railroad; I do not see that there is injustice to any one in ~ 
measure. 

Why, here in the twenty-second section of this act there a 
dozen exceptions in favor of various parties, and I fail to 
how a convenience like this extended to commercial travel 
will, as some suppose, impair the efficiency of the interstat 
commerce law or operate as an injury to any one. No railroad 
company has asked for the passage of this law, and neither ha 
the merchants engaged in the wholesale business made any s1 
request. The commercial travelers number about two hundre: 
thousand efficient, enterprising, and deserving business m 
They complain of the great inconvenience to which they are s 
jected in having a small excess of sample baggage weighed 
charged ata high freight rate every time they board a train 
They believe if the railroad companies were permitted they would 
allow them an excess of sample baggage as in former times, and 
they, and they alone, have preferred the request to Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the bi 
and substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tenness 
[Mr. PATTERSON] demands the previous question on the bill and 
substitute. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, if the previous question is vot 
down, the bill will be open to further consideration, will it not? 

Mr. WISE. If the previous question is voted down the bill is 
gone. Let us understand that. 

Mr. LIND. My parliamentary inquiry is— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. WISE] has the floor. 

Mr. LIND. A parliamentary inquiry. Here a new scheme is 
offered by way of substitute. If the previous question is voted 
down, then will that be open for consideration? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will be open for 
consideration or action by the House, under the rules of the 
House, until five minutes to 5, at which time the morning hour 
expires. 

Mr. WISE. I would like to state to the friends of the bill that 
if the previous question is voted down it means the defeat of th: 
bill, and the gentleman knows it. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tenness 
[Mr. PATTERSON] demands the previous question. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Before that is done, I would 
like to ask the chairman of the committee or the gentleman who 
has just spoken, whether the substitute which has just been read 
for the first time gives the commercial traveler any right of re- 
duced rates of fare upon the railroads? 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. None at all. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. It simply applies to the amount 
of baggage that he may carry. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Yes; 150 pounds extra. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. PATTERSON] demands the previous question on the bill and 
the substitute. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ‘‘ noes” seemed to have it. 

Upon a division, demanded by Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee, 
there were—ayes 50, noes 70. 

So the previous question was refused. 

Mr. LIND. Now, Mr. Speaker, [ ask to have the proposed sub- 
stitute again reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. LIND] has the floor. The proposed substitute will be again 
reported, if there be no objection. 

The substitute was again read. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, I will yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas |Mr. SIMPSON]. 
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The gentleman proposes to put the commercial travelers, a 
quarter of a million of the brightest and most active men in this | 
country, in that class, for the small consideration of 150 pounds | 
of extra bac [ think if he will ex rrespond with them he | 

t fil ry grateful for this munificence. 

Now, there is one more idea I want to suggest on this amend- 4 

! 1 \ t li e 1iewhat better than the bill brought 
tle vertheless it is subject to this funda- 

It starts out with classification. If you rive 

( c iss, Why notgive it to another? If we give 

r coods, a special privilege, why not give it 

rance len; why not give it to Grand Army i ople; why 

n¢ » ex-Confederates when they go to their reunions: 
why not ive it to circus people and to show people genera ly; 
and why ive to nb of Congress, and charitable in- 
stitutions? Laughter.] The only safe, the only American 
course is to give equal and like facilities to all, and special privi- 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour hasexpired. [Laughter.] | 

Mr. BLOUN' I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 

) minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 

verally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 

eferred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the Committee on War Claims: 
a bill (H. R. 4571) to refund to corporate authorities of Frederick 
City, Md., the sum of $200,000, exacted of them by the Confeder- | 


ate army under Gen. Jubal Early, 1864, under penalty of burn- 
leity. (Report No. 520. 
By Mr. SHELL, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 5589) for the relief of O. F. Adams. (Report No. 521.) 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R, 1561) for the relief of George Denny, sr. 








Report No. 522. 
By Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
b H.R. 945) for the reliefof Patrick Hyland. (Report No. 523.) 


By Mr. WINN, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 2107) for the relief of James M. Newman. (Report No. 524. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rale XXIT, committee was discharged from 
the consideration of the following bill; which was re-referred as 


he relief of the sureties of Dennis Mur- 
tee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 





BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and 
referred as follow 

By Mr. HARVEY: A bill (H. R. 6834) to provide for allotment 
of land in severaltyv to the Ottawa Indians, in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 6835) to establish a light-house at 

the mouth of Mermentau River, in the State of Louisiana—‘o 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 6837) to authorize and provide 
f useless papers of the Treasury Department 
that are stored in any of its owned or rented buildings outside of 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'FERRALL: A bill (H.R. 6838) to enable the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to rectify the line of Hart- 


for the disposition oO 


ford street, in the said District—to the Committee on the District 
of Colu \ 

jy Mr. PEEL: A H. R. 6839) regulating the time for grant- 

pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R.6840) to provide fi 
the payment of certa claims heretofore allowed, ete.—to the 
Lo litee on ( n 

By Mr. BUSHNELL: A 1 H. R. 6874) to make 10 cents’ 

orth « oO iry postage stamps, with the words ** Special ae- 
lve? * pla A tten or printed thereunder, equival nt toa 

pec st » DI e amendment of section 3 of chapter 

42 « United States Statutes at Large, passed in 1885, ap- 
proved M }, I885, and making mailable matter to which they 
a sO attached entit to special delivery to the Committee 
on the P ft al Post-Roads. 

Also, a re on requesting information from the Secretary 
of War and the Attorney-General concerning the blowing out 





| aration, if any, made for such destruction or injuries, or 
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of Government dams built for improving the navigation of the 
Mississippi River between the mouth of the Chippewa River, 
in Wisconsin, and the foot of West Newton Slough, in Minne- 
sota, and the obstruction of navigation in said Mississippi Riv 


| between said points by turning into it great quantities of loose 


saw logs, converting it into a log-driving stream, and the plac- 


ing of booms and piers therein for that purpose, and what rep- 


yun 


1 - 
ishment of such offenders, and what steps, if any, taken to cause 
the removal and cessation of such obstruction to the navigation 
of said Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. WISE: A resolution for the employment of an assist- 
ant clerk to the Committee on Accounts for the present session— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HOAR: A memorial of the General Assembly of Massa- 


| chusetts, in opposition to House bill 5030—to the Committee on 


Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Mr. BUSHNELL: A memorial of the Legislature of Wiscon- 


sin, relating to the destruction of the United States Government 


dams built for the improvement of the navigation of the Upper 
Mississippi River and asking the removal of obstructions to navi- 
gation placed therein by private parties to make said river a log- 
; 


driving stream—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 6841) 
for the relief of Abner D. Lewis, of Pope County, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 6842) granting a pension to 
Isaac Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6843) granting a pension to Annie Freund— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6844) to correct the military record of 
Charles Burswitz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6845) for the relief of John B. Belmar—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6846) for the relief of Lawrence Powers—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH, a bill (H. R. 6847) granting an increase of 
pension to John Matlock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 6848) for the reliefof W. 
A. Hopper, administrator of David Hopper, deceased, of Warren 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H.R. 6849) granting a pension to 
Lois P. Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 6850) for the relief of David C. 
Thompson, who was injured by an explosion at Rock Island, [1l.— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6851) to grant a pension to John Herviford, 
a soldier in the Black Hawk war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6852) to grant an honorable discharge to 
Christopher C. Cummin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6863) for the relief of Carl Branstrom for 
injuries received at United States Arsenal—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6854) to increase the pension of Frederick 
Thierman, a survivor of the Mexican war—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6855) to increase the pension of Clara Spauld- 
ing, widow of Lieut. Col. Ira Spaulding—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6856) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary 
Huston, widow of Col. James Huston—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOAN: A bill (H. R. 6857) for the relief of Maria Wal- 
lace, widow of Samuel Wallace, deceased, and to place her on the 
pension roll and grant her a pension from the date of August 10, 
1883—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITCH: A biil (H. R. 6858) granting increase of pen- 
sion to James H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: A bill (H. R. 6859) authorizing the payment 
of the pension of Evaline Deerman, accrued at the date of her 
death, to Lewis A. Deerman, the administrator of the estate—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GANTZ: A bill (H. R. 6860) granting a pension to 
Joseph B. Arbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6861) for the 
relief of Nasario Gonzales—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 6862) for the relief of Louis 
Kahn, of Mora, Mora County, N. Mex.—tothe Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LAWSON of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6863) for the re- 
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lief of William and Mary College, of Virginia—to the Committe 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 6864) for the relief of Timo- 
thy A. Sloan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6865) for the relief of John 
D. Rawlings—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O°FERRALL (by request): A bill (H.R. 6866) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Albert Blaisdell, deceased 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H.R. 5867) for the relief o! 
Nicholas Mick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Texas: A bill (H.R. 6868) granting 
pension to Lucy W. Powell, the widow of O. C. Powell, a 
dier in the war with Mexico—to the Committee on Pension 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6869) for the 
of Milton H. Eggner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STUMP: A bill (H. R. 6870) for the relief of James 8. 
Crawford—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6871) for the relief 
of the estate of George W. Patterson, deceased—to the Commit 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6872) for the relief of the estate of James FE 
Hiatt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6873) for the relief of 
Sara Upton Edwards, executrix—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of Gideon Grange, No. 
810, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, for passage of act 
making certain issues of money full legal tender for the payment 
of debts—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Banner Grange, No. 1002, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Pennsylvania, on the bill making certain issues of 
money full legal tender for payment of debts—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Gideon Grange, No. 810, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Pennsylvania, for free rural mail delivery—to th« 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Banner Grange, No. 1002, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for free rural mail delivery—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Gideon Grange, No. 810, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for the passage of the pure-lard bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Banner Grange, No. 1002, for the passage o 
the pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Banner Grange, No. 1002, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Pennsylvania, for bill prohibiting gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition on pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition in regard to silk culture—-to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Gideon Grange, No. 810, Patrons of H 
bandry, on pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition to prevent.gambling in farm products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of York, York Springs, Gettysburg 


Boiling Springs, West Fairview, and Hatton Cross Roads, Pa 
for restraints on immigration—to the Select Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Memorial of granges in Maine, in favo 
of prevention of gambling in farm products—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of granges of Maine, in favor of free delivery 
of mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: Papers in the claim 
of Sarah J. Smith, of Arkansas—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey: Petition of 65 citiz 
of Mays Landing, N. J., against opening the World’s Fair o 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

3y Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Colon Grange, No. 215, Mich- 
igan, to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, extending the free delivery of the 
mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Offi 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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By Mr. BUSEY: Petition of P Gra ». 1697, « 
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m prod to the Cor 

Also. Y tion ¢ ( ( 

) rural district ) ( df ad Post- 
Roads. 

\ SO, ] tion of Fa { v( i i I 
H se b Lo tl ( nl ( ! 

Also, petition of B ( 1212 
passag f a law to} ‘ he 
Com on Agri tut 

Also, petition of the sa ' 

rm o the Cx 
Also. 1 ti n ¢ t ") ( 
il’t to ( t 
SO. { n of Po ( l 16 ‘ ‘ ig 
tre ompt i bore wT i mm ¢ food 
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D 30D to t Committee « \ iT 

Also, pet ion of Bi Sp Cra é o. 1429, | Os » pre- 
vent i ation of food and ad s—to 1e Con on 
Agricultul 

Also, pe tition of the same body, for legislation encouragir 
silk cultur to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, petition of the same body, extending the free delivery of 


mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post 


t 
Offices and Post-Roads. 





\lso, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agricult 
' Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Fairland Grange, No. 1508, of Illinois, urging 
prompt passage of a law preventing adulteration of food and 
drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, urging rhe <tending of free 
mail delivery to rural districts—to the Committee on the Po 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body. urging passage of a law to 
pre ‘adulteration of food and drug to t Committee or 
Agricul ire. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Memorial of ** Liveand Let Live” Grange, 
No. 1124. of Iowa, praying forthe passage of t p 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the same dy. praying the passage of an 
act to prevent gambling in farm p ‘od ut ts—to the Committee on 
Acriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same body. praying for free distribution 
of mails in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Off 


and Post-Roads 








Also, memorial of the same body, urg encourag nt of 
silk culture in the United States—to the Committee on Agri- 
‘ulture. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Petition of Union Grange, No. 114, 
West Virginia, for prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-ten- 
der currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 

re 

Also, petition of tl Sa DOK to pre I a ! 
prod T to } (.omm Tce oO } T ‘ 

\ls petition of 1 ime D ( tinin ( ind | L 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Mean 

Also, petition of the samg body, for legislation to 
silk culture—to the Committee on Agricultur 

\ a T tion of e Sa rn 0 T fi | ( 
tl mails to the rural districts ) Co on ti aos 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
food and drugs to the Committee on Ag 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 5035, for relief « ‘ 
Foster—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATE: Resolutions to accompany House b to 
prove the navigation of the Mississippi River by building 
on St. Francis front—to the Co ttee on Levees an - 
ments of Mississippi River. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: vecompal Le §840— 
to the ( ommittee on Claim 

By Mr. COBURN: Petition of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, asking that no exposition or exhibition 
for which appropriations are made by Congress shall be opened 
on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. 


By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of Robinson Grange, No. 897, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of free delivery of rural mail 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 






















































L706 CONGRESSIONAL 


Also, petition of Unity Grange, No. 993, Pennsylvania, in favor 
of the passage of House bill 395, defining lard and imposing a tax 
thereon to 1 CA mittee on Agri 


Also. pe ition ol same 


the Committe 
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to prevent the adult ation of food 
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so, petition of Robinson Grange, No. 897, Pennsylvania, in 
favor of 1 passage of an act making certain issues of money full 
legal tende: the payment of debts—to the Committee on Coin- | 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

oO, pet of Ur Gral \ favor of the pa sage | 
of a law to prevent the discrediting of legal-tender coinave—to 
one 4 my] te n Colnagce We ig} res. 

\ sO, pet Oo! f tl} sal ody. ( delive y of 1 - 
ral mails oO Uo e on the » and Post-Roads. 

Also, } onof Gra No. 1055 vania, asking pas- | 
sage ol a ning ad impo reon tothe Com- | 
m on A ‘ 

: Sr j 

Also, petition of 405 citizens of Fayette County, Pa., in favor | 
of passa of Ho il] 401, in regard to immigration and im- 
ported labo. ‘ : ( nmittee on Immigration and Nat- 

Also, petition of Robinson Grange, No. 897, Pennsylvania, 
avainst camblins farm prt t to the Committee on Avri- 
‘4 

\ SU ) ‘ T i ) yt of x 4 t »>th 
Ce icultu 

\ISO, Dt n of the same b y n favor of the imme ile pas- 
sage of House bill 395, defining lard an iposing a tax ther: 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of Amwell Grange, No. 1055, of Pennsylvania, 
in f r of free delivery of rural mails—to the Committee on the 
Po On and Post-Roads. | 

30, petition of the same body, in favor of silk cultw to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 


\lso, petition of the same body, in favor of the passage of a law 


to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. | 
By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Progressive Grange, No. 38, 
of Maine, in regard to pure lard—to the Committee on Agricul- 
t 
Also, in regard to gambling in farm products—to the Com- 
mittee on A | 
Also, in regard to silk culture—to the Committee on Agricul- | 
tur 
\iso, in regard to free delivery of mail in rural districts—to | 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Harrington Grange, of Dela- 
}, against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on | 





\iso, petition of Grange No. 1684 of Iowa, in regard to pure 





10% to the Co mittee on \o ] i ire, | 
\iso, in regard to suk culture to the Committee on Agricul- 
Also, in regard to pure lard—to the Committee on Agricul- 

ture 
ALSO... pet on ¢ ll citizens « the 

Butterworth bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens, in regard to the pure lard bill—to | 
the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of citizens of Kossuth, Iowa, in regard to tariff | 
on barley o the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. GANTZ: Petition of citizens of Mercer County, Ohio, 
asking that an increase of pension be allowed Joseph b. Ar- 
ba to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
L180, p of county officials of Mercer County, Ohio, ask- | 
ing an increase of pension be allowed to Joseph B. Arbaugh—to | 


the Cor { on Invalid Pensions. 
SSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of Unior 


e of House bill 5758, for testing the 





tim!) ‘ ! ites under the Department of Agricul- 
1 ( ( on A ricult re. 
3 Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of Grange 263, vi- 
Vania, lu ard to} ‘ec lal to the Comm 1ttee on 4 re 
\ on about gambling in farm products—to the Com- 
‘ < i j 
so, petition asking free delivery of mail in rural district 
UX tt on the I. Offie ‘and Post-Roads. 
O n regard t val-tendercurre ney— to the Com- 


880, of Pennsylvania, in regard 


Lo i product to the Committee on Agricul- | 





\ to pure lard—to the Committee on 


to the Com- 


ara to legai-tender currency 
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Also, petition in regard to free delivery of mail in rural dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
tition of Grange No. 988, in regard to pure lard—to the 


Committee on Agricul 








Also p t1on in to pure food—to the Committee on 
A ltuy 

Also petition in regard to silk culture—to the Committee on 
Agriculturs 

Also, petition in regard to gan n products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture 


Also, petition in favor of free delivery of mail in rural dis- 
ricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office : 

\lso, petition in regard to certain issues of money—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 
Also, petition of Grange No. 87], in regard to certain issues of 


4 








money—to the Committee on Banking and ( te 
} 4345 +Y > ar 217 } +4 
Also, petition in regard to pure lard—to Co on 
4 s l¢ = 
Loricuiturs 
Also, petition in refere1 to silk cult —to the Committ 
‘ \ericulturs 
A} > +45 ; . ny , hilin + 4 } 
LisO, petition in regard to gambling in farm products—to the 
Committee on Agri 





rence to free delivery of mail in rural 


» the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
\lso, petition of citizens of Erie, favoring WILLIAM A.STONE’S 





\lso, petition in ref 








on immigr: to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalizatio 
By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Wide Awake Grange, No. 66, Ver- 
mont, for legislation to encourage silk cultw to the Com? 
tee on Agricultur 


Also, petition of th y lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, extending the free delivery of 
mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gam! 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
in favor of restricting immigration—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of the National Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, asking that no exposition or exhibition 
for which appropriations are made by Congress shall be opened 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian E 


oay, Gennin 





ling in farm 


- 


ot 
proauc LS 





on Sunday Exposi- 

iy Mr. HATCH: Petition asking that all Army and Navy pen- 
sioners who are now receiving $30 for total deafness be placed 
on the pension rolls of the United States at $72 per month for the 
same disability—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of headquarters Col. Forbs's Post, No. 38, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, against the free 
coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of J. W. Miller & Co., of Freeport, 
Ill., against House bill 3876, regulating trade in nursery stock 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition for regulating speculation in fictitious farm prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of Post No.127,Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Arkansaw, Wis., against the passage of the free-coin- 
age bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HOAR: Petition of Webster Smith and others, of 
Lexington, Mass., in favor of Congress providing courts and a 
system of laws in and for the Indian reservations—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK of : Memorial of M. Murray, master, 
and William F Owens, secretary, of Grange No. 15, of West 
River, Md., against gambling in farm products—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the same body, in ror of House bill 395, 
defining lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the same body, for silk culture 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of J. K. Beem and 21 others, of War- 
ren County, Iowa, in favor of a bill prohibiting options—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Petition of Bricklayers’ Union 
No. 5, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 
257—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of Limestone Grange, No. 654 
Pennsylvania, for legislation to encourage silk culture—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 








to the Com- 


rT 





na 


a 
















1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1707 





Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon —to the Committee on Ways and Means. the mails to the 1 

Also, petition of the same body, to e xxtend the free delivery of | Office and Post-Roads. 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- Also, petition of the sai ody. f islation ¢ courage silk 
Office and Post-Roads. c ‘e—to the Committee o e. 

Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- \lso, petition of Albion Grange, No. 181, M: lefining la 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, | and imposing a tax thereon » 1 Co m Ways an 
Weights, and Measures. Mea 























Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm \lso, petition of the sa ) ( very of 
products —to the Committee on Agriculture. the mails to the rural distri ( Post 
Also, petition of Howard Grange, No. 297, Pennsylvania, defin- | Office and Post-Roads. 
ing lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways \lso, petition of the san yc prohi acts di 
and Means. ( iting legal-tender cu to t ( 
Also, petition of the same body, for legislation to encoura Weights, and Measu 
silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. Also, remonstrance of « H ainst 
Also, petition of the same ny ly, to i svent gambling in farm | Lapham bill—to the Committ a "j 
products to the Committee « As or} Iture eries. 
Also, petition of the same body, for aa ibitin g contracts dis- \lso, remonst of « ns of Ma ti} 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, | bi » the Committee on Merchant ‘ leries 
Weights, and Measures. so, remonstrance of citizens of St n, Me., against the 
Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of | Li am bil » the ¢ imittee on M M ' ; 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- | eries 
Office and Post-Roads. Also, remonstrance of cit G [e.,a t th 
Also, petition of Pennsylvania Grange, No. 534, of Pennsylva- | Lapham bil!—to the Commit Merchant 
nia, in favor of making certain issues of money full legal tende1 eries. 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. \lso, remonstrance of cit is of East Sullivan, Me., aga 
; Also, favoring passage of House bill 395, defining lard, etc the Lasham bill—to the ¢ Li ‘thant Mari and 
4 to the Committee on Agriculture. lisherie 
; Also, favoring encouragement of silk culture—to the Commit- \lso, five remonstrances against the La » the | 
tee on Agriculture. mittee on } [arine an 
Also, favoring passage of bill to prevent gambling in farm By Mr. i: Peti G D, of P 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. sylvania, it ling 0 ( 
Also, petition of Grange, No. 808, to prevent gambling in farm on Agriculture. 
products—to the Committee on Agric ulture. \lso, defining lard, ete.—to the Committee on Agri 
Also, petition favoring passage of bill making certain issues of \lso, to encourag ( O Col it ( \cri- 
money full legal tender—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- { 
rency. \lso, to prevent adulteration of f and dr to the (¢ 
Also, favoring free delivery of mail in rural districts—to the itt m Agriculture 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. , ), petition to prevent contract diting legal-tend 
Also, petition to extend free delivery of mails to the rural dis- | currency—to the C 1ittee on the Judiciary. 
' tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. \lso, for f1 delivery of m to rural district to the ¢ 
4 Also, favoring act making certain issues of money full lega 1ittee on the Post-Office a -ost-Roads. 
s tender—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. By Mr.O°’DONNELL: Petition of Butler Gra No. 88, Mi 
3 Also, pe ‘tition of Washington Grange, No. 157, of Pennsylva- | i @) the adulteration of foods and rs—to the Co 
y nia, in regard to silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. | mittee on Agri re. 
¥ iso, to prevent gamb! ing. in farm products—to the Commit- \lso, petition of Pennfield Grange, No. 85, Michigan, to pi 
‘ tee on Agriculture. vent gambling in farm product to the Committee on Agri 
c Also, favoring passage of House bill 395, defining lard, etc. »| culture. 4 
% the Committee on Agriculture. Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and sing a 
: Aso, petition of Beaver Grange, No. 415, of Pennsylvania, in | tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
favor of extending free deliver y of mail to rural districts—to the \lso, petition of the sams dy, extending the free delivery of 


Committee of the Post-Office and Post-Roads. the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post 
Also, favoring act making certain issues of money full legal | Office and Post-Roads. 








tender—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. Also, petition of the sa body, to prevent the : teration of 

Also, favoring passage of Hous » bill 395, defining lard, ete. to | foods and drugs—to the Committee on Agric ; 
the Committee on Agriculture. \lso, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts di 

Also, in regard to silk culture—to the Committee on Agricul- | crediting legal-tender currency—to the ¢ mittee on Coinag 
ture. Weights, and Mea es 

Also, to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committ Also, petition of Charle Gra , No. 67, N ran, to pi 
on Agriculture. vent gambling in farm pro ts—to the Cor ttee on Agri 

Also, petition of Ashland Gri ange, 019, of Pennsylvania, in | ture. 
favor of a law making certain issues of mone y full legal tender \lso, petition of the sam y, to] ent a 
in fae of all debts—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- | foods and dr to the ¢ 
rency Also, petition of the sar 0 . 1 ne thel at very ¢ 

Als », petition of th » same body, in favor of extending free de- mails to the rural distri to the C t on the P 
livery of mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on th Office and Post-Roads. 

Post-Office and Post-Roads. \lso, petition of But Gra No. 88, M an, exter 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of legislation to en- | the f delivery of the mails to th ‘al distri to the ¢ 
courage silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. mit on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Ashland Grange, No. 1019, of Pennsylvania, in Also, petition of the same ie rohil contracts d 
favor of a law to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Com- | crediting legal-tender cu to the ¢ 
mittee on Agriculture. Weights, and Mea 

\lso, petition of the same body, in favor of House bill 395, de- \lso, petition of the sa j 
fining lard, ete—to the Committee on Agriculture. yroducts—to the Committee « \o 

By Mr. MCKEIGHAN: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, pray- \lso, petition of tl a 
ing for the passage of the Conger lard bill—to the Committee o tax thereon O ( 

Agriculturs By Mr. PATTON: P: a 

Also, petition of citizens of the same State, for the passage of | bill 6737, for the r of D. R 

| a bill to prevent dealing in options—to the Committee on Agri- | fourth Regiment M \ 
Fs culture. valid Pensions. 
sy Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of VeronaGrange, No. 206, Maine, By Mr. PERKINS: Pap ith 1 for ] rrabl 
for prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to | of John S. Evans, Company E nth O 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. Committee on Milit: A ff'ai 
- Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a By Mr. POWERS: Petition of D. E.Go ch : othe cit 
j tax thereon—to the Committee on W ays and Mee ans. zens of Caledor ia | County, Vt.. pravir 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm | Butterworth option bill—to the Comm 

products—to the Committee on Agriculture. By Mr. RANDA LL: Petition of the Nat al Woman’s ¢ 
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xhibition 





asking thatno exposition or e 
vhi appropriations are made by Congress be opened on | 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
By Mr. RAY: Petition of Melvil Duvey, f ca i system 
of weigh to the Co amittee on ( rene Weights, and 


oe, No. 54, 
to the Cx 


‘_ham Gran favoring free 
1 rural distri 
Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of the same 


iUil of ( ro! 
delivery to mails in 
urging immediate passage of 
House bill 395, defining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the 
id Means 


petition of the sam«e 


poay, 


Ways ar 


body, urging legisiation for the en- 








uuragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, urging the passage of a law to pre- 
vent gambling in farm products, otherwise known as dealing in 
options or futures—to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also tition of the same body, prohibiting contrac ts discredit- 
ing kk l-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of the same body, for pure lard—to the Commit- 


tes on Acric ilt irc. 
, petition of Orchard Grange, No. 309, 
culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts discredit- 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the I ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

so, petition of the same body, against gambling in farm prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


of Maine, for silk 


Also, petition of the same body, for pure lard—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 
\lso, memorial upon the subject of American markets for 


A 


\mericans in lumber—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

\lso, petition of Maple Grove Grange, No. 148, of Maine, 
against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also. petition of the 
tee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of the same body, for 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also pe tition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, pe oe for prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-ten- 
der currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, pet tition of Mount Etna Grange, No. 147, of Maine, for 
prohibiting contracts disc rediting legal-tender currency—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

\lso, petition of the same body, for silk culture—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


same body, for pure lard—to the Commit- 


silk culture—to the Com- 


\lso, petition of the same body, against gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 


nails—to the Committee on the Post-office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. REILLY: Petition of Unity Grange, No. 886, of Penn- 


yivania, to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Commit- 


te e on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, extending the free delivery of 


the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the 
iting legal-tender currency 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, to preven 
and 7 ugs—to the Committee on 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Memorial of citizens of 
Delaware and Chester Counties, Pa., praying restriction in im- 
migration—to the Select Con Immigration and Nat- 
iralization 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of 
the passage of the Hatch and Wash 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Grange 


same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 


to the Committee on Coinage 

t the adulteration of 
Agriculture. 

imittee on 


Elkhart, Ill., a 
burn antioption bill 


gainst 
-to the 


No. 1385, in regard to gambling in 


farm products—to the C ommittee on Agriculture. 
Also, in regard to silk culture—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture 
Also,ini ird to pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
A lsc regard to pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, pr on of Grange No. 517, in regard to pure lard—to the 
(C‘omn ‘ ( Acriculture. 
\lso, in regard to pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture 
Also, petition of the same body, for pure food—to the Com- 


ymmittee on the | 








| 
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Also, petition of the same body, against gambling in farm prod- 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Normal Grange, No. 1382, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Illinois, to encourage silk culture—to the Committee 


ucts- 


on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
( ‘editing y legal-tender currency —to the Committee on Banking 
ase Currency. 

Also, petition of the 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition favoring the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 1385, in regard to contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, regarding free delivery of mail to rural districts 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens 01 Midland City, Ill.,a 
sage of the Hatch and Washburn antioption bill 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHONK: Petition of members of McKindree Grange, 
No. 722, of Pennsylvania, for pure food—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the encouragement 
culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEWARD of Illinois: Petition of Freedom Grange, o} 
Illinois, for pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, on silk ¢ algure —to the 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring the passage of Houss 
bill 395—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for a law against gambling 
in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the free delive ry of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Petition of citizens of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., against the antioption bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of J. H. Brunner, president of Hiawasser 
lege, of ‘Tennessee—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: Memorial of Grange No. 893, 
in favor of a law to make certain issues of money full legal ten- 
der in payment of debts—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, petition of Pinegrove Grange, No. 893, of Pennsylvania, 
to prevent gambling in farm produe ts—to the C ommnittes on Ag: 
riculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
foods and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for legislation to encourage 
silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, extending the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance of 68 citizens of McKean County. Pa. 
against the opening of the Columbian Exposition on Sunday 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. STUMP: Petition of 20 citizens of Rising Sun, Ceci] 


same body, for pure lard—to the Com- 


to the 


cainst the 
—to the 


pas- 
Com- 


of si k 


Com- 


Col- 


County, Md., for regulating speculation in fictitious farm prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, memerial of 200 citizens of Baltimore City, Md., mem- 


bers of the American Defense Association, praying for the restric: 
tion of the immigration and naturalization laws—to the Select 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TURNER: Petition of banks of Brunswick, Ga., for a 
continuance of the appropriation for special mail facilities on th« 
Atlantic Coast Line—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Petition of Nelson Kane and many others. 
residents of Herkimer County, N. Y., for regulating speculating 
in fictitious farm products—to the Committee on Agricultur 

Also, petition of Thomas R. Arnold and others, of Herkimer 
County, N. Y., for regulating speculation in fictitious farm prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Petition of Washington Grange, No. 2056, 
of Indiana, for legislation extending free delive ry of mail tor ural 
districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Claim (letter) of Alexander T. 
Sullager—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Polly Queens for special-act 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Elija Roger, 


pension 


for a pension as teamster in the 
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Mexican war, to accompany a bill for pension to the same—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill 5880, to support claim of | 


Ida Gottschell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition to accompany House bill 5027, to support claim of 
§. C. Collins, of Holt County, Mo.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. ( ; 

Also, papers to accompany ‘House bill 5027, for relief of S. C 
Collins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 722 citizens of 
Whatcom County, Wash., praying the exclusion of the Chinese 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 14 citizens of Grange No. 25, of Brush Prairie, 
Wash.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: Petition of Rohrsburg Grange, No. 
108, Pa., for prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender cur- 


rency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for legislation to encourage 
silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body,defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Briar Creek Grange, No. 146, of Pennsylvania, 


for prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to | 


the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
vroducts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for legislation to encourage 
silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 


tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Danville Grange, No. 57, of Pennsylvania, to 
prevent the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of Colley Grange, No. 365, of Pennsylvania, for | 


prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
foods and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for legislation to encourage 
silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Catawissa Grange, No. 216, Pennsylvania, to 
prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Valley Grange, No. 52, Pennsylvania, defin- 
ing lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, extending the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for legislation for the encour- 
agement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
foods and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Turbut Grange, No. 249, Pennsylvania, to 


| prevent the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee 


on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 


Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 


| tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of | 


\lso, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture 
~ Also, petition of the same body, extending the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for legislation in encourage- 
ment of silk eulture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Empire Grange, No. 435, to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 4, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
YOSEMITE VALLEY LANDS.‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, which was 
read: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 3, 1892 
To the President of the Senate. 

Sik: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution adopted 
by the Senate on March 2, 1891, directing continuance oftheinquiry authorized 
by Senate resolution of September 22, 1890, as to whether the lands in the 
Yosemite Valley granted to the State of California, on certain conditions by 
an act of Congress approved June 3, 1864, had been spoliated or otherwise 
diverted from the public use contemplated by the grant 

In response theretoI have to state that in my report on said resolution sub- 
mitted to the Senate January 30, 1891, attention was directed to the fact that 
no appropriation had been made by means of which the investigations could 
be thoroughly conducted, and for the facts set forth therein reliance had to be 
placed entirely upon statements from private sources obtained through cor- 
respondence 

By the resolution of March 3, 1891, no appropriation was made to enable 
the Department to properly continue the inquiry as directed, and subsequent 
correspondence upon the subject having disclosed no facts in addition to 
those heretofore obtained, I am unable to do morethan reiterate the conclu- 
sion reached in the original inquiry that “it appears that there has been great 
and unnecessary appropriation of the Yosemite Park, and the park has been 
largely diverted from the public use contemplated by the grant,’’ and toagain 
recommend, in view of the importance of the matter,‘ that an appropriate 
committee, with adequate means and power, be authorized to make further 
investigation and report.’’ This matter is referred to in my last annual re 
port at page 142. 

Very respectfully, 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Se 


Mr.STEWART. Whilein California last summer a large num- 
ber of persons called on me with reference to thismatter. They 
represented that the park included mineral lands, mining loca- 
tions which have been held for years, also homestead and pre- 
emption claims which have been entered and also some of them 
paid for, and that no means had been taken to ascertain their 
rights or tocompensate them. Otherssuggested that the bound- 
aries of the park were located without due consideration. |] 
think this is a matter of agreat deal of importance, and it should 


| be thoroughly investigated, the boundaries should be adjusted 


Also, petition of Exchange Grange, No. 65, Pennsylvania, to | 


prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for legislation for the encour- 
agement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


properly,and the rights of citizens whose property has been taken, 
if any there be, should be recognized and they should be com- 
pensated for it. I do not know what committee properly has the 
matter under consideration. Should it not go to the Committee 
on Publie Lands? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It ought to go to the Committee on Publie 
Lands. 

Mr. STEWART. If it goes to the Committee on Public 
Lands I should like that committee to look into it and do jus- 
tice, so as to preserve the park and at the same time protect th« 
rights of citizens. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is no question but that the matte: 


‘si | will be carefully investigated by that committee. The chair 
Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of | 


man of the committee, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPu], 
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entirely familiar with this subject, and feels great interest in 
everything relating to Pacific coast affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed | 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the | 
> ie 


Newark, in the State of New 
t of immediate transportation; and 

5974) making appropriations for current and con- 
sxpenses and fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian 


ar ending June 30, 1893, 


. R. 532) to constitute 


tribes for fiscal ye 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 22 citizens of Steuben, 
Ohio; a petition of 44 citizens of Burbank, Ohio, and a petition 
of the president and professors of the Ohio Wesleyan University, 
praying for the adoption of a constitutional amendment prohibit- 
ing any State from passing laws respecting the establishment of 
any religion, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


He also presented a memorial numerously signed by citizens | 


of Frazeysburg, Ohio; a memorial of the North Central Ohio 
Union; a memorial of the Congregational Church of Piqua, Ohio, 
and a memorial of the Second Congregational Church of Ober- 
lin, Ohio, remonstrating against the opening of the World’s Co- 
lumbian Exposition on Sunday; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Quadro-( Jentennial (Select). 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
\ssociation of Mercer County, Ohio, praying for the establish- 
ment of a postal telegraph, and for the free delivery of mails in 
rural districts; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presents d the follow ing petitions of Harrison, Madi- 
son, and La Carne Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, Ohio: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 


Petitions praying for the enactment of legislstion to prevent 


gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
-referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
lo the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of John H. Mason and 
other citizens of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the passage of 
the House bill proposing to make certain adjustments of and in- 
creases in the salary of letter-carriers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of J. W. Gunn and 131 other 
citizens of Marshall County, W. Va., praying for an amendment 
to the act relative to immigration and the importation of alien 
contract labor; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 


gration. 


tyict 
i iC Ls 


He also presented the petition of Rev. D. A. Cunningham, 


Prof. W.H. Anderson, and 27 other citizens of Wheeling, W. Va.; 
the petition of F. fF. Lockhart and 45 other citizens of Wirt 
County, W. Va., and the petition of L. F. Stone and 24 other 
citizens of Belleville, W. Va., praying that no State shall pass 
any law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting 
the fre exercise thereof, or use i 
money raised by taxation, or authorize either to be used, for the 
purpose of founding, maintaining, or aiding by appropriation, 
payment for services, expenses, or otherwise, any church, re- 
ligious denomination, or religious society, or any institution, 


its property or credit, or any | 





| issues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts 


society, or undertaking that is wholly or in part under sectarian 
or ecclesiatsical control; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Ife also presented the following petitions of Tennant, Cherry 
Grove, Union, and Greenwood Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, | 
ol Vest Virginia: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
l d For ry 


Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and ordered to lie on the table. 


imposing a tax thereon 
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Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the following petitions of Clover, 
Saltwell, Pomona, Franklin,Curry, Highland, and Perry Granges, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented petitions of Rocky Mountain Grange, 
No. 128, Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the passage of the 
bills defining lard and imposing a tax thereon, and for prevent- 
ing the adulteration of food and drugs; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of F. E. Burroughs and other 
citizens of Kansas City, Mo., praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting the States from 
passing any law respecting the establishment of a religion or 
prohibiting the free exercise of religious opinions; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the following petitions of Sunny Side Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry of Missouri: 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

A petition praying for theenactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the 


| adulteration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 


A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural 
districts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. PASCO presented the memorial of Rev. Theodore E. 
Smith, of Archer,Fla., remonstrating against the opening on Sun- 
day of any exposition where United States funds are expended; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial 
Select 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry petitions of citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting any State passing any law respecting an establish- 
ment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or use 
its property or credit in founding or aiding any church or re- 
ligious undertaking; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Jo Daviess County, 
[ll., praying for the passage of the antioption bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the following petitions of Normal, Poage, 
Orange, and Dunlap Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of [llinois: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain 
referred 


| to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of citizens of Milwaukee, 
Wis., remonstrating against the removal of the Utes from their 
present reservation in Colorado; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of G. W. Bell Post, No. 53, Grand 
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Army of the Republic, of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the 
free coinage of silver; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the following petitions of Center Grange, 

-atrons of Husbandry, of Wisconsin: 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. a 

A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. _ 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. : 

A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the following petitions of Jaffrey 
and Highland Lake Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of New 
Hampshire: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragementof silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. , 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 


Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- | 


teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a resolution of the Nebraska City 
(Neb.) Board of Trade, in favor of the passage of the bill provid- 
ing for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service and an in- 
crease in the salaries of railway postal clerks; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of J. E. Miller and 7 other citi- 
zens of Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the removal of the 
Ute Indians from Colorado, and praying for increased appropri- 
ations for Indian education; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Jefferson Grange, No. 1311, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Ashtabula County, Ohio, praying for the 
speedy passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of E. F. Nichols, of Dewees 
County, Nebr., and the petition of James Liston and 15 other 
citizens of Red Willow County, Nebr., praying for the passage 
of what is known as the Butterworth antioption bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Hold Hill, of Punta Gorda, 
Fla., praying for the passage of a bill making Punta Gorda, Fla., 
a subport to the port of Key West, Fla.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Isaac Vandervet and 23 other 
citizens of Red Willow County, Nebr., praying for the enact- 
ment of a law restoring the free bimetallic coinage of silver and 
gold coins; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of C. D. Kelly, L. D. 
Funderburk, and other citizens of Anderson County, Tex., and 
the petition of W. M. Morton, W. H. Graham, W.N. Chandler, 
and other citizens of Henderson County, Tex., praying for the 
passage of the antioption bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of W. W. Grant and other 
citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the passage of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, prohibiting 
any legislation by the States respecting an establishment of re- 
ligion or an appropriation of money for any sectarian purpose: 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of Capt. A. E. Wood, Fourth 
Cavalry, United States Army, of San Francisco, Cal., relative to 
promotions in the Army; which was referred to the Committes 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the following petitions of Poplar Grove, 
Whitcomb, and Star of the West Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Indiana: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


| tricts—referred to 


| farmers fully 2 e 


gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 


Petitions praying for the passa Ho 395, defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the tabl 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent t dul- 


teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 
Petitions praying for thefree delivery of mails in 





tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill king certain issue 
of money full legal tender in payment of Oo 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the following pe ons of Clay 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Missouri: 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 


riculture and Forestry. 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the C 
Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of 
lard and imposing a tax thereon 

A petition praying for the free delivery of mails i 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Poads. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal-tender in payment of all debts—referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the following petitions of Noxubee, 
Station Creek, and Economy Granges, Patrons of H 
Mississippi: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to th 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the tab! 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural di 
the Post-Oftices Post 


mimités +} 
Ommittee on the 


House bill 395. defining 
ordered to lie on the table. 


‘ral ; 
rurai Qis- 


isbandry, of 


Committee on A 


Committee on and 
Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition, num 
Jasper County, Miss., 


¢ 


} . , 
rousiy signed DY Cll 


zens of praying for the passage Ol 


Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; which was referred to th 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. WASHBURN presented the following petitions of Min- 





netonka Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Minnesot 

A petition praying for the 
gambling in farm products 
Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to Lie 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural d 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is 


sues of money legal tender in 


enactment of legislation to preven 

referred to the Committee on the 
House bill 395, defining 
on the table 


1 


aca ul- 


payment OL all depts 


. . + 
r< rere ( 





f , 4 
reierred to 


cl ‘ i 4) 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented a petition of citi n ot Otte 
Tail County, Minn., and the petition of R. K. Divine and othe: 
citizens, of Oakland, Mich., praying for th passage of the 
Washburn-Hatch antioption | s: which were ref ‘ed to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the tition of Thornton A. Jen- 


p 
kins and other citizens of Washington, D.C., and vicinity, pray- 
ing for the passa to the i 


re of 





an amendment Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting any legislation by the States respect- 
ing an establishment of religion or an appropriation of money 
for any sectarian purpose; which was referred to the Committe: 


on the Judiciary. 


He also presented a memorial of Commodore Porter Post, No 
48, Grand Army of the Republic, of Nebraska, monstrating 
against the free coinage of silver; which was refe1 i to the Com- 
mittee on Finance 

Mr. MANDERSON | present resolutions adopted by the 


Assoc ation ol! re 


+ } ies ? + . 
to the fact that there 


Manufacturers and Dealers’ mont, Nebr., call 


ing attention has been established in 
State of Nebraska a manufactory of binding twine 
hemp fiber grown in that State; that since the 
this industry the twine has 


Lne 


price of been reduced to Ne 


bill, so called, shall not pass to the 


made from 


establishment of 


Tras ka 
nts per pound, and asking that the free twine 


injury of that industry and 
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the injury of the farmers of that State. 
tions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SANDERS presented the petition of J. E. Richards and 
76 other citizens of Butte City, Mont., and the petition of C. H. 
2 other citizens of Miles City, Mont., praying for the 


Loud and 152 
passage of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
yrohibiting any legislation by the States respecting an estab- 
ekonens of religion or an appropriation of money for any sec- 
tarian purpose; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of the First Presby- 
terian Church, of Port Huron, Mich., remonstrating against the 
opening of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday: which 
was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Se- 
lect . 

He also presented the following petitions of Alpine, Farming- 
ton, Wodard Lake, Willow, Adams, Butler, Charity, Colon, and 
Litchfield Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Michigan: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
‘iculture and Forestry. 


Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent | 


gambling in farm products—referred 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for|the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


to the Committee on the 


Mr. PALMER presented the petition of William Emerson, of | 


Chicago, Ill., late of Company A, First Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, praying for an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the following petitions of Freedom, Burnt 
Prairie, Magnolia, Pawnee, and Hallock Granges, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Illinois: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain 
issues Of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented a petition adopted at a farmers’ 
meeting held at Cassilla, Miss., praying for the free coinage of 


silver, the Stanford land-loan bill, and a modification of the rev- | 


enue laws—ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented the following petitions of Castle Hill 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine: 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

A petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of 123 citizens of East | 


Washington, praying for the passage of the bill to provide an all- 
night street-car service in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a memorial of a number of business 
men of Terre Haute, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of 
a gene! 


on the Judiciary. 
He also presented the petition of George H. Kurtz and other 


citizens of Greencastle, Ind., praying for the passage of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting any 
legislation by the States respecting an establishment of religion 
or an appropriation of money for any sectarian purpose; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presen 


zens of Fountain County, Ind., remonstrating against gambling 
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I move that the resolu- | 


‘al bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee | 


ted the memorial of Phil Grubbs and other citi- | 





Marcu 4, 





in agricultural products; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN. I present a petition of the Columbia Council of 
Patrons of Husbandry, representing the subordinate granges of 
| Clarke and Skamania Counties, in the State of Washington, re- 
citing that the counties of Clarke and Skamania are an impor- 
tant part of the vast country dependent on the Columbia River 
for their outlet to market; also reciting that these counties pos- 
sess rich and varied resources in agricultural, timber, and min- 
| ing lands which require for their development and the support 

of the enterprises already inaugurated in those counties the free 
| and unobstructed navigation of that great river from the Cas- 
| cades to the Pacific Ocean, and setting forth that between them 
| and the ocean a single sand bar exists in this river, towards the 
removal of which nothing has ever been done by the General 
| Government, and urging that liberal and prompt appropriations 

be made to remove this comparatively trifling obstacle to com- 
merce. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5974) making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses and fulfilling treaty stipulations with In- 
dian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893. was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 


PORT OF NEWARK, N. J. 


The bill (H. R. 532) to constitute Newark, in the State of New 
Jersey, a port of immediate transportation, was read the first 
time by its title. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to ask immediate consideration 
of that bill. I think a similar bill has been reported from the 
| Committee on Commerce of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; it has been favorably reported, and is on 
| the Calendar. 

| Mr. MCPHERSON. 
ation of the House bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If it will only take a few moments, I shall 
have no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. It will not take two minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the bill (S. 1776) to constitute New- 
ark, in the State of New Jersey, a port of immediate transpor- 
tation, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Then I ask for the immediate considera- 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1764) for the relief of 
sundry citizens of Washington, D.C., reported adversely thereon, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2023) to authorize the Norfolk and Western Railroad Com- 
pany of Virginia to extend its line of road into and within the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with 
| amendments. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed in- 
definitely: 

A bill (S. 1735) for the relief of Francis M. Potter; and 

A bill S. 1193) for the relief of Sarah E. Ingham. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
| were referred papers in the case of Frances McNeal Potter, re- 
lating to her claim for a pension, asked to be discharged from 
| their further consideration and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 754) to authorize the sale of the 
site of St. Francis Barracks, Florida, the sale or removal of the 
improvements thereof, and to provide for a new site and thecon- 
| struction of suitable buildings thereon, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
| bill (H. R. 328) to establish lineal promotion throughout the 
several lines of artillery, cavalry, and infantry of the Army, 
| reported it with amendments, and submitted a apes thereon. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the resolution of the Senate of 
' February 16, 1892, relative to testing the Washington aqueduct 
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tunnel, submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be | drew Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
printed. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 55) to encourage the establishment and 
endowment of institutions of learning at the national capital, 
reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2448) receding to the State of 
Delaware acertain old and abandoned pier, in the river Delaware, 


at Newcastle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 


the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2449) to correct the | 


muster of A.G. Robb as second lieutenant, Twenty-sixth Indiana 
Volunteers; which was read by its title, and, with the accom- 


panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2450) granting increase of pension 
to Henry Reiter; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2464) to grant to the Pan- 
American Transportation Company aright of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2465) for the relief of D. 
D. T. Farnsworth, of Upshur County, West Virginia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2466) for the relief of the county 
court of Berkeley County, West Virginia; which was read twice 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHILTON introduced a bill (S. 2467) to fix terms of hold- 
ing courts in the eastern district of Texas: which was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 2468) directing the pur- 


| chase of silver bullion and the coining thereof; which was read 


| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2451) authorizing the Secre- | 


tary of the Treasury to reconvey to Lucius N. Maltby and Louise 
W. Maltby, his wife, Margaret Elizabeth Lucas, and the Sea 
Girt Land Improvement Company, a piece of land selected as a 
site for the Squan Inlet light-station, New Jersey, but found to 
be unsuitable for the purposes of said station; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2452) authorizing the Secretary of | 
the Interior to place the name of Joshua Daggett upon the pen- | 


sion roll of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanving papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 2453) for the relief of William 


S. McKnight and James W. Richardson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2454) for the | 
application of the accretions of the Caracas awards of 1868 to the | 


new awards made in 1889 and 1890; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2455) granting a pension to Ange- 
line Hyde; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2456) to authorize the | 


extension of Massachusetts avenue, and the construction of a 
bridge across Rock Creek on Massachusetts avenue extended: 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


| the United States Senaie, said payment to be made 


} 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2457) to provide for the erection | 


of a building for a flower market in the city of Washington, in 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Commiftee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2458) for the relief 
of William W. Lowe; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I introduce a bill to amend a section of 
making or using private scrip or metal tokens of denominations 
less than $1 in payment of labor or other debts. 


prevent the issue by corporations or individuals of what are 
Siem as trade tokens, trade certificates, by which those who 
labor are compelled to take pay for their labor in what is known 
as store pay. This measure is to reach that evil, and I ask its 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary for their consider- 
ation of the subject. 


The object of | ie ie camahe ue aavienitaral interesin by Congressional ; 
the bill (and I desire to call attention to it for a moment) is to | 20. Promo our agricultural interests DY Vongresslonal leg is- 


| lation. 


| 


The bill (S. 2459) to amend section 3583 of the Revised Statutes | 


of the United States and to prevent and to punish corporations, 


associations, and individuals for making or using private scrip or | a bill (H. R. 6746) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 


metal tokens of denominations less than $1 in payment for labor 


or other debts, was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2460) to repeal the li- 
cense tax of $25 per year now imposed upon produce dealers in 


on Finance. 
Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2469) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Laval; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
STATUE OF GEN. 
Mr. GALLINGER. On the llth day of February [ introduced 
a bill (S. 2158) for the erection of an equestrian statue of Maj. 
Gen. Stark in the city of Manchester, N. H., and it was laid on 
the table. I ask that the bill be taken from the table, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be so referred. 
ELECTION OF SENATORS. 
Mr. WALTHALL submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 


STARK. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Flections be directed to 
inquire and consider whether further legislation is not necessary to put at 
rest such questions as have from time to time arisen out of the construction 
of the existing law regulating the time and manner of holding elections for 
United States Senators, and that said committee have leave to report by bill 
or otherwise. 

ESTATE OF HON. A. H. STEPHENS. 

Mr. GORDON submitted the following resolution: which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be, and hereby is, authorized and directed to 
pay to the estate of the late Hon. Alexander H. Stephens $- —, the 


same 
being for expenses incurred by him while prosecu f 


nis Claim for a seat in 


‘om the miscellaneous 








items of the contingent fund of the Senate 


SUPPLY OF CIRCULATION. 

Mr. DOLPH. i desire to give notice that on Friday next, one 
week from to-day, if it be the pleasure of the Senate to hear me, | 
shall call up the bill (S. 1204) to provide the Government with means 
sufficient to supply the national want of a sound circulating me- 
dium, introduced by the Senator from California|Mr, STANFORD] 
and now on the table, for the purpose of submitting some re- 
marks. While I shall incidentally in the course of my remarks 
refer to the bill, they will be mainly directed to a consideration 
of the present condition of the agricultural interests of this coun- 


~ : Ss S : p . | ‘vasc grec rj se ther ¢e I ‘les ¢£ r} “jy 
the Revised Statutes punishing corporations and individuals for | ory eee i with those of other countries and with thei 


condition at previous periods, to the measures which Congress 
has taken to encourage agriculture, and what it is practicable to 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. JONES of Arkansas, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad 


journ to meet on Mon 
day next 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes; in which 


| it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


the markets of the District of Columbia; which was read twice | 
FOOD AND DRUG ADULTERATION. 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2461) granting an honora- 


ble discharge to James Parrish; which was read twice by its | 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2462) granting relief to William | 
Gregory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2463) granting a pension to An- | 


XXTI——108 


On motion by Mr. ALLISON, the bill was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning 
business, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Pursuant to an understanding yesterday 
evening before the Senate adjourned, I ask that the regular or- 
der, Senate bill No. 1, be now laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 

| the regular order. . 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
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side ration of the bill (S. 1) for preventing the adulteration and 
misbr and ing of food and drugs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Lunderstand thatthe Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vt st] is a to the floor. 

Ir. VEST. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned yes- 
terday evening rt was endeavoring to give my understanding as 
to the scope and ¢ ompass of the measure pending before the Sen- 
ate. I was unfortunate enough, as I see by the morning papers, 
to have made the impression that I was arguing in b half of the 
bill. I had not stated what my opinions were as to the general 
tendency of such legislation or as to this specific bill, but had | 
contented myself so far with simply examining the scope and 
compass of the provisions of the bill if enacted as it now stands 
before the Senate. Iwas particularly addressing myself te the 
question of what is interstate commerce, or, as the Constitution 
expresses it, ‘‘commerce among the States.” I took issue with 
my friend from Texas[Mr. COKE] when hestated thateverything 
throughout the entire country is the subjectof commerce among 
the States. It is true that everything in the United States may 
become the subject of commerce among the States. 





Mr. COKE. That is exactly what I stated, if the Senator will 
permit me. 
Mr. VEST. Then we were unfortunate in not understanding 


each other. As I understand the decisions of the Supreme Court 
and the plain language of the Constitution itself, everything 
throughout the country which is the subject of commerce in the 
States or out of the States may be the subject of interstate com- 
merce, or commerce among the States, quoting the language 
of the Constitution. But that is very different from what has 
already become the subjectof commerce among the States. The 
Supreme Court of the United States have decided that diseased 
meat, poisonous substances, deleterious to health or life, can not 
be the subject of commerce among the States. It is impossible 


that they should be the legitimate subject of commerce any- 
where, either among the States or with foreign nations. But 


that is a subject of commerce among the States which is ina 
healthy condition or a legitimate subject of commerce and has 
passed into the hands of a common carrier or is in process of 
transportation from one State or Territory to another. 

Therefore, if we adopt the amendment proposed now by the 
Senator in charge of the bill and interpolate the words ‘‘ the sub- 
jects of interstate commerce,” then the pending bill would simply 
be narrowed and restricted to articles which have gone into the 
possession of a common carrier or are in process of transmission 
from one State to another. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks 
the act would be narrowed down beyond what it is already nar- 
rowed down by the provisions of section 10, if the bill shall pass 
with the amendment to which he is addressing his remarks? 

Mr. VEST. Of course not, and I understand that section 10 
of the bill simply attempts in general terms to restrict the opera- 
tion of the bill to the subjects of interstate commerce. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That amendment was simply in the direc- 
tion of definiteness to satisfy some of our friends who are hyper- 
critical in respect to matters of this kind. 

Mr. VEST. Waiving the term “‘hypercritical,” Mr. President, 
permit me to say thatas I understand the Senator from Nebraska 
now, he does not propose that this measure shall affect any ex- 
cept articles whic h are the subject of commerce among the States. 

. SHERMAN. Or which may become the subject. 

\ir. PADDOCK. As to that Ishall state further when I come 


‘ 


to a some remarks. I do go a good way beyond that. 
.V e S ST. If it means anything further than that, itis un- 


4 


1al, unless you find the power to pass an inspection 
ongress in the ‘‘general-welfare” clause of the Constitu- 
tion. J was peculiarly unfortunate if that is the construction in- 
tended by the Senator from Nebraska in being reported this 


law by ( 


morning as favoring any such bill. I donot belong to theschool, 
to use the expression. to the party which, from the beginning of 
this Government, has believed that under the ge sneral-welfare 
clause of the Constitution Congress could do anything. I have 
never believe : Sor an instant that that was a separate and inde- 
pendent grant of power in the Constitution. Without going into 


that much de bated and discussed field, I simply content myself 
with saying now that if that is the meaning of the Senator from 
Nebraska, and he puis this power of national inspection upon the 
reneral-we of the Constitution, I can not go with him 
ch construction. 
‘that he gets this power under the interstate-commerce 
in his amendment he interpolates the words 
jects of commerce among the States;” 
irr sistib] @ con ‘lu 


ject of interstate commerce can be tor iched for inspection. 


lfare claust 


[ assun 


clause, for ‘* sub- 


and if that be so, then the | 
sion is that nothing except an article the sub- 
[said ! 
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yesterday that if, under that construction, any United States in- 
spector coming from the Department of Agriculture should gointo 
any retail or wholesale establishment in any State and demand 
the right to inspect any package, he would immediately be met 
with “the unanswerable statement “ by what authority do you 
come inside of a State with a national ay er in order to make 
me exhibit my goods to you as an officer of the United States 
Government?” 

Every Senator will see how utterly impotentis this legislation 
if confined to the regulation of the subjects of interstate com- 
merce orcommerce among the States. If it be—and Ladmit that 
it is greatly to be desired—necessary to establish inspection as 
to all articles of drink and food in the United States, in the in- 
terest of the public health, then the only sure and safe way in 
which to do it is to use the instrumentalities and exercise the 
power which I believe the Constitution of the United States in- 
tended to leave to the States in the shape of police regulations. 
In the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, 9 Wheaton, which is the lead- 
ing case, and was decided by Chief Justice Marshall, that great 
jurist stated that all the powers as to quarantine, as to inspec- 
tion, as to the health and morals of the people, belonged to 
that large class of powers called the police powers, that.are re- 
served by the States. 

There has been no question about which there has been such 
diversity of opinion among jurists and between the judges of the 
Supreme Court as in regard to the line between the police pow- 
ers of the States and the commercial power of the General Gov- 
ernment or of Congress. In the case of Leisy vs. Hardin, de- 
cided in 135 United States Reports, the Supreme Court divided, 
with five judges on one side and four on the other, and that di- 
vision arose as to what was the effect of the Congress of the 
United States declining to legislate as to intercommercial reg- 
ulations and whether that gave the States the power to make 
such regulations,and also as to the distribution between the 
powers conferred under the commerce clause of the Constitution 
upon Congress and the police powers reserved by the States. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator a question, 
if he will yield. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Does the Senatorsay that either of the pow- 
ers may not be used to supplement the other in order to carry 
out the special purpose or the particular purpose as it may be of 
either? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is another question. The 
Supreme Court has decided that the quarantine laws and the in- 
spection laws of a State, and the instrumentalities used for that 
purpose by the States, may be used by the General Government, 
but it is no concession of power to the State. That is simply a 
question of using certain means to effectan end. We are dis- 
cussing now the question of whether the General Government, 
under the commerce clause of the Constitution, exercise the po- 
lice powers of the States. I do not propose to read all these de- 
cisions, but if any Senator is curious on the subject I refer him 
to the last decision made, which he will find in 140 United States 
Reports, and in which Chief Justice Fuller delivered the opinion 
of the court. Iwill not read from it except to give the syllabus. 
This is the case in re Rohrer, and in it Chief Justice Fuller sum- 
marized this whole discussion in the following words, quoting 
from a decision of Justice Catron: 

And here is the limit between the sovereign power of the State and the 
Federal power. That is to say, that which does not belong to commerce is 
within the jurisdiction of the police power of the State; and that which does 
belong to commerce is within the jurisdiction of the United States. And to 
this limit must all the general views come, as I suppose, that were suggested 
in the reasoning of this court in theeases of Gibbons vs. Ogden, Brown vs. 
The State of Maryland, and New York vs. Miln. What, then, is the assump- 
tion of the State court? Undoubtedly, in effect, that the State had the power 
to declare What should be an article of lawful commerce in the particular 
State; and, having declared that ardent spirits and wines were deleterious 
to morals and health, they ceased to be commercial commodities there, and 
that then the police power attached, and consequently the powers of Con- 
gress could not interfere. The exclusive State power is made to rest, not on 
the factof the state or condition of the article. northat itis property usually 

ssing by sale from hand to hand, brton the declaration found in the State 
aws, and asserted as the State policy, that it shall be excluded from com- 
merce. And by this means the sovereign jurisdiction in the State isat 
tempted to be created, in a case where it did not previously exist. 

If this ve the true construction of the constitutional provision, then the 
paramount power of Congress to regulate commerce is subject to a very ma- 
terial limitation, for it takes from Congress. and leaves with the States, the 
power to deiermine the commodities, or articles of property, which are the 
subjects of lawful commerce. Congress may regulate, but the States deter- 
mine what shall or shall not be regulated. Upon this theory, the power to 
regulate commerce, instead of being paramount over the subject, would be- 
come subordinate to the State police power; for it is obvious that the power 
to determine the articles which may bethe subjects of commerce, and thus to 
circumscribe its scope and operation, is, in effect, the controlling one. The 
police power would not only be a formidable rival, but, ina struggie, must 
necessarily triumph over the commercial power, as the power to regulate is 


dependent upon the power to fix and determine upon the subjects to be regu 
lated. 


I shall not quote any further from this decision, and I quoted 
so much for the purpose of showing what the Supreme Court has 

















“yes engl st ‘aA lilies 


















4, 


in- 
nto 
and 
net 
you 
ake 


ites 


ion 
m- 
hat 

as 
in- 

in 
she 
in- 
ns. 
ul - 
at 
10 
to 


"Oe. 


ch 
he 
W- 
v- 
e- 
d, 
i- 
18 

T= 


(8 


F 
cs 


> eee 





1892. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





1715 


at last determined to be the line between the commercial power | The third section repeats the same language. In all these 


of Congress and the police powers of the States, and further to 
show this important fact in the present discussion, most impor- 
tant in view of the pending bill, that the power is here given to 
Congress under this decision of the Supreme Court, about which 
there never should have been any doubt, to state what articles 
shall be the subjects of commerce among the States. That is 
within the power of Congress, and so long as Congress sees proper 
to exercise that power it does it by virtue of this exclusive grant. 
Therefore, it Satlows if the Congress of the United States should 
say that an article should not be transportated from one State to 
another it would have the right to do so. 

But at the same time it is clear and unquestionable that Con- 
ress has no right under the commerce clause of the Constitution 
o exercise any right of inspection within the territorial limits 

of a State. If that power of going into a State for the purpose of 
inspecting an article to ascertain whether it is healthy or dele- 
terious to human life and health exists at all, it comes from the | 
broad and general blanket clause of the Constitution in regard to 
‘*the general welfare.” It does not come from the commerce 
clause of the Constitution, because the power to go into a State 
and regulate commerce does not exist in the Congress of the 
United States, and, therefore, it follows logically that none of the 
instrumentalities necessary to the exercise of that power can be | 
given to Congress. That is all I propose tosay in regard to that 
subject. 

Mr. President, what is the meaning of thislegislation? It be- | 
longs to that brood of measures which in my judgment are most 
deleterious and most inimical to the proper construction of the | 
Constitution of the United States, that commenced with the oleo- | 
margarine bill, and which I opposed with all the strength that I | 
was capable of exercising, whereby the taxing power of the Na- | 
tional Government is to be used for police purposesin a State. It 
was declared both in the House of Representatives and on the 
floor of the Senate during the oleomargarine debate by the chair- 
men of the respective Committees on Agriculture in the two 
bodies that there was no sort of pretense that the Government | 
needed the money to be raised by the tax upon oleomargarine, | 
and it was openly avowed that the purpose was to tax out of ex- | 
istence, through Federal jurisdiction, an article of food in order | 
to give the market to a competing article. I have never ceased 
to regard that legislation as the most dangerous that could have 
been enacted by the Congress of the United States, and here fol- 
lows logically now another bill in the same direction, and I take 
it that no honest advocate of this bill will pretend to say that it 
is anything else except an attempt to exercise the police power 
under the guise of the taxing or revenue power of the Govern- | 
ment. 

Here we are called upon to pass a bill which gives to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture the right to go into a State and call upon 
any citizen to exhibit his property, not when it has, but because 
it may at some future time, become thesubject of interstate com- 
merce, and when the Supreme Court of the United States has 
already decided that until in the hands of the carrier or in 
transitu between the States and Territories it does not come 
under the commerce clause of the Constitution. 

Something has been said here in regard to the cattle inspection | 
bill that was passed. I agree with the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLATT] that it is very doubtful what the Supreme Court 
will say in regard to that measure in its provisious as to products 
intended for export, although I have never been able to find any 
other language which would embrace the purposes of such legis- 
lation and could stand the test of judicial inquiry. 

The first clause of the act for the inspection of meats for ex- 
portation reads as follows: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture may cause to be made a careful inspec- | 
tion of salted pork and bacon intended for exportation. 

Now, I submit that under this language the power of the 
United States, or rather the inspection power attempted to be 
created, is subject —a to the volition of the party who has 
the meat under hiscontrol. Suppose a United States officer goes 
to a packing-house and demands that the proprietor shall ex- | 
hibit salted meat or pork, and looks to this law for his authority. 
He can only inspect such salted meat as is intended for exporta- | 
tion, and how is that fact to be ascertained? It must be ascer- | 
tained from the mental direction or intention of the party who 
controls the meat, and therefore it is entirely voluntary with 
him whether he puts that meat within this category or not. 

The nextact that we passed was for the inspection of live cattle, 
hogs,-and their carcasses. The first section of that act uses | 
this language: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shall cause to be made a careful inspec- 
tion of all cattle intended for export to foreign countries. 

The second section repeats the same language: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shail cause to be made a careful inspec- | 
tion of all live cattle, the meat of which is intended for exportation. 








eases it is a question with the owner of the meat or the party in 
possession whether he shall put it within the category or not. 
Suppose that he says to the United States officer ‘‘this product 
is not intended for exportation,” what is the officer then to do? 
Is he to go into a judicial inquiry or a quasi judicial inquiry to 
ascertain the fact? 

These bills are necessarily imperfect because, to be frank about 
it, the Judiciary Committee and the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations—one bill coming from the Committes on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and the other from the Committee on the Judiciary—were 
both attempting to keep within the commerce clause of the Con- 
stitution, and at the same time meet the evil, the suppression or 
removal of which they had in view. 

But I call the attention now of Senators interested in this mat- 
ter to the act with which we are all familiar, that in regard to 
trusts, ‘‘An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful 
restraints and monopolies.” That act reads as follows: 

SEc. 1. Every contract, cou.bination in the formof trust or otherwise, or 
conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States, or 
with foreign nations, is hereby declared to beillegal. Every person whoshall 


| make any such contract or engage in any such combination or conspiracy, 


shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall 
be punished by fine not exceeding ,000, or by imprisonment notexceedidg one 
year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 


The sixth section of that act reads as follows: 
Sxzc. 6. Any property owned under any contract or by any combination, or 


pursuant to any conspiracy (and being the subject thereof) mentioned in se 
tion 1 of this act,and being in the course of transportation from one State 


; to another, or to a foreign country, shall be forfeited to the United States 


In other words, two things are necessary to a forfeiture, first, 
that the article shall be the subject of unlawful conspiracy in re- 
straint of trade; second, that it shall be actually i transiiu from 
one State or Territory to another or to aforeigncountry. Icall 
attention to this language to show that in all this legislation 
which has been enacted the ideais prominent that the subject 
about which we are legislating must be in transitu or in the hands 
of the carrier for that purpose, and until it reaches the point of 
destination and the package is broken or passes by sale from one 
citizen to another the commerce clause of the Constitution still 
affects it. That is the meaning of the decision of the Supreme 
Court in Gibbons vs. Ogden, that the original package, until 
broken and the goods mingled with the goods of the citizens of 
the Commonwealth, is still subject to this commerce clause of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. President,I call attention to the seventh subdivision, on 
page 5 of the bill, which seems to me exceedingly objectionable. 
In stating the articles which come under this inspection law, it 
says: 

Seventh. If it consists of the whole or any part of a diseased, filthy, de- 
composed, or putrid animal or vegetable substance, or any portion of an 
animal unfit for food, whether manufactured or not, or if itis the product of 
a diseased animal, or of an animal that has died otherwise than by slaughter 
Provided, That an article of food or drug which does not contain any added 
poisonous ingredient shall not be deemed to be adulterated 

Now, I call attention to two features of this provision—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator will not read that pro- 
viso as connected with and relating to the first paragraph of that 
section. It relates to the definition that follows. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. I will take it with the amended defi- 
nition, and will proceed with what little I have to say about it 

Mr. PADDOCK. It was made entirely as connected with the 


| definition that follows. 


Mr. VEST. I will come to that ina moment. I will call at- 
tention, in the first place, to the definition of animal or of vegeta- 
ble substances which are attacked in this bill. 


If it consists of the whole or any part of a disea , filthy, decomposed, or 


| putrid animal 


Mr. President, that touches me in rather a sensitive part of 
my dietary organization. From defects, possih'y, of early edu- 
cation, [am very much addicted to the products of the hog, and 
I do not know any animal which is more filthy in its habits; yet 
under this provision hog meat would come within the dem 
ation of this bill. It is an amendment to the Old Testamentof a 
most violent description [It seems to me that, standin: as it is, 
there could be no more fatal defect in any legislation for a South- 
ern or Western man. Ido not think in all the category of ani- 
mal life there can be found anything more filthy in its habits 
than the ordinary American hog; for, whatever he may be in for- 
eign countries, here he is addicted to the most filthy practices 
and habits. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is the exact language of all the stat- 
utes, or substantially the same as all the statutes that have been 


y 
in 


A 


| . * . : . 
enacted, commencing with England and running through the 


alimentary laws of Germany, and all the way through for twen‘ 
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years since there has been any legislation of this kind. The 
criticism of the Senator is hypercritical. 

Mr. VEST. 
can hardly think that the old Saxons, whose first historical life 
consisted in herding swine, would ever in their legislation, if 
they had been consulted about it, have denounced the hog or put 
him in the eatalogue found in this section. 

But, again, the Senator says, in the bill: 

That an article of food or drug which does not contain any added poison- 
ous ingredient shall not be deemed to be adulterated. 

He says that does not qualify this provision, but the whole of 
the bill. Is it possible that the Senator from Nebraska means 
that a poisonous article which is made more poisonous is exempt 
from the operation of this proposed act? Let me read this so as 
to show that there is no injustice done: 

Provided, That an article of food or drug which does not contain any added 
poisonous ingredient shall not be deemed to be adulterated. 


[In other words, if it is all arsenic or strychnine, and there is no 


commerce. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is a very unfair criticism. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not mean to be unfair. 

Mr.PADDOCK. Thatrelates entirely to the definitions which 
follow and to which must be added ineach case those things that 
are described thereafter in order to take them out of the list of 
exceptions. That is an exception to the rule of adulteration. 

Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me just a moment 
further. 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The paragraph to which he refers is to be 
read in connection with the three clauses which follow: 


It is a great defect of legislative definition, and I | 
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Suppose that a man invents a food product which he call the 
essence of corn, or of wheat, or of rye—I will take any healthy 
article of food—and he brands it the essence of corn, when, on in- 
spection, it turns out that it contains a poisonousarticle, strych- 
nine, arsenic, prussic acid, or any of the known,poisons, delete- 
rious to human life; it is honestly branded and he puts it out on 
the public for sale. Now, under this provision—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. Suppose the Senator takes some practicable 
thing, something that everybody knows about. Suppose he takes 
a peculiar and particular brand of cornstarch or something of that 
kind, of which there are very many, upon which the trade-mark 
of the manufacturer is found, that is, cornstarch defined as such. 
If there is added to it—and there is no objection to that, because 
there is no disposition to discriminate against anything that is 
honest and fair and is branded for what it may be—but if there 
is added to that cornstarch, which is a special and particular 
manufacture known to all the world under the trade-mark of the 


| manufacturer, any ingredient which is in any respect poisonous, 
other poisonous drug added to it, it is an article of legitimate | 


then it is taken out from under this description. 
there is of it. It is perfectly plain. 

Mr. VEST. Then the language is most unfortunate 
added poisonous ingredient.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. What is‘‘added?” 


That is all 
“any 


Something thatis added 


| to that which is defined and presented and has a distinctive char- 


acter? 

Mr. VEST. Exactly, and there might be a very serious ques- 
tion as to the meaning of that word ** poisonous,” or as to the 
propriety of using the word in that connection. There may be 


| an article placed in a food product which is not a poison, and yet 
| at the same time is deleterious to health and life. 


First, in the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now or from | 
time to time hereafter known as articles of food under their own distinctive | 


names, and not included in definition fourth of this section; 

Second, in the case of articles labeled, branded, or tagged so as to plainly 
indicate that they are mixtures, compounds, combinations, or blends. 

Now, it must be either an imitation or there must be something 
aided to it, a poisonous ingredient. 
made by the addition of poisonous ingredients, or if it is an imi- 
tation, then it is not excepted as an adulteration. 

Mr. VEST. Iwill take, then, the additional explanation of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Provided, That an article of food or drug which does not contain any added 
poisonous ingredient shall not be deemed to be adulterated 

First, in the case of mixtures or compounds which may be n 
time to time hereafter known as articles of food under their own distinctive 
names, and not included in definition fourth of this section; 


If there is that condition | 


Mr. PADDOCK. It is the usual provision found in the stat- 
utes of England and in the alimentary laws of Germany, and 
found in the statute of Massachusetts, which has proven to be one 
of the most efficacious laws on this subject that has been framed 
anywhere, and which is universally recognized as a proper law. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not discussing the laws of Massachusetts or 
the laws of England. [am talking about a statute which it is 
proposed to place upon the statut2 books of the United States, 
and upon which I am called on to vote. 

Now, I want to say in conclusion that I know that all through 
the country, and I represent a large agricultural State, there 


| has been a vast amount of sentiment worked up in favor of some 


yw or from i 


Second, in the case of articles labeled, branded, or tagged so as to plainly | 


indicate that they are mixtures, compounds, combinations, or blends: 

Third, when any matter or ingredient has been added to the 
because the same is required for the production or preparation thereof as an 
article of commerce ina state fit for carriage or consumption, and not fraudu 
lently toincrease the bulk, weight, or measure of the food or drug, or conceal 
the inferior quality thereof: Provided, That the same shall be labeled 


food or drug 
| be in the hands of the States. 


legislation for pure food, asit is termed, and I know that granges, 
alliances, conventions, and newspapers have all demanded inthe 
most imperative terms, by petition and otherwise, that this or 
some similar bill shall be enacted. 

Now, Mr. President, I believe that the Constitution of the 
United States intended that inspection and quarantine laws should 
My reading of the history of the 


| commerce clause of the Constitution convinces me ——— ques- 


show them to be compounds and the exact character thereof: And provided | 


further, That nothing in this act shall be construed as requiring or compel 
ling proprietors or manufacturers of proprietary medicines to disclose their 
trade formulas 
Fourth, where the food or drug is unavoidably mixed with some extraneous 
matter in the process of collection or preparation 
Mr. PADDOCK. That is the usual provision, but sometimes 
by accident in making the compounds something may be put into 
them in the assembling of the ingredients. 
Mr.VEST. Exactly; still this provision in very plain language 
provides 
That an article of food or drug which does not contain any added poisonous 
ingredient shall not be deemed to be adulterated. 


That is to say, although it may be poisonous already, if it is 
honestly labeled, and {although it may kill a whole township by 
its use, if there is no other poison put into it, it does not come 
within the provisions of the statute. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Thatisa very extravagant and very extraor- 
dinary assumption. 

Mr. V EST. Very good. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly nothing in the phraseology or in 
the association with the other definitions all the way through 
the definition paragraphs of the bill can possibly admit of any 
such construction. 

Mr. VEST. Very good, Mr. President. Ithink I can exist 
inder the Senator's criticism after reading his bill. The extraor- 
dinary language he uses here to convey an idea which he says 
he did not intend to convey exonerates him from any disposition 
to be harsh in his criticisms on what I say. 
the language: 


Provided, That an art food or drug which does not contain any added 
poisonous ingredient shall not be deemed to be adulterated. 


1s 


time to time hereafter known as articles of food under their own distinctive 
names, and not included in definition fourth of this section. 


And soon. In other words, let us take apractical illustration. 


I submit that here | 


| tion that the meaning of that clause was that the evi 
branded, or tagged, as prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, so as to | 


s existing 
under the Old Articles of Confederation, which permitted any 
State to discriminate in its legislation against the products of 
another State attempted to be brought within its limits, should 
be done away with, and that the Constitution meant in the com- 
merce clause, when it used the word *‘ regulate” that the manner 
of conducting the commerce of the country among the States 


| should be under the jurisdiction of Congress, and I have no sort 


of doubt that the quarantine power and the inspection power was 
intended to be left with the States, because it was a local matter 
to a large extent and one which the people of the States through 
their legislative authorities were most competent to determine. 

As I said a few minutes ago, here is one of that brood of bills 
growing out of the feeling of paternalism which has taken pos- 
session of this country from one end to the other. Instead of 
going to their State authorities, the people of the United States 
are being taught now to come to Congress for everything from a 
million acres of land down toa paper of pins. The States are 
slowly—no, not slowly, but rapidly—having their constitutional 
powers taken away from them and the power vested in the Con- 
gress to do things which were intended by the framers of the 
Constitution to be left to the States exclusively. Therefore we 
find in every State of this Union a growing sentiment that State 
authority amounts to nothing and that the splendid centralized 


| Government at Washington is able to do anything, that when we 


invoke the Constitution, we are told that ‘‘ you belong to a past 
era; you are not a passenger on the car of progress; you are not 
living in the blazing sunlight of a new civilization.” 

I am proud to say, Mr. President, that I believe in the Consti- 
tution as construed by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and I would rather quit public life than to give my vote for a bill 


| like this, that I believe isa prostitution of the commercial clause 


First, in the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now or from | in the Constitution in order to exercise the police powers of the 


States. 
For these reasons, sir, I shall most cheerfuHy cast my vote 
against this measure. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. Iam very glad the Senator from Missouri 
now believes in the Constitution and will stand by it. 

Mr. President, I had not intended, as I said at the commence- 
ment of this discussion—— 

Mr. PALMER. I have no doubt the Senator from Nebraska 
intends addressing the Senate at length on this bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I shall not be able to do so 
unless I am permitted to go ahead pretty soon, because at 3 
o’clock we have a special order. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to ask the Senator's permission be- 
fore he proceeds to make a motion to strike out a part of this 
bill, if it will suit him, in order that he may have that point be- 
fore him while addressing the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There isa motion pending tostrike 
out sections 7 and 8, which was offered by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. COKE]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What is the exact motion? 

Mr. PALMER. Ifthe Senator from Nebraska will permit me, 
I will move to strike out all of section 1 after the words ‘‘ chief 
chemist,” in the tenth line of the section, and also all of the third 
section and all of the fourth section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment already 
pending submitted by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The amendment of the Senator from Texas 
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embraces a part of the proposition which the Senator from Illi- | 


nois now makes. 

Mr. PALMER. If the proposition I make is not in order, of 
course I withdraw it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It can be offered at the proper time. 

Mr. PALMER. At the suggestion of gentlemen who are more 
familiar with the rulesthan I am, I withdraw the amendment for 
the present. 

Mr.PADDOCK. Mr. President, I had not intended, as I stated 
at the commencement of this discussion, to make a formal speech, 
but the very carefully prepared arguments of the Senators from 
Texas and Tennessee the other day, and the speech of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to-day, have seemed to make it 


necessary to give to many of their statements and conclusions a | 


more formal and thorough answer than would be possible ina 
running debate. With this apology in advance, and indulging 


the hope that the very great importance of the measure under | 


consideration may command for me the attention of the Senate, 
I will proceed. 

Mr. President, when this bill was first taken up for discussion, 
in answer to the extravagant estimates placed upon the cost of 
its administration if it should become a law, made by both the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] and the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CoKE], I insisted that such estimates had no foundation in 
reason, or common sense, or fairness. In support of what | 
then said, I now present the letter of Prof. Wiley, written under 
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and sold to the consuming public at retail as well as at whole- 
sale; which is wholly incorrect. 

All that is contemplated by this bill is the analysis of articles 
of food or drugs, being subjects of interstate commerce, which 
may come under suspicion from time to time as adulterated and 
misbranded articles on some such theory or plan as that upon 
which the hunting out of the manufacturers and sellers of coun- 
terfeit money is conducted, and I repeat now, what I said the 
other day in the hurried answer made by me to some of these 
extravagant assumptions and charges of my honorable friends on 
the other side, that, taking the expense of the administration of 
the Massachusetts law as a basis for the cost of the administra- 
tion of this proposed act, the estimate of the Department of Ag- 
riculture, to which I have referred, is within entirely reasonable 
bounds. 

Our friends are greatly disturbed because the exact number 
to be employed and the salaries to be paid to each are not defi- 
nitely fixed in the bill, although the maximum amount in the 
appropriation, beyond which nothing could be expended, was 
then in the bill; but the whole subject of the appropriation is now 
relegated to the two Houses of Congress to be provided for 
through their regular Appropriation Committees. Weall know 
that this means no more than $100,000 in any possible contingency, 
and we all know that beyond the limit of expenditures thus to be 
fixed in the appropriation bill it will be impossible to go in the 
expense of administration. Manifestly it would not be wise nor 
in the interest of economy to definitely name the number to be 
annually employed nor their actual compensation, because the 
service from its very nature would necessarily be variable and 
uncertain as to the number and the period of the employment 
of the persons used in the field during the year. 

In some months a large amount of work in the way of inspec- 
tions and analys2s might be required, while in some other months 
of the year very little would be necessary. It has been usual to 


| give some discretion in the administration of all laws of this 


the direction and with the approval of the Secretary of Agri- | 


culture upon this subject. It is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, DIVISION OF CHEMISTRY, 
Washington, D. C., February 24, 1892 

Sir: 1 beg to submit the following estimate of the cost, in so far as the 
chemical work is concerned, of carrying out the provisions of the pure-food 
bill now under consideration in the Senate: 

There are, of course, many difficulties in the way of giving anything like an 
accurate estimate of the amount of money necessary; but I have carefully 
gone over each provision of the bill, and [ think I can safely say that the 
total cost of the chemical work, including the procuring of the samples and 
the necessary traveling expenses of the chemists, who may be detailed for 
this purpose, will not exceed $100,000 per annum. 

In all such work I have found that it is far better to have the chemist him- 
self obtain the samples of suspected foods rather than depend upon an in 
spector who has no technical knowledge of the matter under consideration. In 
the work which has already been done by this division in food adulteration, 
we have purchased all our samples of suspected foods through our own chem- 
ists, finding this method of procedure far superior to any other one. The es- 
timate which I give, therefore, includes not only the chemical work but also 
the necessary expenses attending the procuring of the samples. It does not, 
of course, include the erection and equipment of a laboratory large enough 
to accommodate the increased number of workers. This matter is already 
provided for in a bill which is now before the House for the erection of scien- 
tific laboratories for the use of the Department of Agriculture. 

I think I can safely say, with the experience of six years in this business, 
that the law can be thoroughly enforced, in so far as the chemical work is 
concerned, for the amount mentioned above. 

Respectfully, 
H. W. WILEY, Chemist 

Hon. A. S. PADDOCK, 

United States Senate, 


Both of the Senators to whom I have referred insisted that 
thousands and tens of thousands of officials would be required, 
and this, too, in the face of the fact that the last section of 
the bill, which was stricken out yesterday on my motion, pro- 
viding for an appropriation for one year’s work under it, placed 
the requirement at the same amount indicated in the official es- 
timate [ have read. The Senators appear to have assumed that 
there will be required under its provisions a univeral inspection 
embracing every article of food and drug that is manufactured 


character to the chief executive officer charged with the respon- 
sibility of their administration. This measure, therefore, on a 
comparatively new and a most important line of investigation, is 
not faulty in the respect mentioned and is not entitled to the 
fierce criticisms indulged in by the Senators to whom I have re- 
ferred, in the alleged interest and under the pretense of economy. 

Mr. President, may it not be true that our friends are really 
more troubled about cotton-seed oil than about the Constitution? 
Mr. President, I beg to repeat what I have before said, that, 
considering this very interest alone, they are making a serious 
mistake. 

[t is a significant fact that the reputable packers and manu- 
facturers of compound lard, in which cotton-seed oil is used in 
part, are themselves in favor of the passage of this bill for the 
protection of the very interest which the Senators from Tennes- 
see and Texas desire to protect through its defeat. They believe 
it is better for this very article itself that there shall be an 


| honest, open-handed manufacture and sale of it to the consum- 
ing public. The suspicion now attaching to it, the ban under 


which it rests, can only be removed by some such legislation as 
this. 


The producers of hogs desire and are seeking only this result. 
They and their representatives here make no assault wpon cot- 
ton-seed oil nor upon the compound lard of which it is a constit- 


uent part. They only ask that it shall be branded and sold for 
exactly what it is, and not dishonestly sold for what it is not, 
i.¢.,** pure leaf lard.” The charge of those Senators as to a com- 
bination or conspiracy on the part of the hog-producers and the 
particular representatives here f 
islation discriminating against cotton-seed oil in favor of the edi- 
ble fat of swine, is without the least foundation in fact. 

The best witnesses in proof of this statement are the intelligent 


rv the pu pose of securing leg- 


dealers and compound lard manufacturers, who are enormously 
interested in maintaining its commercial reputation as an edible 
fat for the uses indicated. [ make this statement with the con- 
fidence of an intimate. an absolute knowledee. vained from per- 
sonal inquiries extensively made by myself for the sole purpose 


of ascertaining the exact views of the people to whom I have re- 
ferred 
And now, Mr. President, speaking generally, having in mind 


1 


this charge of the Senator from Tennessee in the commencement 


of his speech the other day, which was fully indorsed by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke], that this measure was formu- 
lated for the express purpose of discriminating against cotton-seed 
oil, I defy either of them to point to any provision or any line in 
this bill which discriminates especially against any honest and 
honestly branded article of food in favor of any other such article. 

The Senator from Tennessee indulged in a good deal of very 
extravagant criticism as tocertain imaginary political aspects of 
this legislation, and, in order that I may avoid any possible mis- 











L718 

statement of 

said under this pa 

of the many in hi 
The Senator said: 


what was so freely and, as I think, so ungenerously 
lar head by him, I quote an extract or two 
sc - of this character. 
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| eral criticisms upon section 10, which rez 
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bring this great undertaking down to the level of ward and pre- 
cinct politics. 

Again, Mr. President, my friend from Tennessee assumes that 
proprietary medicines will be in no way subject tothe operations 
of this proposed law. There is nothing in the act warranting 
this conclusion. The presumption is that proprietary medicines 
having each a special trade-mark designation will always be what 
they are and have been uniformly branded; but this bill requires 
that they shall be exactly what they are designated and repre- 
sented tobe. Inother words that there shall be nothing i in or about 
any of them which are subjectsof interstate commerce that shall 
in any respect whatever “ tend to deceive the purchaser.” 

There is no a upon the necessary analysis to determine 
this fact. Th , however, and very properly, an inhibition 
against the disc losure of their formulas. This is an exe »ption 
in the case of these particular articles, the propriety and justice 
of which is so apparent as to require no comment. In his gen- 
ds as follows: 

That this act shall not be construed to interfere with commerce wholly in- 
ternal in any State, nor with the exercise of their police powers by the sev- 
eral States— 
my friend says, that ‘‘ while it is designed to guard each State 
from the operation of this proposed national law, it will place « 
cordon of inspection around every State.” He further states in 
the same connection that “this proposed law of Congress has no 


| power to prevent the manufacture of adulterated articles in the 


States, but is confined exclusively to hindering the movement of 
such articles across the borders of States.” He says: ‘‘The in- 
troduction, not the manufacture, is forbidden.” He says again: 


‘There is no prevention, no stoppage of adulteration attempted, 


| only the movement or introduction of adulterated articles.” 


| sections 7 and 8 of the bill 


The country is at rut entering upon the great quadrennial campaign for 
the Pre siden 1 nd this bill p roposes to put it within the power of one De- 
partment to aj m int as many ‘chemists, inspectors, clerks, laborers, and | 
other employés” as the head may deem necessary tocarry out the provisions 
of this act, an Lamy political work for whiok their hands and heads may be 
rea 4 ppc int 

in he says 

‘] e a demand for pure-food legislation, but that demand does not 
‘ ving opportunity for the impure politics, the adulterated 
v yranded election devices which lurk concealed within the 
lim ti mferred on any Secretary of Agriculture by this bill. 
“zy ting commerce’ this bill renders it possible for 
one 0 partments to th is corrupt the politics of the country 
by I titud 1 employés, disguised as pure-food 
‘inspect ploy ation them as vedettes along the 
line f ev I 1a of «x urse within handy distance to voting pre- 
cin n eve State. 

I can not vote to introduce a Trojan horse with a belly full of inspectors 
and other employés to open our gates for a Republican or a Democratic tri- 
umph, and for these, if no other reasons I do not think it should receive at 
the hands « epresentatives of the people such favor as will justify theCon- 
gressin passing a bill which carries suc h possibilities yea, probabilities, of 
po al eV 

He further says 

I e is possibility wi the discretion of any partisan Secretary of 
30 active officers, at va viaries, being appointed to watch food and 
ari and, if n be, take ar tive hand in doing any political work ina 
po il impai 

This is, to say the least of it, bringing the discussion of a most | 
important measure, which this is believed by the great body of 
the people of this country to be, down to a very low plane. It is 
not only an assault upon American official er generally, 
but it is a direct charge that the motive of all of us who have 
been laboriously employed in the promotion of this legislation | 
has not been to secure the passage of such a measure because 
there is a great public need and an overwhelming and honest 
demand for the same, but for the purpose of setting in motion 


certain po 






' can be made a 


for partisan purposes. It would be difficult to conceive of any 
legislation which could possess more strongly the charac teristics 
of polities than did the political discussion of this measure in | 
which my fri nd from Te nnesseo int lulged himself. It is cer- 
tainly rather a serious matter to charge, even by indirection, 
that not only those who have fas u directly engaged in its formu- 


lation and presentation, but the great body of the people them- | 


SeLy s.whohaveal 
ly by the desire to have inaugurated a cheap, nasty, political 
1eme for corrupt partisan uses. 

Ir. BATE. May IL interrupt the Senator? 


Mr. PADDOCK. I prefer not to be interrupted. I have only 








a very short time, and the Senator will have plenty of oppor- 
tunity to make any statement he desires after I conclude my 
remark For, if this plan of legislation is of the character de- 
scribed by the Senator, it must be that all who have been instru- 
mental in bringing it forward must have been moved by partisan 
eking itsenactment. This is the logical conclusion 
of his argument, and none other than this is possible. Soitisa 
reflection the State Legislatures, the boards of trade, the 
reat co cial exchanges and associations, the farmers’ alli- 
ances and granges, the great army of reputable manufacturers 
and dealers, and the thousands of other honored citizens all over 
the country who have indorsed the provisions and urged the 
passage of this measure. And I am compelled to frankly say 
that this is not the kind of argument that is calculated to satisfy 
the country that the Senators who make it are themselves moved 
by ther 1 1an political or lfish motives. 

\lv.. President, the division of chemistry, which, under the 
Secretary of Agriculture, is to have the administration of the 
proposed law, is as nearly nonpartisan in its work as such an 
re tion can be under our system. It is purely a scientific 
force whose work is largely on the lines of practical science. 
Che enla nent of the scope of its ha ope wd and work as pro- 
posed by this measure can not change its character in this respect 
and these assaults, in anticipation of the imposition of the added 
duties contemplated by the bill, are unjustifiable and injurious 
to the particular interests of the people, which it is the duty of 
that division to conserve. Of course the oun head is the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and whether a Republican or a Demo- 
crat, no Secretary of Agriculture would be capable of prostitu- 
ting a great scientific division of his Department to the low pur- 
suits of cor! and corrupting palldies described by the Sena- 
) 

The of the friends of this proposition have been wholly 
in the din on of nonpartisan legisiation and nonpartisan ad- 
ministration in response to a universal nonpartisan demand, and 


i do not believe its enemies will 


eceed 


their 


in attempt to 


lmost univers sally demanded it, have been moved | 
| commerce. 


| such articles as come 


| 10, both of which, in the plainest language, confine al 


| course enables the agent of the General Government 
itical machinery which is intended to be corruptly used | 


But, in another paragraph of his speech, in his criticisms upon 
, he complains that ‘‘the bill invades 
the State and seizes her manufacturers and dealers who had no 
part in introducing or shipping the articles into another State,” 
and, in the same connection, he further complains that ‘“‘ that of 
* * ~ 
to go and lay violent hands in a way to make him acriminal, even 
if he be a manufacturer in the very heart of old Virginia.” To 
be precise, the Senator says in one paragraph of his speech that 
the manufacturer can not be molested, and in another that he 
criminal under the provisions of the bill. This 
would appear to be the reductio ad absurdum of argument. 

Section 10, without any qualification whatever, confines every 
provision of the act, of whatever nature, to articles which are 
distinctively, necessarily, and absolutely subjects of interstate 
The provisions of sections 7 and 8, which the Sena- 
tor criticises, are still further directly qualified by the declara- 
tion in each section that the articles to be dealt with must be 
‘‘under the provisions of this act,” which 
means not one but all of its provisions, including sections 2 and 
1 the pro- 
visions of the act to articles which are exclusively subjects of in- 
terstate commerce. 

But, ‘‘to make assurance doubly sure ” as to this, on my motion 
yesterday the essential provisions were amended in the direction 
of greater definiteness by the insertion of the exact definition 
now recognized by the present state of the law and the adjudi- 
cation of the courts, asfollows: ‘“‘Articles which are subjects of 
interstate commerce.” 

Mr. President, when, where, 


and under what circumstances 


| these articles, which must be subjects of interstate commerce, 


destination in such _— or Territory 


to be dealt with at all, may be lawfully demanded under its provi- 
sions for analysis, is to be determined by the rules and regulations 
to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, which must be 
based not alone upon the requirements of this particular act, but 
upon the entire state of the law as settled by the decisions of the 
Supreme Court respecting the powers of the Federal authority in 
suchcases. Whoever administers this proposed act will be bound 
not only by the Constitution but by all the law and all the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court affecting thesame. There is noth- 
ing whatever in the bill, with its qualifying provisions, specifi- 
cally authorizing an inspectio n or analysis of anything that is 
not in all respects a subject of interstate commerce. 

Whether the analysis can commence in the manufactory where 
the original packages are already made upand directed with the 
usual shipping address to the party or parties residing and doing 
business in a State or Territory other than that in which manu- 
factured, or whether they can not be touched until th« y are upon 
a dray moving to the railroad dé pot, or, even later, until they are 
upon a car of a freight train ready to be moved out from the State 
where manufactured into the State or Territory to which they 
are destined; and when they shall have arrived at the point of 
,, whether the inspection or 
analysis of such original packages is to be undertaken at the depot 
on their arrival, or on the dray conveying them to the wholesale 
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or commission house, or whether the sample can be demanded 
from these original packages when they shall have been placed 
on the shelves of the wholesale or commission house of the seller; 
or whether at each and all of these places, is not a question re- 
uiring to be determined here now, but is a matter of adminis- 
ation to be hereafter determined, if the bill becomes a law, not 
by the provisionsof this act alone, but by the exact measurement 
gnd limitations of the power granted by the Constitution to the 
ederal Government to regulate commerce among the several 
tates and to promote the general welfare. 


The purpose and aim of this proposed law is, by general defi- | 


ee only, to confer all the authority, and no more than law- 
lly flows from the Constitution, as the volume of the same may 


have been determined by the decisions of the court of last resort, | 


and there is nothing whatever in the provisions of the bill indi- 


cating an intention on the part of its framers and promoiers to | 


attempt to go further than this; nor is there anything in it to 
warrant the statement that it gives any agent of the Government 


of the United States authority to go into a manufactory or retail | 
place of any kind in any State, without the consent of the pro- | 


prietor thereof, and demand to purchase any of the samples au- 
thorized to be purchased for analysis which are not distinctively 
the subjects of interstate commerce. The bill, however, is —_ 
posely drawn on lines broad enough to admit of this being done 
under an understanding with a State willing and consenting to 
codperate with the Federal Government to prevent the frauds at 
which the billaims. In States where the present state of the law 
does not admit of such codperation the bill is simply anticipatory. 


Indeed, Mr. President, I may safely admit all that the Senator | 


from Texas [Mr. COKE] has said in respect of the constitutional 
limitations applicable to its provisions, and the bill will stand 
unimpeached. 

Here, Mr. President, I desire to read an extractfrom aspeech 
which I had the honor to make in the Senate in the first session 
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public morals, the public health, and the domestie welfare gen 
erally of society in the State; but I have been unable to fin 
decision of the Supreme Court, from Chief Justice Mar 
down to the present day, indicating that, if through an i 

petent, a neligent, or an indifferent inistrati f 
of a State, the insufficiency of its general + ‘at 















erty of its resources, or all of these combined, the health or other 
local conditions have been permitted to fall so low as to become 
continuously a menace, an obstruction to the commerce between 
other States necessarily passing through the State so af l, 
that the National Government could not intervene and act di- 
rectly upon such conditions for amelioration or removal, and the 
reinstatement of the commerce thus interrupted and threatened 
with destruction. 

Indeed, from my reading of th n sati hat 
the warrant of authority is not t the dut 
peratively enjoined upon the ig Constitut to 
make full and careful provision Ll h cont 
Nor is it permissible, in my opinion, for Con s to uit 1 
invitation nor to be deterred by the protest of the State so af- 
fected when satisfied that conditions exist therein obstructive of 
commerce between the several States which the Constitution 
says must be protected by the national authority without refer- 


ence to the geographical lines of any particular Sts 
the State refuses or neglects to remove. 

In the celebrated case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, made historic by 
the learned opinion delivered by Chief Justice Marshall, in which 
he considers the whole question of the power National 
Government over the subject of commerce, that most eminent 
jurist, while not dissenting from the view that a State may pro- 
vide by quarantine and other laws for the protection of the pub- 
lic health, is very careful to indicate that when law, 
whether quarantine, health, or other, may operate as an obstruc- 
tion or an impediment to commerce it must fall before the su- 


ite and which 


s of the 


State 


g of the Fiftieth Congress upon the pleuro-pneumonia bill, which | preme power of the National Government over that whole sub- 
3 is somewhat on the line of the observations I am now submitting | ject. Referring to the acts of 1796 and 1799 he says: 

vs as to the general principles. However, before reading this ex- But in making these provisions the opinion is unequivocally manifested 
ot tract I desire to say, in a prefatory way, that I do not claim nor | that Congress may control the State laws so far as it may be necessary to 
rs expect for my viewson a constitutional question the same respect | ‘ ontrol them for the re gulatic m of commerce 

BS from the lawyers of the Senate as isdue tothe arguments on the | In other words, that Congress may accept the State laws, as 
a oe and duties in question by my learned friend from Texas, | W45 done in 1799, and codperate with the State authorities 
3 whose reputation as an able lawyer is so firmly established. | their enforcement, or, by implication, that it may modify or ev: 
ce It must be remembered, however, that the Senator from Texas | replace them altogether by other laws of its own enactment and 
a argues always upon the most radically restrictive lines as to the | provide for their enforcement through the agencies of the Na- 
a constitutional limitations upon the Federal authority, while I | tional Government alone, if it shall deem it necessary, consider 
iB frecly admit that I indulge a much broader view as to these | ing the interests of commerce, to do so. 


Again, in this same opinion, speaking of ‘“‘the power to r 
late,” | 


ne Says: 


limitations, looking from the standpoint of liberal construction 
respecting, particularly, the treatment of all matters and things 


Obstructive or oe to interstate commerce or prejudicial to | 
‘*the general welfare,” resulting from poorly executed, perhaps | 


This power, like all ot] 
be exercised to its utmost extent 
than are prescribed by the Consti 


‘s invested in Congress 


and acknowleuges no limit 


ution. 


wholly unexecuted, or, possibly overexecuted State inspection | 


laws, or from any other like causes arising in the State. 
Mr. President, I now read from my former remarks to which 
I have referred: 


“But, sir, it is contended by some thai the powers reserved to | 


the States to enact quarantine, health, inspection, and other sim- 
ilar laws carry with them exclusive control as to police regu- 
lations of all kinds and for all purposes whatsoever; that the na- 
tional jurisdiction over this subject, if it exists at all, is second- 
ary, subordinate, or auxiliary to State authority, and that the 
exercise of the same is permissible only when the State to be af- 
fected gives assent thereto. Abstractly considered this may be 
true, but in the concrete it is not true. 
commercial intercourse between the States belongs exclusively 


to the National Government by specific grant. It is a power to 


be exercised solely and independently by authority of Congress, | 


not for the States as such, but for all the people of the United 
States standing together, and perfectly equal as to their rights, 
privileges, and immunities as cjtizens of one nationality in respect 
of allmatters and things connected with such commerce and in- 
tercourse between the States. 

This power is not only specifically granted to the National 
Government for the benefit of the whole people, but it is with 
equal definiteness prohibited to the States. Theinspection laws 
are distinctly subordinate to this larger grant of powers, and in 
order to emphasize this subordination more fully and forcefully 
it is provided that these very laws shall be subject to the revi- 
sion and control of the Congress in order to make it certain that 


this exceptional authority may not be used in any manner or form | 
to impede in the slightest degree the free course of commerce | 
between the people in all sections of the Union, which the Na- | 
tional Government is specially required to promote and preserve. | 


Undoubtedly, sir, there isa perfect and unbroken concensus 


of opinion running through all the debates in Congress and all | 
the decisions by the courts since the adoption of the Constitution | 
that the State may legislate primarily for the protection of the | 





The power to regulate | 


| not supplied by a 
| and enforcing such regulations in the intere 


By parity of reasoning, if there are no “limitations” 
this power, and if it ‘* may be exercised to the ’ in con- 
forming even the police and other regulations of a State to the re- 
quirements of commerce, Congress may undoubtedly, where there 
is an entire absence of lawin a State for the protection of agreat 
subject of interstate commerce, adopt regulations to prot 
same when such protection is necessary to the maintenance of 
the commerce therein passing through such State to and fron 
the several other States. 

In the case of Walling vs. 
by the court that— 


The police power can not be set up to control the inhibitions of the ¢ 


upon 


utmost 


»¢ } 
et the 


i 


Michigan 


tution or the powers of the United States Government crea ther ‘ 
In other words, that the po power can not be empl l by 
a State to prevent the necessary regulations of commerce, nor to 


limit nor abridge the 
this subject through the inhi 


os 


powers of the National Government over 


bitions in respect of such power. 


And so I maintain that, pari passu, if te police power may not 
be invoked by the State to obstruct, it may be set in motion by 
the national authority itself under some circumstances to remové 
| obstructions in the way of interstate commerce. To illustrate: 


protect a particular 
through a State are 
for making 
and for the pro- 
. 


regard for all the 


If certain police regulations necessary to 
branch of interstate commerce in it 
state, the C 


Dassal' 
I F 


Ongress may provi le 


tection of such commerce, having inter- 


gy aque 
} 


ests of the people of such State to be affected by these regula- 
tions. 

As for instance, if yellow fever should suddenly take posses- 
sion, epidemically, of the States of the lower Mississippi, and 
intercourse between the great States of the Northwest and the 


ports below, which are usually employed to make the exchange 
incident to the commerce of that vast region, should be seriously 
interrupted, 1 maintain that in the absence of the necessary 
health or police regulations in those States to deal quick! 


uy anu 
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effectively 
its duty under the Constitution to, supply those regulations and 
authorize action directly upon the case anywhere in those States 
for the purpose of removing such obstacles to commerce when 
they could not otherwise be removed. And ultimately this rule 
will obtain and be gladly accepted by the people of every State 
inthe Union. Of course these are extreme cases, but the law 
should be ready always to protect commerce among the several 
States in any and every emergency. 

Certainly it would always be most desirable, and undoubtedly 
it would generally happen, if the bill under consideration should 
become a law, that where the State had provided laws to meet 
the case the national power would be exercised as an auxiliary 
force only, the State laws being supplemented by the regulations 
established by Congress, and the State agencies being employed 
so far as practicable to carry out the purposes of the proposed 

It is upon this theory of cotperation, where possible, that 
iis bill was framed. 

The reason for such a policy are manifold. They could not be | 
better presented than they were by Chief Justice Marshall in the 
learned opinion in the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, from which I 
before quoted. He said: 

The acts of Congress passed in 1796 and 1799 empowering and directing the 


officers of the General Government toconform toand insist in the execution 
of the quarantine and health laws of a State proceed, it is said, upon the 
idea that these laws are constitutional. It is undoubtedly true that they do 
proceed upon that idea, and the constitutionality of such laws has never, so 
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far as we are informed, beendenied. But they donot —_e an acknowledge- 
ment that a State may rightfully regulate commerce with foreign nationsor 
among the States, for they do not imply that such laws are an exercise of 
that power, or enacted with a view toit. On the contrary, they are treated 
as quarantine and health laws, are so denominated in the acts of Congress, 
and are considered as flowing from the acknowledged power of a State to 
provide for the health of its citizens. But as it was apparent that some of 
the provisions made for this purpose and in virtue of this power might in- 
terfere with and be affected by the laws of the United States made for the 
regulation of commerce, Congress, in that spirit of harmony and concilia- 
tion which ought always to characterize the conduct of governments stand- 
ing in the relation which that of the Union and those of the States bear to 
each other, has directed its officers to aid in the execution of these laws, and 
has in some measure adapted its own legislation to this object by making 
provisions in aid of those of the States. But in making these provisions the 
opinion is unequivocally manifested that Congress may control the State 
laws, 8o far as it may be necessary to control them, for the regulation of 
commerce 

However, it will be remembered that Chief Justice Marshall in 
the case of Gibbons vs. Oden had before him primarily the ques- 
tion only of certain State enactments under which Congress had 
authorized codperation through certain officers of the National 
Government with the State authorities, ‘‘ whereas the require- 
ment now is to provide not only for cojperation, when that can 
be had, but for independent action by the National Government 
in the case of nonaction by the State, or of the nonexistence of 
any State laws or regulations whatever to meet the case.” 

Nothing more pertinent and instructive as to the natural cor- 
relation of Federal and State powers and duties, nothing more 
conclusive as to the obligation resting upon the Federal and 
State authorities to act in unison and harmony in matters of 
great interstate concern like this under discussion has ever been 
written than this plain, simple, strong statement of Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall. 

If the view is correct that the Federal authority may remov: 
hurtful or destructive obstructions from the pathway of inter- 
state commerce, even if placed upon the lines thereof by a State 
lying between two or more States through which such commerce 
must pass, may it not trace 
tion or an injurious counterfeit of an article 
which has been introduced into such State through another 
State, which is admittedly hurtful to the general health, preju- 
dicial to the interests of honorable commerce, and at the sam: 
time a vicious assault upon the general welfare? However, it 
would never be necessary to assert this power in the execution 
of this proposed act, because the comities between the States 
and the Federal Government having a common purpose of this 
high order in view, would, as intimated by Chief Justice Mar- 
shall in the learned decision of Gibbons vs. Ogden, always be 
liberally observed. Particularly would this happen in such 
cases as this bill proposes to deal with, which bears so intimate 
arelation to ‘the general welfare” of all the people. 

There is, therefore, no possible doubt as to the correctness of 


the 


into a State a poisonous adultera- | 
of food or drug | 


| unless itis branded as such. 





general theory upon which this bill rests. The doctrine | 
must be accepted that Congress can provide by general provi- 
sions and definitions like those employed ir this bill for the regu- 
lation of commerce among the several States in adulterated foods | 
which are admittedly injurious to the general health. The | 
States, having a common interest and a common purpose to sub- | 
serve, will not fail to enact similar laws to enable them to cotip- | 
erate with the Federal authority through the reciprocal use of | 
all the inspection and police powers of each. In recognition of 

this duty and obligation, a State would never refuse to authorize 

the Federal officers to help execute health laws enacted by the 


| state commerce. 
| officially signed, recently adopted at the annual meeting of the 
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State, nor to consent that under such an act the Federal officer 
might extend his inspection to a manufactory in such State en- 


| gaged in compounding adulterated food and drugs exclusively 


for shipment and sale in other State and Territories, where the 


| offender can not be otherwise reached. 


But if for any reason it should be preferred by either that each 


| should act independently under their respective laws, it can not 


be doubted that there would be a reciprocal exercise of all their 


| separate powers in such cases for socommendable a op ean 
| common benefit and advantage of all the people of all t 


1e States. 
Very soon, under the influence of this legislation, every State 


} ° . . 
which has not already done so will enact food-adulteration acts, 


conforming in their general provisions to this proposed act of 
Congress, and, meeting at the line of the jurisdictional boundary 
between Federal and State authority, these potential forces will 
be ever ready to codperate in a common effort to purify the food 
and drug supplies of the people. It is not, therefore, now, nor 
it ever be, necessary in respect of such legislation as this to 
split hairs as to the technical construction of national and State 
inspection laws. 

It is morally certain that this happy conformity in the provis- 
ions of the Federal and State laws for the protection of our food 
supplies of which I have spoken will soon eventuate if this biil 
shall become a law. And when thisshall happen my friend from 
Tennessee will no longer be disturbed by the possible interfer- 
ence on the part of the Federal authorities with the neighbor- 
hood trade in acid vinegar in ‘* Old Virginia,” which he says is 
‘**known to be not the pure article,” but, as he says, is ‘‘ perhaps 
harmless ’—the imaginary future vicissitudes of which under this 
proposed act he so eloquently described the other day in the fol- 
lowing language: 


Now, I may illustrate by a Maryland man telling me the other day thata 
vast amount, hundreds and thousands of barrels, of vinegar were made in the 
western part of Virginia and it was all adulterated more orless. Itwasknown 
that it was notthe pure article, but it found ready sale, and perhaps was harm- 
less. According to the seventh and the ninth sections of this bill When the man- 
ufacturer of that vinegar sells it to somebody else, puts it up at auction, ifyou 
please, sells it to Tom. Dick, and Harry around his establishment, or sells it 
to another merchant in due course of trade, not knowing what he is going 
to do with it; or supposing they are going toconsume it in the vicinity where 
made, within or elsewhere within the borders of that State, you can go there 
and arrest that man, he being the manufacturer, and when he had no ideaat 
all of shipping the vinegar beyond the borders of the State. Another man, 
speculating in it, may go and buy from that second party in the neighbor- 
hood, and he knows nothing of its being adulterated, and yetitis adulter- 
ated, but harmless. 

That vinegar goes into Maryland, and here comes one of these inspectors 
with the Government authority to analyze and report. He says, ‘Thisisnot 
pure vinegar; I will indict you and carry you to the courts.” 

The purchaser in Maryland is innocent, and perhaps did not know anything 
about thelanguageof this bill. Heis asked, ‘‘Wheredidyougetit’’ “From 
acertain man back upon theroadrunninginto Western Virginia.”’ Then itis 
made his duty,to go and get that dealer in Virginia, who in turn had pur- 
chased it from the manufacturer, who had made it from the fruit of his own 
orchard. This agent goes back to that man, and according to the terms of 
this bill in the seventh and ninth sections can lay hands violently on the man 
who has manufactured this vinegar, although he had nothing to do with the 
shipment, and the merchant who bought from him knew nothing of the adul- 
teration when he sent it outside of the lines of the State. 


This picture in its varied details is so involved and compli- 
cated that I feel myself unequal to the task of properly answer- 


ing it. I must, therefore, content myself with the single obser- 
vation that if the people of Virginia like to use adulterated 
vinegar, acid vinegar, which, if not absolutely poisonous, is most 
harmful, in their own State where the same is manufactured, they 
can do so under this proposed act. And after it shall become a 
law, the Senator’s injunction to ** let well enough alone ” will not 
be necessary, for the people of *‘Old Virginia” can still ‘* have 
free course ””—and be poisoned—if they will, only they will not 
then be permitted to send their adulterated vinegar to Maryland 
He will find, however, that this 
idea of his will not satisfy the people of ‘‘ Old Virginia.” 
Among the strong appeals received for the passage of this 
measure many have come from ‘‘Old Virginia.” My friend will 


| find that they, too, want pure vinegar, or, at least, that they 


want the adulterated vinegar branded and sold for exactly what 
it is, and not as ‘‘ pure cider vinegar; ” and that under their own 
laws, which are sure to follow the enactment of this, they will 
be among the readiest of all to require the regulation of the 


| manufacture of impure vinegar in their own State and to coip- 
| erate with the United States authorities in securing the enforce- 


ment of similar regulations where it becomes a& subject of inter- 
As a further answer, the following resolution, 


Fruit Growers and Cider-Vinegar Makers’ Association of Massa- 
chusetts, is respectfully submitted: 


SECRETARY'S OFrFice, Billerica, Mass., February 17, 1592. 
DEAR Sin: At the annual meeting of the Fruit-Growers’, Cider and Cider- 


| Vinegar Makers’ Association of Massachusetts, held in Boston, February 2, 


the following resolution was unanimously adopted: 

** Resolved, That the president and secretary of this association be empow- 
ered, as officers of this association, to write a joint letter to the Massachu- 
setts Senators and Representatives in Congress setting forth that this asso 
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ciation indorses the Paddock pure-food bill now before the United States | sippi, nor for the construction of levees to confine the waters of 


Senate, and requesting that they give their aid to its enactment.” 
a 


We are faithfully yours, ; 
EBEN M. HOLBROOK, President. 
E. F. DICKINSON, Secretary. 
Hon. A. S. PADDOCK, — 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 

I further quote from my distinguished friend from Tennessee 
bis expressed apprehension as tothe probable disturbance of the 
interstate commerce between Maryland and Virginia by the pas- 
sage of this act. The Senator says: 

The possible effect of the law may be to make trade which is lawful within 
tw States a misdemeanor when carried on between those States. Maryland 
and Virginia may each — the manufacture and trade in an adulterated 

cle of food, while this law places its inspectors on the boundary between 
aryland and Virginia to prevent the introduction of an article the manu- 
acture of which each State encourages and promotes. The anomaly is pre- 


sented of a law ofCongress, enacted under the authority to “ regulate com- 


merce,” actually preventing the commerce without, and possibly against, 
the consent of the States most interested. It is an example of Federal 
maternalism of a stepmother character, never contemplated in a system 
of government where the functions of the government were not intended to 
hinder and circumvent the freest intercourse between the States. 

This is in the nature of an unconstitutional argument to set 
aside a plain provision of the Constitution, and from so strict a 
constructionist as my friend from Tennessee is rather surprising. 

My friend is solicitous about the destruction of the cheap food 
supply of the poor by the passage of this bill, the aim and pur- 
pose of which is to make purer and, therefore, cheaper, the food 
—y of all. 

Mr. President, there is no class of our people who are so di- 


poor, the men who compose what are termed the “tin-pail brig- 
ades,” the hewers of wood and the drawers of water, who con- 
struct our railroads, build our cities, work in our factories, iron 
mills, and in the thousands of other employments which belong 
largely to unskilled labor, as well as the clerks and others of 
moderate salaries who live in towns and cities. 

I will allow those eminent authorities, H. Wharton Amerling, 





president of the Society for the Prevention of the Adulteration | 


of Foods, and Dr. Hassel, the eminent scientist, to make my fur- 
ther answer to the Senator from Tennessee as to this particular 
objection. Mr. Amerling says: 

By adulteration a man is made sick and by it he is prevented from recover 


ing. * * * People in good circumstances do not suffer a tithe as much as 


the poor in the cities from these adulterations. 

Dr. Hassel says: 

It is, however, the poor man, the laborer, and the artisan, who is the most 
extensively defrauded, for, occupied early and late with his daily labor, often 
in debt to those with whom he deals, he has no time nor power to help him- 


self in the matter, and if he had the time, he still would require the requisite 
knowledge. The subject of adulteration, therefore, while it concerns all 


classes, is eminently a poor man’s question. The extent to which he is | 


cheated through adulterations is enormous. 

My friend from Tennessee is also disturbed lest the passage of 
this act may interfere with the successful efforts of Massachusetts 
to reduce the percentage of food adulteration in that State ‘‘asa 
result of its stringent food and drug inspection laws,” which show 
a saving of 5 per cent in the increased purity of their articles of 
food during the past few years. This is what Dr. Abbott, secre- 
tary of the State board of health, the officer who, under that law 
has accomplished all this, says about this proposed legislation in 
its effect upon their great work in Massachusetts: 

Your bill will be helpful to all States which are attempting to enforce such 
laws of theirown. I have carefully read the bill and appreciate its impor 
tance. 

Again, he says: 

The trouble with us is that we can not take care of adulterated food and 


i 


| 
drugs that are manufactured in and come to us from other States, of which 
there is an immense amount. Wemust have a Congressional law which will | 


regulate the transit of that kind of product to enable us to reach the offenders. 


Mr. President, if Dr. Abbott by his magnificent work in Massa- 
chusetts has saved 5 per cent of the food supply of that State in 
a few years, it is safe to say that from the date of the passage of 
this act he will save another 5 per cent in one year. If 5 per 
cent could be saved in all the States through corresponding laws 
and efforts to minimize these adulterations, supplemented by the 
great work that can be done on interstate-commerce lines if this 


| refusal of a sample for 


tion,” ** harassment,” 


bill becomes a law, it will result ina net saving to the whole 
country in their food supply of more than $200,000,000, according | 


to the approved estimates of the total food consumption of the 
whole country to be affected by this legislation. 

My friend from Tennessee says that ‘‘ the health of the people 
is the rightful care of the States.” Undoubtedly he is correct. 
The States are rightfully charged primarily with this duty; but 
[ am sure he has not objected in the past to the intervention of 
the Federal Government,under the leadership of his distinguished 
colleague [Mr. HARRIS], when its great power has been invoked 
and freely used to arrest the ravages of yellow-fever epidemics 
in Southern States. Nor has any objection been heard from 
those States when large appropriations have been made for the 
relief of sufferers from floods in the valley of the Lower Missis- 


| him. The rule as to official conduct with al 


that great stream, and thus prevent the overflows which not 
only destroy vast amounts of private property in those States but 
breed malaria, fevers, and other diseases which result in great 
suffering and mortality. 

{ agree with him that these are all matters which may prop- 
erly receive the attention and the assistance of the Federal Gov- 
vernment, and I have always favored them. So may the Federal 
Government properly intervene on the lines of interstate com- 
merce to aid in arresting the polluting and poisoning of the chan- 
nels through which the food and medicine supplies pass to the 
people who are everywhere robbed, while thousands are sent to 
their graves every year from this cause. 

My distinguished friend from Texas |Mr. COKE], in his general 
criticisms of this bill the other day, said: 

There is not a producer, a compounder, or manufacturer of medicines, of 
food, or of liquors who will not be subject to obstruction, oppression, and 
harrassment in his business under this proposed law 

And again: 

The opportunities and the inducements for illicit money-making by those 
who should honestly execute the law will be too many and too great to leave 
areasonable ground toexpect honest administration. The swarm of officers, 
agents, and employés required under this bill, if there is to be a bona fide 
enforcement of it, will of necessity extend over and permeate the wholé 
country, so that no amount of executive honesty and ability in the Depart- 
ment chiefs here in Washington will avert the results [ have indicated. 


And further: 


The concentration in one or a half dozen chemists here in Washington of 


7 . - 4 , | the power to say what food, drink, or medicine is fit for the people to use, 
rectly and vitally interested in the passage of this bill as the 


and to forbid that which they say is unfit being transported through the 
channels of interstate commerce, will strike the average judgment of the 
people of this country as too great a power over them, over their business, 
their commerce, their manufacturing and producing interests, and as one 
too liable to abuse from ignorance, dishonesty, and corruption to be intrusted 
to any man or set of men. 

Mr. President, it is absurd to say that ‘‘ obstruction,” ‘‘ oppres- 
sion,” and ‘‘ harassment” are possible to any honest producer 
or dealer through the analyses provided for by this bill. There 
is no authority to make seizures or to stop or obstruct anything 
anywhere. The honest will invite, will be anxious for inspec- 
tion and analyses, just as under the meat-inspection acts recently 
passed those who slaughter beeves and pack and ship the prod- 
ucts thereof from one State to another or to foreign countries, 
are now all of them anxious to have an inspection of the same. 
And this inspection, Mr. President, is uniformly made at the 
packing houses in the several States, which stand in exactly the 
same relation to interstate commerce that the manufactories of 
articles which are subjects of interstate commerce will under 
this bill if enacted into law. 

Mr. President, the Department of Agriculture can prosecute 
no one under this proposed act. The functions of the officers of 
that Department wholly cease with analyses and the publication 
of the same. Inspection can only be employed for the purpose 
of localizing suspected articles for analyses: so if samples are re- 
fused to be sold for this purpose they can not be seized nor mo- 
lested In any way by any officer of the Agricultural Department. 
When a refusal occurs nothing further can be done than to re- 
port the case to the proper district attorney for his investigation 
as to the refusal of the party of whom the request may be made 
for a sample for analysis. 

Such a refusal will never happen in the case of an honest ship- 
per or dealer. After this act shall have been in force for a time 
it will infrequently happen, even in the case of 


those who are 
disposed to be dishonest. 


The deterrent influence of the law 
will be a restraint upon him which will lead him out of his evil 
practices. Therefore this will be one of the most valuable pro- 
visions of the act. real reason 
for desiring to have sections 7 and & stricken out. It will 


[ hope it can not be that this is the 
create 
a public sentiment not only with the consuming public, but with 
all manufacturers, shippers, and dealers, which will render the 
analysis very rare indeed. If a fraud is 
discovered, the person guilty of it will deserve a little ‘‘obstrue- 
ete... but this he can not vet from the De- 
partment of Agriculture. It must come from the United States 
courts, under their regular proc 
The observation of my distinguished friend from Texas as to 
the possibility of ‘* illicit money making” by those who may be 
charged with the administration of this measure is unworthy of 
, from the highest 


a y 





to the lowest in our Government. 
the discharge of public duties. 


is to be honest and faithful in 

g And when I say this I refer to 

the representatives in office of no particular political party. My 

statement is true as to all. Certainly this rule would be no less 

likely to be observed by those who may be employed in this par- 
ticular service than in all others. But how could they mak 

‘illicit money?” Noone can handle a dollar of money nor an 
article of any kind, except a small sample of little or no value. 

It is required, moreover, that this sample shall be divided into 

three parts, each sealed and labeled, one of which the suspected 
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dealer may keep, vhich the food section takes, and one of | 
which is held by the proper district attorney,each to be sepa- 
rately analyzed by different analysts and each to be a check upon 
the other. Where could the illicit 1 
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su & method @s this: 
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| United States of America, the greatest of all of t 
| constitutes 


just as they are | 


| ture for Jauuary and Fe 
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| much more expensive than canned beef in the 


English markets; 
| also filled cheese, a villianous compound 


of common lard and 


| other fats mixed with milk, etc., branded as American creamery 
money making come in under | 


cheese; also butter branded as superfine dairy butter, but which 
was adulterated with margarine, etc.; also a lard branded as pure 
which was made of sterine, cotton-seed oil, etc., 
with a small percentage of swine fat. 

And there is this to be said, that of all the countries of the civ- 
the only one to- day that has not laws like this cov- 
the whole field of food adult. ration, and police regulations 
to prevent the adulteration and sophistic ation ot foods, is the 
hem in all that 
true national greatness. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 


| ask him a question? 


Mr. PADDOCK. I prefer that the Senator should not inter- 
rupt me. My time is very limited, a special order will remove 
- from the floor at 3o0’clock, and I have so much yet to say that 

Te can hardly finish, if left alone, at that hour 
As aresultof such rigid inspections, and equally severe import 
regulations, many traders in these bogus and misbranded articles 
were convicted, iined, and the whole business broken up, the al- 


| together vicious articles expelled from the English markets, and 


the noninjurious compounds which had been sold under fictitious 
brands relegated to their respective classes as compounds, and 
forced under brands describing them as what they really were. 
Therefore, although it may have done ten or fifteen years ago to 
present the English law and its administration as a failure, in 
this year 1892 it will not serve the purpose of the enemies of this 
bill to prove that this is vicious legislation for this great country. 

Why, Mr. President, if nothing more could be accomplishe od than 
the inspection here which this bill provides for articles of food 
for exportation to Europe, to detect and prevent the shipment 
from our ports of such compounds as [ have described branded 
as the choicest our food products of their respective classes, 
there ought to be no hesitation about its speedy enactment. It 
would have baal *n worth many millions of ‘dollars to our export 
trade, as I stated yesterday, if this act could have been passed 
early enough to have made impossible these frauds of recent 
years to which I have called attention. 

Mr. President, in connection with this particular s 
export trade 


of the same, 


ul jee t of our 
, and the experiences of the English trade in respect 
I desire to present a little testimony—indeed it is a 
part of the very evidence furnished in connection with the 
frauds above referred to. 

Our export trade is seriously ¢ 


y affected through the absence of 
proper Federal inspectionlaws. The lard prosecutions in Liver- 
pool have been followed by prosecutions against English ven- 
dors of American tinned meats. I rom the Liverpool 
Courier of May 15, 1890: 

Two | 


> 
e 
quote f 


cal grocers, Messrs. Holmes, of eee street, and Jackson, of 
St. James street, were vesterday summoned under the food and drugs act 
for selling as tinned mutton, beef with a little ‘mutton fat melted in the tin. 
The defendants pleaded total ignorance of the fraud. which was committed 
in Chicago, but they were each fined 5s. and costs. It was stated that the 
prosecutions were instituted as a result of a discussion in trade journals 
about tinned beef being sold as mutton, of course at higher prices. 


In the issue of the Courier of May 16 we find the following: 


At the meeting of the health committee yesterday Mr. E. H. Cookson, deputy 
c aaa 1an, presiding, Mr. J.B. Morgansaid he noticed thata prosecution took 

lace the other day with regard to the sale of tinned meat. He had been 

ing into this matter, and believed there had been a frand of considerable 
nitude, f tins of oneclass of food being sold as quite another 

l He asked the town clerk why the action whs taken and for further 
particulars in respect to it. 

“ Moss (committee clerk) exy plained that it came to the knowledge of 
the inspectors, under the sale food and drugs (adulteration) act, that large 
qui ies of beef were being sold as mutton in tins. The inspectors visited 
shops in various parts of the town and obtained samples of nearly all the 
brands the) y could. These were submitted for analysis, and a — 
too) e, the brands on the tins in question being as follows: “he Armour 
Can! in ‘z Co , Chicago, U. S. A., superior roast mutton.”” There was no alle- 
gation that the meat was bad 

Mr. J. B. Morgan remarked that tir 


thousands o 


as tit 


ined mutton fetched a much higher 


| price than tinned beef 


In the report of the wate tician of the De partment of Agricul- 
uary, 1890, attention was called to the 
fact that bogus cheese was being exported in such quantities as 
to seriously “threaten entire valuable foreign trade in that 
product. The of the Live rpool : rovisi ion Trade Asso- 
ciation and Exchange ( anny made formal protest under date 
of March 26, 1890, vo “C ommissioner Thom, of Wisconsin The 
protest Was as follows: 


our 


secretal y 


We desire to inform you that a committee, consisting & the undersigned, 
has been appointed by this association to h the interests of the cheese 
trade, which are being seriously menaced by the continue d increase in the 
manufacture of the article known as “ filled cheese."’ We desire tocoéperate 
with you in the direction of obtaining such legislation as will lead to the 
suppression of the manufacturing of this article. 

The legitimate interests of the trade are serionsiy imperiled, and the rea- 
sonable expectation of the consumer disappointed, and we are clearly of 
opinion that the distribution of * filled cheese " is disgusting the British pub- 


ure t 
wat 
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lic with the pure article, and that our trade and mutual interests arein dan- 
ger of catering a permanent and lasting injury. 

We are in communication with our home sanitary authorities and are 
placing the matter before our agricultural government department and 
members of the Houseof Commons. We venture to suggest that you should 
¢all upon your Government and State Legislatures to prohibit the manufac- 
ture of these goods. We would ask you to inform us what steps are being 
taken on your side and what course should,in your opinion, be adopted to 
bring about the end we have in view. 

In commenting upon the matter, the Breeders’ Gazette, of Chi- 
cago, spoke as follows: 

In the Gazette of November 6, 1889, editorial attention was given to tl 
latest fraud which afflicts both the producer and consumer of dairy goods 
namely, the manufacture of “filled cheese,” the text being the discovery by 


Commissioner Thom, of Wisconsin, of a factory in that State engaged in the | 
‘**Filled cheese,” it may be stated for | 


extensive production of this vile stuff. 
the benefit of those who are not informed as to this latest invention of the 
Evil One in this field, is made from skim milk, into which is run melted, 
ymoldy, rotten “‘store butter,” fit only for soapgrease, and doubtless pur- 
Chased at the price which such refuse brings. Commissioner Thom’s report 
of what he saw with his own eyes at the factory which was turning out this 
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vile compound was enough to make a man even with an unusually strong | 


stomach forswear forever the eating of cheese. The Gazette’s opinion of 
this = was plainly ae at the time, and it is scarcely necessary 
to reiterate its demand for the entire suppression of the manufacture of this 
Vile and unwholesome compound. 

And the Wisconsin dairy and food commissioner accompanied 
the transmittal of this letter to the Gazette office with the fol- 
lowing note of warning: 

Inclosed please find a circular which came to my address from the Secretary 
ofthe Liverpool Exchange Company. Ithink the matter demands attention 
from the friends of one of the greatest industries of the Northwest. A cir- 
cular was received at this office from the same source which stated that the 
a docks were covered with ‘filled cheese’’ from the States of Ohio 
Illinois, and Wisconsin. The market for cheese from these States could not 
escape receiving a blackeye. Until we can establish and maintain a de 
mand for our goods upon merit this ban from foreign as well as home coun 
tries will continue to exist 








The vigorous prosecutions of venders of so-called “ refined 
lard” in England resulted in the proper branding of thatarticle, 
but the revelations made of American commercial methods, 
which Congress had taken no measures to check, seriously in- 
jured our trade on other lines. 

I have other evidence here from witnesses of the highest char- 
acter, as to the great need, and the general demand for this ieg- 
islation. I quote from my remarks the other day, as follows: 

‘Mr. President, I do not claim that this proposed legislation 
is perfect by any manner of means. I ask Senators, if the bill is 
not properly drawn, if it is not upon the proper lines as to inter- 
state commerce, to take it up and deal with it honestly and fairly, 
and amend it, and perfect it: make it a good bill if itis nota 
good bill now. Do not, because there is an apprehension that 
some particular product may not be able hereafter to get itsel 
into a compound somewhere and disguise itself under somethin 
else to be sold for that something else, attempt through State 
rights obstructions and that sort of thing to prevent any legisla- 
tion. 

‘* Mr. President, I now read something that did not come to me 
officially, but general observations from one of the best authori- 
ties in the country: 

Mr. Elisha Winter, secretary of the committee on ke 
tional Pure-Food Movement, ina debate before the Reta 
tion of New York, spoke as follows: 

“Adulteration plays into the hands of the avaricious few by giving them 
the chance to take more than their share of trade, on account of the low 
prices at which they can sell poor goods 

“'The only protection the honest retailer can secure for himself is to ask 
the National Government to supplement the various States and municipali- 
ties by reaching imported commodities, interstate transportation, and in 
Territories, under the jurisdiction of the United States authorities, the sale 
of food products.’ If the General Government will give the retailer th 
protection, hemay then work out his own salvation by putting his individual 
guaranty upon all his goods and demanding that the State authorities shal! 
then recognize the integrity of his purpose and give him support, instead of 
making the present class discrimination.”’ 

The same gentleman, in a circular dated March, 1887, says: 

“ The evils accruing from the manufacture, importation, and sale of ad 
terated fond, drugs, and medicines are patent to ail who have given the matt 
even casual attention. This trafficis on the increase, and the detrimental 
influences arising therefrom extend to the health as well as the pockets of 
the people. For both hygienic and commercial reasons it is agreed that a 
remecay sufficie nuy powerful to check the evil must be invoked.’ 

The constitution and by-laws of the Central Association of Retail Merchan 
of New York and vicinity names under the heading of “objects and aim 
of their organization: 

“The protection against the adulteration of goods, fictitious labels, imper 
fectly prepared food products, etc. Our proposed State association 1} 
have a duty to perform in arriving, if possible, at a happy medium of judg 
ment upon the merits of these questions. This association should also d« 
mand that w ith every pa kage of food products shall be delivered t rual 
anty and designation of the quality of goods therein contained.” 
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Mr. Rosewater, a very prominent citizen and scientist at Cleve- 
land, Ohio, says: 

Recently in this State it was told that amanufacturer of coffee, adulte 
but not so labeled, rendered the State ax ities powerless by clai 
that his product was intended for commerce outside of Ohio. 











That is what is the matter with this business. 
Mr. President, in January, 1887, a bill whose first draft was 
prepared by Chancellor Williamson, of New Jersey, for the Na- 


tional Board of Trade (vide Anti-/ teration Journal, volume 
3, No. 2), which, in its objects, and nin the general tenor of 
its provisions, was quite simila to te penal meas ‘ 

laid before the national pur ve is modified by a 
conference committee of the National Board of Trade and pure- 


food convention. 
to the previous draft: 


In that report th “Committee said, referring 


The excelle e of the underlying principle y nized 
by their adoption in the healt Lv [is ( Sta whe 


get a national act applying to interstate commerce, which has now a 











such vast pr ns, the other States wil ubtl i These 
principies summarized a 

First. Prohibition of hurtful adulterat 

Second. Regulation of nonhurtful adultera i 1a manner that 
sumers may know what they are buying; so, if a man wants <« ry wit 
coffee he can get it, but he that does not want it need not be deceives 





The act orignally indorsed by the National Boar: of Tra provided 
) 





that its execution should be intrusted to the N al i t Heaith: tha 
body at present is in no condition to efiiciently administ 1 law 
propose to create a bureau in one of the Government Depar ind make 
it the sole business that burea to see tha tne 4 efficte t 4 I 
tered Laws without a police force or a police force wit! t good laws are 
equally useless, and we propose that this law ea ball ) yn 
use. 

Mr. President, the Senator says there is no demand for this leg- 
islation except as it comes f he competitions of interested 





sany demand for it. Petitions 
zens of Arkansas have come to Con- 


parties. Let us see where ther 
and memorials of many citi 


cress asking for the passage of this bill; a resolution of the Leg- 
islature of lowa: memorial of the Farmers’ Alliance and Ind 
trial Union of the State of Illinois: resolution of the Chicago 
Board of Trade: memorial of the Farmers’ Mutual Benet 


ciation of the State of Illine.s, memorial of Grocers’ 
Baltimore, Md.: resolutions of the State Grange of Missouri: r« 
olutions of the executive committee of the State Grange of M 
souri; resolution of the Legislature of Missouri; resolutions « 
the Thirty-sixth General Assembly of the State of Missouri; res- 
olutions of Talmage {(Mich.) Grange; petition of Wholesale Gr 
cers’ Association of Boston, S.5 1 
representatives of Nebraska; resol 
York. 
Resolution of the L 
tions and memorial of 


\ ssoc iat on, 


Mass.;: 





resolutions of the house of 
tion of the Le ris ature of tl 

State of New 
vislature of the State of Kansas: 
j f the Ne York ; 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation, National Boa 

of Trade, New York Cotton Exchange, Wholesale Grocers’ Asso- 
ciation, etc.; proceedings indorsing the bill of the Akron (Ohio 
Board of Trade: memorial of the ; 
Association of Scranton, Pa.: 
merce of Charleston, S.C.: resolution of the Leg 





> ; } 
Produce Exe anc’ Ot t 


Retail Merchants Prot etive 
memorial of the Chamber of Com- 

islature of Colo- 
rado: resolution of the Connecticut State Grange: 
the National Farmers’ Alliance; and these are only a part o 
them. I have brought these out as samples. They are not al 
by many thousands. ; 


Here, Mr. President, is the journal of the American Medi 
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Association. This is what that great and influential jo # 
‘ rn ; ¢ . lijinal w< “77 . h 3 : + , f 
standing for the medical fraternity of this country, says of this 
bill , 

eviden oT < it 1 " tha ¢ ’ 
recently intr n the 1 t ta S ! pr c 
tion of food ind f YT purp , ,COu 

lLworthy atten n t i 3 t t 

giving i Du it r pag 

Chen follows the bill, published in exlenso. 

Here a letter from Dr. Ephraim Cu r, sec! iry of t 
American Medical Association, one t] eminent medic 
scientists in the worid, wnbo has LA I { books i 5 
recognized as standard works the world ove 

AMERI MEDICAL A [ATI 
! ¥ PHYSIOI Y AND I 
\ Yor I 
Thi é that I u ead the x you l 
great plea Ki I strong rsen 
i yw i Ww 1 rs have ‘ 
es il ye alu rticle of atio ) 
sal i¢ li ‘ 1s 
I have tt mor to ve y irs 
EPHRAIM CUTTE! 
Senator A. S. PApDI K, Chai et 
' ’ ‘ ‘ 1 1 

Here is anothe his from the chairman of t 
on | slation of the National W} : D st tio 
and mark this, that everywhere, wherever in st 
“4 2S on} Lm bt ns or}. a4 » 44 3 Sn 9 . 

Hnblal OrgvaniZacion, wh ner ] ) in medici , in arugs, in 

‘ asf, . ; ? 1 : 
manufactures of food pro ts, in dealing, or v ver it may b 
you will find their indorsement of this proposition, with the hop 

aia liar a a “a aaa ge seated . , 8 : 
that 1roug it something at least may be accomplished in th 
, SF datarrant ‘ fy, eee. co } 

of deterrent legislati noth ore, against the rascals, 





the villains, the wicked compounders and manipulators, adulte: 


ers and sophisticaters of food and roducts, who are de- 





ctr rina } Laet trad 1} iy i r 
troying honest trade and Dringin 


r upon the commer- 
cial name of this country. 
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Mr. Kelly says: 
Yours of the 30th ultimo and copy of the substitute bill duly received. 
NATIONAL WHOLESALE DRUGGISTS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Pittsburg, Pa., February 5, 1892. 

Yours of the 30th ultimo and copy of the substitute bill duly received. Ac- 
cept thanks for your prompt response. 

After a careful scrutiny of the bill, consider it unobjectionable, and feel as- 
sured that our committee will not only favor its passage, but will aid in any 
why they may be permitted, provided that no objectionablé amendments be 
attached 

Our committee desire to ex 
favorable consideration of the 

Yours respectfully, 


ae their appreciation of your generous and 
r suggestions 


GEORGE A. KELLY, Chairman 


Hon. A. S. PADDOCK, 


Senate Chamber, Washi 


7) 


g a GC? 

I should say that the very intelligent and honorable officers of 
the National Wholesale Druggists’ Association appeared before 
the committee. 
vative measure which should meet their views if possible. They 
gave us much valuable information. They themselves have made 
efforts in times past for this kind of legislation, and their na- 
tional conventions have always dwelt upon the importance and 
the desirability of such legislation, to their very great honor be 
it said. 

This is from another member of the committee, Mr. Kline, 
who is also an officer of the National Druggists’ Association. a 
member of the committee on legislation, a man of fine intelli- 
gence, and of the highest business integrity. 

Mr. Kline says: 


0? 


PHILADELPHIA, February 2, 1892. 
DEAR Sik: Please accept thanks for copy of the revised pure food and drug 
bill 
{ desire to thank you personally and as a member of the committee on leg- 
islation of the National Wholesale Druggists’ Association for the changes 
made in this bill, which are entirely in accord with my views and I am sure 
of a majority of the members of the National Association, and I sincerely 
trust that the bill may be passed substantially in its present shape. 
I shall be very much obliged if you can send me from time to time copies 
of the bill should it be further changed. 
Yours truly, 
M. N. KLINE 
A. S. PADDOCK, 
Chairman Committee on Ag) iculture and Forestry, 
United States Senate, Washington, >. €, 
Here is another important business factor, well known in all 
parts ofthis country. It is the Fruit-Growers’, Cider and Cider- 
Vinegar Makers’ Association, representing an enormons interest, 


as people in the fruit-growing States well know, with an im- 


Hon 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





The aim of the committee was to make a conser- 


mense amount of capital invested, whose great business suffers. | 


This is a letter officially signed by the ee and secretary 
of that organization. The letter is as follows: 
SECRETARY'S OFFICE, Billerica, Mass., February 17, 1892. 

DEAR Sir: At the annual meeting of the Fruit-Growers’, Cider and Cider- 
Vinegar Makers’ Association of Massachnsetts, held in Boston, February 2, 
the following resolution was unanimously adopted: 

‘* Resolved, That the president and secretary of this association be empow- 
ered, as officers of this association, to write a joint letter to the Massachu- 
setts Senators and Representatives in Congress setting forth that this asso- 
ciation indorses the Paddock pure-food bill now before the United States 
Senate, and requesting that they give their aid to its enactment.” 

We are faithfully yours, 
EBEN M. HOLBROOK, 
E 


President. 
EF’. DICKINSON, Secretary. 
CK, 
r, Wasi jton, D 

Here are also two articles from the American Cider-Maker 
Monthly Journal, which is the representative of this great inter- 

[t is an able and influential journal, and is well known all 
over the country. I read: 
American Cider-Maker Monthly Journal, February 10, 1892. ] 

One of the uppermost questions in the trade is to bend every effort to se- 
cure the passage of what is known as the ‘‘pure-food bill,” now pending in 
Congress. This measure was the first bill introduced in the Senate at the 
opening of the session. Its provisions apply, not to the outputof any single 
trade or industry, but to all food and drink products. 

The various associations, at their recent meetings, all took action on the 
bill, strongly urging its early passage upon our national legislators in the 
cause of unadulterated fruit goods and unimpeachable cider vinegar. The 
project of a national committee for the furtherance of.the interests of the 
trade at large approved, and every association’s representative as 
selected was specially instructed to keep his eye on the Paddock bill. Of the 
equity in branding and selling goods for what they are, and not what they 
can be made to resemble and fraudulently disposed of for, but one opinion 
prevails among consumers and reputable manufacturers, and this is em 
hodied and given point to in Senator PADDOCK’s measure 

American Cider-Maker Monthly Journal, February 10, 1892.] 
PURE-PRODUCTS LEGISLATION. 

Cider-v iv and fruit goods manufacturers throughout the country are 
urging the passage of the bill introduced by Senator PADDOCK of Nebraska, 
December 10, 1891, in the United States Senate, ‘‘for preventing the adultera- 
tion and misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes.’’ The por- 
tion of direct interest to the trade is that part of section 6 defining when a 
food product shall be deemed to be adulterated, as follows: 
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* First. If any substance or substances has or have been mixed and packed 
with it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or strength, 


so that such product, when offered for sale, shall becalculated and shall tend 

to deceive the purchaser 
**Second. If anv inferior 

tuted, wholly ori 


substance or substances has or have been substi- 
1 part, for the article, so that the product, when sold, shall 
haser. 


tend to deceive the pw 


| two-thirds, were adulterated. 
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“Third. If any valuable constituent of the article has been wholly or in 
= abstracted, so that the product, when sold, shall tend to deceive the pur- 
chaser. 

‘Fourth. If it be an imitation of and sold under the specific name of an- 
other article.” 

Other sections support and strengthen the above excerpts. The bill pro- 
vides that a ‘food section of the chemical division” shall be organized in th 
Department of Agriculture, whose specific duty shall be to examine an 
analyze specimens of food products which may be collected from timé to 
time, in various parts of the country, and publish in bulletins the results 6f 
such analyses. 

[From the American Agriculturalist, New York. March, 1892.] 

The pure-food bill of Senator PADDOCK is likely to be enacted. This com- 
prehensive measure establishes a pure-food division in the Departiment of 
Agriculture, and applies to various food products intended for interstate and 
foreign trade the system of inspection that is already working so satisfac- 
torily with cattle and meat products. The Paddock bill covers the question 
of adulterated or compound lard and similar mixtures, and, if enacted, will 
render the much-discussed Conger lard bill unnecessary, and but little more 
will be heard of the latter measure. 


The most prominent collector of crop statistics in the West, S. 
T. Prime, of Dwight, Livingston County, Ill., took occasion to 
collect information from 1,079 of his farmer correspondents re- 
garding the pure-food bill. In response to the query, ‘‘Are you 
in favor of the pure-food bill?” 992 replied “‘ Yes,” 52 ‘* No,” and 
35 sent no answer. 

Mr. Prime writes in respect of this report: 

My report was made up as the opinion of nearly eleven hundred farmers in 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
the Dakotas, Nebraska, Missouri, Kansas, Kentucky, and Tennessee. I know 
nothing about their politics or whether or notcthey were members of the 
Farmers’ Alliance. For ten years these men have been my regular crop cor- 
respondents. 

Here is another witness of the highest character and intelli- 
gence: 

(The Journal of the American Medical Association.] 
ADULTERATION OF FOODS AND DRUGS. 

An evidence of progressive enlightment comes to us in the form of ‘‘a bill 
recently introduced in the United States Senate for preventing the adulter- 
ation of food and drugs, and for other purposes.” 

This bill is so commendable and worthy of the attention of the medical 
profession that we take pleasure in giving it space in our pages. 

DRUGS. 

The examination of drugs has received a considerable share of our atten- 
tion and expense, with what improvement in the same the figures below will 
show. Last year the adulteration in drugs was found to be65per cent. This 
year the average, as will be seen by the analyst's report, is 40 per cent, show- 
ing amarked improvement, brought about without resorting to prosecution, 
except in the latter part of the year, of which I shall speak further on. 

These figures do not represent the actual ratio of adulteration, but only of 
those drugs most liable to suspicion. 

The New York Bulletin, after a careful review of the provisions 
of the bill, says: 

The above are the essential provisions of Senator PADDOCK’s bill. Every- 
one recognizes the need of such legislation,and no concerted opposition to 
itis possible. The strong competition between manufacturers and dealers 
to increase their sales has brought down prices, and in order to keep up 
profits resort has been made to adulterations of all kinds. To such an ex- 
tent has this been carried that in many cases articles claimed to be pure con- 
sist chiefly of adulterants. Spices are now made and sold at the buyer's 
price by means of the addition of various adulterants; wines, claimed to be 
pure, often consist of the juice of dried raisins, currants, etc., with very lit- 
tle grape juice. * * * Senator PADDOCK’s bill is in the right direction. 

Dr. Lattimore, of New York, reports as follows: Of 376 arti- 
cles of diet in daily use in every household 255, or more than 
Of 205 samples of so-called cream 
of tartar analyzed, only 53 were unadulterated. Among the 
adulterated samples were found oxalic acid and terra alba (white 
earth), terra alba and starch. The quantity of this poisonous 
acid was about 5 per cent. In referring to manipulated spices, 
Dr. Lattimore says (page 425): 

The articles used for the purposes of adulterations are extremely numer- 
ous. Most farinaceous substances which have become damaged and unsal- 
able may by skillful roasting and grinding be rendered serviceable by the 
‘*spice mixer.”’ Many other articles which might be included under the head 
of rubbish, by suitable manipulation may be transformed into mixtures 
which closely resemble the various — in color and appearance, lacking 
only a little seasoning with the smallest possible quantity of the real article 
to give the characteristic odor and fit them for the market. 

Of 48 analyses made by Prof. Lattimore of useful household 
articlesonly7 were pure. Regarding spices, this gentleman says: 

While many manufacturers send out under their own names ground spices 
free from all foreign substances and of excellent quality, and find an increas- 
ing appreciation of their goods, yet the markets are still flooded with articles 
ot poor quality, originally and largely mixed with any convenient rubbish 
which can be manipulated into the semblance of the genuine article. For 
tunately for the victimized purchaser, the substitutes by the dishonest spice- 
grinder, however unsuited for food, and often repulsive in character, are not 
positively poisonous. 

Prof. W. G. Tucker, in his report (page 250, report 1888), shows 
the result of 326 samples of various drugs, as follows: 


a ees cia Siesta ert ts cutee 140, or 43.0 per cent 
a Fi acrid aa Gclscain ies teleetaeen x ln taiaaaian cesar 4, or 13.3 per cent 
Inferior - --- tiie taliian enliad <oiapailaTaaainen tetas siete doeietedoaeges 79, or 24. 2 per cent. 
EEE SA ITN TRL ORES 63, or 19.3 per cent. 

The latter 63 samples, designated ‘‘not as called for,’ show 


simply the fairness of the examiner, as, while containing adul- 
terants, benefitof the doubt is given to the compounder or seller, 
whether the article was sold through ignorance or mistake. The 
fact established is that outof 326 samples examined only 140 were 
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pure, and 79 came under the heading of “‘inferior,” which the 
writer says is used in the report to designate articles ‘‘if not 
clearly adulterated or falsified, lacking in any important constit- 
uent, deficient in strength from improper manufacture, partial 
or complete decomposition, or other causes, or containing undue 
amount of impurity.” 

Dr. Beckwith, chairman of committee on adulteration of food, 
drinks, and drugs of the Ohio State board of health, says: 


The wisdom of prohibitory legislation can be seen on our side of the water 
by the results obtained in Canada. The work of examination there began in 
1876, when 51.66 per cent of the articles examined were found adulterated. In 
six years thereafter, or in 1882, this percentage had been reduced to 25, a re- 
markable showing, when we consider that the only mode of punishment for 
infraction of the law has been the publication of the names of guilty parties. 

It may be safely asserted that in every locality where the law does not de- 
ter from the act adulterated articles are on sale in all kinds of food supply 
stores, even the most reputable. 


The same authority, in an address before the State sanitary 
convention, said: 


In the matter of coffees, teas, spices, and many other articles in daily use, 
short crops or sweeping changes in import duties do not trouble the con- 
sumer in the least. The beneficent manipulators of these goods take the im- 
port, be it much or little, and bring the supply up to the demand in their own 
warehouses through a judicious sophistication by the use of cheap home pro- 
ducts. 

Again he says: 

When we consider that the welfare, the happiness, and the greatest pros- 
perity of a nation depends upon the health and morals of its people, and that 
unpalatable and irritating foods are the prime causes of very many diseases 
that flesh is heir to, the imperativeness of entering the field, lance in hand, 
against this insatiable foe to good living and good temper, food adulterations, 
ought to be apparent to every one of us. So much has been charged and so 
much proven by those who have given their time and best scientific knowl- 
edge to investigations into the conditions of our food products, that ignor- | 
ance can no longer be made the excuse for inactivity. The most humble | 
among us may become the strongest in this righteous fight. 

& * - * * * * | 

I appeal to the economist to enter the lists against this despoiler of our | 
homes and depleter of our fortunes. I appeal to humanity to shake off the | 
fetters of the most cruel tyrant and exacting despot the world has ever seen. 

I appeal to the commercial men all over the country to unite as a band of 
brothers and discountenance the adulteration of food and drink. | 


The committee on adulterations, poisons, etc., of the Pennsy]- 
vania Legislature, speaking through their chairman, Dr. Pem- | 
berton Dudley (see page 90, report of the Board of Health of | 
Pennsylvania), says: 

There can be no question, however, that the department of sanitary labor 
assigned to this committee is one of the most important that engages the at- 
tention of sanitary authorities. The adulterations of food and drugs are so | 
numerous, sO common, so universal, we might almost say, and at the same 
time so prejudicial to the health of our people, that constant watchfulness 
and omnipresent oversight alone can repress and prevent them. 

Wherever competition prevails there we find the temptation to lower the 
standard of purity and strength of our food-stuffs and our medicinal prepa- 
rations, and with the exception of the few that are protected by patents, this 
competition extends to all. 

Dr. L. Wolff, in an article on ‘‘Our Drugs and Medicines” 
(Pennsylvania Board of Health report, page 338), says: 

The use of pure drugs and medicines, properly compounded and adminis- 
tered, constitutes a mostimportant feature for the preservation of healthand | 
the prevention of avoidable death. In all civilized countries it has been | 
made the duty of the state to control and supervise this through competent 
officials and special laws. The harm arising from inert or impure drugs 
consists not only in defeating the end and object they are intended for, 
by admitting of the unchecked progress of the disease and the fatal con- 
sequences thereof, but also in their arr and poisonous admixtures, 
which make them destructive to life and health. any of them possess 
powerful and toxic action, and consequently, when compounded and ad- | 
ministered in improper quantities and doses, give rise to most disastrous re- 
sults. 


And again: 

That there are annually a number of valuable lives sacrificed from this 
cause is as little to be doubted as that all the cases of suffering, illness, and | 
death therefrom are a avoidable by proper knowledge, forethought, | 
precaution, and legal supervision. , 

I read an article from the Chieftain, published at Pueblo, Colo., 
which, I am informed by my friends the Senators from that State, 
is one of the most influential papers, whose editor is one of the 
most intelligent and reliable persons connected with the press in 
that State: 





PURE FOOD. 


The outrageous extent to which the adulteration of human food is carried 
in modern times, and the evil results arising therefrom have created a ne- | 
cessity for the passage of Senator PADDOCK's pure-food bill. This billis one | 
of the best of many similar measures which have been introduced in the Con- 
gress of the United States. Its chief provision is that all articles manufac- 
tured for human food shall be accompanied by a guaranty that they are as 
represented. 

f course there is a howl all over the country from men who have grown 
wealthy through the manufacture and sale of adulterated articles intended 
for human food against the passage of this bill, and many of them are ready 
to use a portion of their ill-gotten gains in defeating it, r 

If adulterations were always of a harmless nature, simply cheaper sub- 
stances than that which the article purports to be, and not deleterious to 
human health, the necessity for the enactment of such a law would not be so 
great, butin their blind greed for gain many conscienceless men cause peo- 
ple to unwittingly take into their systems vile things never intended for hu- 
man food. | 

Senator Pappock’s bill simply provides that all articles of the kinds above | 
mentioned shall be sold for what they really are and not what they seem to 
be. Coffee composed largely of roasted wormy beans, for example, must be 
s0ld as coffee and beans, andlard made of the intestines of that noble ani- 
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mal the hog, in a strictly natural condition, and mixed with cottonseed oil 
must no longer masquerade as pure kettle rendered leaf. Oleomargarine 
must be sold as such and not as fine creamery butter, and ground spicés 
mixed with corn meal must not be palmed off upon an unsuspecting public 
as straight goods. 

There are very few manufactories in the United States the business of 
which is confined to any single State, hence the committee to which the bill 
was referred concluded that Congress has as good a constitutional right to 
regulate the adulteration of food as it has to control the interstate coni- 
merce. 

Every citizen who has any regard for his health and who objects to being 
swindled in almostevery manufactured article of food which he buys should 
use every means in his power to aid the passage of Senator PADDOCK’S ex- 
cellent bill. 


A letter from H. Wharton Amerling, president of the Ameri- 
can Society for the Prevention of Adulteration of Food, ete., is 
as follows: 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., Ja 


DEAR SIR: Your kindly favor of the 29th ultimoat hand. I hastento reply, 
thanking you for the interest you are taking in securing the enactment ofa 
measure which has for its purpose the advancement of the purity and ex- 
cellence of the <r intended for the sustenance of the people—the whole 
people. That which is given to the body to sustain and prolong life should 
be maintained pure and harmless beyond the possibility of pollution, so far 
as it is within the ingenuity of man toenact such legislation as will provideit. 

Men may for gain be guilty of adulterating or debasing other materials, 
such as are intended for external use merely, but, never that which goes to 
sustain life, which is dear to all. 

We send a slip from the American Grocer of sometime since, speaking of 
the measure. Ittouches upon the matters of difference between the Southern 
and Western farmers and the possibility of harmony. 

It will be very gratifying to us to see harmony, and to hear that this just 
measure become a law. 

Very respectfully, yours, 


nuary 30, 1892, 


H. WHARTON AMERLING. 
Hon. A. S. PADDOCK, 


United States Senator. 
The following letter is from Mr. W. C. Marshall, of Chieago, 
the inventor of the ‘‘compressed canned beef:” 
CHICAGO, ILL., February 7, 1892. 
DEAR SiR: I note with great pleasure from press dispatches that your bill 
on the subject of pure food is soon to be pressed inthe Senate. It will doubt- 
less find some obstructions from parties interested in food adulterations, but 
it ought to be promptly passed. 
Very truly, yours, 
W. C. MARSHALL. 
A. S. PADDOCK, 
United States Senate. 


| also read the following letters: 
MARRIOTTSVILLE, MD., February 7, 1892, 
RESPECTED SIR: Allow me to express to you my appreciation of your ef- 
forts in the line of a much-neglected subject of practical legislation. I mean 
your pure-food bill. 


All the way from the milk that is bought for the infant to the food that is 
the man tottering on the verge of the grave, is the country flooded 


Hon 


eaten by 
| with adulterated food, drinks, and drugs that kill outright their thousands 
| and work more or less misery on the lives of other thousands. 


It iseverywhere criminal to poison a man outright; why should it not be 
correspondingly so to poison him by slow degrees? Lingering deaths, with 
the victims’ sufferings confronting us daily, are certainly calculated to call 


| forth preventatives. 


If the blind, the ignorant, and the interested, failto see and acknowledge 
the facts, they nevertheless remain the same, plainly apparent to the eyes of 
all honest and observant persons, and call loudly for redress. 

* * * x “ * 
Respectfully, yours, 
F. B. LIVEZEY 
Hon. A. S. PADDOCK, 
United States Senate. 


I read the following letter from S. W. Beckwith, M. D.: 
COBDEN, ILL., February 9, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: Your pure-food bill is of greater importance than any bill that 
has been presented in Congress for the last twenty-five years. No man with 


| any perception at all can fail to comprehend the necessity and the great im- 


portance of this legislation. The sanitary condition of the country depends 
more on pure food than all things else. Our medicines of American manu- 
facture are so adulterated that I do not pretend tobuy them. I buyand use 
the German products. If this Congress does not pass your bill it will be 
universally condemned. I have been for years at work on this pure-food 
question. 
Respectfully yours, 
S. W. BECK WITH. 
Hon. A. S. PADDOCK, 
United States Senate 

This bill, Mr. President, is correlative with the meat-inspec- 
tion acts. As to which J quote the following from my remarke 
of the other day: 

‘*The bill which was passed first at the last session, called the 
meat-inspection bill, reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and for which an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute was presented by myself from the committee of which I 
have the honor to be chairman—the Committee on Agriculture— 
requiring the inspection to be under the Departmentof Agricul- 
ture instead of the Treasury Department, was accepted and the 
bill sopassed. The passage of that bill by a unanimous vote here, 
a bill more liberal in respect of its provisions than this bill; 
afterwards the passage of the bill reported by my distinguished 
friend from Missouri [Mr. VEST] for the inspection of live ani- 
mals for export, which went through the Senate with almost 
no discussion and by an almost unanimous vote: then, still later, 
the passage of another bill, a more important measure, perhaps, 
than either of them, which I had the honor to report from the 
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Conimittee on Agriculture, and which passed the Senate nem. | he is, renews the courage of the wage-worker from day to day, 


con., providing for the ante-mortem and post-mortem inspection 
and examination of animals to be slaughtered or that had been 
slaugh ushter houses, canning establishments, pack- 


, 
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ing houses, rendering establishments, etc., and so on, cleared the | 


way entirely for this kind of legislation, so that the line is not 
mercly a blazed line through the dense forests of uncertainty as 
to the jurisdiction of Congress in respect to this kind of legisla- 
tion, but is a broad and beaten h, marked out by the Consti- 
tution, measured and defined by recognized constitutional metes 
and bounds by the Congress of which nearly all the Senators 
here who now take a special interest in this matter were mem- 
bers, and who participated in the legislation to which I have 


pat 


PEAR 


ealled attention, either voting for, or assenting by their silene 
to such enactments.” 
Here is evidence of the usefulness of one of the most important 
of the acts named, from the Washington Post of a recent date: 
Tho vigorous enforcement of the United States meat-inspection law is a 
source of great satisfaction to everyone, and the butchers say that their cus- 


tomers are getting into the habit of demanding to be told whether the meat 
they are purchasing has been inspected or not. A large proportion, in fact 
the largest proportion, of the better class of meats used in Washington comes 
from the great Chicago dressed-beef firms. Each quarterof beef,each lamb, 
and every ce of veal that is brought to Washington from Chicago bears a 
little ticket showing it to have been inspected by the officers of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry of the Agricultural Department located at Chicago, and the 
ticket is a guaranty that the meat is good and free from disease. The stock 
ts inspected before it is killed and also after it is dressed, and there is no op 





pie 





portunity for an animal diseased with cancer or infected with pleuro-pneu- 
mouia to slip through. A Center Market butcher told a Post reporter yes 
tercay that he has seen many cattle killed for market that had cancerous 
jaws. One would not like to think that the juicy beefsteak or tempting slice 
of roast beef be him had been cut from an animal almost eaten up with 
cance! 


Mr. President, if this-bill shall become a law it will prove to be 
of far greater value than the act to which the Post refers, be- 
ALUISi 
adulterations. I think this will suffice this time, Mr. President. 
T assure you, however, sir, that there isa basketful left of the same 
character which I could give to the Senate if [had time and there 
was space n the RECORD. 
Vi r. | > 


tWev rv 


for them 


as y may be able, in this particular sphere of their legislative 
activities, to enact this law. I make this appeal in the interest 
of the public health. The accumulated evidence of thirty years 
which has come to us from the investigations and the analyses 
of scientists whose names are known and honored throughout the 
whole civilized world for their learning, theirskill, and their de- 
votion to the work of purifying the food and medicine supplies 
of the people leave no doubt as to the supreme importance of 
this legislation and of our duty to help enact it. 

The fact that many of the most virulent poisons known to sci- 
ence are almost universally used by the dishonest—impelled by 
their cupidity—to make adulterated, sophisticated, and impure 
foods and drugs, more attractive in appearance in some 
cases than the pure and the genuine, has been indisputably es- 
tablished. That the health of the people everywhere has been 
impaired, that thousands have been sent to their graves as sac- 
rifices to the insatiate monster of greed whence comes the inspira- 
tion for this wicked work, can not be and is not denied by in- 
telligent men and women anywhere. If we can not stop 
altogether, let us at least do what we can in the way of deterrent 
legislation to minimize this apalling evil. 

in the name and in the interest of public morality I appeal to 
you to set legislative bounds beyond which the wicked may not 
go with impunity in this corrupt and corrupting work. Let us 
at least attempt to perform our part in the general effort to cle- 


even 


vate the standard of commercial honesty which has been 80 Gis- 
gracefully lowered by these deceptions, frauds, and robberies, 
the malign influence of which is everywhere present, everywhere 
#, lt 

Let s help bj oul ‘tion here to protect and sustain in his 
honoreble vocation the honorable producer, manufacturer, mer- 
chant, and trader, whose business isconstantly menaced and often 
ruined by these unscrupulous competitors, who by their vile and 


Lipulat ions 
the bad and impure 
by a dout 


dishonestarts, ma and misbrandings are able to make 
appear to be the pure and the genuine; thus, 
deeeption, both as to quality and price, making the 
worse appear the better choice to the unintelligent mass of pur- 
chasers. 

In the inter 


‘est of the great consuming public, particularly the 
poor, I beg of you to make an honest, earnest effort to secure 
this legislation. At best agreat multitude of our people are op- 
pressed by a fear,a never-absent apprehension, which they carry 


to thei: work by day and to their beds by night, that perhaps at 
the end of the following day, or week, or month their ends may 


fail to meet. Under the strain of this grim menace life itself 
becomes a burden almost too grievous to be borne. But the 
thought of helpl and children, whose sole dependence 
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it will cover the whole range of food, drink, and drug | 


resident, in conclusion, I appeal to Senators to help so far | 


and so he struggles on, praying and hoping to the end. 

These, Mr. President, are the men, and these the women and 
children for whom, before all others, I make this appeal. Ifyou 
could save to these the possible one-third of the nutrition ele- 


| ment of their food supplies which is extracted to be replaced by 


that which is only bulk, only the form and semblance of that of 
which they are robbed by the dishonest manipulator and trader, 
you would go a long way toward solving the great problem of the 
laboring masses—whether for them it is “ better to live or not to 
live,” whether it is ‘‘ better to endure the ills they have, rather 


| than flee to those they knownotof,” that lie beyond in the realm 








of governmental and social upheaval and chaos. 

There is a good deal in the way of comic “asides” as the mo- 
mentous social drama which holds the boards at this time, and 
whose dramatis persone are the so-called common people, rap- 
idly advances to the epilogue. Be not deceived! the storm doth 
not abate. It is ever rising. Its violence is ever increasing. 
Take heed when the people demand bread that you continue not 
to give them a stone, lest the angry waves of popular discontent 
may sometime, perhaps in the near future, rise so high as to 
overwhelm and engulf forever all that we most greatly value— 
our free institutions, and all the glories and hopes of our great 
Republic—which are not ours alone, but which belong, and, if 

hey are preserved and shall permanently endure, will be an ever- 
continuing blessing to all mankind. 


DEATH OF HON. W.H. F. LEE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be 


| read. 


The resolutions were read, as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 6, 1892. 
dtesolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that opportu- 
nity be given for tributes to the memory of Hon. William Henry Fitzhugh 
Lee, late a Representative from the State of Virginia. 
Resolved, As a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, and 
in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public servant, that 


| the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall stand ad- 


journed. 

Jtesoived, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
pr an eg death of Hon. W. H. F. Lee, latea Representative from the State 
oO z a. 

Resoived, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that 
fitting tribute may be paid to his memory 

Resotved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate shall, at the 
conclusion of these ceremonies, adjourn. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. President, the resolutions just read 
were passed by the House of Representatives on the 6th day of 
February last in respect to the memory of William H. F. Lee, 
deceased, late a member of that body from the Eighth Congres- 
sional district of Virginia. 

Before asking the Senate to adopt the resolutions it is imcum- 
bent upon me, as one of the Senators from Virginia, as it is in 
harmony with my own personal feelings, to submit some remarks 
in explanation of their purpose and object, a sad and mournful 
duty to be performed on my part. 

Gen. Lee was my immediate successor in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and served with ability and efficiency in both the Fif- 
tieth and Fifty-first Congresses. He was reélected to the pres- 
ent Congress, but his career was arrested by that higher.and 
supreme power to which we must all yield, and on the 15th of 
October, 1891, he departed this life at his home in the county of 
Fairfax, and in the midst of his family and friends. 

T do not consider it necessary in this presence or on this occa- 
sion to go into much detail touching the life and character of the 
deceased. 

The full and eloquent tributes paid to his memory in the House 
of Representatives show the high appreciation in which he was 
held by his associates in that body, and express in far more fii- 
ting terms than | could employ their estimate of his character, 
services, and virtues. 

Gen. Lee came from adistinguishedlincage. Two ofthe family 
signed our Magna Charta, the Declaration of Independence, and 
another was Attorney-General under Gen. Washington. 

On the paternal side he could refer to his distinguished grand- 
father, Gen. Henry Lee, of the Revolutionary army, who was 
known as Light-Horse Harry, the commandant of Lee’s Legion, 
so conspicuous in theannals of that period. His maternal grand- 


father was the laieG. W. Parke Custis, of Arlington, the stepson 
of Gen. Washington, and familiarly calied in his day the child 
of Mount Vernon. 

His father, Gen. R. E. Lee, the chief military figure on hissid: 
was too well known for comment at my 


in the late civil war, 
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hands. It is the boast of some of the old baronial families of 
England that their ancestors rode with William the Conqueror 
at Hastings. 
obling sentiment, and Virginians must be pardoned when tempted 
to refer to the illustrious names which their State in the past 
has furnished to the nation. The nameof Lee has been a house- 
hold word in Virginiafor three generationsof men. Inthe death 
of Gen. W. H. F. Lee the State has lost one of her truest. and 
worthiest sons and the Federal Government afaithful and patri- 
otic representative. 

Although acquainted personally with Gen. Lee for many years, 
it was only within a year or two before his death that I had the 
opportunity to appreciate fully the high personal qualities of the 
man, and to understand the rea! nobility of hisnature. The more 
I saw of him the higher became my respectand admiration. He 
grew upon me with closer contact and more intimate association. 
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Thus it was that Lee established himself among his associates 
during the three years that he remained among us, and though 
he contented himself with a medium standing in scholarship and 
exhibited no ambition to gain a hi rar upon it college rolls, 

| he won the regard and contidence and resp of all his class- 
mates and held a warm place in the hearts of thos h whom 
| he was most intimate. 

Towards the close of our junior year, in the ea part of 1857, 
upon the recommendation of Gen. Winfield Sx he received a 
commission as second lieutenant in th y and was assigned 
to the Sixth Regiment of Infantry, which was ordered into act- 
ive service on the Western frontier, and took part in th cpe- 
dition to Utah, which was commanded by Col. A ts . 
Johnston. Lee accepted this appointment, clesed his connection 
with the college, and our paths in life diverged for more tha 


I was greatly impressed with his invariable courtesy of man- | 


ner and great amiability and kindness of heart, to which was 
added a knightly bearing and cordiality of greeting which, com- 
bined, made Gen. Lee with all classesof society an imposing and 
attractive figure. 

He has gone to his last resting place mourned by his family 
and friends, and lamented by anextensive acquaintance through- 
out the country. He had filled the measure of his dutiesinevery 
respect, and was entitled as he passed from the stage of action 
to the plaudit, ‘‘ Well done, good and faithful servant.” 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, my acquaintance with William 
Henry Fitzhugh Lee commenced in the summer of 1854, when 
we met at Cambridge as members of the new freshman class at 
Harvard College. He was just thenentering hiseighteenth year, 
was well grown for his age, tall, vigorous, and robust, open and 
frank in his address, kind and genial in his manners. He en- 
tered upon his college life with many advantages in his favor. 
The name of Lee was already upon the rolis of the university, 
for other representatives of different branches of the family had 
entered and graduated in the years gone by, and had left pleasant 
memories behind them. His distinguished lineage made him a 
welcome guest in the older families of the University City and 
of Boston, its near neighbor, who felt a just pride tn the historic 
and traditional associations connected with the earlier bistory 
of the country, and many of the influential members of the class 
belonged tosuch families. 

He wasrather older than the average age of his classmates, and 
his life had been spent amid surroundings that had enabled him 
to see a good dealof society and the world, so that he brought 
with him into his college life a mora matured mindand a greater 
insight than the student usually possesses at the threshold of his 
career. He had enjoyed excellent advantages in preparing for 
the entering examinations, and was well grounded in the lan- 
guages as well as mathematics, so that he entered the class wel! 
fitted for the course of study tobe pursued. Thus, from thefirst, 
he was prominent in the university, and soon became popular 
among his classmates, and his prominence and popularity were 
maintained during his stay among us. 

This was due not to superior distinction in any particular 
study or in any one feature of college life, but rather to his gen- 
eral standing and characteristics. He kept pace with his class- 
mates in the recitation room, not so much by hard and continu- 
ous study as by his quick comprehension and ready grasp of the 
subject in hand and the general fund of knowledge at his com- 
mand. He was of afriendly and companionable nature, and there 
were abundant opportunities in a large class to develop this dis- 
position, cultivate social intercourse, and strengthen the bonds 
of good fellowship. He had been accustomed to an outdoor Lifé 
in his Virginia home, and his manly training had given him an 
athletic frame which required constant and vigorous exercise. 
This he sought in active sports on the football ground and in 
the class and college boat clubs, where he was welcomed as a 
valuable auxiliary. 

In alarge university—and Harvard had gained that rank eve: 
as far back as those days—there are various fields of action, and 
other honors are recognized than those marked on the cataloow 
or contained in the degrees. The graduate who excels in mathe- 
matics, the languages, the arts and sciences, is decked with the 
highest honor on commencement day, but there are unwritten 
honors given by general consent of classmates to those who have 
developed a superiority in any mental or physical excellence. 
When in after life the members of a class meet on some pubiic 
college anniversary or gather together at a reunion and the 
memories and traditions of college life are talked over anew. ihe 
merits of those who excelled in pleasant companionship, in kindly 
bearing, in generous conduct towards their associates, in out- 
door games and sports requiring strength and dexterity, are 
pleasant subjects to dwell upon, even if the possessors failed to 
stand among the highest upon the roll of scholarship. 





thirty years. 

In 1887 we both becam« 

[ well remember his coming to me 
stretched hand, on the first day of 
sat in my seat in this Chamber, expressing pleasure at meoting 
after so many years of separation and satisfaction that we 
were to have opportunities of renewing the acquaintance and 
friendship of our early days. Though the exacting duties of 
Congressional life gave me fewer opportunities of associating 
with him than I could have wished, yet I saw much of him dur- 
ing the years we spent here together, and I shall always remem- 
ber those occasions with satisfaction. Sometimes it was only 
a brief conference 


mi be 


ftieth ¢ ony 
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our session in December, as | 
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me 


word in passing, a shake of the hand, on pub 
lic business, but whether the interview was brief or prolonged 


his manner and conduct were always kind and friendly and sir 
cere, 

While we were together in Congress he often referred to eur 
college life and its associations, and remembered them with evi- 
dent satisfaction. He became a member of the Harvard Club 


here in Washington, and | recalla pleasantevening when he was 


one of the after-dimmer speakers there. In the summer of 1888 
he went to Cambridge to revisit the old scenes and onee more 


meet his friends and associates of the olden time. He attended 
the commencement exercises and spoke pleasantly at the class 
supper. His classmates who then met him will long cherish th: 
remembrances of that last visit, his hearty greetings, his cordial 
manners, the interest he manifested. 

The renewal of our acquaintance soon satisfied me that the ex 
perience of life had strengthened and developed all that was good 
and noble and manly in the young student. The same warmth 
and cordiality which had endeared him to his classmates won the 
regard and affection of his associates here. The same genera 
ability and rotundity of character which had made him promi- 
nent In the little world of college life made him useful and in 
fiuential in various lines of duty in the wide field of Congres- 
sional legislation. 

During the intervening 


+} 


years the 


manly bearing, the physi- 
nODLLLDY of spirit 


cal superiority, the which had characterized 
him in the earlier days had made him a leader among me: 
when the storm of war raged over the land. Brief as were th: 
days of the unacknowledged Southerm Confederacy, his name w: 
enrolled in bright letters upon the pages of its history, and his 


brave deeds will in future days be chronicled in song and stor 


by those who admire true courage and recognize all that wa 
gallant and noble and heroic in the lives of all those who fought 
on both sides of our great struggle as worthy of preservatio 


and commemoration. 


When Lee first left college his military duties, as has beer 
already stated, carried him to the far West, and he there say 


some rough service. The Utah expedition was a training schoo! 


for soldiers and generals, and many who afterwards gained re- 
nown and fame, under different standards, were therec.associated 
together in acommon duty. Besides the leader and commander, 
Col. Johnston, were Robert Ik. Lee, Hardee, Thomas, Kirby 
Smith, Palmer, Stoneman. Fitz Lee, and Hood. When the Army 
first entered upon this service there was a small cloud of war 
the horizon, but it soon cleared away and the company to w 
Lec was attached was assigned to a dull and monotonous 
( rar ison life ‘| gi possessed no attr: ‘tioz Oo I } 
] tenant, and there were other influencesdrawing hin 
his native State. He resigned his commission, re ne o Vin 
ginia, and settled atthe White House, in New Kent County 
where George Washington had married the Widow Custis 

The plantation had descended to her son, ¢ Washington 
Parke Custis,.and from him throug! ee’s mother to the grand- 
son He soon established his cousin, M Wickham. as queer 





of this historic home, and he was here with his 
these surroundings, with « 
Virginia and 


nances of secession and sent del 


ittle family amid 
erything tomake life attractive, \ 
South passed their ord 
to Montgomery to unite iz 


racy Lee never dou 


tae 
gates 


tl attempt to form a Southern Confed« 


ber sister States of 





1728 


that allegiance was due first to his State, and when war followed 
he drew his sword in-<defense of Virginia. 

As long as the strife continued he avoided no danger, he 
shunned no peril, he feared no adversary. 

Now with a company, now a squadron, now a regiment, now 
a brigade, now a division of cavalry behind him, he went upon 
the march, formed the line of battle or rode into the enemy’s 
lines. Whatever duty was assigned to him he entered upon its 
discharge with energy and vigor. Inthe varying fortunes of 
var he was wounded, captured, held as a hostage, but the day of 
recovery and exchange came and he once more headed the brave 
followers who loved and honored and trusted him; and during 
this last year of the struggle he again shared their hardships 
and privations and dangers. But the end came at last, the issue 
was settled, the arbitrament of war was decided adversely, and 
he sheathed his sword and returned to the place where his home 
had been. 

The year 1865 marked a low ebb in the fortunes of the South- 
ern people, and perhaps it may not be unprofitable to dwell briefly 
upon their conduct when under the shadow of defeat and disaster. 
The distinguished father of him to whose memory we are this 
day paying tribute went from the head of a great army to train 
the new generation of young men of the South, in the halls of a 
university, to usefulness in the various walksof citizenship. The 
students who enjoyed the privilege of sitting at the feet of this 
grand college president there learned lessonsof patriotism. They 
were advised to build up the places left waste and desolate, and 
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He rebuilt and re#stablished his home at the White House 
plantation. He was married November 27, 1867, to Miss Mary 
Tabb, daughter of Hon. George W. Bolling,of Petersburg. In 
1874 the family removed to Ravensworth, in Fairfax County. 

At both these places he cultivated his broad acres and inter- 


| ested himself in all matters relating to agricultural progress and 


development. He advanced and promoted these interests as 
president of the Virginia State Agricultural Society. He rep- 
resented his county for a term in the State senate, but declined 
a reélection, and returned to his plantation and the enjoyment 
of home life. After a few years of quiet he was called, in 1886, to 
a new field of activity by neighbors and political friends, who 


| desired his services at the national capital, and he became the 


Representative from the Alexandria district in the Fiftieth 


| Congress, and he was in his third term when, on the 15th day 


| roundings, and entered upon his eternal rest. 


to look hopefully forward to a reunited country and a more pros- | 


perous future. 

Whatever public disappointment or private grief or loss he 
suffered was buried in his own breast. He advised his country- 
men that the great questions which had long divided the country, 
and upon which opinions had been so diverse that legislative de- 
bate and administrative action had failed in finding a solution, 
had been finally settled by the sword, and that henceforth their 
duty was to the Union restored and indissoluble. 

With so illustrious an example the immediate restoration of 
peace and good order all over the South is not to be wondered 


at. The annals of all nations may be searched in vain for a par- 
allel. Itis an easy task for men who have accomplished all they 


desired to lay down their arms and return to their homes and re- 
sume their former avocations. 

The Southern soldier did all this after failure and defeat. 
cause was lost; his efforts had availed nothing. 
many were in ashes: sorrow was in every household; many were 
stripped of their all. The labor system of the country was de- 
stroyed; commerce was dead. Many had notseed to plant their 
lands. The workshop, the manufactory,the shipyard were silent 
as the grave. The arts of peace seemed to have perished. The 
soldiers were disbanded without the means of reaching their 
homes, and the few survivors of those who went forth with bright 
hopes, proud and confident in their strength, returned one by 
one, weary and footsore and disheartened. 


The 


The history of other nations would have suggested to the his- | 


torian that the result must be open riots and secret assassinations, 
a reign of violence and terror, years of turbulence and lawless- 
ness, before society would settle down to its former condition. 
But how different was the result. The parole upon which the 
soldier was released was in no instance violated. The situation 
was accepted without a murmur or on Ie The laws were 
obeyed. The terms imposed were acceded to. Soon the busy 
hum of industry was heard through theland. The arts of peace 
were revived. Agriculture and trade once again flourished and 
our fair country began to bloom again into something like its 
old-time beauty and prosperity. 


There were few Southern soldiers who returned toa greater | 


desolation than did our late associate, Gen. Lee. Fate seemed 
to have done its worst. The beloved wife and the two dear chil- 
dren who had made his home at ‘‘ The White House” a paradise 
had died in 1863, while he was held as a prisoner and a hostage 
at Fort Lafayette and Fortress Monroe. The place had been 
occupied by Union troops; the mansion with all its surroundings 
had been destroyed by fire, and as has been well said by another 
there was ‘‘ not a blade of grass left to mark the culture of more 
than a hundred years.” Had he been an ordinary man he would 
have sunk with the load of sorrow and trouble which weighed 
him down. But he had a brave heart, which defeat and affliction 
and disaster with united effort could not conquer. 

With the same noble spirit which had actuated his father, the 
elder Lee, he threw aside his discouragement and took up the 
duties of life and citizenshipanew. He had made himself famous 
as a soldier; he now began in earnest to cultivate the arts of 
peace. It was no easy task, for the era of reconstruction imme- 
diately succeeded the war, and only those who were actually un- 
der its ban can realize the burdens and hardships it entailed upon 
an unfortunate people emerging from a disastrous conflict. 


The homes of | 


of October, 1891, the hand of death removed him from his career 
of usefulness. For weeks his strong constitution gnd vigorous 
frame had resisted disease in his Ravensworth home. All that 


| kindness and skill could suggest was done in his behalf, but 


skill and kindness were of no avail, and he bade adieu to home 
and family, companions and associates, earthly duties and sur- 
His mortal life 
was closed. 

| well remember a day spent in his company nearly four years 


| ago, and its occurrences gave me an opportunity to witness the 


regard in which he was held by those among whom he had lived 
and to whom he was best known. It was on Decoration Day, in 
a section of country where he had seen service as a soldier, not 
far from where he had lived in hisearly childhood. He was the 
orator of the occasion. Manyof his old companions in arms, and 
members of their families, were among his audience, and they 
listened eagerly as he made appropriate reference to the de- 
parted comrades whoslept under the little hillocks near by them, 
bright and fragrant with the flowers of early summer, which the 
loving hands of woman and childhood had heaped upon them. 
As he descended from the platform, he was surrounded by old 
and young who thronged about him to shake his hand, or give 


| expression to a friendly greeting. 


Admiration and affection were expressed upon their counte- 
nances for the brave man before them, whose gallant deeds had 
been told at every fireside in the country round, and who was 
loved and honored because, in addition to his own merits and vir- 
tues, he represented the great leader whose name was the em- 
bodimentof aprecious memory. [have portrayed William Henry 
Fitzhugh Lee as a student, a soldier, a planter a public man 
representing his people in the State Legislature and the National 
Congress. Some have united in paying tribute to his memory 
because they were born and reared in the State which gave him 
birth, some because they shared with him the hardships and 
dangers of his military career, some because they were associ- 
ated with him in Congressional life and committee work. But 


| whileI take a great pride in all that he accomplished in the after 


i 








years, it is more pleasant to me to recollect him as the student, 
for in that relation I was first drawn into companionship with 
him; it was during that period of our lives that 1 first learned to 
regard him, and my tribute is to my classmate and friend of auld 
lang syne. May he rest in peace in the bosom of the honored 
State he loved so well and served so faithfully. 


Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, the biography of William H. 
F’. Lee has been furnished by his colleagues and associates. I do 
not propose to dwell upon the details of his public or private career, 
or that of his distinguished ancestors who acted so conspicuous 
a part in the history of the American Colonies and in the trying 
times of the Revolution by which our independence was gained. 

I had the good fortune to form the acquaintance of Gen. Lee 
and his estimable wife at the beginning of the Fiftieth Congress. 
I was strongly impressed with his noble presence, and his genial, 
modest, and dignified bearing. He seemed to me an ideal speci- 
men of true American manhood. His wife was a lady whose ap- 
pearance at once attracted attention and whose qualities of head 
and heart charmed and delighted friends and associates. He 
was a devoted husband. His tender and gentle bearing toward 
his wife were natural and unaffected. The daily life jam | conduct 
of both were a conspicuous example of the benign influence of a 
husband and wife who love, honor, and respect each other. 

My impressions of him were so favorable and agreeable as to 
create a desire on my part to cultivate his acquaintance and know 
more of his character. We met frequently, and discussed freely 
the social and political topics which engaged the attention of 
members of Congress at the national capital. He was modest 


and unobtrusive in the expression of his opinions; but as I knew 
him better I was profoundly impressed with the scope and breadth 
of his information. 

His judgment of men and measures was as free from local pre)- 
udice and partisan bias as any man I ever met. 


He was induced 
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by his generous nature to attribute good rather than unworthy | compliance to his company, approving or condemning as 


motives to those with whom he differed. He was honest, true, 


the union of the States and manifested a patriotic devotion to the 
Constitution as the charter of our liberties. 

He was a brave soldier and fought on the losing side in a war 
that convulsed the continent and astonished the civilized world; 
and as a brave soldier he accepted without reservation the ver- 
dict of the war. It is to be regretted that his heroic services 
were not on the side of the Union, but the conditions which 
placed him in hostility to the flag of the United States are for- 
ever removed. Every cause which produced that terrible con- 
flict was eradicated and obliterated in carnage and blood. The 
horrors of that fratricidal war are now history. The glorious 
results achieved are being realized in the abolition of slavery; 
in the union of the States restored, strengthened, and cemented: 


in the respect, confidence, and just estimation of the people of | 


all the sections for each other, and in the establishment beyond | and the gifts of genius. Mr. President, it is doubtless a benetfi- 
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ioht 
might 


| be most agreeable to them. He was a man of courage and con- 
and unsuspicious. On all occasions he expressed attachment to | 


stancy, qualities which, after all, are the ornaments and defense 
of aman. 

He had in the higest degree the air, manners, and address of 
a man of quality; politeness with ease, dignity without pride, 
and firmness without the least alloy of roughness. He loved re- 
fined society, but he had great respect and sympathy for those 
who had been reared in simple habits and the toils of life. 

He possessed an even and equal temper of mind. Those who 


| best knew him can testify of him what has often been asserted 


question of the capacity of the citizens of the Republic to dare | 


and to doin great emergencies what to all the world seemed 
impossible. 

To-day the virtue, the patriotism, and the renown of the fathers 
of the Revolution and the founders of our free institutions are 


The gallant and daring exploits of Legion Harry or Light-Horse 
Harry Lee, the grandsire of the deceased, inspire the same ad- 
miration and respect in the sons of the North as in the sons of 
the South. It is most gratifying that the descendants of the 
comrades in war and associates in council who gained the inde- 


of his great father, that they never heard an acrimonious speech 
fall from his lips; that his whole temper was so controlled by 
justice and generosity that he was never known to disparage 
with an envious breath the fame of another or to withhold due 
praise of another’s worth. 

The friends of Gen. Lee do not claim for him brilliant talents 


cent ordination of Providence that the best interests of society 


| are not solely dependent on what in common parlance is called 
| genius. Fortunately for the good of mankind great gifts and 


pendence and established the Government of the United States | 


are again united in stronger bonds of interest, good fellowship, 
and respect than ever before existed. 


olutionary struggle and the establishment of constitutional lib- 


erty, but they will be blest with liberty that knows no slavery | 
and with a Union forever indivisible, and they will contemplate | 


with no partisan feeling the sacrifices which were necessary to 
secure such results. The type of manly virtue of whichour de- 


of free institutions. His death in the prime of his manhood and 
in the days of his usefulness was a great loss to the country and 
a bereavement to his family for which there is no earthly com- 


pensation. But he has left for them, in his good name, his un- | 


impeachable character, and his many virtues, an inheritance 
more valuable than gold. 

He has gone where all must soon follow. The wealth of his 
example is an inspiration to the living to emulate his virtues, 
enjoy a conscience void of offense, and leave to surviving rela- 
tives the inheritance of an honored name. Such an ambition is 
worthy of an American citizen, and the value to humanity of such 
a life as that of Gen. Lee can hardly be overestimated. 

Why should death be regarded asa calamity? It is the inevi- 
table fate of all the living. May it not be a part of life? The 
hope of immortality is the greatest boon conferred upon the liv- 
ing. On an occasion like this words will not soothe the grief of 
those who are near and dear to the deceased. Theirconsolation 
must be in the hope of reunion beyond the grave. 


powers of mind are not indispensable to our happiness or to a 


| safe and salutary development of social conditions. 
the common heritage of all the people, both North and South. | 


-atient industry and impregnable virtue are the essential car- 
dinal qualities that make the man, in the vast majority of cases, 
worthy of love and honor, and which conserve the best interests 
of the world. 

That man who in his career and relations tosociety has gone 
on from day to day and from trust to trust, never disappointing 
but always realizing every just expectation, it seems to me, is 
the character who deserves of his fellow-men the highest meed 


: | of praise, and gives in hisperson and example the surest guar- 
Generations to come will enjoy not only the fruits of the Rev- | 


anty that the world will be all the better for his agency in 
shaping its affairs. 
The friends of Gen. Lee enjoy the perfect assurance that in 
every walk of life, on every occasion when duty called him, his 
responses were ever marked by a dignified and intelligent per- 


| formance of the tasks assigned him. 
ceased friend was a conspicuous example is oneof the best fruits | 


What higher honor can we ask for him than this; that weighty 
as were the responsibilities that devolved upon him by inherit- 
ance, and high as the expectations which were the natural im- 
plications of this inheritance, he fully and nobly met them. 
Much as was expected of him, he more than realized the claims 
and obligations of a noble lineage. His fellow citizens and his 
contemporaries regard his career as an honor and his compan- 
ionship as a delight and a resource that adds poignancy to their 
grief in the loss of so loved and valued a friend. 

I mightreferto the incidents of his military career to illustrate 


| his courage and fidelity, but it may not be considered appropri- 


Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. President, it is a difficult and delicate | 


task to draw with justice and propriety the character of a public 
man. Fulsome panegyrics have often been pronounced upon the 
character of the dead, cither out of flattery to the deceased or to 
gratify the ambitious desires of the living, 

In paying a tribute to William H. F. Lee, I am not influenced 
by any such questionable views. Todo honor to his memory I 
need only say what justice and truth dictate. There is little 
danger, in speaking of him, of committing the offense of exag- 
gerated eulogy. There is more danger of doing the injustice of 
understatement in commemorating a character so rounded and 
symmetrical. 

As a son Gen. Lee’s filial piety was so marked as to make him 
an example worthy of all imitation by the youth of his country. 
In every post of honor or trust to which he was called—and they 
were many and exalted ones—he met his engagements with such 
fidelity and courage as never to incur censure and seldom pro- 
voke criticism. 

His bearing as a private citizen was of such dignity and benev- 
olence as to secure the love while it evoked the admiration of all 
who knew him. 

His character was made up of blended chivalry and courtesy 
and adorned with th® mild luster of a religious faith. 

He was frank and open, plain and sincere, speaking only what 
he thought, without reserve, and promising only what he de- 
signed to perform. 

As he was plain and sincere, so he was firm and steady in his 
purposes; courteous and affable, he was not influenced by servile 
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ate to the time and the occasion. Itis cheering, however, to be- 
lieve that in this exalted body there is not to be found that spirit 
of truculent uncharitableness which refuses any credit toan hon- 
orable adversary. 

Time, which touches all things with mellowing hand, has soft- 
ene@the recollections of past contests, and they who looked upon 
him as a foe, now only remember the glory of the fight, and 
would join hands with us to weave the garland of his fame. 

Securely may the friends and admirers of this noble character 
rest in the belief that his name for generations to come will be 
enrolled in the glorious list of worthies that has for all time 
made the name of Virginia illustrious and among the foremost of 
all the Commonwealths of the ages past. 


Mr. BUTLER. It was my good fortune, Mr. President, to have 
known Gen. William H. I’. Lee with the intimacy of personal 
friendship for more than a quarter of a century, and I can pass 
no higher encomium upon him than by saying he had all the qual- 
ities that constitute a true gentleman, a gentleman in the high- 
est and best sense. He inherited from a very illustrious and dis- 
tinguished ancestry a prestige rarely enjoyed in this country, 
and yet he was as unpretending, unaffected, and modest as the 
humblest man. His self-contained dignity of character never de- 
serted him. His placid, well-balanced, well-poised equanamity 
always sustained him. 

It would be extravagant to say he inherited the commanding 
abilities of his illustrous father, but it would be entirely within 
the line of a just criticism to affirm that he did inherit many of 
the highest characteristics and qualities of that great man. In 
personal demeanor, in that suave, gracious, considerate, self-re- 
specting, and respectful bearing which gives assurance of the per- 
fect gentleman he very much resembled hisfather. He was al- 
ways approachable and cordial, and yet I doubt if any man ever 
attempted an improper liberty or ventured undue familiarity 
with him. His high character and affability of manner pro- 
tected him against such relations. ; 


In the late civil war we served side by side in the same cavalry 
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may be permitted to halt long enough to take notice of the in- 
vasion of our ranks by death and to voice our esteem for a de- 
parted member. The death of an eminent member of the Senate 
or of the House is not only a loss to his immediate constituency, 
o the whole country, and, in accordance with a long an hon- 
ored usage, demands from his former associates formal and appro- 
priate action. 
After such an hour spent in the contemplation of the common 


|end of all that live, in introspection and retrospection, who of 


us does not again take up the burdens of life with renewed reso- 
lutions to redouble our energies to faithfully discharge every 
public and private duty. 

My acquaintance with Mr. Lee was not intimate; I frequently 


| met him socially, but he did not belong to the party with which 


corps in same army almost continuously from the beginning 
to the end therefore had the best opportunities of forming 
@ « ‘t estimate of him as a soldier and man, and it is within 
t) OU! just judgment to place him among the most dis- | 
tin shed in that brilliant array of American soldiers and men 
of that eventful period. 
recall with vivid recollection my first association with him 

a land, Va., in June, 1861, where he was stationed as a young 
captain of cavalry at a school of instruction. Thence he rose 
yy regular gradations to major-general of division, resigning 
his sword with that rank 

Gen. Lee never aspired to be what issometimes called a ‘‘ dash- 
ing” soldier. He was quite content with the serious, earnest 
steady performance of his duties. It would be nocompliment to 
say that a son of Robert E. Lee and grandson of *‘ Light Horse ” 


had coura 


Harry Les ge. Such a quality is a necessary ingredi- 
entof such a man’s character. But his courage was not of that 
frothy, noisy kind so often paraded to attract attention. In bat- 
tle he was a , firm, and immovable as any soldier who 
wielded a sword or placed a squadron in the field. In his 
relations to his subordinates he was the perfection of military 
propriety, always considerate and kindly, but firm and impartial! 
iorcement discipline. 
Towards his equals and superiors in rank he bore himself with 


a knightly chivalry that at 


tpad 
Ssveaay 


evel 


2 
a 
+} 


. ‘ 
in 1c Cl Oo 


once commanded respect and confi- 


dence. How could he have been otherwise, descended from such 
a noble sire, with such an example of courtly dignity and un- 
tarnished manhood? 


After the close of hostilities, having discharged his whole duty 


} 


as he understood it with fidelity and courage, he retired to his 
native State, to his farm, and there, by the same quiet, honor- 
able, manly course of conduct, devoted himself to the duties of 


civil life, establishing by his example a standard of citizenship 


worthy the great Republic to which he renewed his allegiance. 

The people of the Commonwealth of Virginia could not and 
did not permit a man of his exalted character, sound intellectual 
qualities, and safe, conservative judgment to remain in private 
life. His services and example were too valuable to the public, 
and he was called into the public service, first as senator in the 


State Legislature, ls 


later into the lower House of Congress. 


There, as elsewhere, he soon took rank among the wisest and 
safest legislators in the body, pursuing the even, modest tenor 
of his way, with that faithful regard for his duty to his constitu- 
ents and his country that characterized every relation and posi- 
tion of his life 

Those of us, Mr. President, who were favored with his ac- 
quaintance recall with a respect bordering on reverence his com- 
manding figure as he came in this Chamber, his courtly pres- 
ence, his gentle bearing, persuasive conversation, amiable, re 


i 
spectful io 


manners. 


conse ISDesSs 


The that we shall never 
him again is a sad and depressing reflection, and a mournful re- 


Be 


minder that it is,only a question of time, how long mortal man 
can not foretell, when those of us who survive must obey a sim 
ilar summons, and disappear, as he has done, from the scenes 
of life forev« ‘ 

In paying trib ; of respect and affection to departed friends 
I know how hard it is to impose restraint upon our partiality for 
them and how strong the temptation to indulge in expressions 
of exaggerated eulogy. Knowing Gen. Lee as I did, I can say 


of him with absolute sincerity and truth that he was as free from 


the small and petty faults of our nature as any man I have ever 
known. In his private relations he was literally without guil 
or Straightforward, honorable, just in all his dealings, 
he was a model citizen and faithful friend. 

In his public life he proved himself equal to every station. 
Zealous, attentive, conscientious, untiring, he met every respon- 


sibility with fidelity and confidence. He never disappointed a 


friend, betrayed a trust, or took unfair advantage of an oppo- 
nent. In aword, Mr. President, he lived a perfect gentleman, 
discharged faithfully ev: ry duty of life, and died honored and 


b 


by his fri nds. 


oved 

Others have spoken of the life and character of this distin- 
guished man more in detail, more eloquently, with more finished 
oratory, but I yield to none in the sincerity of my humble trib- 
ute to his n oO 

M DOLPH. Mr. President, the echoes of the voices of those 
who pronounced eulogies upon the life and character of the late 
distinguished Senator from Kansas have hardly died away in 
this Chamber and we have again laid business aside to pay our 
tr tes i »memory of alate honored member of the House of 
Representatives and a distinguished son of Virginia. 

These sorrowf oceasions, Which are deprecated by some as 
involving a loss of the time of the Senate and needless expense 
to the Govern nt can I think are unprofitable to us or to 
the country. Su y in the mad rush and hurry of business we 








| am affiliated and no fortuitous circumstance occurred to bring 
us together in the discharge of public duties. The incidents of 
his life, his public services, and his domestic relations have been 
fittingly alluded to by others, and it only remains for me to cast 


| an evergreen upon his grave, to add my poor tribute to his mem- 


ory, and give expression to the emotions awakened by the occa- 
sion and the exercises of the hour. Coming froma long line of 


| distinguished ancestors, serving with marked distinction in the 


| his publie services, and his blameless life. 


Confederate army until the cause he championed was hopelessly 
lost, honored by the people of his State by election to high civil 
positions, in which he did credit to himself and honored them, 
with a rounded character and well-developed manhood, at onc 
the incarnation of gentleness, tenderness, and courage, it is not 
to be wondered at that sorrow for his death hung over his 
State like a funeral pall and all parties vied with each other in 
giving expression to the universal sense of private and public 
LOSS. 

He was the son of a distinguished sire who in life was the 
idol of the people of Virginia, but he was held in the highest 
esteem by the people of his State not so much on account of bis 
illustrious father as on account of his own ability and worth, 
Touching, tender, and 
beautiful, were the tributes to his memory pronounced by his 
colleagues at the other end of this Capitol. Fortunate, indeed, 
is the man who can win such admiration from his associates. 

What higher eulogy can be pronounced on any man than that 
in every station, public and private, he was true to himself and 


| faithful to the people, and was equal to the duties of his station? 


' mortality 


Not every man can become great; genius is the gift of the few, 
but goodness and fidelity to duty are within the reach of all. 
He has gone the way of all the living. He has found the level 
of the grave. Our words of eulogy can not reach him there. 
Can honor’s voice provoke the silent dust, 
Or flatt'ry soothe the dall cold ear of death? 


Solomon, summing up this question, said: 

For the living know that they shall die: but the dead know not anyhing 
neither have they any more reward; for the memory of them is forgotten 

\lso their love and their hatred, and their envy, is now perished; neither 
have they any more a portion for ever in anything that is done under the 


To human reason the death of him we mourn was untimely. 
He was born May 31, 1837, and died October 15,1891. He was 


therefore in the prime of manhood, and apparently had many 


years of useful life before him. But death sometimes strangely 
selects his victims. No season, no station, no age is exempt from 


his fatal shafts. When death comes to the aged as the end of a 
fully completed life we regard it as natural. But when death 
comes to the young, the gifted, and the promising, we with our 
finite vision look upon it as sad and mysterious. We are con- 
stantly reminded that 
The , the pomp of pow’r 
A ali that beauty, all that wealth e’er 
Await alike the inevitable hour 
The paths of glory lead but to the grav« 


boast of heraldrv 
; 


na 


gave, 


[t is creditable to our humanity that at the grave animosities 
are buried and those who speak of the dead remember their vir- 
tues and pass over their frailties. 

Death is a michty mediator. There all the flan 





tes of rage are extinguished, 





hatred is appeased, and angelic pity, like a weeping sister, bends with gentle 
and close embrace over the funeral urn. 

The reconciling grave swallows distinction first that made us foes; ther: 
all lie down in peace together 

To the grave, ‘‘the world’s sweet inn from pain and wearisome 


turmoil,” weareallhastening. Earth’shigheststation and mean- 


est place ends in the common receptacle to which we shall all b 


taken. Dark and gloomy indeed would be the grave without a 
hope in a personal immortality, a belief that the soul survives 
the body and that to this immortal part the tomb is the gate to 


Ler , *) mr 7 . 
heaven. When one feels like Theodore Parker when he said: 


When this stiffened body goes down to the tomb sad, silent, and remorse 


less, I feel there is no death for the man. That clod which yonder dust sha 
cover is not my brother. The dust goes to its place; man to hisown. Its 
then I feel my immortality I look through the grave into heaven, I ask no 


miracle, no proof, no reasoning for me; 1 ask no risen dust to teach me im- 


Iam conscious of eternal life. 
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Or like Byron when he wrote: Gen. Lee was a repr a on a1 


I feel my immortality oversweep all pains, all tears, all time, all fears, a1 Vision.  wMany Of us, and i am 
al, like the eternal thunders of the deep, into my ears this truth—t q rovinecial. Wek ! 34 
Tivest forever! y . y 
, i We ¢t ( SLO ‘ ' . 
death loses its terrors and the grave becomes awelcome goal for | their people. Local ca 
weary and buffeted mariners on life’s stormy sea—the gate to | and minify our usefulness. | ‘a he 
endless life. was no sectionalism i ; rH 


By these oft-repeated scenes in this Chamber: by the frequent | strono ocal attachm nts. ni a d 


visits of the stern messenger to both Houses of Congress to + his opinions d S 
mon a member from his field of labor here to the bar of the Su- 





preme Ruler of the Universe above; by the constant changes go- | | a ha whctedad 


M i mat rY 
ing on around us in obedience to the inevitable law of nature, b cause he respected manhood. 1 ; 
which death everywhere succeeds to life, we are reminded that we | with all men of all rac creeds, ¢ 
shall not long continue as we now are. It is possible that as we | cause he respected men : heeds 
are startled by the announcement of the death of an associate, athv with 1 hopes of 1 ace. Col 
we mentally ask ourselves, who will be called next? [ would not speak of him asa b 
So live, that when thy summons comes to join was a wise and good and ( 
The innumerable caravan which moves tive of our racial history. The sto 
To that mysterious realm where each shall take remote ancestor r¢ ev ) ‘ 
His chamber in the silent halls of death, oo ee eee se : oa 
Thou go not, like the quarry-slave at night \nother led a company « 1 ) ( ( 
Scourged to his dungeon, but sustained and soothed on the third « ‘ ( H | i ! 
By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave itch fiel: Jel] « } . aa 4 ‘ : . 
Like one that wraps the drapery of his couch ee , “ a Se = * aa A at 
About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams loyalist as he.was, became a ¢ nissioner f n \ I ‘ 
urged Charles IT to fly for ref 0 the Old Di ‘ 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the late Gen. W.H.F. Lee was | throne was trembling under him, Quarrel and | 
conspicuously connected with the public affairs of his State for | and as our fathers did before us, the continuity of 


more than thirty years. He was deservedly honored, loved, and | ment is unbroken. 
trusted by the people. For two terms he represented the Eighth The growth of race ascendancy and the ex} 
district of Virginia in Congress, and he was elected for a third | nation is u i 
term, butt when Congress met in December last his chair was | however the theater enlarges, h ver tl ' 
vacant. Surrounded by his beloved family and bemoaned by all | the actors differ in the drama. Gr Lee wi sentative 
who knew him he peacefully breathed his last at Ravensworth, | democrat or republican, for use the words eir nse. 
his home, in Fairfax County, on the 15th day of October, 1891. His grandfather was that young American, Capt. H y Lee, tl 
Thus, Mr. President, disappears one singularly endowed with | ardent youth of nineteen, who, at the head of hiscompany of \ 
the qualities that win the confidence and affections of mankind. | ginia horse, reported to Washington for duty when the first ar 
His noble honest face, beaming with intelligence and beneficence, | of Continentals were ranging themselves upon t sins of Be 
was a true index to his nature. Strength of character and sweet- | ton. He was the first to break the record of his lit r lov 
ness of disposition made him a man of mark and influence in all | to the crown of England in espousing the cau f Ame & 


neeasing. The pict 3 uniq 


the relations of society. His life was full of nobleuses. Respect | dependence, the first to draw his sword for the n¢ | pro- 
for the rights and tenderness for the feelings of others stamped | claimed at Philadelphia, the sovereign peopl 


his conduct on every occasion. He fulfilled Sidney’s definition As * Light-Horse Harry” Lee he goes down to | 

of a gentleman, “high thoughts seated in a heart of courtesy,” | nown: distinguished in ¢ ral orders of the An al 

and I know of no better legacy that a father could leave his | motion from Congress for one exploit, and for 

household or a patriot leave his country than such a recordas he | thanks of Congress and a gold medal. | ta 

has left to attest his virtues. soldiership, he was the friend and follower: Vi te 
I will not penetrate the sanctity of the home bereaved by his | the Virginia Legislature, when the r of 1705 


death. The fondand noble wife and the sons who miss the husband | debated, he took sides against them, and in his ec) 
and father, who was representative to them of life’s dearest boons, | find nearly all the arguments which are used fi ( 
have in his memory whatever earth can give them of consola- | Federal construction of the Constitution. Wh: Wi 


tion, and they learned from none more than from him to look | died he was a membor of Congress, and p 
above in sorrow and affliction. the memorable wo ** First in r, first 

As a Representative in CongressGen. Lee was diligent imethe | the hearts of his fellow-citizens.” He v 
service of his constituents and in behalf of policies which com- | men who can write. speak, and fight. 
mended themselves to his favor. He seldom spoke, but it was When Gen. Wintield Scott led the An 1 A ti 
not because he could not speak well and forcibly. He was | there rode b, side Capt. Robert i. Lee, t of He 
not noted as the peculiar champion of any of the great measures | an officer of e1 eersupon bis sta He was four t 
before Congress, but it was not because he did not comprehend | for gallant conduct and came back famo When ¢ 
them nor take great interest in them, and I doubt if there be | Sidney Johnston | e Uta ition in J 
many Representatives who have had amore wholesome or fat r- | on foot in his columns L WV 


reaching influence. sonof Robert EK. Lee. 1 vas not asoldiecr by educa V 
His fine character and engaging manner made friends for him | stinet. A cwraduate of Harvard Cer al 


and for his people. His excellent judgment had great weightin | class, he was w prepared for military ind 

council, his political ideas were eminently liberal,and his tact line to bear arms for the Un State tut no warens 

and attention reached results where perhaps more aggressive | canker of a long peace v { n tary aspiration 
qualities would have been ineffectual. On one occasion that Lieut. Lee resigned, 1 l, al t on ar 
recall he was urging the passage of the bill to pay for use an White House. on the Pa With the attle of little e 


occupation of the Theological Seminary near Alexandria during | drenaround his knees and p ra 
the war. He became the mark, in doing so, of inquiry and bad- | were those of domestic tr ty a ( W ‘ 
inage, and some one, meaning to disparage the claim by inti- | there to the standards \ L Wi rv in 1861] a 
mation that the clerical professors of the institution had been | acted like Americans. ! tion. 
enemies of the Government, called out to him, ‘‘ How did t! not differ as to the metho ( h cor tion. rd 
pray?” He answered instantly, ‘* For all sinners.” His read vas the pro] on of « tions, 1 the la 
pleasantry put everybody in good humor and the bill was passed. | one of the L ul provoke a t not « 

Gen. Lee was a representative man in a larger sense tha it | whole fam of Lees b ! 
of official designation. He was a representative country tle- | people: Gen. Robert et 1 the { 
man, and the flavor of his native soil was in his characte) | ern armies a brot ) ! ‘ 


was born in the country, at beautiful Arlington, with the woor navy. His sons and nephews were rhe ‘ . 
and fields and streams and mountain vistas around him. He The nephew of ! ( t pl: Nort 
@ 


lived in the ec yuntry all his life, and died in the country. at h The mo! mero c ‘ rn ! t t 
home in Fairfax County, an owner of land, loving the land: his | the South: 1e be ' cadet 
home, a fine old country seat of colonial pattern, the scene « board, the young men leas npanies a 
domestic peace and love and hospitality; his voice, that of the vinning brigades and « ns 

good people of his vicinage; his life, daily tasks, intermingled | a Their names ar 

with daily studies and contemplation: his aims, those of the pa- | splendid deeds ot one had ¢ pr 


triot and Christian, his country, God, and truth. below the belt. The wo 
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ress in the hand of Lee, the foeman met his peer. The history 
of two continents and many centuries was written over again on 
fields of-blood. 

W. H. F. Lee raised a company of cavalry at the beginning of 
the war and surrendered as a major-general of cavalry at Appo- 
mattox. He fought his way to his rank and suffered all of war's 
vicissitudes save death. His men believed in him and followed 
him. He was wounded; he was twice a prisoner; he was held as 
a hostage in solitary confinement with death impending. His 
wife and his children died while he lay wounded and in prison. 
Whatever man may suffer he suffered tothe uttermost. Amongst 
his first acts when he emerged from prison was to visit, shake 
hands with, and congratulate the Federal officer for whom he had 
been held as hostage. He was a representative Christian, void 
of vindictiveness and uncomplaining; he made no outcry of pain; 
he sealed his lips to reproach. 

I knew him well, respected him profoundly, and loved him 
dearly. I have often heard him speak at gatherings of old 
soldiers, and on a variety of occasions, sometimes those of tur- 
bulence. I have marveled at his self-poise and reserve power. 
Never once did I hear him say ill of any man nor allude to his 
own sufferings or deeds, nor utter words of bitterness. He took 
his lot as it came to him as a man who does the best he can 
and leaves the rest to the Disposer of events. His conscience 
and his human sympathy, like hissoldiership, were instincts, and 
his Christian creed was the sum of his intuitions. Gen. Lee was 
a representative of the times in which he lived, eccentric in no 
opinion, even-tempered, cautious, prudent, steadfast, and gentle; 
he sought to be useful rather than to shine. He took deep and 
active interest in all that concerned his State. 

As a State senator he could be relied upon to support liberal 
and progressive measures; 


as a trustee or visitor to educational institutions he rendered val- 
able practical service to the cause of popular enlightenment. 
In political life he had sharp contests; friend was surprised and 
opponent discouraged when emergency brought forth the reserve 
forees of his character and ability. If modesty cloaked his pow- 
ers in retirement, opposition elicited them; and the fluency, tact, 
and ability with which he discussed issues and met exigencies 
were remarkable in one whose experiences of early life had sep- 
arated him from civil pursuits and training. 

If I have spoken of Gen. Lee’s ancestral distinctions it was not 
because either he or his people have ever presumed upon them. 
On the contrary no people whom I have ever known have rested 
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did Republic of the earth out of a savage wilderness and assimi- 
lated to itself all tributaries. That Republic delegates its unfin- 
ished tasks to a posterity that will lift Lieber the monuments of 
its greatness and strengthen the foundations of its endurance; 
and in the lives of Gen. Lee and those of his worthy compatri- 
ots of all sections who unite as friends the moment conditions 
cease that made them foes, I see exemplified the noblest quali- 
ties of our kind and read the auguries of prolonged peace, prog- 
ress, happiness, and stability. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Virginia. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously; and under the last 
resolution the Senate (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) ad- 
journed until Monday, March 7, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 4, 1892. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
W.H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

DEFENSE OF SUITS IN THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House aletter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, submitting an estimate of deficiency in the appro- 
priation for defending suits in claims against the United States 
in the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


. u | | Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
as president of the State Agricultural | 
Society he didmuch to excite interest and develop improvements; | 


ELECTRIC LIGHT, UTAH PENITENTIARY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Attorney-General, submitting a further estimate in the matter of 
establishing an electric-light plant in the Utah penitentiary; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF IMMIGRANT INSPECTORS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an appendix to 
the report of one of the members of the commission of immi- 


| grant inspectors; which was referred to the Select Committee 


less of claim upon their antecedents or less sought to substitute | 


reminiscences for achievements. Tho independent, honest, and 
simple Republicans and Democrats of our cotntry justly despise 
a pretender who boasts the shadow of aname. Butthatof which 
the individual may not boast becomes his country’s pride; and 


[ count it great glory to our country that its institutions have | 


on Immigration and Naturalization, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES PANKEY VS. THE UNITED STATES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 


| from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of 


nourished, and the highest characteristic of our race that it has | 


produced, successive generations of men who preserve the con- 
tinuity of sterling virtues. I count also as the star of hope for 
this grand Republic that the distinguished soldier of a lost cause 
becomes the beloved statesman of the cause that won, and finds 
around him old-time comrades and old-time foes, all his friends 
and each other’s friends united in the service of our common 
country. 

No nobler words have been spoken of the late Gen. Lee than 
by soldiers who fought against him, and I respond to them with 
honor and praise. The production of men who may maintain the 
rights their fathers won, and ever grow in liberal thought, noble 
character, and worthy achievement, is the highest mission of re- 
publican institution. From Hastings, A. D. 1066, to Boston in 
1776, the name of Lee was blended with the glories of our father- 
land. But from Boston to Appomattox it grew the more illus- 
trious with grander opportunities. Victorious through a track 
of eight hundred years to the 9th of April, 1865, it has been still 
more victorious since—rising to the height of harder trials and 
sterner tasks and grander duties than those of leading embattled 
lines. The glorious nation of which he was a type and the glori- 
ous land of which he was the son come forth from ruin and deso- 
lation on one side, moved by g 
mous sentiments upon the other, taking their place in the re- 
united columns of parted friendship, cementing anew by adaptive 
virtues the broken ties, marching again with the mutual mag- 
nanimities of companionship at the head of column. 

if a race that has won liberty and made it a birthright lets it 
slip away through hands of weakness or deeds of folly, and if the 
self-made man of to-day loses the vantage ground of his life- 
work with breath, the careers of nations would be 
brief, the liberty would be a nurse’s tale, and the ca- 

f iduals would be vanity of vanities. The prepotent 


' 

fleeting 

story of 
} 


indiy 


his 


reers Ol 


blood that made an empire of an insignificant island and ese 


is language 


and its laws upon it made also here the most splen- 


racious institutions and magnani- | 


the court in the case of James Pankey vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 2388) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Oregon and 
Washington Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Columbia River between the State of Oregon and the 
State of Washington and to establish it as a post route;” which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WOLVERTON, for one week, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. ENLOE, during the sessions of the House whenever it 
may be necessary, in connection with the investigation of the 
Pension Office. 

COLUMBIAN INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointmentas directors of the 
Columbian Institution for the Instruction of the Deaf and Dumb 
Hon. JOHN J. HEMPHILL of South Carolina and Hon. NELSON 
DINGLEY, jr., of Maine. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MUTCHLER, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 6875) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes: which was read 
twice, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

BACKWATER FROM THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the resolution of 
inquiry which I send to the desk. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to fur- 


nish the House of Representatives, at the earliest day practicable, such in- | 


formation as he may have in regard to the effect of backwater from the Mis 
sissippi River and its cause, and the means and cost of preventing injury 
therefrom, at Clarendon and the Lower White River, Ark., as directed inthe 
act making appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes, approved September 19, 1890. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted, and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM C. SPENCER. 


Mr. PAGE of Maryland. 
sent that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2058) for the relief of WilliamC. 


Spencer, late captain Seventeenth Infantry, United States Army, | 


and that the bill be now taken up and considered. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be,and he i 


hereby, authorized to appoint William C. Spencer, of Maryland, late captain | 


Seventeenth Infantry, to be acaptain on the retired list of the Infantry Corps 
of the Army in accordance with the report made by the military board of 
army officers convened at Fort McHenry, Baltimore, pursuant to Special 
Orders, No. 76, Headquarters of the Army, Washington, D.C., April 4, 1891, 
by virtue of an act of Congress approved February 2, 1891, authorizing the 
appointment of said military board to examine into the record of this of- 
ficer and his physical condition at the time he resigned from the Army, and 
that the retired list of the Army is increased for the benefit of this case only 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the report is 
quite long, and perhaps the gentleman from Maryland | Mr. PAGE] 
can make a statement which will explain the bill more briefly. 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland. 
report in this case is a unanimous report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and is identical with the report made at the 
last Congress. 

This bill carries no appropriation. It is simply for the pur- 
pose of restoring a meritorious officer to his position as captain 
in the Army, and placing him on the retired list. Every gentle- 
man who may examine the bill must be satisfied, as I believe, 
that it is highly meritorious. This gentleman, while in the 


Army, performed valuable service, service which was highly com- | 


mended in the general report from Gen. Scott, at that time Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army, and aiso commended by several 


other officers of high standing—among the number, Gen. Sher- | 


man, Gen. Barry,and Gen. Du Barry. In addition to this, he has 
been recommended for retirement by a board convened under a 
special act of Congress, who decided at the time he resigned his 


position in 1862 he was entitled to retirement on account of physi- | 


cal incapacity incurred in the service. 
I hope there will be no objection to the bill. 
willing the report shall be read. 


ber on this floor who has in his bosom any respect for a brave and | 


honorable citizen who has not only rendered valuable service to 
the country, but has covered himself with honor, reflecting high 
credit upon the service itself—I do not believe any honorable and 


high-minded gentleman who values service such as this, will for | 
one moment object to the relief proposed to be granted to this | 


officer. 
sidered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like toask the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. PAGE] whether this bill will have any retroactive ef- 
fect? 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland. None whatever. It makes no pro- 
vision for giving this officer back pay, but simply places him on 
the retired list. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But will not the effect be to give him back 
pay from the time when it was found he was entitled to retire- 
ment? 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland. 


I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be now con- 


I think not. 


tired list as of the date when he resigned. It puts him upon the 
retired list for the future; it has no retroactive effect at al]. 
Mr.HOLMAN. What was the reason of his resignation, which 
was early in the war? 
Mr. PAGE of Maryland. The reason is fully set out in the re- 
port. The report shows that at the time of his resignation he 
was an Officer in the army of the Potomac, having rendered serv- 


ice which was specially mentioned in the report of his command- | 


ing officer. About that time his uncle, Judge Carmichae], 

very honorable gentleman, was dragged from the bench and 

treated with such indignity that President Lincoln immediately 

ordered his discharge, disapproving the entire action. . 
Mr. HOLMAN. Whose discharge? 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- | 


Is there objection to the present considera- | 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the | 


Iam perfectly 
I do not believe that any mem- | 


I do not think the bill | 
grants this officer any back pay; it simply restores him to the re- | 


a | 


| Mr. PAGEof Maryland. The discharge of Judge Carmichael, 
| the uncle of Capt. Spencer. It was in consequence of certain 
words which Capt. Spencer used in commenting upon this inci- 


dent that he was arrested. Even after his arrest, his command- 








| ing officers held him in such high consideration that they per- 
mitted him to take charge of his company, and he fought with 
| distinguished gallantry in the second battle of Bull Run. After 
| that battle, when, as the evidence shows, he was so weak that he 


| could scarcely sit upon his horse, he went into the expedition in 
West Virginia, which was conducted, I believe, against Gen. Lee, 
| and stayed there u 


ntil t 


as so eniecedik 


ne wW aas to make it mpos- 
sible for him to serve longer. Then he demanded a trial. He 
was three times called up for trial when dispi l, sick, en- 


| feebled, wornout. Under these circumstances he resigned from 


from the service. 


[ would be very glad if the gentleman from Indiana would read 
this report. I know that the briefstatement I am giving here on 

| the floor does scant justice to this gentleman. I feel satisfied that 
| if the gentleman from Indiana would read the report he would ree- 
ognize in this bill a very meritorious cass which ought not to 
meet objection from anybody. I hope the gentleman will not 


| object, but will permit the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Did the gentleman from Maryland state that 
this bill places Capt. Spencer on the retired list with pay? 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland. Itplaces him on the retired list; and 
I suppose all the consequences of being on the retired list as a 
captain in the Army would follow. I willstate to the gentleman 
that the proposition now presented is in accordance with the de- 
cision of a board of officers which was specially convened under 
act of Congress for the purpose of examining this matter. This 
board decided that this gentleman, at the time of his resignation, 
was entitled to be placed upon the retired list; and | believe 
they recommended that Congress pass an act authorizing him to 
be so placed. The exact facts in matter appear in the re- 
port. 

Mr. HENDERSON of iowa. 
service? 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is the beneficiary of this bill 
ice? 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland. 
him back. 

Mr. BAILEY. 


to be put upon its passage. 
there objection to the present considera- 


the 
How long has he been out of the 


Since 1862. 


now in the serv- 


; +. } *¥ : + 
He is not: the effort is now to get 


| feel constrained to object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 532) to constitute Newark, in the State of New Jersey, 
a port of immediate transportation. 
TOWN OF FERRON, UTAH. 

Mr. CAINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
| charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1080) for 
the relief of the inhabitants of the town of Ferron, county of 
Emery, Territory of Utah, and put the same upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted. etc.. That the probate judge of Emery County, Territory of 
| Utah, be, and is hereby, authorized to enter in trust for the inhabitants of 
| the town of Ferron, for town-site purposes, section 16, in township 20 south, 
of range 7 east, Salt Lake meridian, subject to the provisions of sections 2387, 
| 2388, and 2389 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to town 
| sites. 

SEc. 2. That upon the passage of this act the Territory of 
proper officer, shall be, and is hereby, authorized to select 
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Utah, through its 
as indemnity for 


| said land, and in full satisfaction thereof, and for the purpose stated in sec- 
|} tion 1946 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, one section of the pub 
} lic lands at any land office in said Territory, said s« tion to be made ina 


body, according to legal subdivisions 
| The SPEAKER. 
| tion of the bill? 
Mr. OTIS. I would like to hear the report read. 
The report (by Mr. STOUT) was read, as follows: 


[s there objection to the present considera- 








The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
1080) for the relief of the inhabitants of the townof Fert county of Emery, 
| Territory of Utah, submit the following report 
| The committee, upon due investigation, find that the present town site of 
| Ferron is immediately contiguous to mountainous territory, with no possi- 
| bility to extend their town only by obtaining section 16, contiguous to the 
present town site Inasmuch as the lands in question are school lands, no 
adverse title can be urged. The billcontemplates tha her land elected 
by the proper officer in another part of the Territory, in lieu thereof, for 
school purposes 
The committee recommend that tI do] 
There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed, and read a third time: and being engrossed, it 


accordingly read the third time, ard passed. 
On motion of Mr. MCRAE the motion to reconsider the t 
| yote was laid upon the table. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

I I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of bus- 
iness on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


lhe House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky. 


Whole House, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for t consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 


bill. 


( cW report the title of the first 


IRST METHODIST CHURCH, JACKSON, TENN. 
| ( k read as follows: 
\ H. R. 1216) for the relief of the First Methodist Church in tl ity of 
Jackson, Ten 
[The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 
r b was read, as follows: 
etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
ith land directed to pay to the trustees of the First Methodist Epis- 
‘ al ( irch South, in the city of Jackson, Tenn., the sum of $4,050.39, for 
‘ hury + hospital and for other purposes, and for damages 
! i ur during the war; which sum shall bein full for all 
clain sid church may have for rents and damages 


RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be 
aid aside with a favorable recommendation. It was fully dis- 


‘ ed two weeks ago, and I believe we were ready to vote on it 
when the committee rose. 

HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise only for the purpose of 

alling the attention of the committee to the character of this 


RICHARDSON. 


I a moment, 


If the gentleman from Indiana will in- 
dulye me fo [ do not see my colleague [Mr. ENLOE] 

s seat. He introduced this bill and submitted the report 
committee accompanying it. The building in question 

the town which he represents. I ask thatit be passed over 
nformally, with the privilege of recurring to it again when my 
ague is present, if the gentleman from Indiana takes the 
to oppose the bill. 


MAN. I can hardly say that I rise for that purpose, 


HO! 


although I will vote against the bill. I rose to call theattention 
of t mittee to the character of the bill and to ask that it 
© again read, because if the term ‘‘damages” occurs in the act 
[wa to move to strike it out. 

CHAIRMAN. The bill will be reported. 


was again read. 


ine bu 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hardly think the House of Representatives 
‘upon the policy of making payment for damages grow- 
it of the operations of the armies at the seat of war. Ido 
! hink it a safe policy. 
REILLY. I do not think it has ever been recognized. 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is certainly a dangerous policy in view of 
tent to which it may be carried. A provision for the pay- 
tof rent is much safer. The legislation of Congress has al- 
va wen against payment of damages. The policy of the Gov- 
ernment has been against it, and I do not think we ought to enter 


upon 1t now. 


RICHARDSON. Ihave no objection to an amendment 
triking oO the word ‘‘damages’” where it occurs in the bill. 


Let the amount be provided for occupation and rent. 
HOLMAN. I would make the motion, but the trouble 
[ encounter is that the sum is named as a gross sum of $4,050.39 
r t uses to which the church was applied and for 


Ol i) Various 


damag [ do not know how the amount should be apportioned. 
[ can not make a motion for that reason. Perhaps the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]candoso. I would rather that 


the bill should be laid over temporarily. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In view of the statement of the gentle- 
[ndiana and in the absence of my colleague, Task unani- 
the bill be passed over informally until he 


lan [rom 


us consent that 


The CHAIRMAN Is there objeetion to the request of the 
‘ Cenm 'T" 


al Om i¢ hnessee ? 


no objection. 


RICHARDSON. With the understanding that we may 


recur to the bill when my colleague returns. 
The CHATRMAN. That is the understanding. 


ESTATE OF ANDREW J. DUNCAN, DECEASED. 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the 


( ad as follows 
‘ I t esta of A w J. Dun n, de 
| CHAIRMAN. The question is, shall this bill be reported 
ti House \ a favorable recommendation? 
KILGORE and Mr. WASHINGTON addressed the Chair. 





The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KIL- 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. 


MaRrcH 4, 


I have charge of that bill, and claim 
attention fora moment. I do not want the bill taken out of my 
hands. I am willing to yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. [do not want to make a speech. I simply 


| wish to inquire if this is the bill we had a row over two weeks 


ago? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. This is the bill that was under consid- 
eration two weeks ago. There was no row, but it was under dis- 
cussion during the entire day. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Discussed amicably. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And when we adjourned the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] had made a point against the 
bill, which he said prevented his advocating its passage. He 
said that if the objections which he had urged at that time were 
explained away, he would withdraw all opposition to the bill. | 
think I am now prepared to entirely explain away the objections 
raised by my friend from Indiana. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I may have some other objections, that 
would take the matter over to next Friday, to explain. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is another matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to make a suggestion to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Lyield to the gentleman from Indiana 
for a suggestion, and hope we may have order in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes so too, and appeals to 
the committee to be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to suggest to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that a letter which I have received from the Quarter- 
master-General, which I thought I had put in my desk, is mis- 
laid. All that I propose to do further in this matter was to lay 
the letter before the committee, and I ask the gentleman to let 
the next measure be taken up so that I can find that letter. | 
suggest that this bill be laid over, without losing its place, of 
course. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I hope the gentleman will be able to 
find his letter and have it read later; in the mean time I prefer 
to go on with this case. I have seen the letter from the Quarter- 
master-General sent to my friend [Mr. HOLMAN]. I have one 
from the same source on the same subject. I will send to the 
desk and ask the Clerk to read these two letters. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 23, 1892 

DEAR Sir: I respectfully request of you the following information 

When the claim of Andrew J. Duncan, of Nashville, Tenn., for $12,119 fox 
quartermaster’s stores furnished the United States Army, which was filed 
in 1871, under the act of Congress approved July 4, 1864, was settled and al- 
lowed, was the claim of said Duncan for the materials which were taken 
from his demolished houses and barns together with his agricultural imple- 
ments, etc., and used by the troops partly for the construction of fortifica- 
tions and obstructions in front thereof, and for shelter huts for the troops 
(and which had been appraised by a special board of army officers whose 
findings were, on July 30, 1866, approved by Maj.-Gen. Thomas, a claim for 
which was on August 20, 1867, referred to the special commission of claims 
inthe War Department, of which Maj.-Gen. Canby was the president, ever 
acted upon by the Quartermaster-General’s Office? 

As Iam anxious for an early response, I request that you will, if conven 
ient, send reply by the bearer, and you will oblige 

Yours, respectfully, 
JOSEPH E. WASHINGTON, 
Member of Congress, Sixth District, Tennessee 
Brig. Gen. R. N. BATCHELDER, 
Quartermaster-General, United States Army 


WAR DEPARTMENT 
QU ARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 24, 1892 
Str: In reply to your communication of the 23d instant, you are respect- 
fully informed that the claim of Andrew J. Duncan, of Davidson County 
Tenn., filed in this office under the provisions of the act of July 4, 1864, for 
quartermaster’s stores alleged to have been furnished the United States Army, 
stated at $12,119, was made up of items for fencing, for standing timber, for 
forage, and for stone for macadamizing roads. It did not contain charges 
for the material taken from demolished buildings and for agricultural im 
plements used in the construction of fortifications, etc 
The Quartermaster-General has no knowledge of the claim said to have 
been referred to the special commission of claims of which Gen. Canby was 
president 
Very respectfully, 
R. N. BATCHELDER, 
Quartermaster-General, United States Army 
WASHINGTON, 
House of Representatives 


Hon. JOSEPH E 

As will be seen from the reading of these letters, I asked the 
Quartermaster-General whether in the allowance of a certain 
claim of A. J. Duncan, ‘of Nashville, Tenn., the items numbered 
from 5 to 23, both inclusive, mentioned in this favorable report 
by the Committee on War Claims on the bill 2576, now under 
discussion, had been considered by the Quartermaster-General 
and been rejected. His answer as to these items is that they 
were never considered by the Quartermaster-General in any way 
whatever, that they were never before him for consideration. 


That confirms the statements I made on this floor two weeks 














vase 
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ago. I hope the gentleman from Indiana and the members of ; , 
| Congress, but was never reached foraction. Inthe Fiftieth Con- 


the committee have listened to the reading of these letters. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You have not got my letter, though, have 
your 
“ Mr. WASHINGTON. No; but I have my own letter which I 
addressed to the Quartermaster-General and his reply. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask my colleague [Mr. 
WASHINGTON] if this letter is subsequent to the letter that the 
cventleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will state to my friend from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] that both letters were written by the 
Quartermaster-General on or about the same date. I do not 
know what was the exact language of the letter addressed by the 
ventleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to the Quartermaster- 
General, nor the exact wording of the reply; and I presume the re- 
ply of the Quartermaster-General is not identical word for word 
with mine, but the matter is substantially the same. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, yes; the only trouble with me is 
this- 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iwill yield tothe gentleman to state 
his trouble. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These matters are matters of legislation and 
publie duty. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. AndTI have always sought to perform that 
duty carefully. The only trouble with me about the matter is 
this: Lsaid to the gentlemen from Tennessee [Mr. WASHING- 
TON], when this subject was up before, that if certain items that 
were contained in the bill and referred to in the finding of some 
court of inquiry, were not before the Quartermaster-General as 
a part of that bill, then I should make no further objection to 
this measure. 

But I drepped a line to the Quartermaster-General to inquire 
into the faets, and he reports back to me that these items were 
not in the bill, that they were not presented to him, although 
they constituted, of course, a part of the original bill; that they 
were not presented to him; that they were not such matters as 
could be allowed- 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Allowmerightthere. The gentleman 
still insists that they were a part of the original bill. That is 
where the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No,Iamnot. They were a part of the find- 
ing of that army board; but the Quartermaster-General says 
they were not submitted to him. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And never acied upon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatether items were submitted to him, and 
he speaks in his letter of the payment of an item of $12,000, and 
I wanted to get the language of the letter, so that my friend [ Mr. 
WASHINGTON] would have the opportunity of explaining that. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr.Chairman,I willexplain. Itarose 
in this way. There are acertain number of items in the report 
which was read here Friday two weeks ago, Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 24 
in this statement which the report of the committee says have 
been paid, and that is true. Now, those items have been em- 
braced in this bill, as I explained before, because of the fact that 
all the items here contained were investigated by a board of 
army officers appointed under orders of Gen. Thomas, and that 
board of army officers found that Mr. Duncan’s property,in ac- 
cordance with the items and the amount herein given, had been 
taken and converted to the use of the Federal Army. 

That claim was filed by Mr. Duncan with the Secretary of War, 
and by request of Mr. Duncan, on the 14th of August, 1867, was 
referred to a special claims commission then sitting in the War 
Department, known as the ‘‘ Canby board,” at the head of which 
was Gen. Canby. The claim at that time contained all the items 
now mentioned in this report andwas for the amount of $40,000. 
That board never took any action whatever upon thisclaim. The 
claim remained before this board until the board was disbanded. 
In 1874 Mr. Duncan wrote to the Secretary of War asking action 
on this claim and was informed by the Secretary of War that all 
the papers had been referred to the Southern Claims Commission, 
a board created by the act of March 3,1871. In September, 1874, 
Mr. Duncan appointed Mr. Sands his attorney to look after and 
proseeute thisclaim. Mr. Sands upon examination of the papers 
found that the Southern Claims Commission had no jurisdiction 
over the case, because jurisdiction of all claims of loyal citizens 
from the State of Tennessee which had been filed with the proper 
Department prior to the passage of the actcreating the Southern 
Claims Commission had been withheld from it by the statute. 
Therefore the Southern Claims Commission very properly took 
no action on thisclaim in any manner whatever. This claim was 
brought before Congress by my predecessor, Hon. John F. House, 
on January 5, 1876, who introduced a bill for relief of A. J. Dun 
Can. 

The War Claims Committee called on the Southern Claims 
Commission for all the papers inthe case. The papers were sent 





| 


and a favorable report was made on the bill in the Fort 


gress the claim was sent by the Committee on War Claims tot 
Court of Claims and we have the finding of that court on al! 
facts before us for final action to-day 

















While this bill was before the Court of Claims Mr. Sands 
attorney of Mr. Duncan, stated to the court that Mr. Dunean 
had told him in a letter authorizing him to become hisattorn 
that in his opinion these items 1, 2,4, and 24, had been paidalong 
with certain other items embr in ¢ im for forage, oats 
corn, and things of that kind, which had been taken tb 
the same time by the Federal Army 

Mr. Sands applied to the Quartermaster-General for access to 
the papers filed, so as to ascertain whether the items had « 
been allowed. The Quartermaster-General, under a1 of tha 
office which has been in existen ior maby years, denied 
the opportunity toinspect the papers. Th refore Mr. Sands ha 
to proceed in court with his bill containing all these items, bu 
with the intention that whenever he could get information as to 
whether or not these items had been paid, he would withdraw 
them from this bill should it appear they had been already paid 
When the Court of Claims ordered all the papers sent from the 
War Department, Mr. Sands found that this claim, which [ hold 
in my hand, for forage, corn, oats, and also for stone which was 
taken for the purpose of macadamizing roads, had been paid, ai 
that in it were these items, 1, 2, 4, and 24, for cedar pic 
for cedar fencing inclosing the house and garden, and f{ 
struction of 600 trees, evergreens, ete Mr. Sands, the atto 
for Mr. Dunean, then req ue sted the Court of Claims to « m ate 
these four items, and the court complied with hi 

When this claim came back to the Committee on War Cla 
it eliminated all these four items that the Court of Claims had 
eliminated, and at the same time struck out the items 5, 6,7, 9, 
21,and 22. Six items in all, aggregating $484.99. These item 
were for bath-tubs, pumps, and hose, two plows, mowing machin« 
and iron roller, and in the opinion of the War ¢ j mimittes 
were not available either for sheltering the tr t 0 
struction of defenses. To that ruling of the iins Com 
mittee Mr. Duncan’s representative made noobjection, and hene 
the claim stands as it does no The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] now wants to know how these items 1, 2.4, and 24 
{ mentioned crept in, amounting to $6,819.98, got into the claim 
on which the Quartermaster-General allowed and paid $3,310.85. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, when this claim for forage and other 
items was filed in the Quartermaster-General’s Office, he ap 
pointed two commissioners to go to Tennessee and investiga‘ 
They made their investigation and reported their findings « 
facts; and they, of course, cut down all those items, as was the 
invariable custom of such boards. They did not dispute that al 
of this property had been taken, but they cut down tl alua 
tion, and allowed Mr. Duncan only about one-third of what 
asked for. Now, some gentleman may say, why di ACC 
one-third. Al! men who have any knowledge of the 


of claims against this Government know that any mai 
ter how just his claim may be, is only too glad to take any pit 
sum which the accounting officers n illing t 






than continue a hopeless battle for ind rig!) 
Mr. Dunean, who had been ruin var c 
310.85, which was allowed him for his forage, oats. co 
and the trees on 50 acres of land—the value of whi a 
others had put at over $12,000—but that did not deba 
asking payment for the materials of which the ] 
eonstructed that had been torn down by the Federa 
repeat, that did not debar him from c: a ! 
proper Department and before Congress to ask for « 
and for payment for materials embraced i is 
dwellings, barns, and outbuildings, which had bee d to 
shelter the troops in the trenches around the city of Na 
one of the most critical periods of the war. 
Mr. KILGORE. l understand that a portion of this « 
Mr. Dunean for the losses tained by reason of t 
tions has been already considered and paid 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Did you pay attention t a 
tion? . 
Mr. KILGORE. Well, I tried to, 1 
several gentlemen. [Laughter Her 
out. I understand you to say that there : number of iten 
in this bill that were not present t] clai va nde 
co ideration by the Department before ar en a portion of 
it was allowed Is th: 


Mr. WASHINGTON. 


| do not know that I catch t! 


of the gentleman’s question in the noise and confusior ano 
but this claim which I hold in my hand, not the on 
side ration, was filed with the Quartermaster-General and : 
of the items in the bill were in the claim allowed a 

Mr. KILGORE. Why did not he present the en 


ee 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. 
When the attorney of Mr. Duncan presented his claim originally 
he included these items: Four thousand cords of wood, at $2 per 
That was for timber that they had cutdown. He 


had to estimate its value in cord wood, as that was the only form 
} 
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cord, $8,000. 


in which the Government would pay for it. Next, 20,000 cedar 
posts (red), used as fuel, 333 cords, at $3 per cord, $999; 1,200 
perches of stone, used for macadamizing military roads, at $2 per 
perch, $2,400; 10 tons of hay, at $15 per ton, $150; 400 bushels of 
corn, at 80 cents, $320; 5,000 bundles of oats, at5 cents per bundle, 
$250. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] was in the 
cavalry, I believe, and he knows that that is not an excessive 


charge for oats at that time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not feed on oats. 
alry. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, the dead are not here 
for themselves, and I can not tell you exactly why the 
of Mr. Duncan did not include the other items when he presented 
this claim, but I apprehend that it was for the reason that those 
other items were not quartermaster’s stores, and in this instance 





I was in the foot cav- 


th to speak 
attorney 


for quartermaster’s stores. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
other portion rej cted? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. ion was paid, butthe other items 
were not rejected they were not included in the claim 
upon which the Quartermaster-General acted, and payment for 
them was not demanded at that time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I believe you said that this Mr. Duncan was 
a loyal man? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. He was unquestionably loyal. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did he serve in the Army? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Oh, He was a man advanced in 
years when the war came on. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did any of his folks fight? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Idonot know anything about that. 
have any sons tofight. 


very nice ladies, too 


A port 


because 


no. 


He 
He raised alarge family of daugh- 
Now, here is a report of the board of 


did not 


rom 
LerTs, 


officers appointed by the Quartermaster-General go to Tennessee | 


ivest 


and ir igate this case, 
that board, and they say: 

This is 
now arrive at 


There were two officers appointed on 


as correct a statement of the 

That refers to the items that I read a few moments ago. 

Mr. SIMPSON. How long has this claim been pending? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It has been pending ever since the 
property was taken. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Thirty years? 

fr. WASHINGTON. About twenty-seven years; but that 
does not affect its validity. I can tell my friend from Kansas 
that there are about 1,500 or 2,000 other cases in a similar condi- 
tion to this claim, cases of claimants asking justice of this great 
Government; men who stood loyal to the Government when it 
cost a great deal to be loyal in my part of the country. 

Mr. KILGORE. What do they charge for that brick house? 

Mr. WASHINGTON, 
valued the residence at $18,000, counting only the material. The 
board of United States army officers valued the materials in the 
dwelling at $7,360. There is proof to show that Mr. Duncan's 
dwelling, a two-story brick house with an L, was worth at least 
$40,000. 
I, about the same size, finished with porches and cellar. 

Mr. Duncan is getting in this bill pay only for the material in 


cr 
re 


that house, a two-story brick house, the paltry sum $7,360, a 
house which cost to construct, including material and labor, 


£40,000 hefore the war. 
Mr. KILGORE. Wait 
Mr. WASHINGTON, 


Do you think that excessive? 
a moment 


Is that unjust? 


And a portion of that claim was paid and the | 


I have been trying to explain that. 


amount due the claimant as we can | 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. Then I ask my friend from Texas to 
take the papers in the case and examine the affidavits for him- 
self. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
davits. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I have not time to read all the affida- 
vits and proof to this committee, but I assert that the affidavits 
here show the truth of my assertions. These affidavits were 
filed by numbers of the best citizens in Middle Tennessee, who 
were known to be loyal. As to whether Federal troops would 
destroy a loyal man’s house worth $40,000, such things were by 
nomeansuncommon. I could point my friend to another instance, 
right at Nashville, where the house of a distinguished citizen, 
Hon. Russell Houston, was torn down by the Federal authorities. 
Mr. Houston had always been a loyal citizen, a Union man; and 
Mr. Andrew Johnson, while PreSident, took the law into his own 
hands, and had Mr. Houston paid $40,000 for his house. 

[ believe, Mr. Chairman, my friend from Indiana [Mr. Hots 
MAN] has found the letter he was looking for; and I ask him ta 


I say that I distrust the truth of those affi- 


| have it read, so that I may answer any objection which he may 
he was filing a claim before the Quartermaster-General expressly | 


base upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call my friend’s attention to a few 
facts presented in this letter. Ido not wish to do any injustice 
to this claimant— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
does not deserve it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is stated in the report of the War Claima 
Committee that $6,819.19 was paid to Mr. Duncan; but, as appears 
by this letter from the Quartermaster-General’s Department, 
that Department knew nothing about that payment; that amount 
was manifestly paid by some person not connected with the Quar- 
termaster-General’s Department. The Department, however, 
speaks of a claim of $12,119 filed in that office, on which the sum 
of $3,310.85 was allowed and paid. Now, I would like an expla- 
1ation of the payment of this sum, this reduced payment upona 
claim of more than $12,000. I would like to know what that pay- 
ment was for. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
wr 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask my friend from Indiana 
whether the payment which was made was authorized by the 
Quarmaster-General’s Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. According to this letter the sum of $6,819.19 





We do not want one dollar if this man 


If the gentleman will give me the let. 


| was paid without any knowledge of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 


Mr. Duncan and a number of persons | 


It was a two-story brick dwelling, 72 feet front, with an | 


ment. There was another claim of $12,119 upon which there 
was allowed by the Department and paid $3,310.85. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then there was a payment to Mr. Dun- 
can? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Over $3,000 was allowed him by the Quarter- 
master’s Department and paid. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then the Quartermaster’s Department, 
as I understand, has made a payment to this gentleman? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, was nota finding favorable to Mr. 
Duncan’s loyalty a condition precedent to the payment of any- 
thing? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
his loyalty. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
claimant? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not raising any question on that point. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The loyalty of the claimant, I under. 
stand, is admitted by the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [donot claim to know anything about that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But that must have been a condition 
precedent to any payment by the Quartermaster-General’s De- 
partment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I do not think there isany controversy about 


It is admitted that he was a loyal 


If gentlemen will suspend this debate for 
a moment, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] desires that 
the committee rise, in order that he may make a report. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise in order to 
enable me to report an urgent deficiency bill, which ought at 


| once to go upon the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union. 


Mr. KILGORE. Yes, itis. The Government does not under- 
take to pay and Congress declared in the '* Bowman act” years 
ago that it would not undertake to pay any such claims. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I am afraid the gentleman has not 
studied the Bov an act. 

Mr. KILGORE. Here is what I want toask: Do you not think 
tis rather a mammoth “‘ yarn” to claim that the Federal Army 

ime in and tore down and used for the making of their winter | 
quart hat ck se wi $40,000 belonging to a ** loyal” 
‘ é he. tizens re so searce in that section? 
Do } ur k it is a mammoth story? 

N WASHINGTON. If the gentleman means by that to im- 
pugn n tatem 

Mr. KILGORE. Ni I do not impugn your statement, but 
ain imp} pri ¥ t 

Mr. WASHINGTON f ‘ ntleman is in search of infor- | 
mation 

Mr. KILGORI am impugning the proof upon which that 
cla s shove O this Congress | do not believe it—— 


The motion of Mr. SAYERS was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having 
taken the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, hav- 
ing had under consideration the bill (H. R. 2576) for the relief 
of the estate of Andrew J. Duncan, deceased, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 6876) to provide for certain of the most ur- 
gent deficiences in the appropriations for the service of the Gov- 
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ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi reserved all points of order on 
the bill. 


ESTATE OF ANDREW J. DUNCAN. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar | 


resumed its session. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has asked, I believe, that the letter he 
sent up to the desk be read. I hope it will be read, and then! 
willendeavor to answer, as I think [can, even to my friend from 
Indiana, the objections he urges against the particular items to 
which that letter refers. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 24, 1892 

Srr: Your communication of the 23d instant, inclosing copy of bill H. R. 
2576, for the relief of theestate of Andrew J. Duncan, late of Davidson County, 
Tenn., deceased, and of the report thereon by the Committee on War Claims, 
étc., has been received, and in reply thereto I have the honor to say: 

That it appears that in 1871 a claim was filed in this office in favor of the 
decedent claimant for supplies alleged to have been taken for the use of and 
used by the Army during the late war. 

The amount of the claim as then stated was #12,119, and made up of items 
of cedar pickets and fencing, of standing timberandforage. Allowance was 
recommended and made in the case to the amount of $3,310.85, covering the 
property set forth in the claim, shown to have been taken for the use of and 
wu by the United States Army, and the valuethereof. Payment was made 
in that sum July 17, 1872, by Treasury settlement No. 9974. 

Of the items mentioned in the War Claims Committee's report only those 
numbered 1, 2, 4, and 24 are found in the claim acted upon by the Quarter- 
master-General, but did not contain charges for material taken from demol- 
ished buildings and for agricultural implements used in the construction of 
fortifications, etc., and which could not be considered under the provisions 
of the act of July 4, 1864. 

It appears, however, that another claim, No. 2777, amounting to %57,391, in 
favor of Mr. Duncan, was filed before the Commissioners of Claims commonly 
known as the War Claims Commission, and it further appears that the clerk 
of the said Commission on the 26th of April, 1876, transmitted to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims of the House of Representatives all the papers in the case 
of this last described claim. This office hasnoknowledge of theitems of this 
claim. TheCommission made its final report toCongress on the 10th of March, 
1880. 

In reference to the statement on page 3 of the War Claims Committee's 
report to the effect that Mr. Duncan has heretofore been are the sum of 
$6,819.98, the Quartermaster-General respectfully states that he has no knowl- 
edge as to the time when, nor by whom, nor under what circumstances, nor 
from what appropriation that paymelut was made. Nor does he know 
whether the payment of 83,310.85 by Treasury settlement No. 9974 of July 17 
1872, was a part of that sum of 86,819. 

The reason why %3,310.85 only was allowed and paid on Mr. Duncan's claim 
of $12,119 was, as hereinbefore stated, that quartermaster stores of that value 
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only was proven to have been taken for the use of and used by the United | 


States Army. 
Bill H. R. 2576 and the report thereon are herewith respectfully returned. 
Very respectfully, 
R. N. BATCHELDER, 
Quartermaster-General, United States Army 
Hon. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have only an additional 
word in connection with what appears in that communication, 
which I hope has been listened to attentively by the gentlemen 
present. 
from Tennessee when this was before the House ona former occa- 
sion, and I of course must act in perfect good faith. 
then that if these items were not embraced in the claim which 


It is in view of the statement I made to the gentleman | 


I stated | 


was before the Quartermaster-General I would not make any | 


further opposition to the claim, and of course I must stand by 
that. 
It will be seen that while there are items amounting to more 


than $12,000 claimed before the Quartermaster-General on which | 


something over $3,000 was allowed and paid, it does not appear 
what these items were. So that while that letter leaves me in 
doubt as to the rightfulness of this claim, of course I do not take 
any further action in the matter. 

And further, if my friend from Tennessee will allow me a mo- 


ment, as I said in committee before, in reference to these war | too much at first. 


claims generally, there is an unusually large number of able and 
accomplished young men in the House at this session. These 
claims against the Government are all of great public concern. 
They are subjects of interesting but of laborious inquiry; but | 
felt when I was for six or eight years on the Committees on 
Claims and War Claims that it was a great pleasure to me for 
gentlemen to criticise, and criticise severely, every report that 
[ submitted to the House from those committees. “We consider 
these matters ex parte, with no evidence in behalf of the Govern- 
ment, and a gentleman making a report from these committees 


on claims ought to court and invite the closest scrutiny of the | 


whole House, so as not only to prevent injustice to the claimant 
but injustice to the Government as well. 
This is a laborious business, which ought to be performed by 


somebody, and ought, I think, to be done by young gentlemen ! 
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who are not specially burdened by the current business of the 
House. It involves, asI have said, not only a great deal of labor, 
but it involves unpleasant duties, the amounts involved in these 
claims reaching many millions of dollars, and it is clearly neces- 
sary that each one of these claims should be fully considered 

considered with the utmost care and every report carefully seru- 
tinized. I have in former years, I think, my part in this 
duty, and make this statement now because my duties on the Com- 


aone 


| mittee on Appropriations will require me to devote myself wholly 
to the duties of that committee. It is the duty of Cor 33 toin- 
vestigate these war claims, which come down to us t igh a 
quarter of a century, increasing yearly in numbersand amounts 
The gentleman who reports one of these claims should be glad 
of the severest scrutiny of the claim by other gentlemen to pre- 
ventinjustice being done. I hope that, without giving offense, I 


may urge on the young gentlemen, members o 
duty to inquire into the merits of these war claims and 
resist their allowance, after this lapse of time, w 
satisfactory proof of their validity. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Indiana 
says that if these items embraced in this bill, for which the War 
Claims Committee proposes to allow payment, have not been re- 
ferred to the Quartermaster-General and rejected by 
will withdraw his objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isay so now. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Very well. Now, we 
another that far; but as I understand my friend 
there is still a further difficulty in his mind ow 
ment contained in this letter to this effect: 

In reference to the statement on page 3 of the War Claims Committee's re 
port to the effect that Mr. Duncan has heretofore been paid the sum of %6 
819.98, the Quartermaster-General respectfully states that he has no know! 
edge as to the time when, nor by whom, nor under what circumstances 


ithout clear ar 


him, he 


inderstand one 
from Indiana 


ing to a state- 


nor 

from what appropriation that payment was made Nor does he know 

whether the payment of $3,310.85 by Treasury settlement No. 9974 of July 17, 
1872, Was a part of that sum of $6,819. 

Now, sir, there is only this one obstacle or obje ction. as | un- 


derstand it, still resting in the mind of my friend from Indiana, 
and I think I can satisfactorily explain away that. The Quar- 
termaster-General, as does my friend from Indiana, takes it for 
granted that for these items Mr. Duncan was paid the sum of 
$6,819.98. The report from the War Claims Committee so states, 
while in fact, Mr. Chairman, such is not the case. The report 
in that particular is inaccurate. Mr. Duncan was paid for the 
items 1, 2, 4, and 24 specified there, which aggregate $6,819.98, 
it is true, but he was not paid that sum. He was paid only for 
these items a little over two thousand dollars, as I explained a 
moment ago, in this way: 

These items, Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 24 had been included in this very 
claim to which the Quartermaster refers in his letter as claim No. 
2444, but when the board that went to Tennessee for the purpose 
of investigating these matters and reporting upon them, made 
their assessment or allowance, that board cut down the amount 
allowed for these four items, from over $6,000 to less than $2,000, 
and consequently that aggregate in this statement of the com- 
mittee’s report, footing up over $6,000, was not paid in full, as 
might readily but erroneously be inferred from reading the re- 
port. But little over$2,000 was allowed, and that much of it paid 
in these four items,and Mr. Duncan, as I have stated, received 
the money; his representatives acknowledge the fact, and are 
willing that what was paid should be considered as payment in 
full. Wearenotasking payment of it or of any part of it again, 
nor are these items 1, 2, 4, and 24, I repeat, embraced in the bill 
now under discussion. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Then he never $6,000. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No; he never got the $6,000. He was 
paid for those items, but only as I have said, a little over $2,000. 
They are the very same items, but the two commissioners who 
examined the case and made the report to the Quartermaster- 
General cut down the amount to about $2,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


got the 


The trouble was that the bill was put in for 
I 


differ; 


Mr. WASHINGTON. There the gentleman and myself 
and my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] ought not 
slur like that on a claim, when he knows that every 


army officers and every set of commissioners who ever « 


to cast a 
board of 
xamined 
into the value of any man’s property, whether it was for the value 
of a horse or a mule, or a thousand bundles of oats, anywhere in 
Tennessee or Kentucky, cut the claim from 40 to 60 per cent every 
time. Who would say, that was in Tennessee at that time, that 
first-class oats could have been bought in Nashville, Tenn., in 1864 
at 3 cents per bundle, and yet the army board allowed him onl 
3 cents a bundle for his oats 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Does the Quartermaster-General refer t 
any voucher by which any money is shown to have been paid ou 
at all, except that $2,000? Is there any other voucher for mon 
paid? > 


Vv 
y 


7. 


y 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes; that voucher, which included this 
$2,000, was for the sum of $3,310.85. It was for the payment of 
the account allowed by the quartermaster, and had nothing to do 
with the items we are now asking payment for. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Is there any other voucher? 


Mr. WASHINGTON. For oats, hay, corn, etc. 
Mr. BUSHNELL. Is there any other voucher for money paid? 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes: Mr. 
voucher still, but it was in payment 
to do with this matter. 


BUSHNELL 


Dunean received one other 


for horses and has nothing 


Mr. What I want to get at is the vouchers for 
the particular amounts of money that have been paid to Mr. 
Dunean. Do these vouchers make up this sum of six thousand 
dollars and some hundreds? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No, they do not. One of them is for 
$3,110.85. Another claim, not referred to in this matter at all, 


v all amount for 


ISHNEI 


7a5 a Sm 


l horses, amounting to some $400. 
Mr. Bl 


1. How much do the vouchers for money 


ac- 


tually paid, in the aggregate, amount to? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Perhaps $3,500 in all. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. That is all? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Thatis all, and those are not the items 
for which we are asking payment in this bill. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Can there be any reason to suppose that 
he was paid more than vouchers can be shown for? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It would be absurd to suppose that a 


man could get money out of the Treasury of the United States 


without vouchers to show for it. That would be supremely ridic- 
ulous. 

Mr. HARRIES W hat is the amount that ask now in 
this bill? 

Mr HOLMAN. About $12,000. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The amount is $10,831.60. 

Mr. HARRIES. I wish to know about the apparent diserep- 
ancy as to thes ems, 1, 2, 4, and 24, that they say had been 
paid? 

Mr. W ASHINE rTON, If the gentleman will excuse me fora 


moment, thi proposes to pay $10,831.60. 
Mr. HARRIES. Do I understand that the 


board of army offi- 


cers who estimated the amount, estimated it at $11,000? 
Mr. WASHINGTON. rv these items? 


Mr. HARRIES. Yes. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. 
the board. They estimated for 
finding by the 


No, sir; have the original findi ne 
$18,136.57. Here is th 


ii 
appointed under 


of 


is t r iginal 


board of officers Snemdiarall Gen. 


Thomas to examine into the taking and use of this property. 
Th s the original paper, if the gentleman would like to exam- 
ine it. 

Mr HARRIES. No, but I understood in your statement here 
swo weeks ago that you said thearmy board estimated the value 
of the property at $11,316. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Either the amount was not properly 
reported in the RECORD, or else | used the wrong figures. The 
fact is that the War Claims Committee of this House have found 
in favor of paying $10,831.60, as you will see by reading the re- 
ort. F 

Mr. HARRIES \ndof that sum he has been paid something 
Like $3,500. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No: the gentleman makes the same 
mistake that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has 
ae Mr. Dunean has been paid about $2,000 of the $18,000 


‘laimed in this bill. The other portion of the $3,300, which Dun- 
can formerly received, lifferent items entirely; that 


was for d 
for corn, hay, cats, and stone, not included at all in this bill. 


} never 


is, | 


Mr. HARRIES. Ido not understand exactly why it was that 
he was simply paid that sum, when he has asked a good deal 
more if it was due him. 

Mr. W \SHING rTON. Ihave been trying to make that plain 
for some t e. I 1. sorry that | have not been explicit enough 
to make the gentleman understand that the items embraced in 
this original finding by the army board, for the material in Mr. 
Duncan’s buildings on his place, taken and used by the United 
States troops, have never been paid for. An attorney of his 
filed a claim for con ay, Oats, and some other provender, and 
in that claim he ineluded the items which, in the report on this 
bill, are numbered 1, 2, 4, and 24, which are for fencing and 
cedar — ts. 

The Quart rmas{ r-General investigated these items through 
a board of two offi ‘Ss sent especially for that purpose to Nash- 
Ville, and on that claim he was paid $3,310.85. But the claim for 
the materials of which Mr. Duncan’s houses were composed was | 
not pro] d. It was filed before the Canby board in the 
War Department in 1867, by G. Este, attorney for Mr. Dun- 
can at that. time Mr. Este died without securing any settlement 
of or action upon e claim by the Canby board. I find by the 
papers that another attorney called the claim up again in 1871, 
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but. for some reason not known to me failed to prosecute it. That 
attorney is alsodead, hence hisstatement can not now be had. In 
1874 Mr. Sands, the present attorney, came into the case. He 
ealled it u iP , and was informed by the Secre tary of War that the 
claim, with all accompanying papers, had been referred to the 
Southern C ims C ommission. This Commission had no power 
to consider the claim. 

The act which created the Southern Claims Commission with- 
held from its jurisdiction all loyal Tennessee claims which had 
been properly filed in the War Department prior to its creation, 
and this claim, as you see by its history, wasone of that number. 
As you see, Mr. Duncan got no consideration of this claim any- 
where until it was finally brought, in I874 or I876, before the 
Committee on War Claims. In the Forty-ninth Congress the 
committee reported a bill favorably to pay the claim, but it was 
reached action. In the Fiftieth Congress the War 
Claims Committee referred the claim to the Court of Claims. 
That was the first chance it had ever had before a competent 
tribunal. The CourtofClaims found all the facts as set out in 
this report No. 16, first session, Fifty-second and I 
now ask the passage of the bil. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I rise to a point of order. 
can not hear what gentlemen are saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is well taken. It is impossible 
for gentlemen to hear. If the gentleman yields his own rights 
it is impossible for the Chair to protect him. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, if any other gen- 
tleman wishes to ask questions in regard to thisclaim, I shall be 
only too happy to answer. [ want every one to feel that this 
claim is proper and t. I have no desire whatever to deceive 
or confuse any member of the House in regard to it. As no one 
seems anxious for further information, | move, Mr. Chairman, 
that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think 


for 


Congress, 


We 


jus 


it will be well to have a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 13. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think that we should have more people 
here, and I will make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] and the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. 

Tellers took their 
nounced. 

Mr. RIt 


liamentary 


plaees, and the affirmative vote was an- 


HARDSON. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire tosubmit a par- 
inquiry. 


Has the report of the tellers been an- 


nounced? 


The CHAIRMAN. 


lers reperted 


Will the tellers 


ayes 93, noes 4. 


announce their report? 


Tel 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the enforce- 
ment of the rule of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the it airunderstand the gentleman 
from Texas to withdraw the point that no quorum has voted? 


Mr. KILGORE. 
The 
noes 4. 
So the bill was ordered to be laid aside 
tion that it do pass. 
The CHAIRMAN 


on the 


Yes, sir. 
CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 93 and the 
with the recommenda- 


ole wri 


The Clerk will 


Private Calendar. 


report the next business 


STEPHEN MOORE, ADMINISTRATOR 


CEASED. 


OF WILLIAM HOPPER, DE- 


u 
Ows: 


The Clerk read as foll 
Resolved, That the bill (H.R. 1 ) entitied “‘A bill for the 
Moore, administrator of William Hopper, deceased,’’ now pending in the 
House, together with all the accompanying papers. be, and the same is 
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an 
act approved March 3, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of 


~~ 


relief of Stephen 


suits against the Government of the United States,"’ to find and report to 
the House of Representatives the facts bearing upon the merits of the claim, 
including the loyalty of the claimant, and all other facts contemplated by the 
provisions of said act 


The CHAIRMAN. This resolution is reported from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE]. 

. BYNUM. What bill is that? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the resolu- 





tion. 
The resolution was again reported. 
Mr. BYNUM. Is that the general resolution? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is for the benefitof Stephen Moore, ad- 
ministrator of William Hopper, deceased. 

Mr. BYNUM. L have no objection to it. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. This is simply a resolution refer- 
ring a claim to the Court of Claims under the Tucker act. All 


that is necessary is to pass the resolution, and the bill goes to 
the Court of Claims. 
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The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the resolution 
will be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
CUMBERLAND FEMALE COLLEGE, M’MINNVILLE, TENN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2122) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of MeMinn- 
ville, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and reby 
authorized and directed to pay to the Cumberland Female College of McMinn 
ville, Tenn., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
the sum of $10,500, in full of all claims of said college for the use, occupation 
damage, and destruction of its property during the late war of 1861 to 1865 by 
the military authority of the United States in the use of said property dur 
ing thatsaid period for hospital purposes. And the acceptance of saidsum by 


he is ) 
Mei it 








the said college shall be a complete and absolute bar to any and all claims 
for damage and destruction of the property of said college or the use and oc 
cupation thereof by the armies of the United States 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have the re- 


port on that bill read. 

The report (by Mr. ENLOE) is as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
for the relief of Cumberland Female Coliege 
the following report 

The facts of this claim are fully set forth in areport made bv this com 
mittee to the House in the Fifty-first Congress, which is appended as a part 
of this report. ; 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill 


H 
of McMinnville, Tenn 





[House Report No. 2647, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9688 


for the relief of Cumberland Female College, submit the following report: 
Cumberland Female College of McMinnville, Tenn., was chartered under 
the laws of Tennessee in 1851, the cost of the building, etc., being about 


$25,000. From 1851 to 1861 it was in successful operation. In 1862 the build- 
ing was seized by the Federal forces and converted to hospital use. From 
its seizure in 1862 until the close of the war the school grounds and buildings 
were almost continuously used by the Union Army for hospital purposes, the 
town of McMinnville being held as a permanent military post. The property 
was in fine condition when seized in 1862. When the war ended the buildings 
and grounds were ina badly wrecked condition, the furniture broken and 
destroyed, and the apparatus almost entirely ruined. 

The evidence fully shows that a conservative estimate of the damage tothe 
grounds, buildings, furniture, and apparatus would place the loss at not less 
than $5,000, and that the further sum of 82,500 would be a moderate compen- 
sation for the use and occupation of the premises. 

In view of the foregoing your committee recommend the passage of the 
bill with the following amendment: 

In line 6 strike out ‘‘ten thousand 
sand five hundred.’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6 strike out * 
sand five hundred.”’ 

The amendment 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with the recommendation that it do pass. 

HIRAM JOHNSON ET AL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. ] 
1219) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 


authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the respective sums of money as hereinafter provided 


and insert in lieu thereof “ seven thou- 


ten thousand,’'’ andinsert in lieu thereof “‘ seven thou- 


was agreed to. 


that the bill be 


> 
ve 


to the respective persons named herein or to their heirs or legal represent- 


atives, to wit: 
To H. Johnson, $659.86. 








To Stephen M. Johnson, 2659.86, 
To D. P Franklin, $130.48. 

To Josiah Franklin, $156.60 
To Nat Buckley, $261.20 

To John Tull, $313.49. 

To Elias Bray, 391.92. 

To Dr. G. Johnson, $156.60 

To Harrison Trice, 2261.20 

To Jeremiah Crook, sr., $522.41 
To Willis Arnold, $5,213.89 

To Arch McCorkle, 3391.92 

To G. L. Ross, 91,306.91 

To S. L. Ross, $1,306.91 


To John M. Hart, 9522.41 

To William A. Brummer, #801.69., 
To John D. Smith, 2261.20 

To A. B. Cook, 2261.20. 

To Daniel McCollum, 2261.20 

‘To Jeff Jones, $130.48 

To Thomas McGill, $156.61 

To James Ledbetter, $156.61 

To William Ozier, 22.41 

To Elijah Bond, $261.20 
To John L. Cawthon, % 
To William Hall, 22.41 
To Carroll Beaver, $522.41. 
To John West, 2659.86 

To James Clifford, $261.20 
To O. F. Hendrix, $784.04. 
To Frank Catwhon, $313.49. 
To James Cawthon, $130.49. 











22.41 








1739 


ToS.E 
To 
To 
To 
To 
To 


Grider, $130.49 
Silas Grider, $130.49 
John Robinson, $240.34 
Hugh McKnight, $200.25 
John G. Smith, 879.96 
Caleb McKnight, 8200.25 
To James Thomas, #200.2 
To William P. Walker, $120.06 
To +. S. Rogers, $341.55 

To Tison @. Maness, #561.02 
To William H. Bond, $120.06 

» F. M. Ballard, $240.04 

o Stephen Mas 
o Willi Swink 
‘o Keton M. Jones 








sengill, $120.06 





440.80 


$361.15. In all 





Mr. STONE of Kentucky 
laid aside with th ommendat 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr.C 
man from Kentucky how much tl 
Mr. STONE of K 
L think it is about $22,000 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr 


Dp pe 


Kentucky ia nowt K \ tl 


Chairman, I would like to have the report 

read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [ask thatthe rep be read in my time 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ) asks 
that it be read in his time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not know that a ‘ isker 
that it be read. 

Mr. BRETZ. I asked for the reading of the Ol 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I beg pardon of the gentlema 
not know that the reading had been asked for 

The report (by Mr. ENLOE) was read as follows 

The Committee on War Claims, to Whom was referred t bill (H 
for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others, submit th wing re 

The facts of this claim are fully set forth in a report ' ry th i 
tee to the House in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, he nn 


nexed and made a part of this report 

























































Your committee therefore adopt the said report as their own, and pol 

back the bill and recommend its passage ; 
House Report No. 14, Fifty fix é ! 

The facts out of which this claim fo nm I “ 
committee for recommending the pa Will be found stated in 
the report of the Committee on War Cl l to the sex j sion 
of the Fort sixth ‘ rres bv CQ D , h 
chairman of sald committee, whichr 

House report No. 1345, Forty-sixth Congres econd 

The Committee on War Claims, to whor refer? t 0 fH 
Johnson and others for relief, submit the lowing report 

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises wil! be found ited in 
House report of the Committee on Military Affairs, No. 184 
Forty-fourth Congress, and in reports from the Secretary of War 
respondence attached, on file with the papers in the case, a ure j ‘ 
iS IOLLOWS: 

On the 25th day of November. 1862, a pa of rebel 4 i ip 
small force of Union troops stationed at He erson, it ~ Ter § 
on the M ] 1d Ohio R road. The. ing p ptu al 

troops, with the and camp equipagé rned ntity 
longing to the | States and to private ind ! ind ( 
the depot buildiz nd water tank belonging tot railwa orpora 

Thereupon, on the 2d day of December owin he co i i 
Union forces at the post of Bethel, Tenn. (Col. J. N. Haynie, Forti I 
ment Illinois Volunteers), appointed a board of fice n t 

s sustained and appraise the damages suffer the } ha 
view to an assessment by way of reprisal upon 1 l ipathize I 
bn fenderson. 

The board so ap} nted assessed the value of t roperty capt ‘ l 
aif t ] ll 
Cottor belonging t« Tnit Cy 
Ar! pe b { i Stat 80. OO 

I ul be ng to the United States mt 
Cotton belongi ) private persons j - | 
Railway property ad " 

Grand total a 8% tf 

Upon this report being made, ¢ ( red a mie 
amount to be levied upon the rebel sym ! ! } 
which action was approved at the he er ‘ ictof J 

1e Department of Tennessee, Brig. Gen. $ ivan commandl on | th 
day of December, 1862; and an order bearing date on that 4 ‘ Led 
from said last-named headquafter irecting the ] oft 

( Haynie proceeded in the ex ition of the order ) sid 
assessment the sum of #23,325.16, leaving a deficit « i wo 1 
by reason of the absence of the persons agair whom 1 ‘ 

And thereafter, but at what precise date d not a ( V.V 
Forty-eighth Dlinois Volunteer Infantry i I B 

an additional and suppiemental a r 1.3 

cit; and of this amount re wa 4,025. 2 t 
collected to repair losses and da es sustaine $27 

which sum was paid by the persons nov ine } 

The right of the milita nt t ¢ 
assessments upon hostile com miti | va f ul t nt 
the giving inf« ition and ¢ £ en el lies tside is } y 
ene! mpathizers within his lin is Well Settled an firmed v1 
upon the laws of war, and ) ‘ 4 ‘ uy | 

ions, by making the friends of those who commit the Lage be b 
of the li iry suffered 

Att time of the appraisal « e damag snd of the levy 
ing these assessments it was suppose » be under ar 

| order of Gen. Grant, then commanding the troo i i 
it appears from the papers filed that Gen. Gr i ed tl ru 





put upon his general orders by the locai « e! i declar 


and intent of his general order to 


be that reprisal should be made 
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levy and assessment in case of raids within our lines, like the one at Hender 
son, only to repay such losses as the Government might sustain in its prop- 
erty thereby, and he refused to recognize the right of private claimants to 
reimbursement by such levy and assessment; and on the 23d day of January, 
1863, ordered the proceeds of such assessment and collection to be turned over 
to the Provost-Marshal-General; and it appears by the papers filed that his 
action in denying right of private claimants toreimbursement for losses 
sustained by the of this fund was approve 

thereon by Gen. M. C. Meig 
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on the ‘t ma 
law to be that the 
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;, Which report maintains the 













power existed to levy and collect an assessment to pay pri- 
it iscretion of the general commanding; but as against such 
I iction of his own order and purpose no right whatever could 
4 private claimant for reimbursement 

i lence m facts this declaration and construc- 
Grant of I that the subordinates, in the 
ft ‘ ‘ general, should have made an 

I I i I by the Government, viz 
ned le t th United tates #1. 900 
‘ o the United Stat 3, 180 
5, ORV 
Had the Government r repaired theinjury tothe railway property, 
as an essential for their use of it, thatalso should be included as a proper item 


ssmen but the «¢ 


for ass¢ bh 
their injuries at their own expense 
Deducting this amount, for which the assessment 


1uence 


ws that the railway company repaired 





was authorized, from the 
total amount collected, there remains a balance $22,271.26 taken from the peti- 
tioners under a misconstruction of the order of the commanding general! 
certified to by his own action and the evidence of an officer of his staff 

This committee have maintained, and still adhere to the doctrine, that no 
nation is liable for the willful f its soldiery 

But was this assess a tort thin the 
lished doctrine It is submitted that this wrong is clearly without the rule, 
because this assessment was collected by an officer of high rank, command- 
ing a military di in the execution of an office giving him colorable au 
thority ay the least, to do the act he did; and that act wasratified by the 
general commanding, impliedly at least, by not ordering restitution when 
the excessive assessment came to his knowledge. 

But if the reasoning on this point may be deemed questionable, there is 
upon the facts another and complete answer to the application of this prin- 
ciple. The proof shows to an absolute certainty that of the money so col- 
lected #2 .16 was applied by the United States to its use, knowing the 
source ym whence it was derived, and the remainder of the sum, $4,026, by 
all reasonable presumption, was likewise gy to the use of the Govern- 
ment. And the committee is so constrained to hold, as a contrary conclu- 
sion would compel us to impeach the integrity of a gallant officer who fell 
before Vicksburg without a stain upon his citizen or soldier life. 

The law of the case, then, may be stated to be, that if the officers, agents of 
the Government, committed a tort originally, it was approved by the prin- 
cipal, the Government, when it knowingly accepted the benefits of the tor- 
tious acts. And no proceedings by way of confiscation orcondemnation have 
ever been had to divest the persons so assessed of their right in the surplus 
fund 

Hence your committee are constrained to hold that the claims of the peti- 
tioners to the amount collected of them (#22,271.26) in excess of the require- 
ments of Gen. Grant are valid, and that the Government ought in right to 
refund the same; and report herewith a bill, redistributing the same to the 
persons who paid the same ratably, in proportion to the sums originally paid 
by each of them, respectively, and recommend its passage. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report herewith a 
substitute for the bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move that this 
bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I would inguire of the gentle- 
man whether this is a unanimous report? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Itis. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit another question? 
there any proof of the loyalty of the claimant under this bill? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. It was proved conclusively, and a 
similar bill to this has passed Congress on two different occa- 
sions. 

Mr. LIND. 
claimant was proved, does it? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I think it does. 

Mr. LIND. I failed to hear any such recital. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. The Committee on War Claims is 
not in the habit of reporting bills in cases where the loyalty of 
the claimants is not proved. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
STONE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. a 

Mr. ENLOE. I ild like to say, Mr. Chairman, that, 
there is no objection, instead of having this bill considered at 
this time, I would prefer that the committee would take up the 
other bill, passed over awhile ago, the bill for the relief of the 
First Methodist Church of Jackson. I was not in the House at 
the time that bill was reached; I was absent by permission of 

1e House, attending to matters of a public nature, and now, if 
there be no objection, I would like to have an opportunity to have 
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The report does not state that the loyalty of the 
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hat bill taken up and considered in advance of this. 

a CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
this bill is now under discussion, fifteen minutes of the gentle- 
man’s time has been consumed in the discussion, and unless the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] desires to submit some 


motion or request, the Chair supposes the consideration of the 
bill must proces ad. 
Mr. ENLOE. I suppos 


that if there is no objection this bill 
r taken up. 


21d aside and the one 


if | 
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| to hear a little more about this matter. 
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Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have this bill 
laid aside as I wish to examine the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. EN- 
LOE] asks unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside until the 
preceding bill upon the Calendar, which was passed over infor- 
mally on account of the absence of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, shall have been disposed of. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the preceding 
bill. 

The Clerk again read the bill (H. R. 1216) for the relief of the 
First Methodist Church in the city of Jackson, Tenn., which is 
printed above. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chairman, before that is done I would like 
I would like to have the 
report read. 

Mr. ENLOE, I willstate to the gentleman from Ohio that 
the report was read on a former occasion. This bill was under 
discussion a week ago last Friday and was discussed at consid- 
erable length, and it is so well founded upon precedents both 
in the Department and in Congress that it seems to be unneces- 
sary to repeat the discussion now. Still, if the gentleman de- 
sires to hear the report read of course it can be read. 

Mr. OWENS. I would like to ask one or two questions about 
this case. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well. 

Mr. OWENS. Does it not seem to the gentleman that for the 
occupation of this Methodist Episcopal church for eleven months 
the amount claimed in this bill is a little exorbitant? 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman should understand that this 
claim is not simply for the rent of the church. It is based upon 
the report of the Quartermaster-General, who sent an agent down 
there to ascertain how much damage the church had sustained 
by reason of the fact that the troops took out almost everything 
that was in it and then used the church as a hospital, and that 
it was badly damaged in everyway. The question was as to what 
it weald cost to put the church back in the condition in which 
they found it, and this is the amount which the agent of the 
Quartermaster’s Department reported to be necessary to do that. 

Mr. OWENS. One more question: Has the gentleman any 
knowledge as to whom the minister of this Methodist Episcopal 
Church of the South prayed for on Sunday mornings? 

Mr. ENLOE. As to whom he prayed for on Sunday morn- 


ings? 


Mr. OWENS. Yes. 
Mr. ENLOE. My informationis that he prayed for the pa 
of the whole United States, including the President and Con- 


gress; that he adhered to the ancient custom in that regard. 

Mr. OWENS. Which President? 

Mr. ENLOE. I say that he prayed for the President of the 
United States. Is there more than one ata time? [Laughter.] 

Mr. OWENS. Oh, no; he mentioned names. I have been 
there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. You do not know anything about this matter. 

Mr. OWENS. Yes, I do; I know more than you think. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to say to the gentleman that this minis- 
ter proved his loyalty throughout the war and that it is estab- 
lished by the Federal officials themselves. 

Mr. OWENS. You are sure that the affidavits were reliable? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam sure that he proved his loyalty, and we 
have the evidence of the officers themselves who were there com- 
manding the Army of the United Staies testifying to his loyalty. 
It is certified to by the Government officials themselves. 

Mr. OWENS. They are not ‘‘in” on this thing, are they? 


[Laughter. ] ae 
Mr. ENLOE. No. They are not even living in that commu- 
nity. 


Mr. BUSHNELL. Mr. Chairman, I remember that this bill 
was up two or three weeks ago, but the facts are not now fresh 
in my mind; I presume the case is the same with other members. 
I suggest that it would be satisfactory if the gentleman from 
Tennessee would make a brief statement of the facts or have the 
report read. 

Mr. ENLOE. The facts are, Mr. Chairman, that when the 
Federal forces were occupying Jackson, Tenn., they took charge, 
under the direction of the commanding officer, of this church, to 
use it asa hospital. They took out the pews, the carpets, and 
everything in the way of furniture, using those things for hos- 
pital purposes. Thechurch sustained acertain amountof injury, 
by reason of rough treatment, I suppose, besides this despoiling 
process. After this loss and injury had been sustained, the pas- 


tor and trustees of that church made application to the Quarter 
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master-General for a sufficient amount of money to pay the cost 
of putting the church in the condition in which it had been when 
the troops took charge of it. 

There was no question of loyalty involved in the case, because 
that was clearly proved in the examination which was made; but 
after the officers of the Quartermaster-General’s Department had 
examined the case and found that this amountof money had been 
expended to restore the church to its original condition, the 
Quartermaster-General failed to adjudicate the claim, and left it 
in the condition in which it is at present. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Has anything whatever been paid on this 
claim? 

Mr. ENLOE. Notone cent. We have here the report of the 
Government officers; and I have never heard of a case where, 
after the Quartermaster’s Department had examined into one of 
these claims and reported that a certain amount was due, there 
was any hesitation in the Department or in Congress about ac- 
cepting that statement, for the reason that in a majority of in- 


. . ; . . | 
stances the complaint made here is that those agents discrimi- 


nated against the claimants and in favor of the Government all 
the time. There has never been acomplaint of one of these 


agents discriminating against the Government and in favor of | 


the claimant. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Is the amount now asked the amount that 
was reported by the Quartermaster-General? 

Mr. ENLOE. This amount was reported by the agent of the 
Quartermaster’s Department who was sent out there to investi- 
gate this matter. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. So that is based upon that officer’s report? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. 


Mr. BROSIUS. I would like to make aninquiry. I inquired 


a moment ago of some one whether the report of this committee | 


was unanimous, and I received an affirmative answer. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I wish to know whether the full committee 
gave consideration to this claim. 

Mr. ENLOE. You mean at this session of Congress? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir, they did not. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Then the answer I received a moment ago 
was hardly a correct one. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, unless—— 

Mr. BROSIUS. The gentleman will allow me just a moment. 
My action in relation to these claims depends in a general way 
upon the consideration they have had from the full committee; 


and I have understood that in some cases committees adopta rule | 


that any member of the committee, without the consideration of 
the full committee, can report in favor of a bill which has been 
favorably reported in a previous Congress. 
rule is that a favorable report may come before the House when 
the bill has not in fact received consideration from any commit- 
tee of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. On that pointI wish tosay that the rule adopted 
by the Committee on War Claims was to this effect: Many of 
these claims have been reported from Congress to Congress; a 


great majority of the casescoming before the Committee on War | 


Claims have been reported here year after year; we have hun- 


dreds of cases before that committee in regard to which it is the | 


fact that if the money which has been spent in printing the re- 


ports, and the money value of the time consumed by the House | 
upon the cases had been devoted to the payment of the claims, | 
The same re- | 


every one of these claims would have been paid. 
sult is reached time after time in the examination of these cases 
by different legal minds—the best minds that the House furnishes 
for the consideration of these matters. 

In view of these circumstances, we adopted a rule in regard to 
these claims which had been favorably reported, that the sub- 
committee having charge of the bill might examine it and, if any 
objection were found to it, might call the attention of the full 


committee to it, when the case would be considered by the com- | 
mittee; and that any member of the committee looking into any | 


case before the committee, and finding reasons to object to the 
report should have the privilege of making a minority report, 
or coming upon the floor of the House and stating his dissent 
from the report of the committee. That is the state of facts in 
reference to this matter. 


The present claim was taken up and discussed fully in the com- | 


mittee during the Fifty-first Congress, and aunanimous report 
was then made in favor of the passage of the bill. The com- 
mittee has not taken any other action in this case except what | 
have indicated; but I assure the gentleman that an examination 
of the facts will satisfy any fair-minded man that both right and 
precedent in the Department as well as in Congress are in favor 
of this claim. 
Mr. OWENS. 
subject of these churches during our unfortunate war that both 


The result of that | 


Mr. Chairman, I want to say on the general | 
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North and South they were used by the armies. If you are to 
open up this matter by paying one church why not open it up 
generally and pay all of them? My personal knowledge is that 
the churches all over the North almost abandoned worship al- 
together, went to scraping lint, and turned the churches over to 
the use of the Army. So that all ought to be paid if any are. 

Have you lost so much religion down South by this matter as 
to make it aserious question? If they were seriously in favor of 
the cause that you say they approved of in this case they ought 
to have been willing to make some sacrifices. What 
| did they make? And in the language of my friend on the other 
side of the House, a former Speaker of this House, ‘‘ those who 
go to war must expect blows.” 

Mr. ENLOE. Will you allow me a moment? 

Mr. OWENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. Are you representing anybody else 
| ter? 

Mr. OWENS. 

Mr. ENLOE. 
claims? 

Mr. OWENS. I have no claim at all here for anybody in this 
case or any other. ButIdo find that Mr. ENLOE has about thirty 
here for people down South that he himself represents, and | 
hope he does it conscientiously and without any further consid- 
eration. 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Now, the gentleman wants to k 
ing sacrifices. 

Mr. OWENS. Were they not willing to if they were loyal? 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to answer the gentleman’s own question 
and to ask him now if he knows anything about the sacrifices of 
the people down South? 
| Mr. OWENS. We gave up all the churches of the North. 
| Mr.ENLOE. Iam not disputing that. But you want to know 
| one thing, my friend, that you do not know anything about, and 
| that is that a loyal man in the South not only sacrificed his prop- 
| erty but he endangered his life. You could easily be loyal where 
| you lived; it was the fashion there. Itwasnotdangerous. But 
| the question of loyalty does not affect this class of claims. Church 
| and school corporations could not be either loyal or disloyal. 
| Mr. OWENS. Oh,I know something about it. I saw men 
| from Tennessee, thousands of them, running across the lines 
through Cumberland Gap, some because they were loyal and some 
because they were not. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not know what you aid with these people 
when they got to Ohio, but I have no doubt you needed som: 
good people there. 

Mr. OWENS. Oh, we did not let them through. 

Mr. ENLOE. Buta great many did go through. 

Mr. OWENS. Oh, no; we sent them all back again. 

Mr. ENLOE.. Oh, that is not true. 

Mr. OWENS. Do not say that, my friend. 

Mr. ENLOE. Why, the gentleman says himself that he saw a 
good many who did go through. 

Mr. OWENS. Iwas there and the gentleman was not. 
good many tried to get through. 
history. 

Mr. ENLOE. And I can show that men did go through into 
Ohio from Cumberland Gap. 

Mr. OWENS. Well, you were not there to see it. 
tleman is mistaken, that is all, 

Mr. ENLOE. No, Iam not mistaken; you are. 
not get into adiscussion about that. 

And, Mr. Chairman, as to the matter of *‘ sacrifices” of which 
the gentleman speaks, I want to say to the gentleman that so far 
| as that question is concerned, and as to what is right as between 
| the citizens of different portions of this country, I want to call 
his attention to this— 

Mr. OWENS. Well, answer this question. 

Mr. ENLOE. No: wait until I get through. 

[ want to call your attention to the fact that out of the immense 
amount of money appropriated in this country by Congress to the 
soldiers for purposes of pensions and all other purposes, that a 
very small proportion of it indeed goes to the Southern States. 

Mr. OWENS. I have not any pension. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know it; but you will after a while if you con- 
tinue in that line. 

Mr. OWENS. I say I am not getting any. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know you are not, but I say that you will get 
there after awhile. You are in the right line. 

Mr. OWENS. I will when all get it who ought to get it, when 
it is levied and collected as it ought to be levied and collected to 
pay for it. Men who go to war ought to be willing to stand by 
the consequences of their own acts. 

Mr. KENLOE. The fact is that the people of the Southern 
States are paying a large amount for pensions, and if we have 


sacrifices 


in this mat- 


No, sir. 


Has anybody else asked you to obstruct these 
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said Government, to wit, February 18, 1858, for the use a patented inventior 
known as the “Sibley tent 

Mr. ATKINSON. L[eall for the reading of the report upon 
at bill. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MAN- 
oe is in =~ ae of the bill and will be reco gnized first. 

- MANSUR. Understanding that my friend [Mr. ATKIN- 
sem from she same committee desires to antagonize the bill, | 
will call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. MANSUR) was read, as follows: 








rhe Committ eon Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1466) 
the relief of the personal representatives and heirs of Henry H. and Cl 
lotte K. Sibley, deceased, have considered the same with great care and ré 
spectfull y report: 

Your committee adopts without alterati 
Committee on Cl: aims in the ee id reported to the Senat 
on the 28th day of April, 1890, by Mr. JoNEs, of Arkansa 

[Senate Report, Fifty-first Congress. ] 

This case has been before Congress for many years. The Senate Commit 
tee on Claims during the life of Henry H. Sibley reported by Mr. HOAR a res« 
jution to send it to the Court of Claims to find the facts and report. (Vide 
Senate Report No. 1419, first session Forty-ninth Congre June 30, 1886 
After his death, at the second session of the same Congress, the following 
disposition was made of the matter in the Senate 


made by the Sena 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second session Forty Congress. page 601, 
January 13, 1887. Senate. Henry 
Mr. MAHONE. I ask the Senator from Llinois to yield to n 





Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Virginia asked me yesterday to yield and 
Is lined. He has a bill also that he says will take no time beyond a m 
ment or two. Ishall not object, with the reservation that if the matter 
wishes to call up leads to a discussion I shall insist on the regular order 

Mr. MAHONE. I move to take up Calendar No. 1624, being the bill (909) for 
lief of Henry H. Sibley 
Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read at length for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill with the amendment of the Committee o1 
aims, which was to strike out all after the enacting cla and insert 
That the Court of Claims is hereby empowered to hear claim of Henry 
H. Sibley, and to proceed with the same in ac cordance with the peoenenens of 
the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled ‘An act to afford assistance and re¢ 
lief yr Pantie teeter lthe Executive Departments inthe investigation of claim 
and demands against the Government,’ and to report to Congress the far 

in the case and the amount of the claim, and the time when theclaim or any 


tl re 





















parts thereof accrued, and any facts bearing upon the question whe ther the 
bar of the statute of limitation should beremoved, or which shall be claime: 
to excuse the claimant for not having resorted to the Court of C laims 

Mr. MAHONE. I move to amend by striking out all after the enactir 
clause and inserting whatIs itotheChair. Since the bill was introdu 
the princi amed in the bill is dead, and it is necessary to make an alter 
ation. I offer this amendment with the approval of the Senator who rs 
ported the bill 

The Chief Clerk read amendment, which was to strike out all after the 


word ‘“‘that’’ and inser 
‘The Court of Claims is authorized to adjudicate the claim of the legal 
personal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased, growing out of acon 
tract made by Henry H. Sibley in his lifetime, with the Government of the 
United States for the use of a patented invention in the manufas ture of a 
ent known as the Sibley tent; and that for this purpose the Courtof Claims 
shall have jurisdiction notwithstanding any bar of the statute of limitations. 
“SxEo. 2. That either party to any suit that may be brought under the pro 
sions of this act shall have the right of appeal to the Supreme Courtof the 
United States from any final judgment the Court of Claims may render.’ 
The amendment to the amendment was. agreed to 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amen led, and the amendment wa 
concurred in 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read a third ti 
ind passed 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, the title was amended so as to read, “A bill f 
the relief of the legal representatives of Henry H. Sibley 
In the Fiftieth Congress the Committee on Claims of the Senate report 
by Mr. HOAR the same bil (See Senate Report No. 1146, April 30, 1886.) On 
the 24 of May, 1888, this bill was again unanimously passed in the Senat 
In the Forty-ninth Congress, during Sibley’s lifetime, to wit, on the 15th « 
April, 1886, the House Committee on Claims reported a bill in the very word 















of the bill Which has been reported and twice passed in the Senate. ( Vid 
House Report, Forty-ninth Congress, No. 1722, April, 1886.) It was me 
reached for consideration in that Congress. In August, 3, Maj. Sibley dic 


In the Fiftieth Congress the same bill was again repo om a in the House (vid 
House Report No. 121, January 25, 1886), and again after the Senate bill v 
passed and sent to the house on the Ist of June, (888. (Vide House Report N 
24108.) It was reached for consideration, but not disposed of, in the Means n 
the Ist of February, 1889. The facts are as stated in Senate Report No 
1146 of the Fiftieth Congress. We give the factsas stated inthat report, a 
4 part of the conclusion, very applicable, as they are, to the decisi 
reached by your committee: 
[Senate Report No. 1146, Fiftieth Congress, first session 
The Committee on Claims, to Whom was committed the bill (S. 518) for t} 
relief of the legal representatives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased, have consid 
ered the same and respectfully report 
Henry H. Sibley was, before the rebellion, a major in the United Stat 
Army. He was born in the State of Louisiana, and graduated at West Poin 
July 1, 1838. He served with distinction from that time to the breaking ou 
of the rebellion. He was in several Indian wars; in many battles, includit 
eral important battles in the Mexican war, and was b etted a ma} 
March 25, 1847, for gallant and meritorious conduct in the affair at Medilin 
of the United 


















near Vera Cru He resigned his commission in the Arm 
States, being then major in the First Dragoo ) 13, 1861 He accepted a 
command in the rebel service and continued rvice iring the war of 
the rebellion. His political disabilities were by an act of Congres 
he was pardoned August 16, 1867, by President Johnson, upon certain condi 
tions, all of Which he complied with 
His widow, Mrs. Charlo .. Sibley, was born at Sa Harbor. N. Y 
Her maiden name was Charlotte Kendall. Shew “as the daughter of Willia 
Kendall and Charlotte Howard, both of thecityof Boston. Her grandfathe! 
This bill was reported by Mr. HoOAR, from the Committee on Claims of tl 
Senate, June 30, 1886, while Sibley Was alive Sibley died August 23, 1886 






+This bill in its very words was introduced by Mr. Mahone, January 10, 1887, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims of the Senate 








1892. 





was Joseph Howard, one of the selectmen of Boston. € " 
far as known, were loyal to the United States, were born in States which re 
mained true to the Union, and sympathized withthe Unioneause. Mrs. Sib- 
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All her relatives, as | 


ley herself strongly sympathized with the cause of the Union, endeavored to | 


prevail upon her husband to come North during the war, and was much dis- | 


tressed at his resignation from the Union Army and abandonment of the 
Union cause. She was in the city of Brooklyn, N. Y., when the war broke 
out, and remained there until four or five months after the battle of Manas- 
sas. She then, in obedience to the command of her husband, joined him in 


Louisiana, and remained there until some three or four weeks before the | 


surrender of Gen. Lee. She returned to the city of Brooklyn and remained 
there until after the war. 
years of age when the war began, and a son, who was less than 15 years of 
age when itended. Her affldavat and other affidavits establishing these facts 
are annexed to this report. 

Before the war Henry H. Sibley invented a certain conical tent, for which 
letters-patent were issued to him on the I4th of April, 1856. It was known as 
the Sibley tent. On the 18th of February, 1858, the War Department made a 
contract with him by which the United States agreed to pay him a royalty of 
$5 apiece on all such tents which the Government should make. This wasto 
continue till January 1, 1859, and thereafter until notice was given of its termi 
nation. That notice was never given 

On the 16th of April he assigned to W. W. Burns a one-half interest in his 
invention, and in ‘all benefits, profits, and royalties” which should arise from 
it after February 22, 1858. 

The Government proceeded to use the Silbey tents, and used them before 
and during the war. The total amount of such tents so manufactured and 
used from March 1, 1858, to August 1, 1861, was 3,583, upon 3,377 of which the 
entire royalty has been paid. During the rebellion the numberof tents used 
by the United States was 43,958. We annex a letter from the Quartermaster- 
General of the United States, stating the facts as to the use of these tents by 
the United States. 

Burns was loyal throughout thewar. He brought asuitagainst the United 
States, in the Court of Claims, for his share of the royalties, and recovered 

udgment, which was affirmed by the Supreme Court in 1871 (see 12 Wall., 

6). That judgment has been paad in full. There was never any peneten: 
ing, and, indeed, there was never any provision for a proceeding which for- 
feited his rights under the contract or deprived Sibley of a like remedy except 
the provision of the statute of March 3, 1863, which required as a condition 
of the right to sue in the Court of Claims an oath “that the claimant has at 
all times borne true allegiance to the Government of the United States, and 
has not in any way voluntarily aided, abetted, or given encouragement to 
rebellion against said Government.” 

The court held in Armstrong vs. The United States (13 Wall, 154) that a par- 
don by the President would enable a person otherwise disabled by this pro- 
yision from recovering against the United States, to recover, though no 
oe of should be made that the claimant never gave aid or comfort to the re- 





liion, and that, therefore, the above condition of the act of March 3, 1863, 
Was not applicable to a person who had received a pardon. This decision 
Was rendered at the December term, 1871. The court had previously held, in 
ex parte Garland(4 WallL., 381) that a pardon granted to a person who had en- 
gaged in rebellion before conviction prevented any of the penalties and dis 
abilities consequent upon conviction attaching; also that a pardon granted 
after conviction removed the penalties and disabilities consequent thereon, 
and restored him to all his civilrights. This decision declared Mr. Garland 
restored to his right to be admitted an attorney and relieved from the obli- 
gation to take a test oath on such admission. 

Sibley, therefore, might, according to this decision, have brought suit in 
the Court of Claims at any time after his pardon of the 16th of August, 1867. 
But the act of Congress requiring an oath that he had at all times borne true 


allegiance to the Government and had notin any way aided or abetted the | 


Tebellion stood apparently in his way. It was not till the promulgation of 
the decision in Armstrong’s case at the December term, 1871, that the public 
generally, or even the profession, understood the law to be as so declared by 
the court. 

We suppose that in an ordinary case Congress would remove without ques- 
tion the bar of the statute of limitations in the case of a person who had 
failed to bring a suit under such circumstances, but the committee seriously 
question whether they ought to waive the bar of the statute of limitations to 
enabie a person to bring an action against the United States under a con- 
tract for a military invention the use of which invention by the Government 
was largely increased, and, indeed, almost wholly occasioned, by a rebellion 
in which the claimant himself took part. If Mr. Sibley were himself the per- 
son seeking relief this objection would, in the opinion of a portion of the 
committee, be fatal to his claim. 

But we think, on an appeal to the sense of equity and to the indulgence of 
Congress, the case of Mrs. Sibley and her children stands differently. She 
Was unquestionably loyal to the Government, as were all her kindred. She 
endeavored to induce her husband to remain loyal. As he is dead, one-third 
of his property would become hers, either by his will or by the policy of most 
of the States in spite of his will, if he undertook to divert it from her. If 
he had a clear and unquestionable claim against the Government, nothingin 
his own misconductor in any other fact which has occurred has ever impaired 
or extinguished it. 


During the reading of the report the following oceurred: 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas in the 
chair). Does the gentieman wish the reading of the evidence? 

Mr. MANSUR. [I think under the circumstances it would be 
better to have it read. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the report. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I hope I may have the in- 
dulgence of the House for a few moments while I try to make a 
terse, and I hope an accurate, statement of the facts of this case. 


Her only children were a daughter, who was 15 | 





in part helped to create ademand for, and that ised d 
the war. 

Passing by the technical question that after the v 
restored by pardon to all his previous rights, we 
the condition of the case as it has existed d if the last five or 
six years. Mr. Sibley having died in 1885, he left 
against the Federal Government in this « lition, that bef 
the war he had assigned a one-half interest in the claim t 
by the name of Burns. Burns being a loyal man, proceede 
the war, in the Federal courts, to brin r suit te ove his in- 
terest, prosecuted it to a final judgment int Supreme Court 
against the United States, and recovered $117,000 as the royalty 
for the one-half due him on thes 

The contention, as reported in 
one-half of $117,000, but is for one- 
half, and is based upon a report that was first mad: 
HOAR, that distinguished loyal citizen of New FE: 
took the ground, and justly, I think, that the 





this Dlll, 1S not ior the other 
( 


lira ¢ LOA 


iwiand, who 
Constitution of 
1 can extend beyond 

k the further 


the lifetime of the person interest t he took 
I a bill is 


1 
A 
I 
ground, taken afterwards by Senator Mahone in tro- 
! now pending before 
the House, to give one-third of the $117,000 to the claimants in 


analogy to the laws of all the States of the Union, which give 


two-thirds to the husband and one-third to the wife; and that 
inasmuch as the husband during his lifetime had never prose- 
cuted his claim, nor brought suit in any way to enforce it, that 


while it may be said to be under the technical objection of being 
barred, either by the statute of limitations or by laches, and so 
excluded in analogy to the bar of the statute of limitations. 
Now as to this one-third, the proof being conclusive that 
Mrs. Sibley was a Union woman, born in the North, never hav- 
ing had any feeling or interest in the war, did her best to keep 
her husband from going into the army; that she was of distin- 
guished colonial descent; her grandfather having been one of the 


selectmen of the city of Boston during the war of the Revolu- 
tion, thus proving her loyalty all the way along the line, and she 
being dead, leaving two children, one a daughter and the other 


ason, neither of whom were of age to go into the war, the gir] 
being 19 at the time the war closed and the boy only 14. 
HOAR and Senator Mahone in the lead the twice 
agreed to give one-third, which is the amount of this bi 
loyal woman and her children. 

The question now is whether my friend from Pennsylvania[Mr. 
ATKINSON] and those who oppose this bill desire to wreak the 
further vengeance of this great nation which has been visited so 
heavily upon the father, and has deprived him of two-thirds of 
his estate by making it noninheritable on the part of these chi 
dren; whether this House will assent to despoiling further this 
woman and her two children, minors, who never participated in 
the rebellion, of the last one-third of their estate? All the States 
of the Union give the wife one-third of her husband’s estate. 
This claim existed in the lifetime and at the her hus- 
band. It descended to this lady and her children. This bill, 
therefore, should be passed, and I here invoke of this Democratic 
House that it be not harder upon this loyal woman than the Re- 
publican Senate which has passed this bill twic 

Mr. ATKINSON. I wish to disclaim, in 
any intention of doing a wrong to a loyal woman. A woman 
either loyal or disloyal deserves to have, at the hands of this 


Senator 
have 
|. to this 


Senate 


death of 


the first instanc 


House, every right that accrues to her under the law. I should 
be the last to attempt to withhold such rights from her; but, ] 
believe, Mr. Chairman, that this bill should not pass. It comes 
first of all, discredited upon its face. If Sibley. the ir ventor of 
this tent, had a right to the amount accruing to him b 
| tract made with Secretary of War Floyd, he had, or 

have, aright not to the one-third, but they have a ri 

that is due, and the gentleman fro Missouri |M 


Maj. Sibley was a Southern man, born in Virginia, and an | 


officer of the regular Army up to the beginning of the rebellion. 
In 1858 he originated and patented a conical tent, capable of ac- 
commodating twenty soldiers, and under pressure twenty-four 
or twenty-five, of which tent 48,500 or more were made use of 
during the war. Having patented this tent, he made acontract 
with the Federal Government by which they agreed to pay him 
a royalty of $5 for every tent used by the Government. — 

The contention against this claim is, thatinasmuch as he after- 
wards went into the rebellion and was disloyal, and in that sense 
aided in carrying on the war, he has no just claim, nor have his 
representatives, to come before this Congress and ask any pay 
or relief for the additional number of tents that his own action 





makes a mistake in claiming only one-third of that sum 


Mr. MANSUR. I would like toask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. ATKINSON. I would prefer if you would wait until ] 
conclude my remarks. Then I willanswer youany question you 
wish. 
Now, what are the facts in this case, M Cha ian? Ma 
Sibley, then an officer in the Army, is said to have inve ited 
what was afterwards known as the Sibley tent. It is a conical 
strueture covered with canvas A pater \ sned to him for 
this invention: and subsequently, about 185%, entered into a 
contract with Secretary of War Floyd, to nit the Govern- 
ment of the United States to make t 36 tents, paying a rovalty 
of $5 for each and every tent constructer ; ; ; 
Now, first of all, | feel ( a to cnalier the value of th 
patent. I donot believe it was a paten itio I" fact 
is, that Sibley obtained a patent for hat ha ne 
| continent, I presume, long before i as ever settled b 


man. Conical tents, covered with furs and or of * mae 


+ aR 
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terials, were used by the Indians of this country long prior to 
the knowledge of any man upon this floor, and perhaps prior to 
the knowle dge of any white man at all. I do not believe it was 
an invention. It was a mere copy of the Indian wigwam. What 
isa patent? Why, it is a mere ex parte allowance on the part of 
the Government. But, Secretary of War Floyd seemed to be 
quick to assist his subordinate in utilizing this patent, and almost 


immediately after the patent was granted a contract was entered | 


into between the Secretary and the inventor 
royalty on these tents of $5 apiece. 

This contract remained in operation until the beginning of the 
war, and prior to the war there had been made 3,583 tents, upon 
3,377 of which the entire royalty has been paid. So that, up to 
the beginning of the war, up to the time when this officer, Sibley, 
abandoned his colors, resigned his commission, and entered into 
the Confederate army to assist in making war against the United 
States, there was only a very trifling amount of royalty due. It 
is doubtful whether the Secretary of War had authority to make 
this contract. No copy of the contract has ever been filed or 
presented to this House, so far as I know. No act of Congress 
has ever been cited which authorized the Secretary to make that 
contract. 


giving Sibley a 


[It is true that subsequently the assignee of one-half the con- | 


tract went before the Court of Claims, and later 
preme Court of the United States, where that contract seems to 
have been affirmed—a hard bargain for the Government, in my 
judgment. But one of the terms of the contract was that it was 
to continue until January 1, 1859, and thereafter until notice was 
given of its termination. Now, the Government was deprived of 
its ability to give any notice of the termination of this contract 
by Sibley himself, who was within the hostile lines. No notice 
could reach him there; yet now his heirs come here and claim, 
in his right, under a contract which he, by his own act, prevented 
the Government of the United States from terminating by notice, 
as by the terms of the contract it had a right to do. 

\s I have said,when Mr. Burns, the assignee of one-half of this 
contract, went before the Supreme Court of the United States 
his right under the contract to one-half of the royalty upon 43,- 
958 tents made during the war was affirmed. But in that same 
decision I find this declaration. 
War Department, the Supreme Court say: 


before the Su- 


The War Department recognized this half interest of Burns, and until the 
order of the Secretary in December, 1861, paid a moiety of the royalty to him. 
it thus severed his claim under the contract from that of Sibley. But, inde- 
pendent of this fact, the rights of Burns in the contract and the compensa- 
tion stipulated could not be forfeited nor impaired by the disloyalty of his 
associate 
the army of the Union. His claim could therefore be =o and consid- 
ered in the Court of Claims, by the actof March 3, 1863. His associate is at 
the same time barred by that act of any action there, either joint or several, 
by reason of his disloyalty. 


That is the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
handed down in December, 
Sibley could never have recovered one dollar upon this contract. 
True, he was not a party to the proceeding, but yet the questions 
involved were so c losely ~ er to his rights that I assume that 
we may take this as a declaration of the legal rights of Sibley at 
that time. Now we are + d to galvanize this claim into life 
by act of Congress; not the legal claim, because, as I have said, 
they do not come here and allege any legal right in this matter, 
but my friend from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] undertakes to plead 
pathetically for a loyal woman. I respect that woman, assuming 

that she was what the gentleman from Missouri says she was, 
but at the same time I insist that there is no reason why this 
House should give her $37,000. She must receive it, if she gets 
it at all, through the right of this man Sibley, who, according to 
the decision of the Supreme Court, has forfeited his right to any 
claim against the Government of the United States. 


I see no equity in this case, and I believe that when Sibley 
went into the army of the Confederate States, and used the edu- | 
cation given him by this country in order eo he might more | 


effectually aid in its destruction, he did that which prevents any 
from arising under his claim. If, therefore, this woman 
whocomes here now seeking this money at our hands is to receive 
anything by the action of this House, I believe that it should not 
be given in recognition of any right on the part of Sibley. It is 


equ ity 


a pure charity or itis nothing at all. The claim is barred by the 
statute of limitation. No notice could be given to terminate the 


contract, although such a notice was provided for in the contract 
and I believe that we had best let the matter rest precisely 
where it is to-day and not burden the Treasury with a claim 
which has no legal foundation upon which tostand. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 
Mr. MANSUR. Mr. 
maining? 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. BUNN. 


itself. 


‘hairman, how much time have I re- 


Twenty minutes, 
I would like to address the 


House 


in my own 


Speaking of the action of the | 


He was true in his allegiance to the Government and served in | 


1870, a declaration that at that time | 
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time. I suppose I have the right to be recognized, and it will 
not interfere with the hour of the gentleman ‘from Missouri. 

Mr. MANSUR. I had promised some time to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JONES . the immediate representative of these 
claimants. I understand my friend, the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. BUNN], desires to spe ak in his own right, not in 
my time. Therefore I reserye the residue of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. BUNN] in his own right. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I remember very well when this 
claim was presented to the Committee on Claims in the Fifty-first 
Congress. The matter was then argued at length; and there was 
not a single dissenting vote in the committee as to the propriety 
of paying thisclaim. The bill for its payment was unanimously 
re ported, but died upon the Calendar because it was not reached. 
Mr. ATKINSON, I know the gentleman desires to be cor- 
“cl 
Mr. BUNN. I do not catch the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I was about to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman toa minority report, but I find it was made in the Fiftieth 
Congress. 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir: I think I am cerrect in saying that the 
reportof the committee in the Fifty-first Congress was unanimous. 
That is my recollection. This claim was then fully considered. 
We thought it a just claim, and reported it favorably. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that when this claim was 
before the Senate in 1886 the bill did not provide for paying Mr. 
Sibley the amount claimed, but it proposed to remove the bar of 
the statute and allow him to go to the Court of Claims for the 
recovery of hisclaim. A favorable report on that bill was made 
by Senator HOAR on the 30th of June, 1886. On the 23d of Au- 
gust of the same year Mr. Sibley died. This claim was then 
prosecuted in the name of his widow, Charlotte K. Sibley, for 


re 


| one-third of the amount which had theretofore been paid to the 


assignee of Mr. Sibley for one-half interest in it, which was $113,- 
100.35. Since this claim has been before Congress Mrs. Sibley 
has died, so that to-day we find the persons applyi ing for the pay- 
ment of this claim to be the two heirs at law, the only children 
of Mrs. Charlotte K. Sibley. Your committee was unable to see 
that by reason of the death of Mr. and Mrs. Sibley their ce hildren 
should be deprived of the right to be heard. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania|Mr. ATKINSON] insists that 
the Secretary of War had no authority to make this contract. I 
beg to call attention to the fact that his authority has been passed 
upon by the Court of Claims; and on an appeal being taken to 
the Supreme Court of the United States that tribunal affirmed 
the validity of the contract and gave judgment upon it. Pursu- 
ant to that judgment one-half of the original claim has been paid. 
As I take it, therefore, the validity of the contract is established 
by the highest tribunal on this continent. The case could not 
have been considered a moment by the Supreme Court of the 
United States if the contract itself had been regarded as invalid. 

Now, the only question presented for our consideration is, 
whether this House is ready to turn its back upon the contract 
made by the Secretary of War and say that we are not even 
willing to give the Sibley heirs one-third the amount that is due 
to this estate. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that this 
claim is tainted because of the fact that these parties only ask 
for one-third. Sir, there is no taint arising from that circum- 


| stance; and if itis wrong to put the bill in this form, why not 


amend it and provide for paying the whole $113,100? 

[ for one have always thought—in the Fifty-first Congress I so 
thought and I think now—that the full amount of this claim 
ought to be paid. But the heirs at law of Mr. and Mrs. Sibley 
have come to us and said they would be content with the pay- 
ment of one-third. Why should we not pay this one-third? 


| Does the claim when presented in this form bear upon it any 


taint of fraud? I think that the highest Republican authority 
we can get in this country—that of Senator HOAR—should be suf- 
ficient to satisfy gentlemen on the other side. Any suggestion 
of fraud is done away with by his report. 

It seems to me, sir, the time has come when we ought to bury 
the past. Mr. Sibley has been pardoned; he was pardoned be- 
fore he died; he was demanding payment of this claim at the 
time of his death; and a Republican Senate, headed by Senator 
HOAR, said that he ought tohave it. We say now that the heirs 
of his widow are before this House claiming, not through Mr. 
Sibley, but as the heirs of his widow, that you give to them the 
one-third which she intended they should receive, and which 
they ought to have had from this claim. 

[ repeat the time has come when we ought to bury the ques 
tions arising from the war. The time has come w hen we ought 
to march up and say, ‘‘ We will pay a claim thatis just.” If not, 
we should draw a line of demarkation here and now, declari ing: 

‘We will pay not a dollar to any man who ever participated in 
the rebellion.” 














If we establish that line then this claim is on that side of it; and 
I am willing it shall be established if my friends of the North, 
both Republicans and Democrats alike, think that the time has 
come when we shall say that not a man who ever participated in 
the rebellion, although he had a claim due him by the Govern- 
ment at that time, shall be paid. If you desire to put on us the 


forfeiture of our property because it was a right which you had | 


power to enforce, march up and say so. If not, I hope this claim 
will be paid, because it is just and honest. Itisaclaim which 
can not beavoided in any way save and except that you forfeit it 
because of participation in the rebellion,and say that the man’s 
property is forfeited, and that his right to recover from the United 
States that which has been recognized by the highest tribunal 
in the land, does not exist. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I yield now ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONEs]. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat surprised at a 
statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] 
that he was not satisfied that the contract upon which this claim 
rests was ever entered into between Maj. Sibley, the prosecu- 
tor, and the Government of the United States. 
the report of the case, in which I think the validity of that con- 
tract is clearly established beyond dispute or question. 

As has been said more than once to-day in this committee, 
Henry H. Sibley, who patented the conical tent, assigned, in 
1858, one-half of his claim under the contract which he had made 


in the February preceding with the Government of the United | 


States to one W. W. Burns. 

Unlike Maj. Sibley, Mr. Burns remained with the North dur- 
ing the civil war, and after the war he brought his suit in the 
Court of Claims to establish his right to one-half of the amount 


of the claim. When the case was decided in the Court of Claims | 


an appeal was taken to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and in that case of Burns vs. The United States, reported in 12 
Wallace, I find this language, which, it seems to me, Mr. Chair- 


raised for the first time here to-day, as to whether or not this 
was a valid contract between Sibley and the United States: 
On the 18thof February, 1858, the terms proposed in the letter of Mr. Jones— 
He was the agent for Mr. Sibley— 
were approved by the Secretary of War, and a contract was made accord- 
ingly between the United States and Jones, as the agent of the Sibley tent 
patent, by which the United States were authorized to make and procure as 


tent, and this arrangement was to hold good until the Ist of January, 1859, 
and longer unless the United States were notified to the contrary. And the 
tent was adopted as one of the tents of the Army by the Army Regulations 

Mr. TUCKER. Is my colleague reading from the opinion of 
the court? 

Mr. JONES. Iam reading from the statement preceding the 
opinion of the court, in which the facts of the case are fully set 
forth. 

As I understand it, Mr. Chairman, there is no question raised 


I have before me | 
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| tion. 


in this case as to whether or not the United States had not made | 


a fair and valid contract with Sibley, and I take it that there 


never was a question as to the value of this patent raised before | 


to-day. At any rate, Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of War has 


certified that the United States Government has used over forty | that these claimants are entitled to receive from their father a 


thousand of these tents made by it under this contract, and the | very peculiar legacy. 


number having been ascertained from evidence furnished by the 


Quartermaster-General of the United States and the contract | 


having been made under authority of the Secretary of War I take 
it that there can be no question as to the justice, fairness, and 
equity of this claim. 


I believe that the question as to Sibley’s loyalty has not been | 


raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I admit, sir, that 
Sibley cast his fortunes with the South when the civil war broke 
out; but it has been established by the absolute and conclusive 
roe in this record that his widow, who was a Northern born 
ady, was always loyal to the Union cause. And I assume that 
this bill having been twice passed by the Senate of the United 
States, and probably three times, and having been favorably re- 
ported in this House on as many as five different occasions, | 
believe, in previous Congresses, that it is rather late at this date 
to raise such a question of fact after the claim has been estab- 


lished by a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States | 


on evidence furnished mainly by the War Department. 

Maj. Sibley was knocking at the door of Congress for a number 
of years to secure payment of hisclaim. He did not bring asuit, 
as did Burns, before the claim was barred by the statute of limita- 
tions, simply and solely because of having been in the Confederate 
army he could not take the oath which the act of March 3, 1863, 
prescribed, that he had always borne true allegiance to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. It was not until 1871, when the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Armstrong 
against the United States, reported in 13 Wallace, decided that 


XXTI——110 


. : : | and which even this great Government could not use 
many of the tents as the Government might require, by paying ® for each | 


the disabilities of Mr. Sibley having been removed by act of 
Congress, and he having been pardoned and having complied 
with the conditions of the pardon, that he had a right to sue for 
the amount of his claim. 

But then, Mr. Chairman, his claim was barred by the statute 
of limitations which had run against it. Since then Maj. Sibley 
has died. The assignee of one-half of his claim, W. W. Burns, 
has been paid the full amount of $113,000, and the Sibley heirs, 
in law and in justice, and by every rule of equity and fairness, are 
entitled to a like amount. The heirs of Sibley’s widow come 
here, though they have a just claim for $113,000, and say now in 


order to prevent the raising of any question or supposed ques- 
tion of loyalty that they are willing to accept one-third of the 
amount—just what the law under all circumstances would give 
to their deceased mother, the loyal widow of Henry H. Sibley. 
Under these circumstances J can not see how any claim can be 


more just than this one. 

[t seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the reason assigned by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that since we are not asking 
for the whole of this claim we are plainly not entitled to any 
part of it, is utterly untenable and frivolous and one that ought 
not to have beenmadehere. It has been declared that the whole 
claim is a just one; but to avoid all possible trouble, and to meet 
the scruples of everybody, the heirs of Sibley are willing totake 
what their mother would have been entitled to, though the will 
of Mr. Sibley left her the whole of this claim. They are tired 
and worn out with knocking at the doors of Congress for the re- 
lief which they should have been given years ago. 

Therefore, I trust that this House, in its wisdom, and in its 
sense of justice and fairness, will not refuse to pay a claim that 
has been decided by the highest court in this land to be a just 
claim; will not undertake to violate and vitiate a contract that 
was entered into by the Secretary of War with one of the humble 
citizens of this country; and I[ hope that the committee, if they 
desire any further light upon this subject, will read this report 


| which is, I believe, an exact copy of the report which was made 
man, ought to put beyond any controversy the question, which is | 


in the Senate, and upon which the bill was passed in that body. 
The heirs of Maj. Sibley are not asking for charity; they are 
demanding justice. They have not come here with a doubtful 


| claim, but with one the validity of which has been established in 
| the highest court of the land. 


The Government made a binding 
and valid contract with Maj. Sibley for the right to use a valuable 
invention of his. Aninvention thatwas his exclusive property 
without 
his consent. This is an honest debt which this great Govern- 
ment owes and it can not afford to repudiate its just obligations 
and the gentlemen on that side of the House can not afford to 
have themselves recorded as voting for an act of open repudia- 
I trust that this body will not hesitate to do the tardy 
act of justice which is now asked at its hands. 
legal and it is just and it should be paid. 

Mr. MANSUR. If no further time is desired on the other side 
I shall move to lay the bill aside. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. JoSEPH D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] who has just taken his seat insists 


The claim is 


The claim itself is a very peculiar claim, 
and it seems to me that it would be a very dangerous precedent 
for the Government to pay it. 

Mr. Sibley leaves as a legacy to his children, according to the 
gentleman’s statement, a claim against the very Government 
which he tried to destroy. In the first place the claim had its 
origin in the appropriation of time for which he was fully com- 
pensated by the Government. 

When he was making this invention, if it ever was an inven- 
tion, he was an officer in the United States Army, drawing a sal- 
ary. His time belonged to the Government when he took out these 
letters patent, and it does not appear to me that this is the kind 
of a claim that we ought to consider very favorably. It does not 
seem to me tobea very equitable claim for this reason. Besides 
this, he was indebted to the Government for his skill, as he was 
educated at West Point at the expense of theGovernment. His 
skill and ability, as well as his time, belonged to the Government; 
and yet he devoted it to this patent, to this so-called invention; 
and almost as soon as he had taken out his letters patent he got 
a very favorable contract from the Secretary of War, Secretary 
Floyd; a remarkable contract; a contract which gave him a 
royalty of $5 for every tent which the Government saw proper to 
make—a most exorbitant royalty, it seems to me. 

[donot say, Mr. Chairman, that Gen. Sibley had no legal right 
to take out this patent because he was educated by the Govern- 
ment, or while he was in the Army, but I do say that these facts 


| ought to be considered when we talk about the equities of this 


claim, or about the justice of it, and the further fact of the 
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royalty of $5 per tent ought also to be considered in this connec- 
tion. Think of the Government paying $5 a tent royalty for the 
hundred thousand tents used during the war. The royalty was 
a large fora few hundred tents to be used in time of peace 
on the frontier, and it never could have been contemplated to 
pay this amount on such a large number as was used by the Gov- 
ernment during the war. 

Admitting that the patent was all right, and that the contract 
was all right, and that the compensation was not excessive, admit- 
ting all these things for the sake of argument, we can not forget 
that Gen. Sibley went into the rebellion and forfeited every claim 
against the Government that he then had or ever could have. 
If after this he made a will and bequeathed, as a legacy to his 
children, a claim against the Government which he attempted 
to destroy he did a vain thing. If he had accomplished his aim, 
we would have no Government now, we would have no treasury, 
we would have no money, we would have no nothing with which 
to pay this claim or any other claim. He was in the Confeder- 
ate army, fighting against the Army of the United States; and 
now the claimants ask this Government to pay for the thou- 
sands of tents that were sheltering the Union soldiers while they 
were trying to save the life of the Government. 

The very necessity for which he asks compensation he helped 
to create. He helped to bring on the war, which created the 
demand for these tents, and hence the Government regarded this 
contract as forfeited, as it had aright todo. But for the war of 
the rebellion there would have been nodemand for ‘‘ Sibley tents” 
or any other kind of tents in any considerable number. And on 
the principle that no man is entitled to the benefit of his own 
wrong, & maxim of the common law never disputed, this claim 
should not be allowed, and if this principle is correct, this claim 
can not be paid. The claimants are asking pay on a contract 
which could have been terminated at any time if Gen. Sibley had 
remained loyal to the Government, because then he could have 
been notified of the fact that the Government desired to termin- 
ate it, but he escaped through the Union lines and went into the 
rebellion, went where he could not be notified, if any notice was 
necessary, that the contract was abandoned and repudiated by 
the Government, and now at this late hour his heirs come here 
asking that this claim be paid, aclaim which is contrary to every 
principle of law. And certainly there is noequity in thisclaim. 

‘The claimants claim, as the heirs of H. H. Sibley, but itis a 
settled principle of law that the heir is not entitled to an equity 
because the ancestor was. The rights of an heir to his ancestor’s 
property are statutory and notequitable. The heir must inherit 
according to law if he inherits at all, butin this case the ancestor 
had no legal or equitable claim against the Government, but if 
Sibley could have shown an equitable claim, it would avail noth- 
ing in favor of his heirs. No court in the land has ever made a 
decision that would recognize such aclaim as this. When the stat- 
utes and the laws bar a claim it is forever barred unless the 
claimant can show in himself an equity, and an equity which 
courts are bound to respect and enforce. 

| agree with Mr. ATKINSON of Pennsylvania that all of this 
money is coming to these claimants or none, and I should just as 
soon vote to give them all of it as to vote to give them this $37,- 


one 


000, which is one-third of the royalty due them, if any is due | 


them. Gen.Sibley gotevery cent that was due to him up to the 
time when he entered the Confederate service, which was alarge 


sum, and as no obligation could originate in his favor when he 
7} 


was in the Confederate service, and as no man who was not loyal 
ean make a claim against the Government, he could have no 
claim if living, and his heirs can not have any now that he is | 
dead. If the claimants had a legal claim they could go into 


the courts and establish it, and it is because they have not that 


they come And having no legal claim they have 


to Congress. 








no claim at all, as | have shown that no equity could arise in fa- | 


vor of heir 
I have shown he had not. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not understand how it is that these most 
objectionable claims always get to the fronton the Calendar. 
There are hundreds of claims on this Calendar against which 

here is no valid objection. They are favorably reported to this 
Congress and were reported favorably to the last Congress, and 
perhaps to the last half dozen Congresses, and yet somehow or 
other they are never reached. They are kept back by a class 


, evenif the ancestor had an equitable claim, which | 
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Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Is it the gentleman’s idea that any debt is 
dishonest which is due to a man who comes from the South, but 
that it is honest if itcomesfrom hissectionofthecountry? That 
is the distinction the gentleman draws. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No, sir; I do not believe any- 
thing of the kind. I do not know where these claimants live. 

Mr. MEREDITH. That is the gentleman’s argument. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I believe very much as the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] believes in regard to the loy- 
alty of some of these people, who were in the very midst of the 
rebellion, and yet whocome here and claim to have been loyal. 

I do not like that kind of hypocrisy any more than he does. I 
would rather pay a man who has been the same thing all through 
the war—one thing or the other. I believe in candor and frank- 
ness. If aman was a rebel I would rather hear him say so than 
to pretend that he was loyal in order to geta claim through Con- 
gress. 

Mr. TUCKER. 
question? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. TUCKER. Is there any question of the loyalty of Mrs. 
Sibley to the Government in this record? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mrs. Sibley has noclaim. How 
can she have aclaim? It amounts to nothing to show that Mrs. 
Sibley was loyal. Her loyalty is not in question. She has no 
claim here. 

Mr. TUCKER. She has none, but her children are here claim- 
ing her rights as a loyal citizen. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Yes; butshe hasnoright. What 
right has she? If she has a claim it could only come through 
her husband, and her husband has none. 

Mr. TUCKER. She has rights under a contract solemnly en- 
tered into by this Government with her husband, which that 
Government now, through gentlemen like my friend, the gentle- 
man from Ohio, would repudiate. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have said to the gentleman 
that Mrs. Sibley has no claim unless her husband had a claim; 
and if her husband ever had a claim he forfeited it by going into 
the rebellion. Besides, the claim is barred by the statute of 
limitations, if it ever amounted to the dignity of a claim; but the 
fact isit never existed, as the tents for which this royalty is 
claimed were made and used while Sibley was in the Confeder- 
ate army, and he could have no claim against the Government 
while he was inthe rebellion. I do not know what the gentle- 
man means when he talks about Mrs. Sibley having a claim, for 
she never hadaclaim. Her husband had no claim, and hence 
she could have none. There is no principle on which she could 
make a claim. Sibley never made any claim, his wife never 
made any, and now these children, so called, make the claim. 
One of them is 47 years old, and the other is 42, I believe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemanfrom Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. ATKINSON. 
[Mr. Bynum}. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I have not given this claim a 
very close investigation, but I remember the discussion that was 
had upon the claim in the last Congress 

Mr. MANSUR. It was not considered in the last Congress. 

Mr. BYNUM. Probably in the preceding Congress. 

The report in this case clearly shows that there is no legal 
right of recovery, for it is not simply a removal of the bar of the 
statute of limitations that is asked for in this bill. Whatever 
rights are claimed are clearly equitable. 

The facts, as I gather them from the report, are that Mr. Sib- 
ley, who was an officer in the United States Army, while in the 
employ of the Government, and really in the line of his employ- 
ment, invented a tent and obtained a patent upon it. He made 
a contract with the Government, of the United States in 1858 for 
the use of his patent, as the gentleman from Ohio well says, “‘ for 
an exorbitant royalty.” I take it, however, that this House 
will not inquire into the question as to whether that was a fair 
or unfair contract. That question we are estopped from raising 
atthistime. Thatcontract continued on up until 1861, as appears 
from the report of the committee, when 3,583 tents had been 
used. The royalty had been paid upon 3,377. After that time, 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
g 


I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana 
.* D 





| that is, from August 1, 1861, or during the late war, 43,968 tents 


of these objectionable claims which constitute an insuperable 

barrier to any further legislation on the Private Calendar. Ido 

not understand it. I think the time has come when we should 

lay aside these objectionable claims and pay the honest debts of 

the Government. I think we should consider the bills to which | 
there can be no objection, debts to loyal and honest men and wo- 

men who have been kept out of their moneys for a quarter of a 

century. Let us pay these first. 

Mr. TUCKER. This is a loyal woman. 


Mr. MEREDITH. 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
& question? 


of the Sibley patent were made and used by the Government, and 
it is claimed that we should pay the royalty to Sibley or to his 
heirs for the tents made and used during that period. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
JOSEPH D. TAYLOR] has fairly stated the case when he said that 
the heirs of Sibley could have no greater right than he had; that 
they are in no better position than he was. No one will insist that 
he was not clearly debarred from the right of recovery under his 
contract. As has been said, the Government could not give no- 


tice to terminate the contract, as Sibley was engaged in the re- 








rc & 


1892. 


bellion. I do not view this case, Mr. Chairman, as one existing 
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against the Government before ‘the war, because Sibley, during | 


the time this claim—if it can be properly called aclaim—accrued, 

was in the Confederate service and was, to the full extent of his 
power and ability, opposing the Government. He was a bel- 

oa rent, and while opposing the Government, doing what he 
could to destroy it, he or his heirs are now claiming that the 
Government became indebted to him upon contract. I submit 
the heirs of Sibley have no equity, much less a legal claim upon 
this contract 

It was the conduct of Mr. Sibley and those associated with him 
that forced the Government to use the tents; he therefore ap- 
pears in the attitude not only of one taking advantage of his own 
wrong, but so far as his power and ability went, of claiming re- 
muneration caused by his wrongful acts. 
his heirs, now insist that the Government is equitably indebted 
to them because of his disloyal conduct. 

Now, his partner recovered one-half of the royalty, that is true; 
and he was entitled to it; and if Sibley had remained loyal dur- 
ing the war, then there would have been no question as to his 
rights. But by his own conduct he forced the Governme - to 


make use of his patent, and then came forward and made aclaim | 


for that use. Therefore, I do not think, taking this claim as it 
stands, that it ought tobe paid by the Government. I would like 
to see all claims that are fair and right paid. 
just debt which accrued prior to the war regardless of the fact 
whether the claimant was loyal or disloyal duri ing the late wa 

I would like to see the restriction which has been imposed on 
that class of claims wiped out. But, I donot think that we ought 
to recognize the right of a man to payment of a claim which ac- 


| pose to pers at the end of my remarks 
| this bill asid 
I would pay every | 


In a measure he, or | 
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Mr. WALKER. First, the equivalent which Sibley in equity 
promised to give in exchange for the monopoly he not only fale d 
to give, but sought to injure rather tl 





an benefit the Governme 
Secondly, the Government has nothing to do in this case and + 
had nothing to do with the wife and children. The wife and 
children could not come into possession of this claim, because it 
was alienated and passed from Sibley long before he attempted 
to transfer it to them. The Government had entered into a con- 
tract to pay this man for a service which he promis der 


A VV . i 
to the people and the whole people. He failed to render that 
service, and, on the contrary, did his best to injure the 
ment of the United States, and I think that fact ought to offset 





any claim to his monopoly had it existed in equity \ If 
Mr. Sibley himself was seeking r lief in this it i 10 
supporters in this House. 

Mr. TUCKER. I want tosay, Mr. Chairman, that my friend 
has not answered my question, or even touched it. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I lef 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from P: sylvania hi 


twenty-five minutes remaining. 
Mr. ATKINSON. I will reserve that. 
Ir. MANSUR. Well, I will say to the gentleman that I pro 
that the committee lay 
to be re por ted to the House with a favorable rec- 
oumendation: so that if he wishes to arcue the case furtl 


| had better proceed now. 


Mr. ATKINSON. 


L only wish to say a word or two in rep] 


to the argum« ~—s the other side, and if th: ntleman pro- 


crued during the rebellion and which the acts of the claimant as | 


a Confederate, aided in creating. 

Mr. ATKINSON. L[yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, itseemsto me that thisclaim 
has less foundation in justice or law than any claim [have ever 
known presented to this House. In the first place, the rights 
in a patent are notnatural rights; they are rights created wholly 
by law, and they are rightscreated in the interest of the country 
granting the patent, and not primarily in the interest of the per- 
son to whom itis granted. 

That is a fundamental principle of the patent law. That is to 

say, tl - patent expressly stat es that it is granted in order that 

the public may enjoy the advantage which comes from having 
the knowledge of how to construct and use the thing patented, 
and while the - itentee derives profit from the pms just in so 
far as he instructs the public in the use of it and providing the 
device for its use, yet the basis on which the patent itselfis grantec 
is that it will be a advantage to the country which makes the 
grant. Now, when Sibley entered into rebe sllion against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States he alienated all the Tights grant d 
to him andall equities tha he had in that pate nt, because his acts, 
in concert with others hostile to the United Sts ites, resulted in 
injury to the very Government which had created for — this 
patent, the grant being made , as I have said, as in all such cases 
it is made, for the benefit of the people of the United States, his 
interest and profits i in it being sec ond: ary. 

Again, having alienated this right long ago before he wsa 
pardoned and in his act of disloyalty he had absolutely noth- 
ing to transmit to his children or to anybody else, either by will 
or inheritence, either by law or in equity. The bill before us is 
tantamount to a proposit tion to this body to regrant or recreat 
a patent to Sibley and to run from the time it was alienated by 
his disloyal acts. Furthermore, it was his own act of treason 
against the Government thatcreated, in part at least, the necessity 
which existed for the use of these tents. So it comes to this, 
that Sibley, by his own actin atte mpting r todestroy the Govern- 
ment which granted him this arene? reated the necessity or 
the opportunity for the use of an article upon which he had a 
patent which had been granted for the public good, against 
which he was arrayed; and he comes now to us and as sks us to 
pay him for the use, we h —_ grew out of the occasion and 
necessity which he himself, by his own acts, created or helped to 
create. 

Mr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TUCKER. Suppose the Government of the United States 
entered into a contract to-day with one of its citizens for any 
purpose, agreeing to pay him a certain sum of money, and yr 
that citizen should become a traitor to the Government of t 
United States—I put the case in the strongest terms—would n 
friend hold that because the man had become a traitor, the Gov- 
ernment should not fulfill its contract with the traitor’s wife 
and children? 

Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. TUCKER. 





iy 


Thatisshifting the issue totally andentirely. 
Not at all. 


ositions, one of which was very clearly 


poses to end the debate, I will say what I desire to say now. | 
Mr.  ANSU R. Very well. 
Mr. ATKINSON. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the defense 
of the Government in this case might we At be put upon two prop- 





ted by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM], namely, that t this m , having had a 
thing to sell, did by his own wro ns rf] and unlawful act create a 
demand for it, and comes in her ce igh his re 

and undertakes to take advantage of his own wrong. That point 
alone I think would « lefe at him in any co irt of jin stics : 
where. 


presentatives 





any- 


Mr. JONES. I would like to ask the gent] in a question. 
Is it not true that und r the Constitution of the United States 
p ‘oceedings of forfeiture must be through the courts, and that 

they can be only for the life of the person attainted? Does not 
the Constitution so provide? 

Mr. ATKINSON. For the purposes of th scase I think Is] 
be doing no violence to the situation when |] ry that 
pract tically sitting here as a court, and apparently as a court of 
equity, because there is no legal right alleged. If there is any 


le ral right er ag eg itisa right to $110,000, and tl 
man ady ing this case e3 awa) two-thir of his ela 
moment he coins in this bil 

Mr. JONES. But does not the Constitution of the 














States say that Congr shall not pass a of attaiz ( 
ex post facto law? 

Mr. ATKINSON. There is no question about the Constituti 
of the United States saying that very thing. That fact can b 
established by any gentleman in this Hous 6 will tw o his 
Manual and Digest. But this is not a case of forfeiture. What 
is being sought here is the restoration of a cla i ad 
as Lazarus. There is no forfei 
fone. 

Mr. TUCKER. Iwill: i 
wwain. [Laughter.| 

Mr. ATKINSON. A { is a 
this case Br d that is what I am « 

My friend from Missouri 
allusion to this lady, Mrs. Sible 
now we have an appeal for the ‘‘e] a 
woman whoaredead. Letussee ab 
are alluded to in the report, from which I learn that t 
two children born of this marriage, a daughter who was 15 \ 
of age when the war began and who now is 47, i 
is right, and a son who was less than 15 years of age 
ended, and who is now 4l. Ift e are tl a [ ¢ 
any appeal should be made to the symp y of tl H 
cause of the ‘‘children” seeking to i a= 
cause ‘‘children” are invé l i tty 
old ** children:” they O ch O ren 
tlemen whon » befo ; 

Now, ther in Vn Lb ) Laintaiz 
ever sinc » the itis thatt ( vt I nt< the [ ted Stat 
was ri sponsi *no property taken during the war from dis- 
loyé ae a States that were in insurrection. Ev« 
knows that during the war property wa appropriated every wh 
by the armies that fought for the Union, when that property 
necessary for military purposes; yet t] “bee 
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presented in this House for damages for the taking of property 
of disloyal citizens in the insurrectionary States. Whenever a 
claim for property taken under such circumstances is presented 
here it is accompanied with the proof of the loyaltyrf the claim- 
ant. 

But in this case the disloyalty of the claimantis admitted, and 
he was disloyal under circumstances which I believe deprive 
him of equities which other disloyal people might have had. 
This man Sibley was a graduate of West Point; he held a com- 
mission in the Army of the United States; he resigned that 
commission and went into military service against the Govern- 
ment that educated him. Now, if it be a principle that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is liable for no property taken in 
the insurrectionary States from citizens who were disloyal, that 
principle furnishes a solution for this case. This patent was 
property; it was the property of a disloyal citizen of an insur- 
rectionary State; it was taken and used by the Government just 
as millions of fence rails and thousands of horses and mules were 
taken and used by the officers and soldiers of the Government; 
and there is no right to recover under any principle of law that 
has ever been recognized in this House. 

I wish now to say one word in response to what has been said 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BUNN], the chair- 
man of the committee which reported this bill. I for one do not 
wish to resurrect and bring up the animosities and hostilities 
bred of our great war. I join with the chairman of the commit- 
tee in a disposition to bury the past so that we may assemble 
here inthe House of Representatives without any reflection upon 
any man for his conduct in the past, meeting as brothers, repre- 
senting what are now loyal districts in every section of this great 
nation. 

[ did not bring this bill here. 
the other side is to ** bury the past,” it might be well enough not 
to introduce bills of this character here which may bring up, by 


for some to hear. But at the same time this bill must be con- 
sidered upon the principles involved, and they could not well be 
discussed without reference to the circumstances which existed 
at the time the claim had its origin. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, we have heard the declaration 
coming from the gentleman from Ohio that Mr. Sibley, the in- 
ventor of these tents, helped to bring on the war. If the gentle- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. TARSNEY. 
question? 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Can the gentleman inform this House whether 
or not the Confederate Government from 1861 to 1865 paid a roy- 
alty to Sibley on these same tents? 

Mr. TUCKER. I do not know, sir. I think, though, that I 
could answer that pretty certainly in the negative, because the 
Confederate armies had few tents, if any at all. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Was not this Sibley tent in just as general 
use in the Confederate armies as in the armies of the Union dur- 
ing the rebellion? 

Mr. TUCKER. 
likely. 

Mr. ATKINSON. If the gentleman from Virginia will allow 
me to interrupt, I will say I believe that these tents were notin 
use in the Confederate army except in so far as they captured 
tents of this sort from the Northern forces. 

Mr. TUCKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have only a word fur- 
ther to say about this case. If there ever was aclaim that ought 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 


I do not know about that. I think it is not 


| to be passed by the Congress of the United States, in my humble 


judgment, it is this case. What is the whole argument of gen- 
tlemen against it? It is because the Government has entered 
into a contract with a man that they say is an unworthy man 
that this great Government will repudiate its contract, and re- 
fuse to comply with its obligations simply because it happened 
to make a contract with an improper person. 

Shame upon a government that would adopt such a proposi- 
tion. And in addition to that, the Supreme Court of the United 
States has said that he is not an unworthy man; that a pardon 


| has been granted him by the President; and to down this case, 


If the design of gentlemen on | 


Mr. Chairman, is to put the stamp of repudiation by this Goy- 
ernment upon its contracts and against the rights of children 


| raised since the war, claiming in this case through their mother 
reference, at least, matters which it is possible may be unpleasant | 


| Government. 


who has been proven to have been loyal, a Northern-born lady), 
and she through a man that entered into a contract with the 
The Government got the use of the tents under 


| the contract and you want to repudiate it now because you say he 


man had paused fora momentand read the report, he would have | 


found that Mr. Sibley was in New Mexico at the time the war 


broke out; he was not in Virginia; he could not have helped to 


bring on the war or to have aided Virginiain seceding. The re- 


| to the 


port shows that he subsequently resigned and went into the Con- | 


federate army. Therefore, I say the proposition that he helped 
to bring on the war is answered. 
As to the other suggestion submitted here, that because of the 


fact Mr. Sibley was an officer of the United States Army he was | 


not entitled to a patent, and that the United States Government 
was entitled to all his time, that presents a proposition which I 
have never before heard on this floor. I have never heard it 
asserted here that an officer of this Government has no right to 
take out a patent for an invention, or to do any work for himself 
during the time that he is an officer of the Government. If this 
be true as to army officers, why should it not be true as to every 
other oificer in this Government from the Presidentdown? Can 
anyone reasonably claim that the Government is entitled to the 
whole time of its employés? I have never understood that to 
be the fact. The Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
cided that this is not so. That tribunal has recognized the val- 
idity of this claim, and of the contract made by the Secretary of 
War, and has enforced it as to one-half the original amount. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield the rest of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER]. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of 
this Committee of the Whole to only one or two points as they 
present themselves to my mind. Whatis this case? Does any 
gentleman doubt that a contract was entered into by this Gov- 
ernment with Sibley, and that the Government had the power 
to enter into that contract? 

No gentleman denies that. Then, why do you not march 
up like men and comply with your contracts? 


was an unworthy man. It is repudiation and nothing more or 
less. There is no other word for it. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me to 
read one of the conditions Andrew Johnson put into that pardon? 
Mr. TUCKER. That is all I have to say, sir, on the question. 
Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is entitled 
floor. 
JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I hope the gentleman will allow 
read one of the conditions that Andrew Johnson inserted 
pardon of Mr. Sibley. 


Mr. 
me to 
in the 


Mr. MANSUR. Certainly: I have no objection. Read it. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It is: 


Provided, That said H. H. Sibley shall not by virtue of this warrant— 
That is, the pardon— 
claim any property or the proceeds of any property that has been sold by the 


| order, judgment, or decree of a court under the confiscation laws of the United 


Gentlemen say | 


because Mr. Sibley was in rebellion against the Government. | 


Was he? Then the Supreme Court of the United States, than 
which there is no higher authority, has said that when a man 


has been pardoned by the President of the United States it re- | 


moves the taint of disloyalty, and he has the right to recover. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Does the gentleman not know 
that this was a very peculiar pardon, a conditional and not an 
absolute pardon? 


Mr. TUCKER. A very peculiar pardon; a pardon that gives 


a man the right to claim what the Government has used that 
belongs to him. 


States. 

Mr. TUCKER. That is all right. 
it has here, though. 
character. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It shows whatever right this 
gentleman had was forfeited by participation in the rebellion. 

Mr. TUCKER. That does not appear. But I am glad to see 
that the gentleman is indorsing Andrew Johnson at last. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iam only quoting from his par- 
don of this man. 

Mr. TUCKER. That is all right. 
sentence from this report: 

That he was pardoned in August, 1867, by President Johnson, upam certain 
conditions, all of which he complied with. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
the condition of things. 

Mr. TUCKER. Oh, no; but the gentleman from Ohio is in 
favor of establishing this principle in the Government of the 
United States that if we enter into acontract with aman, and if 
we find subsequently that the man is not the kind of aman the 
Government took him to be, we repudiate the contract alto- 
gether. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Not atall; but you want to re- 
verse the conditions imposed by Andrew Johnson, under the terms 
of which he obtained the pardon at all. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I ask the considerate atten- 
tion of this committee for the few moments during which I shall 
address them on this matter. I desire to show some of the gen- 
tlemen here what great fools many of us are in the sight of the 
Supreme Court on this question. The Supreme Court of the 


I do not see what bearing 
We make no claim for any property of that 


Now, let me read just one 


But now you are trying to reverse 
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United States in the Burns case, in deciding whether there was 
a contract in this case or not, say: 
We are of the opinion that the contract entered into on behalf of the United 
States with Maj. Sibley, by which the Government was authorized to make 


and procure as many of the Sibley tents as it might require by paying the 
sum of % for each tent, was a valid contract. 


Now, we have got that tostart with. That contract was made 
before the war. The opinion is toolong for me toread the whole 
of it, but the Supreme Court also say this: 

This contract was a license from him (Sibley) to the Government to man- 
ufacture or procure the tent and use it upon the payment of a stipulated 


sum. By its terms the license extended until the Ist of January, 1859, and 
longer, unless the United States were notified to the contrary. 


It was he (Sibley) that had to give the notice, not the Govern- 
ment to give notice to Sibley, because the Government could 
have protected itself at any time by not manufacturing these 
tents, and all it had to do was to stop the manufacture. Gentle- 
men here have got the cart before the horse, when they talk 
about the Government not being able to give notice to Mr. 
Sibley. 


The power of determining this license then remained with the patentee 
after that period; but the United States could also at any time have deter- | 
mined their liability by ceasing to make the tents. It does not appear that 
either party ever desired the termination of the license. Neither Sibley nor 
Burns, who had become, as hereafter stated, equally interested with Sibley 
in the contract, ever expressed any intention to withdraw the license, and 
the United States continued to make and use the tents until the whole num- | 
ber were obtained, for which the present claim is asserted. The order of the | 
Secretary in December, 1861, declaring that no further payments should be | 
made to Burns on account of the royalty on the tent, was not intended, in 
our judgment— 


That is, the judgment of the Supreme Court— 


either as a repudiation of the liability of the United States to him for the 
tents previously procured— 


Gentlemen are very wise, saying that was the intention of this 
order. The Supreme Court say that it was not— 
for the tents ae procured, amounting to over 38,000, or of their lia- 
bility to him for any tents that might be subsequently made, but only to 
leave the rights of Burns, connected as they were with a patent issued to one | 
who had resigned his commission in the national i and entered the Con- 
federate service, to be determined by the proper judicial tribunals. 


That is what the Supreme Court says. 

If the Secretary had intended to terminate the contract, something more 
would have been required on his part, whilst the United States continued to 
manufacture and use the tents, than a mere direction to withhold the pay 
ments stipulated for such manufacture and use. 


Gentlemen, if the opinion of your Supreme Court is worth any- | 
thing, and if you are loyal to your Supreme Court, you will be 
governed by its decision, made expressly in point. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the committee, and es- 

cially the attention of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR], who says so much about the preserva- 
tion of the Government during the war, to his attempt to-day to 
trample the Constitution of the United States under foot by re- 
pudiating it. Article III, section 3, subdivision 2, provides that, | 
as a punishment for treason, forfeiture shall not extend beyond 
the life of the person attainted. 

Now, in March, 1863, the Government passed a law that no per- | 
son engaged in the then war or aiding it could prosecute a claim | 
against the Federal Government. That law prevented Mr. Sib- 
ley from ever bringing this suit. He would have had to take the | 
oath of loyalty as a prerequisite to doing so. That act, then, to 
all intents and purposes operated upon his property and attainted 
and confiscated it to the Federal Government. But the Consti- 
tution says that when you attainted it and confiscated it you only | 
could do it for the period of his lifetime. While you did not do | 
this by specific terms, as they did in England in the olden times, 
yet the effect of it was the same, by passing a law, that of March, 
1863, which prevented Mr. Sibley from exercising the right to 
sue, by imposing conditions that he couldnotcomply with. Hence 
to all intents and purposes his property in this claim was in the 
same condition as if it had been attainted and confiscated. 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman permit one question? 

Mr. MANSUR. I have not the time. 

Mr. BYNUM. Just a question right there, which is in point. 
I wish to know that if theory of yours would not entitle all heirs 
of claimants that were cut off by this provision to come in now 
and recover? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir; because in my judgment the statute | 
of limitations in all similar cases can not be held to begin to run 
against them during the lifetime of their ancestor, who did not 
have the right of action. 

Mr. BYNUM. Then why do you not bring in a general law of 
that kind and pay up all such claims? 

Mr. MANSUR. It is not necessary. Here is one case. Let 
us deal justly with it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Let us take them all at once, if your theory is | 


correct. 


| city of Boston who so largely helped to : 


Mr. MANSUR. Again, in this same Burns decision, the Su- 
preme Court, in commenting on this act of March, 1863, say: 


While Burns could bring his suit, yet his associate 
time barred by that act of any acti 
his disloyalty 


Sibley, is at the same 
either joint or several, by reason of 

That is the opinion of the Supreme Court. 

[ think all lawyers and sensible men will recognize the state- 
ment that to all intents and purposes the passage of the act of 
March, 1863, was the same to Sibley in effect as if his property 
had been confiscated. But the Constitution says that it can only 
be confiscated for and during his own life. Therefore, during 
his life he could not sue; he died in 1886, and since then the 
claims have been pending in the name of his wife and children. 

[ will now listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. You say that to all 
purposes his rights were confiscated? 

Mr. MANSUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Now, are not the terms in the 
pardon, as one of the conditions of the pardon, that all his prop- 
erty confiscated was ever to remain confiscated? 

Mr. MANSUR. But it would not and could not have that ef- 
fect after he died. The President could not go beyond the Con- 
stitution; when Sibley died, the rights of his wife and children 
became alive. If Sibley had been an Englishman or a German, 
international law would have been the same and had the same 
weight. I will quote it to the gentleman. 

Mr. JOSEPH D.TAYLOR. Then his pardon goes for naught. 

Mr. MANSUR. Again, if Sibley had beena British subject, or 
a subject of Germany, or any other country, and had made this 
contract before the war with this country, then when war came 
it suspended his right to sue, but it would not necessarily abolish 
his claim against the Federal Government. This could only be 


and 


intent 
IMvents 


| done by a direct act of legislation so decreeing. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
me a moment? 

Mr. MANSUR. No; I can not yield now. 

So that, after peace came, there having been in the mean time 
no act of Legislature against it, he would have had his right of 
action, and could recover against the Federal Government. I 
invite the attention of the House to the case of Brown rs. The 
United States, reported in 8th Cranch, wherein Chief Justice 


Now, wili the gentleman allow 


| Marshall says: 


The universal practice of forbearing to seize and confiscate debts and 
credits; the principle universally received that the right to them revives on 
the restoration of peace, would seem to prove that war is not an absolute 
confiscation of this property, but simply confers the right of confiscation 
The proposition that a declaration of war does not in itself enact a confisca- 
tion of the property within the territory of the belligerent is believed to be 
entirely free from doubt. the power of confiscating enemy’s property is in 
the Legislature, and the Legislature has not yet declared its will to confis 
cate property which was within our territory at the declaration of war 


Vattel, in his Law of Nations, in a footuote on page 284, states 
the principle of international law as follows: 
By the general law of nations the right to debts and choses inaction is not 


| forfeited by way of reprisal or otherwise at the breaking out of the war, but 
| the remedy or right to enforce payment is suspended during the war and re 


vives again on the return of peace. 

Is not that conclusive? Will we treat the children of our 
blood, even if the ancestor was disloyal, worse than we 
der the law of nations treat the children of an alien? 

Will you treat these children, the descendants of aloyal woman, 
whose ancestor was one of those distinguished selectmen of the 
ive us our liberties you 
are so proud of—would you treat them worse than the children of 
a foreign-born woman, a British woman, a German woman, or a 
Spanish woman? Will this great Government treat her worse 
than if she were a citizen of any other nation, and because she 
has no powerful nation at her back to insist on her rights, thus 
despoil and rob her of the last remnant of her inherited rights. 

Again, this Constitution of ours, being the supreme law of the 
land, says that if during the lifetime of Mr. Sibley, either by 


own 


in- 


could 


| an act of Congress, such as passed in March, 1863, one that pro- 
| hibited him practically from suing the Government by putting 


upon him conditions that as a manof honor he could not comply 
with in making and taking the necessary test oaths which ope- 
rated the same way as confiscation, and had all the power of 
confiscation in it, and, taking into consideration also what the 
gentleman says are the conditions of the pardon granted by 
President Andrew Johnson, it would all simply amount to this: 
That President Johnson could and did put upon him these con- 
ditions for and during his lifetime only, and inasmuch as he left 
him, when he granted the pardon, so far as this property right 
was concerned, in the same condition that he was in according 
to the terms of the act of March, 1863, it seems to me that the 
most the gentlemen on the other side could claim would be the 
inability of Sibley to prosecute his action during his lifetime. 
Now, at the end of his lifetime—— 
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Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Right there I want to ask the 
gentleman aq uestion. 

Mr. MANSU R. Well, sir. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The last clause of the pardon 


srovided ‘‘ that it is issued on the condition that he shall accept 
itin writing” ptthe pardoninwriting. Now, if he accepted 
it ‘‘in writing,” is not he bound by the condition that Andrew 
Johnson imposed? 

Mr. MANSUR. 
“no;” the I 
man of honesty here 
tim: 
upon him; 
was 


ace 


No; I would say “no,” equity would say 
Jnited States Constitution would say *‘no;” and every 
would say that Sibley was governed by the 
rrounding circumstances that put these conditions 
1 every body — i say that when he accepted it he 
, and for al l practical purposes the confiscation 

mpts to put upon him by the stipulations in the 
pardon that go beyond the terms of the Federal Constitution are 
and ought to considered as null and void. 

[ have tried to answer some of the questions that are technical 
in character. It seems to me that our friends on the other side 


8 and 5u 





under duress 
atte 


the Pr lent 


esl 


be 


will not look at this claim in a spirit of fairness and equity. 
Surely, Sibley during his lifetime has been punished for all he 
did. 


Surely, now that he is dead and gone, there ought to be no 
animosities or grudges against him; surely hatred of him ought 
not to lead the other side to hunt down his wife and children as 





if they were the dam and cubs of a hill fox whom all may tor- | 
ment, villify, degrade, and insult, as Sir Walter Scott makes the 
outlaw McGregor to say. 


if then, under the law of nations; if then, under our own Con- | 
stitution, which says that confiscation shall last simply during 
lifetime, why should we not acknowledge this claim? Take the 
ither way. On the one hand, on the death of Sibley his wife 
brought her suit, or, in the other case, if she had 
of another country, then after the return of 
she could he ive brought suit, although her nation had been 
engag hostilities against the United States to the same ex- 
tent that the Confederate States, were engaged in hostilities 
against the United States, and could have recovered, as I have 
shown by Chief Justice Marshall and Vattel. 

Now, when, long after the war, the distinguished Republican 
leader at the other end of the Capitol, Senator HOAR, and the 
disting — d Southern Republican from Virginia, Senator Ma- 


case ¢ 
could have 
the nat 


been ive 


pet nee 
red 1n 











hot 1d others can say, *‘Gentlemen, we kept Sibley out of | 
this during his lifetime; we let — partner recover $117,000, but 
we never let Sibley have a dollar; now that he is dead we will | 
; - tup’on him, and, in analogy to the laws of all the States of | 
» Union, which provide that the wife shall inherit one-third 
of the husband’s real estate, and that, no matter how he seeks | 
to convey it, he shall not so convey it as to deprive her of that 
one-third interest—in analogy, I say, to those laws, we will recog- | 
nize the right of this wife to an interest in this claim of her de- 
ceased husband.” When they say that, shall we be less just or 
less generousin this House than the Senate? Senator HOAR and | 
other eminent Senators have also put this case upon this ground. | 
They said, ‘* We know that this woman was loyal, and we know | 
that her children could not have been otherwise than loyal, be- | 
caust » close of the war the girl was only about 19 years old | 
ar about 14.”’ ; . 
Ct ate took that view, and with a degree of magnanim- | 


th I comme 
hey 


, and it came 


nd to some of my Republican friends in this | 
this bill, reported it favorably, and passed | 
is House, not primarily from the House com- | 
from a Republican Senate committee and a Repub- | 


lL 
LtooK 





up 
to th 


but 


can Senate. Mr. Chairman, before moving thatthe bill be laid | 
aside to be. reported to the House with a favorable recommen- | 
dation I will yield a few minutes to the gentleman from Ver- 


mont [Mr. Pr Ww ERS). 


r. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I would be the last man on the | 


floor of this House who would remove any of the conditions that | 
have been properly gece for insuring the loyalty of citi- | 
zens of this nation from one end to the other, henceforth and for 
all times (nd, sir, would yield to no one in my readiness to 
Wipe out every vestige of the late conflict that has left any rank- 
ling the bosoms of our pec ple North and South. But here is | 
a question presented to us which, it seems to me, has no North | s 
or South init. It is asimple proposition of justice that is pre- | 
sented by thi childre n of a loyal woman, who asks at the hands 
of this nation that measure of justice which three or four pre- | 
ceding Congresses have tried tome te out to her, but, for one rea- | 
= nd another, have failed to do. 


Mr. ATKINSON. Will the 
». POWERS. Yes 
Mr. ATKINSON 


gentleman permit a question? 
, Sir. 
Does the e ntleman hold that the right of | 


this loyal woman rises higher than the right of her husband, the 
man who mad s contract and went into rebellion? 
Mr. POWERS. I will come tothat in amoment. Mr. Chair- 
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| here involved is a property right? 


| friend, I say that this pardon put back 
| before he entered the rebellion. 


| not remove from a man a disability which has be 


| preme Court in the 


|} and ability of my associate on the 
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man, I 
KINSON 
took with him every cause of action which he then had against 


uite agree with my friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. At- 
that when Mr. Sibley himself went into rebellion he 


the Government. I acknowledge that, and I was about to say, 
had I not been interrupted, that this question has reduced itself, 
in my judgment, very much to a question of equitable considera- 
tion on the part of the House. 

Now, notwithstanding that, when Mr. Sibley went into rebel- 
lion, he took with him all right of recovery against the Govern- 
ment for any existing cause of action which he then had, it was 
within the power of the Government to give him a new right of 
action; or, to speak more exactly, it was within the power of the 
Government to wipe out the disability under which he was placed 
by having gone into rebellion. Now, has the Government done 
that? Much has been said here about the pardon that was granted 
to Mr. Sibley, and my friend from Ohio [Mr. JosEPH D. Tay- 
LOR] has quoted from the minority report of the committee in 
the Fiftieth Congress, as if that established his claim, that there 
was a condition in the pardon which would forever bar this claim 
on behalf of Mr. Sibley or anybody in his right. Now, I beg 
leave respectfully to differ with my learned friend as to the con- 
struction of that pardon. Section 4 of the conditions that were 
annexed to the pardon is as follows: 

That the said H. H. Sibley shall not, by virtue this warrant, claim any prop- 
erty or the proceeds of any property that has been sold— 

How? 
by the order, 
the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, 
any order of court? 

Mr. BYNUM. Why does the gentleman insist that the right 
This is a proposition to re- 
move a limitation upon the power to bring suit. By reason of 
such a limitation this claim has been cut off. The property 
question is a different matter entirely. 

Mr. POWERS. [insist that a debt against the Government 
is property. But what I was specially discussing was the claim 
of my friend from Ohio that the condition of this pardon barred 
this claim. I insist that it has not been barred by any condition 
in the pardon. 

Now, to answer my learned friend from Indiana[Mr. BynuM], 
I beg leave to recur to the report of the committee in the Fiftieth 
Congress. That committee says that ‘‘all the conditions upon 
which the pardon was granted to Mr. Sibley have been complied 
with by the beneficiary.” Now,in the case of Armstrong vs. The 
United States, 13 Wallace, 154, the Supreme Court of the United 


judgment, or degree of a court under the confiscation laws of 


has this right of action ever been sold by 


States, the highest tribunal not only in this country but on the 
face of the earth, has decided that when a pardon has been granted 


it restores 
Now, then, in reply to my 
Mr. Sibley just as he was 


to any man it wipes out the sin he has committed; 
him to all the rights he had before. 


Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman permit a single sugges- 
| tion? The proposition here is to remove a disqualification to 
the bringing of a suit. Now, a pardon does not remove such a 


disqualification; that is a jurisdictional question. A pardon can 
n imposed upon 
him by statute to recover in a certain proceeding. Of course, a 
pardon restores all a man’s legal rights; but it does not remove 
a statutory limitation upon a right to bring suit on a claim. 
There is a great difference between the removal of a limitation 
or disqualification imposed upon a man by statute and the resto- 
ration by pardon of his legal rights. 

Mr. POWERS. I donot understand that there were any qual- 
ifications or conditions annexed to this pardon; there is not a 
word said about anything of that kind. To what does the gentle- 
man refer? 

Mr. BYNUM. I refer to the fact that this man is now debarred 
by statute from bringing suit on this claim. His disloyalty de- 
bars him from that right; the pardon granted to him did not re- 
that right. 
JONES. 


store 
What, then, becomes of the decision of the Su- 

case of Armstrong vs. The United States? 
“ge BYNUM. If me pardon re moved the dis jualification to 
+, why did not these parties sue and recover? Why are they 

see oking relief now by - special act? 

Mr. POWERS. No man hasahigher respect for the learning 
Judiciary Committee at 
BYNUM] than I have: but I beg to call his attention especially to 


the effect which the Supreme Court has given to the act referred 
| to, disqualifying a man who could not take a particular oath from 
bringing suit in the United States courts. 

As I understand the decision in 13 Wallace, it distinctly de- 
clares that if a pardon has been granted the right to sue has been 
restored as much as the right to hold property. 


TUCKER. 


Mr. That is true. 
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Mr. POWERS. If that is sound logic, then I think the ques- 
tion of my friend from Indiana isanswered by the decision I have 
cited. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there are other considerations here than 
those of mere naked legal right. I have attempted to show that 
there was no legal objection to Mr. Sibley’s maintaining suit (if 
he had lived) in a proper court of justice. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. TUCKER. Iask unanimous consent that my friend from 
Vermont be permitted to continue for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, there are other considera- 
tions, weighty with me, to entitle this claim to favorable consid- 
eration at our hands. In the first place this case comes to us 
from the Senate. The report shows that the claim has been re- 
peatedly passed by that body. On the 2d of May, 1888, this bill 
Was unanimously passed by the Senate. Whenl| remember that 
that body has for most of the time during the last twenty-five 
years been in the hands, as it is to-day, of my political friends, | 
can not hesitate to believe that this bill, if it had any demerits, 
would have been consigned to ‘‘ the tomb of the Capulets.” But, 
sir, when such loyal Republicans as Senator HOAR and his asso- 
ciates in that body have sanctioned and approved this bill upon 
both legal and equitable grounds, it seems to me that I of 
that large contingent in this House that has been frequently re- 
ferred to as the new members with untutored minds—ought not 
to hesitate. 

When I look at the record a little further I see that this bill 
passed in the Forty-ninth Congress: it passed in the Fiftieth 
Congress and in the Fifty-first Congress; and in this House, when 
it was in the hands of the Republicans, I learn from the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. BUNN] that it received the unan- 
imous support of that committee. 

Now, then, if the law, as I think it isclearly, is in favor of the 
right of this man had he been living to have maintained a suit 
in the courts, at all events to have come here as a proper claim- 
ant in behalf of his claim, and with the strong equities that th: 
case bristles with from one end to the other, I can not hesitate 
sir, to give it my feeble support. 

Mr. MANSUR. I move now, Mr. Chairman, that the bill be 
laid aside with the recommendation that it be favorably reported 
to the House. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 82, 
noes 28. . 

Mr. ATKINSON. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. MANSUR. [hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania wi 
not insist on that point. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Very well. I will withdraw the point 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I make the } 
no quorum has voted. I do not make the point that ther 
quorum present. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is not a good point in this House 

Mr. REED. Oh, let the Chair decide. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR and Mr. MANSUR were appointed 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported— 
106, noes 23. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Noquorum. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I demand a call of the roll 
under the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


one 


that 


is no 


oint of order 


ayé 


The Clerk will read clause 2 of Rul 





Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quoru 
the Chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the con t 
shall rise and the Chairman shall report the names of the absentees 
House, which shall be entered on the Journal; but if on such call a quoru 
shall appear the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting without fur 
ther order of the House 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 
The roll was called and the following members failed to answer 
to their names: 








Alderson Breckinridge, Ark Coburn 
Allen, Breckinridge, Ky. Cockran, 





Arnold, Brickner, Cogswell 

Babbitt, Broderick, Coombs, 

Bacon, Brown, Cooper, 

Bartine, Bryan, Covert, 

Belden, Buchanan, N. J Cowles, 

Belknap, Cable, Crain, Tex 

Beltzhoover Caldwell, Crawford Fithian 
Bentley, Capehart Cummings Forman 
Bergen, Cate, Dalzell Fowler, 
Bingham, Cheatham Daniell, Funston 
Bland, Chapin, Davis, Fyan, 
Boatner, Chipman Dingley Geissenhainer 
Bowers, Clancy, Dixon, Goodnight 
Brawley, Clover, Dolliver Grout, 


Hallowell 


Lane Patterson, Ter Sto 

Halvorson, Lewis Patt Ohio Stump 
| Hare Lind, Pe Sweet 
Harmet Littie > Taylor, 0 
Harte1 Livingston Post laylor, Tenn 
Heard Lodge, Pri Taylor, E.B 
Henderson,Iowa Lynch Qu ! i l V.A 
Henderson, N.C Magne A T 
Herbert Maliory Ra : y 
He. McKeighan Ri Turpin 
Hitt McK enna, Kn La. Vanu 9 
Hoar McKinney P 
Holman McMillin R ni 
Hopkins, Ill Milliken I ‘ 
Houk, Ten Mi . 
Huff Mitche i 
Johnson. I } M ores Sryrir } \ tiy 
Johnson, Ohio Norto Sta 
Kem Oates tah cel l I 
Ket O'N Mas Ss y. ¢ 
Kribbs mN Pa C. W 
Kyle O Vai = W.A 
La Pa i. 1 ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The com ev 3 

The committee accordingly rose: and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH reported thatthe Committee of the 
W bole, having found itsel with ta quorum, he had directed 
the roll to be called, when 175 members had answered to tl} ! 
names, and that he now reported the absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum bein resent, the House wi 
again resume its session in committee, and the names of the ab 
sentees will be entered on the Journal. 


The Committee of the Whole resume 


d its session 


Mr. MANSUR. I now renew my motion that the bill be laid 
aside with favorable recommendatior 

Mr. REED. That is the pending motio 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resum« r pla 

The committ avain divided: and the t = 0 a 





98, noes 19. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No quorun 

Mr. DOCKERY. lL rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The CHAIRMAN. The e& ntleman will state it 

Mr. DOCKERY. If there is no quorum found in t) House 
when the hour of 5 o’elock arrives will we not have to tak 
recess under the rule, and will it be in order to transact any pen- 
sion business to-night in committee? 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, yes, in committee. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I hardly think we w Cha i 
without a quorum. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If no quorum appears lt w b 
to do any pension busines 

Mr. REED. There is a quorum of the commit pi 

Mr. DOCKERY. Idonot know whether there is or not 

Mr. REED. Oh, : the nar Avi t been called. 

Vr. MANSUR lb ) ike a parliamer! n ! 

The CHAIRMAN | tleman will i 

Mr. MANS t | wr ¢ ) H t mn f, ia l ‘ay 
know wh } n ac m t co | be made in Committ of the 
W hols ia a si rent in the He name that 1 
\ ris ) ! i ! ‘ tanding on 1 privat 
bi aay without harm or detriment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it w | vo er a 
finished business, and that it would retain its stat without a 
arrangement 

Mr. KILGORE. I1 that the committee do now 

Mr. MANSUR. I was about to mak lat my‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not the 
man from Texas for that purpos 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know why? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from a Ir. KILGORI 
is not in charge of t l It not usual, uz t ru to 
y . a oO g of the } 

\ MANSUR I make tl ition that t tt ynow 
ai 

I} { ' ( ) 

The Co ‘ and tl} I se re med 
se ( ihe spea d the « r. Mr. HATcH 
reported tl t Or of 1 Vhole Houseon the P1 i 
Ca aa tlo indi s, and ha ! 
structes ort t tot Ho t t r)- 
dation t pa 

The Si “The ¢ I t of the bills 

Mr. K [ mo that t H do vijourn. 

Mr. BI 1 se ta a eg for t 
minutes 

Ir. M LRT ‘ M I f 4) Lp it of order 

The SPEAKEI I nan willstate his point of ord 

M MARTIN t t ider the rule at 5 o'clock t 
Hous ould take a recess until 8 o'clock. for the al Frida 
night pe! sion session, and that it is not in order to avoid that 


now by moving that the Hou 
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The SPEAKER. is in order for the House to determine | 
when it will adjourn. If the House be in session at 5 o’clock the 
Chair will declare a recess under the rules until 8 o’clock. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] moves that the House do 


now adjourn, 


LER| moves that the House takes a recess for ten minutes. 


} 


ote will first be taken on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
‘‘noes” seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. KILGORE and Mr. BUTLER) 
there were—ayes 50, noes 85. 


Accordingly, the House refused to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of 
gentleman from lowa [Mr. BUTLER] that the House take a 


xz 
. fry ads 
recess ior ten minutes 


vne 


Mr.REILLY. Imove toamend that by moving that the House | 
take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening. 

Mr. BUTLER. I accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania accepts 


the amendment 


The motion is that 
recess until 8 o'clock this evening. 


the House do now take a 
The Chair will ask the gen- 


Pending that the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. Bur- | 
The | 


| Chair will endeavor to enforce the rules of the House. 
| on the Democratic side. ]} 


tleman if it is understood that the business to-night is to be con- | 


fined to that which is in order under the rule as to Friday even- 
ing sessions? 
Mr. REILLY. 
The SPEAKER. 


. . 
stood that the 


[ will ask unanimous consent that that be so. 
If there be no objection, it will be under- 
recess proposed to be taken now until 8 o’clock to- 
night is with a view to the consideration of business in order 
inder the rules of the House for the Friday evening session. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Would not thesame object be accomplished if we continue in ses- 
sion until 5 o'clock? Would not the recess then be declared by 
the Chair. F 

Mr. REILLY. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. If the House is in session at 5 o'clock 
Chair will declare it in recess under the rule. The question 


the 





MARCH 4, 


Mr. BURROWS. 
ordering of tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] 
makes the point of no quorum on the motion to take a recess. 
The Chair will have to appoint tellers. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman does not make the point of no 
quorum. He makes the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House and the pres- 
ent administration of the House gentlemen are not considered 
present unless they vote. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. That shows, Mr. Speaker, that there has been a 
new system adopted since the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER. That shows that the present occupant of the 
[ Applause 


We had proceeded to other business, the 


Mr. REED. Nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, the observation I 
made is entirely correct, namely, that the point which the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] made was that no quorum 
has voted, while the Chair announced that the point he made 
was ‘no quorum.” 

The SPEAKER. No quorum—— 

Mr.REED. Yes, and my observation, notwithstanding the re- 
tort of the Chair, was entirely correct. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps it is, but itis entirely out of order. 

Mr. REED. It was entirely correct,and therefore the Chair 
had no right to make such a remark—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may be correct, when at the 
same time he is out of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. REED. I was entirely in order when I called the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the fact. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. REED. Entirely in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinksthe gentleman is entirely 
out of order. There was no occasion for any such reply. The 


| point was not made by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], 


now | 


s on the motion of the gentleman, that the House take a recess | 


intli & OcLOCK. 


PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 
\I 


‘ir. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. I ask that the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania be withheld for a moment. 
Mr. REILLY. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 


tive document printed. I ask that it be printed and referred to 





the Committee on Appropriations. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state what the docu- 
ment is? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Certain correspondence 
with the Treasury Department in regard to permanent appro- 
priations, relating to a bill that is now before the committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection this document will 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Chere was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion to take 
a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw that 
motion, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to withdraw it. 


i lon the Calendar. 

[ renew the motion to take a recess. 

The gentleman from Michigan |[Mr. CHIP- 
motion that the House take a recess until 8 


The Clerk will report the first bil 
Mr. CHIPMAN, 
The SPEAKER. 

MAN] renews the 

k thi it 

r.* 


oO CLOK 


uf 
v1 


sevel 


HIPMAN withdrew the motion. 


but by somebody else—the point of no quorum. The Chair en- 
tertained the point; whereupon the gentleman from Maine made. 
the suggestion he has made. 

Mr. REED. I said to the Chair that the gentleman made the 
point that no quorum had voted, and that the Chair stated it to 
be the point of ** no quorum,” which is a different proposition; and 
[ had the right to call the attention of the Chair to that, and tha 


I wish to cet an execu- | Chair had no right to make such a retort, even if he was sup. 
s £ 3 é *xeCCUe | 


ported by the disorderly applause on his side, which he per- 
mitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there is no dis- 
tinction, under the present rules of the House, between the point 
of ‘no quorum ” and *‘no quorum voting.” There is a distinc- 
tion between those two points and the suggestion of ‘‘no quorum 
present,” as made under the rules at the last session. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to say that the Chair is abundantly sus- 
tained by authority in making retorts to gentlemen on the floor 

The SPEAKER. TheChair does not feel bound to follow such 


| authority. 


Mr. REILLY. Regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to take a 
recess until 8 o’clock,on which no quorum has voted; and the 
gentleman from Tennessee makes the point of no quorum. 

Mr. ENLOE. If the Chair will indulge me, I wanted to dem- 
onstrate to the House [cries of ‘* Regular order!” on the Repub- 
lican side] that at 5 o’clock we can take a recess, and that having 
been demonstrated, I should make no other motion. But I have 
a right to withdraw the demand for tellers: and I do so, notwith- 
standing the disorder on the other side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the point of no 
quorum; and on this question the yeas are 85, noes 34. There- 
fore the House takes a recess until8 o'clock; the evening session 
to be confined to business transacted under the rules, and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. O’NEIL] will preside at the 
evening session. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the Hous 
declared in recess. 


was 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 


o'clock p. m. by Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. 


Mr. KILGORE. Then I will renew the motion, that we take | 
Lirec $ it 8 o'clock. 

Mi NLOE. If you do, you ought to be as polite as the oth- 
ers and withdraw 

Mr. KILGORE. move that the House take a recess until 
8 o'clock to-night | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves that the | 
House take a recess until 8 o’clock to-night, the evening session | 

be devoted to the business prescribed by the rules. 

Che question being taken, the Speaker announced that the | 

ives Se <i to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. ENLOE) there were—ayes 85, 

cs ' 

Mi O demand tellers on that. 

I re rr Se’ | 

Mr. EF) {) make the point that ho quorum has voted on 
this motion to take a recess. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is too late. 

Mr. ENLOE No, it is not too late. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MARTIN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider bills on the Private Calendar. 
The question was taken. 
Mr. KILGORE. I believe I would like to have a count of the 


House by a division. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mark? 


What is the gentleman's re- 








1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Mr. KILGORE. I demanded a division on the question. 

The House divided; and the Speaker pro tempore announced | 
that the ayes were 42, the noes 2. 

Mr. KILGORE. What was the count? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The ayes are 42, the noes 2. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. 
DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole, 
under Rule XXVI, clause 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. Every Friday, unless otherwise ordered by the House, there shall be a 
session of the House, to begin at 8o’clock p. m., and to terminate at half past 
100’clock p. m., to consider and dispose of bills to remove political disabilities 


of individuais and private bills reported by the Committee on Pensions and 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill 
under consideration, which is the unfinished business. 

Mr.RICHARDSON. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the House | 
is not in Committee of the Whole under the rule which has just | 
been read; but is in committee under the special rule which was 
adopted during the week. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not giving attention to the 
reading of the rule; but supposed the Clerk read the amended 
rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The rule adopted during the past week 
is different in its language to the rule which has just been re- 
ported. 

Mr. REILLY. I have it here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amended rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 8 | 
o'clock, which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of pri- 
vate bills reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills 
removing charges of desertion only; said evening session not to extend be- | 
yond 10 o’clock and 30 minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill 
under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.723) granting a pension to Sarah L. Henderson. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time the committee rose at its last 
session, it was dividing on a motion to lay aside this bill with a 
favorable recommendation. The question is, Shall this bill be 
laid aside with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it proposed to lay the bill aside with a 
favorable recommendation without reading the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is a bill that has been considered. 

Mr. KILGORE. At the time we broke up? 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time the committee rose on last 
Friday evening. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Regular order. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the attitude of that bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The House was dividing on a motion to 
lay aside the bill with a favorable recommendation. On that 
question no quorum voted, the committee rose, and the House 
adjourned. 

Ir. KILGORE. That has been so long ago and we have had 
so much confusion since, that I apprehend the House does not 
know whatisinthebillorreport. The bill might be read anyhow. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the Clerk will | 
again report the bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of #20 per 
month, the name of Sarah L. Henderson, a hospital nurse during the civil 
war. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, is this bill debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. REILLY. I understand that it is not. 

Mr.CHIPMAN. Has the report been read? 

The CHAIRMAN. The report was read at a former session 
of the committee. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, the bill had been considered, 
and debate, as I understood, had closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no order closing debate. 

Mr. REILLY. There was a motion to report the bill with a 
favorable recommendation, so that I think it is not open for de- 
bate now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is open for debate, if it is desired. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to address some gen- 
eral observations to the Chair, perhaps not so much upon this 
particular bill, but they will be germane to the general subject 
of pensions, and may therefore be considered germane to this 
special case. 

As I apprehend it, we have two difficulties to meet here in re- 
gard to the consideration of pension legislation, these special | 
cases which are reported from time totime by the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. In the first place I wish to say that no claims 
of any kind which are submitted for consideration to any com- 


i ° . ° ° 
mittee of the House are investigated with greater care than this 


classof claims. Any gentleman who tries it, any gentleman who 
goes to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and desires to have 
a favorable report upon a pension claim, will find that he is beset 
with difficulties, and that he has to make a very clear case before 


| he can secure such a report. 


There is another difficulty which ouzht to be put on recor 
S I rd. 


It is not new to this House or to this Concress, for I am sorry to 


say it has become chronic, so to speak, in our Congressional his- 
tory of some years back. That difficulty is that members of both 
political parties who ought to be here on Friday nights attend- 


| ing totheir duties, seeing to the passage of the claims with which 


their constituents have intrusted them, absent themselves from 
the House, and thus render it possible for any gentleman who 
chooses to raise the question of a quorum upon any particular 
case. That, Mr. Chairman, is a very serious difficulty, and the 
men who come here to attend to their business, who are faithful 
to the trust reposed in them by the people at home, owe it to 
themselves, owe it to the people at home, that it should be un- 
derstood and known why it is that there isso much delay and ob- 
struction in the passage of these claims. 

[ repeat that it ought to be known throughout the country 
who it is that obstructs these claims by not being here, and who 
it is that obstructs them by being here, and, in a word, why it is 
that these claims do not receive proper consideration and dis- 
patch. The idea which is so sedulously cultivated throughout 
the country that there is a great expense attending the passage of 
bills in these pension meetings of ours is, in my judgment, an en- 
tire mistake. Whatever there is wrong, whatever there is ex- 
travagant, whatever there is that should be corrected in our 
pension system is done not here butdown yonder in the big build- 
ing where our special committee is now in session. We make 
few mistakes here and exercise no favoritism. The cases with 
which we deal are a necessity. They grow outof the pension law 


| exactly as equity grows out of any system of legal procedure. 


There is no court of equity to which a pension applicant may 
go when rejected by the Pension Bureau. There is no tribunal 
for the correction of any errors made there save this House; and 
for anyone to assume that, with the millions of men who are de- 
pendent in this way upon the Government any cast-iron rule can 
be adopted which will meet all cases, and that it is either just, 


| generous, or, I will say, patriotic, to hold that that general rule 
| shall never be departed from under any circumstances, is, to sa 


the least, to be very unreasonable. It is an impossibility. The 
wisdom of men cannotdevisesucharule. I[repeat, we hold here 
towards the general rule exactly the same relation which a court 
of chancery holds towards the law We are here to correct that 
‘‘wherein the law, by reason of its universality, is deficient.” 
Now, we all know that on technical grounds hundreds of de- 
serving men are refused pensions at the Pension Office; rightly 
enough, perhaps, but the grounds are technical. The cases are 


| meritorious. There may be a lack of the precise legal proof that 


is required, there may be a lack of some little circumstance; but 
is it the design, is it the wish of this people that a deserving man 
shall be excluded upon such grounds as that? Is it the wish of 
your constituents, you gentlemen who come from the country 
where the old soldiers live, is it the wish of your constituents 
that you should pass such a judgmentas that? You know better. 


The heartof this country is warm towards theold soldiers. There 
is no political organization which does not warm towards them, 


which does not feel gratitude to them and desire to show it. 

Why, sir, the other day that great convention held in St. Louis, 
representing men from the North and from the East and from the 
West and from the South, with one voice, in their platform, as- 
serted their determination to deal with the utmost generosity 
with the old soldiers. Why, then. should we come here night 
after night and go through this farce in the name of economy? 
As well, I had almost said, might we claim that we do it in the 
name of the devil himgelf. Yet we come here night after night 
and go through this farce of marching up the hill and then march- 
ing down again. Why slrould that be done with these claims of 
all other claims against the Government? 

These claims, which should be considered with the utmost re- 
spect, with the utmost care, and, I will add, sir, with the utmost 
tenderness, why should they be treated in this way? Gentle- 
men who oppose these claims will sit here day after day and see 
other measures passed without a quorum and never raise their 
voices in opposition or objection. Why is it? What will be said 
outside this House? What scrutiny will be placed upon our con- 
duct? Whatimputations will be cast upon us men from the North, 


| the Northwest, and other sections of the country when we go 


home after such performance as this which we are having here 
now? How will the absent account for their absence? Mr. Chair- 
man, I will only add that any man of any party or from any sec- 
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tion who puts himself in opposition to the consideration of these 
claims is making a mistake—a mistake for himself, a mistake for 
his party, a mistake which will bear bitter fruit sooner or later, 
and which will evince itself by disaster. 

I do not desire to get warm on this subject; but I feel deeply 
upon it. Itisa matter upon which we gentlemen of the Northern 
States feel deeply. We feel just as deeply on this subject as do 
our friends from the South upon the force bill; and when they 
touch us here, in the scant justice, in the almost parsimonious 
allowance we make to the soldier in these Friday night meetings, 
they are touching usin avery sensitive spot. As arule, the Con- 
federates and others from the South are just and fair in these 
matters, and do their entire duty. I know that but a handful of 
men may do great harm. 

Now, sir, I hope reason will prevail here. I hope that those 
who feel as I do about this matter will make their presence felt 
after to-night. I hope those who are making, in my judgment, 
an injudicious, an impolitic, and, what is still worse, an unjust 
discrimination and opposition against these claims will bethink 
themselves, and right here and now begin to pursue what, in my 
judgment, is the right course. [Applause.] 

Mr. DUNGAN. [ would like to ask the gentleman a question 
before he takes his seat. I must have missed something here 
this evening, and I wish to ask the gentleman who has made the 
point of no quorum to prevent action to-night? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The question has been made in the past. 

Mr. DUNGAN. But not to-night. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I did not say it had been, sir. 

Mr. DUNGAN. I understood the gentleman to be discussing 
the question as though that point had been made to-night. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Perhaps I am in fault in not having spoken 
coherently enough and plainly enough; perhaps the gentleman 
is in fault that he did not understand me; I do not know which. 
[Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not know exactly what 
prompted the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] to make 
the speech to which we have just listened, unless it was his pur- 
pose to reprove the members of this House who are absent 
and thereby preventing the transaction of business in a legal 
way. If his speech was intended for our absent brethren, I 
heartily concur in every wordhesaid. If it was intended for any 
one who is present or who was present a week ago doing his duty 
helping to ‘‘swell the chorus” here so as to reach a quorum, if 
it could be done, and to facilitate business, then I must enter a 
disclaimer as to myself; the arraignment does not apply to me. 
To require, Mr. Chairman, that legislation shall be conducted by 
this House in accord with the rules of the House, and with the 
Constitution under which they are made, and with the obligation 
which we assume—if that is obstruction, thon I might plead 
guilty. 

I have never, in this session of Congress or in any Congress, 
assailed the Union soldiers. I engaged in that business some 
twenty-five or thirty years ago with a musket in my hands. It 
did not ‘‘ pan out” well then; it was unprofitable; and I have not 
been engaged in itsince. I have noprejudice against the Union 
‘soldiers; on the contrary, if there is any class of men on the face 
of the earth for whom I have ahigh regard, itis the Federal sol- 
dier who carried the knapsack and the musket, and who bravely 
did his duty everywhere. 

Mr.SNOW. Will the 

Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. SNOW. 
tion of business at these evening sessions, has it been your sole 
purpose to secure the attendance of a majority here to transact 
business, or did you have an ulterior purpose? 

Mr. KILGORE. The object I have had in view has been to 
compel the presence of a quorum to transact business at these 
night sessions, or to compel the fixing of some day for the consid- 
eration of these bills when they can be acted on by a quorum, or 
to compel the Congress of the United States to enact a general 
law to include justsuch cases as that which has been presented 
here to-night. 

Mr. RAINES. 


gentleman yield for a question? 
With pleasure. 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; with pleasure. 

Mr. RAINES. Ido not wish to ~— my question understood 
in any personal sense, butI would like to ask the gentleman how 
often during the sessions of the House he has raised the pointof 
**no quorum” upon the passage of bills when there was no quorum 
present? 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose about five hundred or a thousand 
times [laughter] since I have been a member of Congress. 

Mr. RAINES. I hope that will go on record. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; it is in the record that way. 

Mr. BUSEY. If the object of the gentleman in insisting upon 
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a quorum has been that business should be done in a legal way, 


why did he allow those bills to pass this afternoon without a 
quorum? 


Mr. KILGORE. 
to-day—not one. 

Mr. BUSEY. They were passed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. They were passed in Committee of the 
Whole; but we proposed to block them in the House, and we 
did it. 


Mr. PICKLER. 
here? 

Mr. KILGORE. I will if you will not make a speech; you al- 
ways want to make a speech. 

Mr. PICKLER. I never do that; there is no chance for any- 
body to do that when the gentleman from Texas has the floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is your question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Did not the gentleman to-day raise the point 
of *‘ no quorum” in the Committee of the Whole, and then, when 
there were between ninety and one hundred voting, lacking over 
sixty of a quorum, did he not withdraw the point of ‘* no quorum,” 
and allow business to proceed? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. And is the gentleman willing to do the same 
thing now in the interest of the crippled soldiers? 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, let me answer your question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Please answer the first part. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, just let me get along a little with the 
answers, and then you can ask all youwant. I did withdraw the 
point of no quorum, but there was a quorum in the Hall at the 
time. 

Mr. PICKLER. How do you know that? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I know enough to know that there was 
a quorum present, and I withdrew the point, but with the regis- 
tered purpose that when it came into the House later in the day 
that there must be a quorum to pass the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, I hope you have a registered purpose 
to-night not to interfere with the passage of these bills. 

Mr. KILGORE. AndIcarried out that purpose. Now, Ihave 
never assailed the system of pensioning the soldiers in this coun- 
try. It would be fruitless to do so and I would not be inclined to 
undertake it if I could accomplish anything because of the fixed 
policy of this Government. [have no complaint to make of that 
policy. I have assailed the abuses of the system fairly and openly. 
{ have never gone further than that, and I have no apologies to 
make forit. lam not assailing the system to-night. I am as- 
sailing the methods of the House, the propriety of the procedure 
adopted here, when it undertakes to legislate contrary to the 
rules and against the obligations which are upon us. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not the keeper of other people’s consciences. 
My own conscience may have become more flexible heretofore on 
this subject. But Lhave reformed. [Laughter.] 

Let me say for the Committee on Invalid Pensions that, in 
my judgment, they have been remarkably conservative in this 
Congress. They have been painstaking and faithful and thorough 


There was nota single bill passed this House 


Will the gentleman allow me a question right 


| in their work; they have given, as [ understand it, a full investiga- 


tion to all the cases that have been brought before them. Two 
or three have been considered, the merits of which I know nothing 
whatever. I do not know anything of the merits of the case that 
has been reached to-night and am not seeking to make any arg::- 
ment against it. It is not the merits or the demeritsof any case 
before the House that is moving me. It is the business method 
that the House chooses to pursue and which would not be tolerated 
in any other business body under the sun. 

The committee has been more conservative, I repeat, than ever 
before since I have had any knowledge of pensions. But there 
is one thing that committee ought to dothat it hasnotdone. It 
ought, if it rejects acase, to make an adverse report. They never 
do that, and the consequence is that claims, hundreds of them, 
perhaps thousands, which were rejected in a preceding Congress, 
will come over and are reintroduced here, with possibly a little 
additional testimony produced, after the method of securing tes- 
timony in such cases, and a favorable report secured, perhaps, by 
reason of the additional testimony or a more lenient committee. 

I have seen one adverse report during my experience in Con- 
gress, and they brought that case into this House on the adverse 
report and actually passed it through the House in opposition to 
the report of the committee. The member having it in charge, 
Mr. Rowell of Illinois, appealed to the House, making a strong 
argument that the committee was mistaken in framing the re- 
port, and the House reversed the action. 

A MEMBER. You mean Mr. Rowell? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, Mr. Rowell. Now, the Committee on 
Rules of this House ought to fix a day, or some part of some par- 
ticular day,in the week for the consideration of this class of 
measures. It certainly deserves a great deal more consideration 
than the private claims which have been considered to-day. I 
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o that far, and am willing to go further, and it would be better 
orthe country and more in the line of right and propriety to give 
Fridaysfo~ the consideration of private pension bills than for the 
consideration of such private claims as have been before us. 
There is more meritin them. The committee ought to do that, 
and Congress ought to provide, besides, a general law. Why, 
there are a number of bills introduced here in Congress to in- 
crease the pensions of Mexican war veterans. Some of them are 
onthe Calendar. A number are introduced to reduce the minimum 
time. The law provides that a veteran of the Mexican war can 
receive but $8 per month and must be 62 years of age, or must be 
dependent, and dependent upon some one who is under obliga- 
tions to support him before he can secure a pension. 

There is a great deal of complaint about the law in the coun- 
try. It is insisted that they ought to have $12a month. Some 
fifty years or more have elapsed since that war, and the relief 
ought to be provided, if it is to be afforded at all, by a general 
law. A few pension bills have been introduced for the soldiers of 


| from me. 


the war of 1812, the Black Hawk war, and for the Indian wars of | 


1836. 
cases, if meritorious. 
My purpose in making the contest before the committee to- 


Now, there ought to be a general law to cover all these | 


night is to either secure the presence of a quorum at these night | 
sessions, to secure some day in the week for the consideration of 


such matters, or to secure the interest of Congress in behalf of 
seme general legislation in all such cases, so as to take them off 
of the Calendars and get them out of Congress altogether. 

On last Friday night I read the provision of the Constitution 
which requires that a majority of the House shall constitute a 
quorum to do business, and a quorum is 167 members. I read the 
rule under which the Committee of the Whole is organized, which 
says that when it finds itself without a quorum the roll shall be 
called, and if no quorum is present, it shall rise, and so forth. 
I read the oath which each member of this House took, and I 
will read it again, just to fill up my speech: 


I, A B, do solemnly swear that I will support and defend the Constitution | 


of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that I will 
bear true faith and allegiance to the same; that I take this obligation freely, 
without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion; and that I will well 
and faithfully discharge the duties of the office on which I am about to enter, 
so help me God, 


Mr. COGSWELL. 
Congress? 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, I read it very frequently; and it would 
have been better if I had read it more frequently. It would be 
a great deal better if my friend wouldindulge in thesame profit- 
able pastime. He never reads it; it isasmuchastranger to him 
as his prayer book. [Laughter]. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I would like to ask the gentleman how he 
reconciles that oath with leaving his seat repeatedly, in order to 
break a quofum, as he did in my presence in the last Congress? 
I refer the gentleman to his prayer book. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It was proper to break a quorum 
when outrageous and unconstitutional legislation was being en- 
acted. 

Mr. KILGORE. There is no power in the Constitution to co- 
erce the humblest citizen in the land any more than there is to 
coerce amember of Congress. As the representative of the peo- 

le he is the sole ee of the manner in which he will perform 
1is duty, answerable only to his conscience and his constituents. 

Mr. MEREDITH. 
a quorum when they were passing unconstitutional laws. 

Mr. KILGORE. And when the despotic majority, led by my 
friend [Mr. REED], the late Czar of this House, undertook to co- 
erce people, undertook to make them perform their alleged duty 


Did you read that very often in the last 


ainst their judgment and their will, I conceived that I had the | 
right to leave my seat if I chose todoso; and they had the right | 


It was the duty of every good man to break 


to bring me back to my seat if they had the power and the au- | 


thority to doit. It was simply a contest of force, with one man 
against a hundred sometimes. 


Now, having read that oath, and having read the rule, having | 


read the Constitution, and having called public attention a week 
ago to these things and tothe condition of affairs here at the 
night sessions, still we find a great majority of the members of 
this body derelict. We find 42 men, on a count, here ready to 
transact business,when the rule says there sitall be 167 before we 
can proceed. We find only 8 or 10 of our Republican friends in 
their seats, out of 80 or 90now present. Isee a good many Demo- 
crats here who are ready to discharge their duty, as my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] would say, to the old soldiers. 

I see Democrats from the far South and the Southwest, Demo- 
crats who fought on the losing side. And yet our Republican 


friends, who are ae ready in a loud voice to proclaim their | 


devotion to the old soldiers who fought in the late war, are de- 

liberately, willfully absenting themselves from this House, I sup- 

pose for the purpose of defeating pension legislation. [Laughter.] 
Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 


1755 


Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Have youever known the point of no quorum 
raised by a Republican against the old soldiers? 

Mr. KILGORE. I have not been k ing the record of that 
side. 

Mr. OWENS. I have. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


Cheadle] raised the question many times last winter. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cheadle] 
only raised it against bills proposing to give large pensions to 
officers and their relatives, and never against privates. 

Mr. OWENS. You ask if any one on the Republican side had 
done so, and now you back out. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, they have wrested the floor 
{[Laughter.] If the Republicans were here now, we 
would have a quorum, as is suggested by afriend who sits near 
me; and I insist, Mr. Chairman, that we should pursue the busi- 
ness of the House to-night in a business-like way. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iask a vote now, on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wil ask adivision. 

The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded. As many asare 
in favor of the motion will signify it by rising in their places and 
remaining until they can be counted. 

The affirmative vote was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. As many as are opposed wiil rise. 

Mr. KILGORE, [am willing to be counted to make a quorum. 
I am not particularly anxious to vote against this motion, but I 
am always glad to vote to make a quorum. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 72 and there 
is 1 negative vote. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will have to make the point, Mr. Chairman, 
that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman makes the point that no 
quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole has gone far enough to demonstrate the fact 
that there is not a quorum present; and in that event there must 
be a roll call without the necessity of having tellers. 

Mr. RAINES. I ask that the roll be called in accordance with 
the rule. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have a roll call. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do I understand that the question before the 
House, and the one against which the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. KILGORE] has raised the point of no quorum, is a bill to 
pension an army nurse? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I ask for information, as I would like 
to know on what we are voting. 

Mr. OWENS. We are not voting at all. 
roll.’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to an- 
swer to their names: 


{Cries of ‘** Call the 


Bullock, 


Cummings, 


Grout, 


Abbott, Bunn, Cutting, Halvorson 
Alderson, Bunting, Dalzell, Hamilton 

| Alexande1 Burrows, Daniell, Hare, 
Allen, Bushnell, Davis, Harmer, 
Andrew, Cable, Dingley Harter, 
Atkinson Cadmus, Dixon, Hatch, 
Babbitt, Caldwell, Doan, Haugen, 
Bacon, Campbell, Dolliver Hayes, lowa 
Bankhead, Capehart Donovan Haynes, Ohio 
Bartine, Castle, Dunphy, Heard 

| Barwig, Catchings, Durborow Hemphill, 
Belden, Cate, Edmunds Henderson, Iowa 
Belknap, Causey, Elliott, Henderson, N.C 
Beltzhoover, Cheatham, Ellis, Henderson, Ill 
Bergen, Chapin, English, Herbert, 
Bingham, Clancy, Enloe, Hermann 
Blanchard Clark, Wyo Enochs Hitt, 
Bland, Clarke, Ala Epes, Hoar 
Blount, Cobb, Ala Fellows Holman, 
Boatner, Cobb, Mo Fitch, Hooker, Miss 
Boutelle, Coburn, Fithiarf Hopkins, Pa 
Branch, Cockran, Flick, Hopkins, fl 
Brawley, Compton, Forman Houk, Ohio 
Breckinridge, Ark. Coombs, Forney, Houk, Tenn 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cooper, Fowler Huff, 
Brickner. Covert, Funston Johnson, Ind 

| Brosius, Cowles, Fyan Johnson, Ohio 
Brown, Cox, N. Y Geary, Johnstone, S.C 
Brunner, Crain, Tex Geissenhainet Jones 
Buchanan, N. J Crawford, Greenleaf Kem 
Buchanan, Va Culberson, Griswold Kendall 


Ketcham, 


i 
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Kyle Moore Rockwell Tillman, 
Lagan Morse, Rusk, Townsend 
slit Moses, Russell, Tracey, 
Lanhan Mutchler, Sanford Tucker, 
Laphan Oates, Sayers Turpin, 
Lawson, Va O'Donnell, Scott Wadsworth, 
Lawson, Ga O’Ferrall, Seull, Walker, 
Lester, Va O'Neill, Pa Shell, Warner, 
Lester, Ga O'Neill, Mo Snodgrass, Warwick, 
Lewis Outhwaite, Sperry, Washington, 
Lind Page, Md Springer Watson, 
Little, Patterson, Tenn. Stackhouse, Wever, 


Livingston Pattison, Ohio Stahlnecker Wheeler, Ala 


Lockwood Patton, Stephenson, Whiting, 
Lodge, Payne, Stevens, Wike, 

Lynch Peel, Stewart, Tex Wilcox, 
Magner Perkins Stockdale, Williams, Mass 
Mansur Pierce, Stone, W. A Williams, N. C. 
McAleer Post, Stone, Ky Williams, Il 
McCreary, Powers, Storer, Wilson, Ky 
McDonald Price, Stout, Wilson, Wash 
McKinney, Quackenbush Stump, Winn, 
McMillin Randal! Sweet, Wise, 

Meyer tay, Tarsney, Wolverton, 
Miller, Rayner, Taylor, Il. Wright, 
Milliken, Reed, Taylor, Tenn Youmans 

Mills Reyburn, Taylor, E. B 

Mitche Rife Taylor, J. D 


Montgomery Robertson, La Taylor, Va 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has caused the roll to be called 
inder clause 2 of Rule XXII, and only 90 members have responded 
to their names. Under the rule the committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. O’NEIL of Massa- 
chusetts having resumed the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

Mr. DOCKERY said: Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the 


the committee I caused the roll to be called, and only 90 gentle- 
men responded to their names. I caused the names of the ab- 
sentees to be noted, and now report them to the House. 

Mr.OWENS. I move a call of the House, and that the absen- 
tees be sent for. 

The question was put. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before that question is put to the House I 
have a privileged motion to make. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. RAINES. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RAINES. 
rose to make the motion to adjourn. 
Chair, and the House was dividing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion of 
the gentleman from Texas entirely in order. 

Mr. RAINES. When the House was dividing? 

The question was taken, and the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio for a call of the House. 

The affirmative vote was taken. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I know that the House is taking 
a vote on a motion; but I rise to ask unanimous consent to make 
a few remarks before the motion is finally put. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that he may be allowed to make a few 
remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. Will a similar opportunity be accorded on 


It had been stated by the 


the other side? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Indiana? 


Mr. DOCKERY. Lhope there will be no objection. The gen- 
tleman is chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 
Mr.MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, itis with a great deal of reluc- 
tance that I undertake to ask the attention of the House this 
for a few minutes, and yet I feel, although I had to ob- 
tain unanimous consent to do so, it is proper that I should call 
attention to the situation of affairs for just a few minutes. We 
are meeting in these Friday evening sessions, under clause 3 of 
Rule XX VI, to consider certain bills reported, not only from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, but also from the Committee 
id other bills, too, from the Judiciary Committee 
removal of political disabilities, and still other bills from 


evening 


on Pensions, a! 
for the ] 
the Committee on Military Affairs in regard to the correction 
of military records of soldiers. 

Now, in what I shall say I shall not undertake to arrogate any- 
thing whatever to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; yet I do 


want to say a few things in regard to our labors. That is a com- 
mittee composed of fifteen members of this House, chosen from | 
thirteen different States of the Union, representing, I may say, 


all sections of this country. 
more than thirtec 
bers from 


They have already had before them 
n hundred and forty bills, introduced by mem- 
every State in this Union. In addition to that, Mr. 
Speaker, we have before us now nearly one hundred bills of a gen- 
era! “baracter. The vumber of bills forthe purpose of granting 
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private pensions that have been reported back by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions is not at all large, and yet our labor can not be 
measured by the small number of bills which we have placed be- 
fore this House for its action. The committee meet for the con- 
sideration of bills twice every week. Each Tuesday morning, 
beginning at 10 o'clock, for two hours we consider general bill. 
On each Friday morning, beginning at 10 o’clock, for two hours 
we consider private pension bills. While it is true many a bill 
is examined which is not reported favorably, it is also a fact that 
too much of our time is taken up in this sort of work to be able 
to make an adverse report on every bill which we decide against 
in committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that it is the purpose of that committee, 
and I assume nothing in their favor in stating so, that they want 
to do that which is right. I know it is the purpose of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to scrutinize every bill that comes 
before it; because, in the first place, having been introduced by 
a member of Congress, each bill is entitled to be considered on 
its merits. In addition to that, there is still the further consid- 
eration that any bill granting a pension, whether it bea general 
or private bill, from its very nature and character demands at 


| our hands careful investigation, and in this I know every mem- 


A motion was pending when the gentleman | 


ber of the committee coincides with me. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have taken one new de- 
parture at least, which is this: Within the next sixty days there 
will not be a bill before that committee for the granting of a pri- 
vate pension but what, when the member who ieieohnsal it 


| Steps into the committee room and inquires aboutit, the history 
Whole having found itself without a quorum, as chairman of | 


of that case, as it is shown by the records of the Pension Office, 
will be laid before him, so that, by virtue of the labors of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and of its clerks and of clerks in 
the Pension Office, he will be able to see whether it is worth 
while to press the bill further. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having said this much, I feel that I have 
aright, without arrogating anything to myself, to thank the 
members of this House who are present here this evening for the 
encouragement which their presence gives to us. 

I feel, too, speaking on behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, that we have a right in this public manner, through the 
RECORD, and with no tinge of criticism or sarcasm, to invite the 
presence of those who are not here this evening on next Friday 
night. When the Committee on Invalid Pensions give such 
laborious and careful consideration to these measures, I appeal 
to members of this House to say whether it is not their duty to 
come here on Friday evenings and see that our hours and days 
and weeks of labor shall not be thrown away merely because of 


| the fact that at these pension sessions less than 167 members 


answer to the roll call. 
Let me say one thing further. Ido not mean to criticise the 
action of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], but I do 


| mean to speak of this one fact, that the special bill now pending 


and which this House has now twice failed to pass, is a bill to 
pension an army nurse who gave more than a year of her life in 
the hospitals in the war of 1861, nursing the wounded soldiers 
who were brought in there and nursing them regardless of what 
flag they fought under or what color they wore; an old woman 
71 years of age, who served in the hospitals until she lost her 
health and who to-day, in her poverty, through a member of this 
House is asking the relief which it seems to me we ought to have 


| given to her long ago. 


It ought not to be in the power of anyone to say that merely 
because 167 members of this House do not attend these pension 
meetings, this bill, which is a just bill, a righteous bill, one that 
appeals to the feelings of every true American’s heart, aye, and 
appeals to him even under the obligation of his official oath as 
a member of this House, has failed to pass. In my judgment, 
sir, we ought to have passed it some time ago and gone on to 
other bills upon the Calendar. [Applause.] 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman to say 
that this applicant for a pension had been an army nurse, and 
that she had nursed the sick and wounded in the hospitals re- 
ardless of what side they belonged to? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Now, is it not a fact that in the body 
assembled here this evening there are more ex-rebel soldiers 
present and ready to vote for this pension, and other pensions, 
than there are Republicans? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; no sir; every Republican is always 
ready to vote for that kind of a bill. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Then why do they not come here and 
do it? Where are they? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. I moved acall of the House the other night 
at a pension session here and you voted it down. 


or 
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Mr. COX of Tennessee. I have never voted it down or voted 
against it since I have been here. 
Mr. PICKLER. Well, your side did. 
Mr. COX of Tennessee. Well, we will get the facts into the 
2ECORD on you, anyhow. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat [Mr. Cox of Tennessee] and to every other mem- 
ver present, I think it is needless for me to say, certainly it is 


needless to say it to those who know me, that in what I| have | 


said I have had no intention or desire to criticise the right of 


take. I have merely spoken for myself and stated what it seems 
to me it would have been better to have done. Nothing that | 
have said this evening has been said for the purpose of criticis- 
ing members, who of course have a right to take care of them- 
selves according to their notion and to be answerable to their 
own constituents. I have spoken on behalf of the Committee on 
(nvalid Pensions, in obedience to my own sense of duty to them, 
to those who are asking for pensions, and to the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana a question. 

Mr. MARTIN. Very well. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does the gentleman recollect how long agsé 
Congress began pensioning nurses by special act ? 

. Mr. MARTIN. Ido not know. 

Mr. KILGORE. They have been at it for twelve or fifteen 
years, have they not? Is not that about your idea? 

Mr. MARTIN. Possibly that is correct. 

Mr. KILGORE. They have been at it ever since I have been 
here. 

Mr. MARTIN. Possibly. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well,during that time they have passed half a 
dozen general pension laws for the benefit of the soldiers, have 
they not? 

Mr. MARTIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, could not Congress pass a general law 
applyingyto these army nurses, and would not that be the better 
way to provide for these cases? 

Mr. MARTIN. Replying to the very proper question which 
the gentleman from Texas has put, I desire to say this: As every 
member knows, I have no right to undertake to state in advance 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 
| 
| 


1757 


further in connection with the vote we are about to take. I 
think it perfectly apparent to gentlemen on both sides of the 
Chamber that to order a call of the House at this hour of the 
night would be wholly impracticable. 

Let me say,further, that after careful consideration on the part 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, at their meeting to-day. it 
was resolved, in the event that we should come tosucha pass to- 
night as we have already reached,we should not ask that acall of 
the House be ordered, because it would be impracticable, but would 


| ask the House to adjourn in the hope—yes, the contident hop« 
any member to rise here and take such action as he chooses to | 


that when next Friday night comes gentlemen on both sides of 
this Chamber will come here, making more than a quorum, so 
that we may go on with our business. 

Mr. PICKLER. One question right here, if the gentleman 
will permit me. In all the four Congresses (I believe there have 
been at least four) in which these Friday night sessions have been 
held has there ever been a night when there was a quorum; 


| has it not been assumed by general consent that there would be 
| less than a quorum; and does the gentleman expect a quorum at 


any of these Friday night meetings? 

A MEMBER. We can get a quorum of Democrats. 

Mr. PICKLER. In reply to that I will say that we havea 
larger percentage of Republicans here to-night than Democrats. 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. We will count with you. 

Mr. OWENS. I would like to ask a question; I do not propose 
to make a speech, like the gentleman from South Dakota. 1 wish 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
whether he does not think that an example made in the case of 


| a few conspicuous Republicans who are absent to-night by ar- 
| resting and bringing them here would be more likely to secure 


a quorum in the future than anything else? 

Mr. BOWERS. Why not bring afew Democrats here with the 
Republicans? 

Mr. OWENS. There are more here on our side than on yours. 
[Cries of ‘*Oh, no!"] 

Mr. PICKLER. Theremark of the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. 


| OWENS] implies that the ‘‘ conspicuous” Democrats, of whom he 


what the decision of the Committee on Invalid Pensions will be | 


in regard to any bill that may be before them, but I will state 
that that committee are giving to this very question of a general 


law for army nurses very careful attention. Amongst the sev- | 


eral bills that are before the committee of course it is impossi- 
ble for me to state which one they will be likely to recommend 
to the House, or even whether they will recommend the passage 
of any one of those bills, but I can say that they are giving the 
subject careful consideration. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not the fact that in the last Congress a 
general bill was reported to this House, and did not a bill pass 


the Senate, pensioning army nurses? Is not the trouble always | 


to get the bill through the House, just as the trouble to-night is 
to get this bill through for an army nurse? 


Mr. OWENS. Did you not have a Republican majority here | 


in the last Congress? Why did you not put the bill through? 
Mr. PICKLER. There was more legislation on the Calendar 


than could be reached. We passed the general pension bill, but | 


the bill for army nurses was not passed because it could not be 
reached. 


Mr. OWENS. Why did you not‘put through that bill pension- | 


ing nurses? 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is always in favor of some- 
thing that is not before the House, just as the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] is. 

Mr. MARTIN. Replying to the question put to me by the 
gentleman from South Dakota, I will say—and I wish to be ex- 


tremely careful in my statements in this matter—that, according | 


to my understanding, there seemed to be, in the Fifty-first Con- 


gress, after the passage of the general pension law known as the | 


dependent pension bill of June 27, 1890, a feeling that that was | 


to be the extent of general pension legislation in that Congress. 
I do not think it was through any fault of any person or of any 
party—unless of the majority then in control, and I do not charge 
that there was any such fault—that the passage of either of the 
bills referred to was prevented. 

Mr. PICKLER. I was only asking whether the difficulty is 
not to get consideration of these bills. 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, there ought not to have been such dif- 
ficulty in the last Congress; in fact, there ought not to be in any 
Congress, but in the last Congress, under the rules then in force, 
it seemed to me there need have been no difficulty in getting con- 
sideration. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am very much obliged to the House for 
the attention it has given me, and I want to say just one thing 


is one, are here to-night. 

Mr. OWENS. I have not been as ‘‘conspicuous,” my beloved 
friend, as you have. [Laughter.| 

Mr. MARTIN. I will oceupy just a moment further 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Indiana will permit me 
to supplement his statement by a reference to the rule which re- 
quires the House at these Friday night sessions to adjourn at 
half past 10 o’clock. Im view of that fact, it would be impracti- 
cable to have a call of the House, because the order could not be 
executed before the hour of adjournment would arrive. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I will conclude by asking, with 
all due courtesy and kindness toward the gentleman from Ohio, 
that his motion for a call of the House be voted down, and that 
such action be followed by an adjournment. I hope it will meet 
the approval of the House to adopt this course. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio for a call of the House. 

Mr. RAINES. I ask unanimous consent for permission to ad- 
dress the House for just five minutes. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular or- 
der!’ 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. The demand for the regular or- 
der is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me to be only right 
that, as time was given to a gentleman on this side, there should 
be an opportunity extended to some gentleman on that side, if 
he desires to be heard. [Cries of ‘*‘ Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection has been made, and 
the only question before the House is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
20, noes 54. 

Mr. CARUTH. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MARTIN. Pending that I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
58, noes 20. 

Mr. CARUTH, Mr. BUTLER, and others demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken: and there were—yeas 49, nays 36, not 

voting 246: as follows: 
sAS—49 

Arnold Byrns Dockery Kilgore 
Bailey, Caminetti Dungan Kribbs 
Beeman, Coggsweli Gantz Layton, 
Bentley, Cox, Tenn Grady, Mallory, 
Bowers, Craig, Pa Hall, Martin, 
Bowman, Curtis, Hallowe}! McClellan, 
Bretz, De Armond, Harries, McGann, 
Bynum, Dickerson, Jones, McKeighan 
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Mc} Parrett Stone, C. W 
Ne rry Paynter Terry, 
Nort Pearson, Turner, 
Ne Ma Seerley, Van Hor 
Ot Simpson Waugh, 
NAYS—36. 
Amer Crosby, Loud 
Ba De Forest McKenna 
Br shire Everett, Mereditt 
Br Gorman Owens 
Bu H Ps Page, R.1 
Bu H P tor 
Ca Jo n, N. Dak Pickl 
Ct J0 Raine 
oF L Reil 
NOT VOTING 
A Crain, Tex Huff 
A Crawford Joh n, In 
A Cu rsor Johnson. Ohio 
A Cummings Johnstone, S. ( 
An Cu I Kem 
Atl Dalzel Kendall 
Ba Danie Ketcham 
Ba Davi Kyle, 
B ingle Lagan, 
B Dixor Lane, 
Ba Doan Lanham 
Belden, Dolliver, Lapham, 
Belknay Donovan Lawson, Va 
Be ‘ Du hy, Lawson, Ga 
Be D row Lester, Va 
B m Edmunds, Lester,Ga 
B sl Elliott Lewis, 
Bla Ellis, Lind, 
Bl Englist Little 
Boatner Enloe Livingston 
8B il En Lockwood 
By Eye Lodge, 
Br Ie Ww Lynch, 
Br nrid Ark. Fitch Magner, 
Br ri Kk I Mansur, 
Bri i McAleer, 
Brow Forma McCreary 
Br For McDonald 
Bri F’ow McKaig, 
Br r Funs McKinney 
Bu F yar Me Millin, 
Bu a i Geary Meyer, 
Bu { haine1 Miller, 
I é Milliken 
} ht Milis 
B ( eaf Mitchell, 
j 1 Montgome 
( Moore 
Ca H Tr Morse 
Ca Ha ton Moses, 
Ca Ha Mutchler 
Cat t H Oates 
Cas Ha O'Donnell 
Ca H O’Ferrall 
Cat H O'Neill, Pa 
C Hia i O' Ne , Mo 
( H ) Outhwaite 
Ch H Page, Md 
C H Patterson, Tenn 
Cc SI H wa Pattison, Ohio 
Cc He N.( Patt 
C He I Pavi 
( H Pet 
( H Perkins 
Or H Pi 
cx ] 
Ox hi Pow 
© I I x 
Cc H P GQ ¢ } 
cx hi i I 
( f Hi ( R 
( N | 
S ) 
vi pi Mr. WILSON of 
I t..2 ould \ ay. 
BUTLER McKINNEY of 
on account I si ‘ and asks to be excused. 
The SI .K ER The Chair h 
Che Cl me pairs 
The foll ‘ ced, until fu 
Ir. Si \EED. 
Mr. G ENHA Mr. BERGEN 
N | ( RIISSEFI 
Mr. Hi is ( 
Mr. FITHIAN \ ENOCI 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama w Mr. SCULL. 
Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. KEM 
Ir. FORMAN wi \ [TOWNSEND 
lr. STEVENS th Mr. RANDALL. 
Cra ‘ : 1 Hr ' 
( I WELL 
SWEET 
<ansas with Mr. O’ 


Kentucky. 





MARCH 4, 


White 
Wilson, Mo 


Richardson 
Shively 
Shonk 
Smith, 
Snow, 
Sperry, 
Steward, Ill 

W eadock, 
Wheeler, Mich 


Reed, 

Rey burn 

Rife 
Robertson, La 
Robinson, Pa 
Rockwell 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sandford, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 

Scull, 

Shell, 
Snodgrass 
Springer, 
Stackhouse, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Tex 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W.A 
Stone, Ky 
Storer, 
Stout, 
Stump, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, lll 
Taylor, Tenn 
Taylor, E.B 
Taylor, J.D 
Taylor, V.A 
Tilman, 
‘Townsend 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turpin, 
Wadsworth 
Walker 
Warner, 
Warwick, 
Washington 
Watson 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Whiting 
Wike, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Mass 
Williams, N.C 
Williams, Il 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va 
Winn, 

W ise, 

W olverton 
Wright 
Youmans 


ker, I voted, but withdraw my 


If he were 


New Hampshire is absent 


ars no objection. 


ther notice: 


th Mr. HARMER 


NEILL of 


Penn- 











Mr. PATTISON of Ohio with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. HERMANN. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. ELLIS with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. Houk of Ohio with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. HAYNES of Ohio with Mr. JoSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. WARWICK with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE with Mv. BINGHAM. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. O'DONNELL. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. RIFE. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. FUNSTON. 

Mr. COWLES with Mr. MOORE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. HoukK of Tennessee. 

Mr. WILLCOX with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. WOLVERTON with Mr. Hopkins of Illinois. 

Mr. MCKINNEY with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. LESTER of Georgia with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. CATE with Mr. LIND. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. MCCREERY ‘with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 

Mr. OWENS. I rise to a question of privilege. It is usual, as 
I understand it, in announcing the pairs on important matters 
like this to-night, when we are looking after pension cases, to 
have it stated on what side the member would vote. I suppose 
it is understood if the absent Republicans were present and voting 
they would oppose this pension, and the Democrats would be in 
favor of it. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the an- 
nouncement of the vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

And accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 1276) to pension Adeline Alexander. (Report No. 527.) 

By Mr. FLICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 6140) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth R. Wilson, 
with amendment. (Report No. 528.) 

By Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Ellen Goff. 
No. 529.) 

A bill (H. R. 3821) granting a pension to Cecelia White, with 
an amendment. (Report No. 530. 

By Mr. VAN HORN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
6633) to restore to the pension rolls the name of Minnie Hall. 
(Report No. 531.) 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, from the same committee: A 
bill (H. R. 1100) granting a pension to Mary Catharine Reardon. 

Report No. 532.) 

By Mr. MARTIN, from thesame committee: A bill (H. R. 4945 

to restore Cynthia E. Brinneman, nee Tate, to the pension roll 
Report No. 533.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 6583) for the relief of Zeph Turner. (Re- 
port No. 534. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER, from the same committee: A bil 

H. R. 5698) for the relief of Capt. John T. Bruen, late of Tenth 
Independent Battery, New York Volunteers. (Report No. 535. 

By Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 1350) granting a pension to Mrs. Sophia Bruner 
Hineline. (Report No. 536.) 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 3184) correcting the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 
Johnson with an amendment. (Report No. 537. 

A bill (H. R. 1221) to amend the military record of John H. 
Skinner (Report No. 538.) , 

A bill (H. R. 5237) to correct the accounts of Charles W. E. 
Welty, Fourteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers in the iate 
war. (Report No. 539.) 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 1230) for the relief of William H. Brown. (Report 
No. 540.) 


(Report 





1892. 





BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 
of the following titles were introduc ed, severally read twice, and | 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAINE: A bill (H. R. 6877) granting to the University 
of Utah a site off the public domain—to the Committee on Mili- 
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By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 6903) for the relief of D.W.Gar- 
ber—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WIKE: A bill (H. R. 6904) to place the name of Ale 
ander T. Johnson, late a private in Company B, Si chee “st Be gri- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantary, on the pension rolls—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 








= Affairs. Also, a bill (H. R. 6905) to pay Capt. A. D. Nash $275 as bounty 
| ar ack nav ¢ ¥¢ 9} te fComnanvy PR : ee . 
By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 6878) to regulate the education | 2ud back pay as captain, ote., of Company I, Sixty-first Regi- 
and citizenship of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | ¢),;.< —_ = a i i i at 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6879) to appropriate $2,000,000 for the im- By Mr WILLIAMS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6906) crant 
provement of the Arkansas River—to the Committee on Rivers eal Sealy ian, ie Millie Within: ton er 18. sg 
-— Harbors. ich I “a sean a 1: og +, ed eae et oe a — . ae he 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6880) to revise the wages | F041 Voluntecrs—to the Committec on Invalid Pensions. 
of certain employés in the Government Printing Office—to the | ” By M gn op ea wer enggregte eee caer a wei 
3y Mr. WILLIAMS of [llinois: A bill (H. ] 107) for the re- 
Committee on Printing. | ia? of ‘Wi ilifem E71. Ginith—to the Commitioe on Milt: A frail 
By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6881) to expedite the prose- |e a een ee ea MIL IH B 6908) forth 
cution of pension and other claims arising out of the military | Zs int > ae Wee se et Pion 4 Sas ee thee es Mi ‘it Sa 
and naval service of the United States of America—to the Com- Affairs. oa oe - Belger—to the Committee on Military 
mittee on Pensions. | "Te Whe — a ar eee glued ve 5 elena tae 
By Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 6915) to provide | |_3Y Mr. JOSERH D. TAYLOR: A Dill (H. Ft. 6900) granting 
rapid transit op street railways in the District of Columbia—to | * Military A ffai ig ia a ha alte 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. a ‘1 age & HR 6910 for the relief of William H. Mumford 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 100) to print | ,.4,> Gemiitee of War Clains 
4,000 copies of the report of Naval Constructor Philip Hic! iborr. | “ R . Mr AW ASHING ‘TON. os ‘11 (H. R. 6911) for the relief of 
on European dockyards—to the Committee on Printing. | +) 7 = a yp ng et agg cane we ta = f Dat Pact a ae 
By Mr. DE ARMOND: A resolution asking the Ways and | po ee oe te eer Claims on ounty 
Means Committee to prepare, without delay, a bil l imposing a tz aX | By Mr. WH rTAMS. ' Min a a bill (Hi R. 6912) to increase 
upon all incomes of individuals, firms, and corporations above | t} od sem fa € Williar Oar ae < the Co: ee ‘Pen 
the amount required for a decent maintenance for a man and | "se. aatataae I a en ee ee a 
family—to the Committee on Ways and Means. — sad , ; 
: : | Also, a bill (H.R. 6913) to increase the pension of A. J. Cowan 
— | to the Committee on Pensions. 
. TATE PB : | Also, a bill (H. R. 6914) granting a pension to Druke Nettie 
I a BILLS. | Barnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | 
titles were presented and referred as indicated below: PETITIONS. ETC 
By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to | : rete tant ney 
Annie Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Under clause 1, Ru le XXII, the following petitions and papers 
By Mr. BOOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 6883) granting a pension | we = laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
to Barbara Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By oe Bz ARWIG Protest of bankers of the city of Superior, 
By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 6884) for the relief of William | Wis., against passage of Senate bill to amend sections 2595 and 


W. Lowe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6885) to remove the charge 
of desertion from Patrick H. McCall, late an enlisted man in the 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COVE RT: A bill (H. R. 6886) to increase the pension 
of the widow of Major O’Dwyer—to the Committee on In\ 
Pensions. 


alid 


By Mr. CADMUS: A bill (H. R. 6887) for the relief of Stewart 
Taylor, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DICKERSON: A bill (H. R. 6888) granting an honor- 


able discharge to Joseph Kennedy—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 6889) for the relief of John C 
Weaver—to the Committee on Claims. ; 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 6890) to remove the charge of 


desertion against Ammon L. Green—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
By Mr. MEREDITH: bill (H. R. 6891) authorizing the pay- 


ment of a certificate of indebtedness of the District of Columbia 
numbered 4987—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
3y Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6892) to refer 
the claim of Clement Hollier to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6893) for relief of Li 
the Committee on War Claims. 


sonora J. Kennedy—to 


Alsa, a bill (H. R. 6894) for the relief of the estate of John B. 
MecDaniel—to the Committee on W ar Claims. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 6895) for relief of estate of Alexander Hi 


Committee on War Claims. 
R. 6896) for the relief of the estate of Jean 
Pierre La Fleur—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHELL: A bill (H. R. 6897) granting arrears of pen- 
sion to the heirs or legal representatives of William Laval, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 6898) for the relief of 
B. McCubbin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6899) for the relief 
of ae Carman—to the varie ae on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENS: A bill (H. R. 6900) to increase the pension 
of William Sharrock—to the ¢ po on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6901) to remove the charge of desertion now 
standing against Patric k Finneran—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

$y Mr. TARSNEY: 


to the 
Also, a bill (H. 


Jan 


A bill — R. 6902 =) for the relief of David 
laims 


aldg—to the Committee on C 


2596 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEEMAN; Petition of Robert L. Smith, administra- 
tor of Florence J. Smith, deceased, praying for reference of claim 
age TTD to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of Hon. George G. Briggs and 

140 othe r citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., for the equalization 
and increase of the salaries of letter-carriers—to the Committee 
on the Poa st-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Alex. McDonald, secretary of Branch 56, Na 
tional Letter Carriers’ Associatio to the C nittee on tl 
Post-Omer 1 Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Talmadge Grange, No. 639, of Michigan, favor- 
ing silk culture, pure food and drug bills, and prohibiting gam- 
bling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, petition of the same, favoring the pure lard bill—to t 
Committee on Ways and Mea 

Also, petition of the same, fay f delivery of mail ii 
rural districts—to the Committ on t Post-Office and Post 
Roads 

\lso, petition o } iw Oo prt co ‘rediti 

ral-tender « ren to t Co on { We i 
ind Me AiSuUresS 

Liso, petitio: of Danby Gra ¢ IN LSD, a (ra 
Yo. 285, of Michigan, for pure food and ¢ b 1w pro 
iibi Yr vamodil in fa pre ( oO oO Lori 
culture 

\lso, petit th re age ¢ ard | to 

Committee on Wi: d 

\lso, petition of the sa f ivery « ma ) 

he Committee on the Post-Office and Post-R 

Also, pr ition of Danby Grar to promot tu to th 
Committee on Agriculture 

Also, p of the sa h ( i di 
legal-tender « y—to { ( vy 
and Measures. 

Also, petitions of Wodard Lake (¢ No. 190, of Michigan, 
for prohibiting gambli: f products, to silk cul- 
ture, and for pure food Co on Ag 
culture. 

Also, petition of the same, favoring the pure lard bill—to tl 
Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the same, for free delivery of mails in rural 
districts—to the Committee on the Po Office i Post-lRoa 

Also, petition of the same, prohibiti r contracts « g 











1760 


legal-tender currency 
and Measures. 
By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of Hampden Grange, No. 270; 


to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
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Resolute Grange, No. 188; Independent Grange, No. 77, and | 
North Star Grange, No. 47, all of Maine, in favor of encouraging | 


silk eulture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Mystic Tie Grange, No. 58, of Maine, in favor 
of passage of the pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Parkman Grange, No. 305, of Maine, in favor 
of same—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Green Ridge Grange, No. 281, of Maine, in 
favor of same—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Garland Grange, No. 76, of Maine, in favor of 
same—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Green Ridge Grange, No. 281, of Maine, to 
encourage silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Resolute Grange, No. 188, of Maine, in favor 
of the pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of North Star Grange, No. 47, of Maine, in favor 
of same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Independent Grange, No. 77, of Maine, in favor 
of same-—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Green Ridge Grange, No. 281, of Maine, favor- 
ing free delivery of mails in rural districts—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Garland Grange, No. 76, of Maine, for same— 
to the Committe? on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Parkman Grange, No. 305, of Maine, for saame— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Green Ridge Grange, No. 281, of Maine, pro- 
hibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 


Also, petition of Mystic Tie Grange, No. 58, of Maine, to pre- 
to the Committee on Agricul- | 


vent gambling in farm products 


ture. 


Also, petition of Parkman Grange, No. 305, of Maine, in favor | 


of same—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Green Ridge Grange, No. 281, of Maine, in favor 
of same—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Garland Grange, No. 76, of Maine, in favor of 
same—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRETZ: Petition of Poplar Grange, No. 1368, of Indi- 
ana, praying for the extension of the free delivery of mails in 
rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to encourage silk culture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of thesame body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of N. T. Kearsey and 114 other 
business men of Brazil, Ind., praying the extension of the free- 
delivery system to all cities in the United States having a popu- 
lation over 5,000—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Highland Grange, No. 228, of Indiana, for pro- 
hibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, to encourage silk culture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Curry Grange, No. 702, of Indiana, to encour- 

ce silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposin 
ax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products —to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. ; 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of various churches of Pennsyl- 
vania, against opening the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of citizens of Manhem, Lancaster County, Pa., 
for the same purpose—to the Select Committee on the Colum- 
bian Exposition. 

By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of Enterprise Grange, No. 963, of 


| Pennsylvania; of Welcome Home Grange, No. 351,of Pennsy)- 


vania, and of Washington Grange, No. 925, of Pennsylvania, to 


| prohibit gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Ag- 





riculture. 

Also, of same, favoring the pure-lard bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same, for free delivery of mail in rural dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Enterprise and Washington Granges, to en- 
courage silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, of same, to prohibit contracts discrediting legal-tender 
currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Pipestone Grange, No 194, of Pennsylvania, to 
prohibit gambling in farm products, to promote silk culture, and 
favoring pure food and drug bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of the same, in favor of the pure-lard bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same, for free delivery of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same, prohibiting contracts discrediting 
legal-tender currency—-to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

Also, petitions of Mount Tabor G®ange, No. 43, of Pennsylvania, 
viz: To prevent gambling in farm products, to prevent food and 
drug adulterations, and to promote silk culture—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for passage of pure-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of thesame body, urging free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey: Petition of 18 citizens of 
New Jersey, in behalf of legislation restricting immigration— 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 16 citizens, in regard to same—to the Select 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 34 citizens, in regard to same—to the Select 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Home Grange, No. 188, of 
Michigan, favoring silk culture, pure food and drug bills, and 
to prohibit gambling in farm products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of the pure-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Decatur Grange, No. 346, of Michigan, to pre- 
vent the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition by the same body, to encourage silk culture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, defining lard and imposing a tax 
thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of another grange of Michigan, for prohibiting 
contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cass County, Mich., favoring the 
passage of bill prohibiting dealing in futures in farm products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Berrien County, asking passage of 
bill to promote silk culture in the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 
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By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of Winneshiek County, 
Iowa, urging retention of import duties on barley—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, 118 petitions of citizens of Floyd County, Iowa, praying 
the opening of the World’s Fair on all days of the week—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 


By Mr. BUSEY: Petition of 35 citizensof Vermillion County, | for the passage of Senate bill 254, extending the privilege of free 


Ill., praying the passage of House bill 5353 of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 66 citizens of Diona, Coles County, Ill., asking 
increase of compensation for their postmaster—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 15 fourth-class postmasters of Coles County, 
Ill., asking compensation for work performed—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 15 citizens of Bushton, Coles County, Ill., ask- 
ing for increase of compensation to their postmaster—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 55 citizens of Fair Grange, Coles County, Ill., 
favoring an increase of compensation to their postmaster—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 39 citizens of Cooks Mills, Coles County, Ill., 
for increase of compensation to their postmaster—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 1508, of Illinois, urging prompt 
passage of law against gambling in farm products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, in regard to adulteration of food and drugs—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 1212, of Illinois, favoring free de- 
livery of rural mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of McPherson, Coles County, Ill., ask- 
ing increase of compensation for their postmaster—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 206 citizens of Humbolt, Coles County, Ill., 
asking increased compensation for their postmaster—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: Petition of Victoria Grange, No. 397, 
of West Virginia, for prohibiting contracts discrediting legal- 








tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and | 


Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, to encourage silk culture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CAUSEY: Petitions of Fruitland Grange, No. 16, and 
Harrington Grange, No.19, of Delaware, for the free delivery of 
rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same, to prohibit gambling in farm prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Committee on Agriculture 

Also, petition of the same, in favor of the pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Harrington Grange, favoring silk culture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Memorial of Detroit Union, No. 37, Broth- 
erhood of Painters and Decorators of America, in favor of the 
election of United States Senators by the people—to the Select 
Committee on Election of President and Vice-President and 
Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri (by request): Petition of the Comp- 
ton Hill Congregational Church, St. Louis, Mo., protesting 
against the sale of intoxicating liquors within the grounds of the 
World’s Columbian Exposition—to the Select Committee on the 
Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Asbestos Grange, No. 172, of 
Maryland, favoring silk culture—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of the same, for the pure-lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same, prohibiting contracts discrediting 
legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights. 
and Measures. 

Also, petition of Louis Feininger, for removal of charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX of New York: Petition of Melvil Dewey, for use 
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of metric system of weights in the customs seryice of the United 
States—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights. and Measures. 

Also, petition of the Southern Lumber Association, against 
placing lumber on the free list—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CRAIG: Petition of 116 citizens of Connellsville, Pa., 


delivery of mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of 200 citizens of Washington, Green, Fayette, 
and Allegheny Counties, composing the Twenty-fourth Congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of a law 
to prohibit the landing on our shores of all criminals and paupers, 
and all immigrants under contracts to labor and all persons not 
in sympathy with our form of Government,.and requiring all im- 
migrants to procure aconsular certificate of good character: and 
second, in favor of an amendment to the Constitution that 
State shall grant the right of suffrage to any person nota citizen 
of the United States—to the Select Committe: 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr.DALZELL: Petition of the Presbytery of Pittsburg,Pa., 
against the opening of the World’s Fairon Sundays, ete.—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce ot 
Pa., in favor of the passage of the Farquhar bill 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOAN: Protest of the Xenia Theological Seminary, 
Xenia, Ohio, against the Sunday opening of the World’s Fair- 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. DIXON: Petitions of citizens of Montana, for amend- 
ment to the Constitution prohibiting any State passing laws es 
tablishing or favoring any one religion—to the 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of Sunny Side Grange, No. 9, 
of Missouri, to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs 


no 


on Immigration 


Pitt 


spurge, 
to the Com- 


Committee on 


to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the same body, to encourage silk culture —to 


the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Clay Grange, No. 196, Missouri, defining lard 


|} and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and 


crediting legal-tender currency 


Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, to encourage si 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in fa: 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post 


lL le 
in CULL 


| Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of the same, in favor of the pure-food bill—tothe | 


By Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of Wabash Grange, 
Illinois, for pure food and drugs, for silk culture, and to prohibit 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agricultur 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for passage of the pure-lard 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Burnt Prairie Grange, No. 1634, of Illinois 
for pure food and drugs; to prohibit gambling in farm products, 
and to promote silk culture—to Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring the pure-lard bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of soldiers, sailors, and marines, favoring passaye 


No. 1640. of 


of House bill 4558, relating to payment of a bounty—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of Mills Prairie Grange, No. 937, of Illinois, to 


prohibit gambling in farm products and favoring silk culture 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of the same body, favoring 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of the same body, to construe the land-forfeiture 
act—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 
Also, resolutions of Parker Grange, Llinois. 


the pure-lard bill 


rging the passage 
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petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
*currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 





nd Me I 
HOOKER 
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of New 


nan’s Christian 


Ma 
National 


By York: Petition collected by the 
Temperance Union, 210 indi- 


of 


vidual signatures and 270 representative signatures, from Thirty- 
ourth New York district, asking Congress to make no appro- 
priation to any exposition whi ich is opened on Sunday—to the 


1 


elect Committee on the ¢ 
By Mr. HOP Pe 
Pt 


S olumbian Exposition. 


KINS of snnsylvania: Petition of Salemsville 








Gra ge, of | sylvania, in favor of silk culture—to the Com 
ittee on A rricult e. 
Also, petition of Carpenter Grange, in favor of seme—to tl 
Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of Fairview Grange.in favor of sam to th 
Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of Carpenter Grange, to prevent adulteration of 


on Agriculture. 

Charleston Valley, Union 
town Granges, of Pennsyl 
in farm product 
: food and drug bi ills 


sommittee 


pure food—to the (¢ 
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Ridge, and Spencert 


rar ling 
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, to promote silk culture e, and favoring 
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ture 
Also, petition of the same, favoring pure-lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petitic of the 
TO the 2. 


Also, 


favoring free deli 


st-Office 


same, 
on the P« 
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ion of the same 


very of rural mails 
and Post-Roads. 
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, prohibiting contracts discrediting 
legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 


Also, petition of Fairview Grange, of Pennsylvania,to prevent 


y 
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adulteration of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture 
Also, petition of Sabinsville Grange, against adulteration of 
pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of Mitchells ne ‘ange, against adulteration 
of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


tion of Carpe 
to the Commit 


eee for free 


delivery of rural 
tee on the Post-Oflfice 


and Post-Roads. 














Also, petition of Fairview G: ‘ange, of P: nnsyivanis, for the free ' 
delivery of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of Sabinsville Grange, in favor of free delive ry 
of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- i 
Roads. i 
\lso, petition of Mitchell's in favor of free delivery , 
of rural mails—to 1 Comm the Posit-Office and Pust- : 
Roads 
Also, petition of Carpenter Grange, to prevent adulteration of } 
pul a to the Committee on mane ire. iE 
Also, petition of Fairview Grange, of Pennsylvania, to prevent y 
rambling in farm produets—to the C jommittee on Agriculture. e 
Also, petition of Mitchell's Creek Grange, to prevent gambling : 
farm products—to the Commi >on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of Sabinsville Grange, to prevent gambling in 
farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of Pairview Grange, of Pennsyl ania, to prevent 
adulteration of ao food -to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petit f Mitchell’s Mills Grange, against adulteration 
of pure lar to the ¢ sunndit e on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of Sabinsville Grange, against adulteration of 
pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of Carpenter Grange, to prevent gambling in 
farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of Carpenter Grange of Pennsylvania, in favor 
oO prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 


Also, petition of Fairview Grange, prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking 
ind Currency. 


\lso, petition of Sabinsville Grange, against contracts for dis- 





crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking 

and Currency. A 
Also, pe tition of | Mi tehell’s Mills Grang n favor of prohibit- 
ng legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 


Curre ney. 
y Mr. HU Mem 


unti s, Pa , en 


Armstrong 
Select 


rials ofc itize ns of Indiana and 
o nm ivrk tion to the 
ond Nati ra 


itions of Pins Grove, C 


Co tr tin ! 


ization. 


ish Creek, Aeme, Laurel Point, 


Also. pet 


Moonlight, and Union Granges, of Pennsylvania, to promote silk 
ilture—to the Committee on Agricultur 
Also, petitions of the same bodies, for passage of pure-lard bill 


tee on Ways and Means. ’ 
petitions of same bodies, to prohibit contracts dis- 
urrency—to the Committee on Banking 


to the Committ 

Also 
crediting le; 
and 


the 
-tender « 
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Also, petitions of the same bodies (except Acme), to prohibit | Mich., in favor of the } \ oO} vide 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. delivery of mail in t ira ( ittee « 
Also, petitions of the same bodies except Union and Laure I { ‘ 
Point), for pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. ' , petition of Ba ( PM an. to 
Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rura revent t adulteration « 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ( ire. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of citiz ( , petition of the sa arm 
Grand Forks, N. Dak., against the repeal of the tariff on barley produc to Con 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. \lso, petition of the sam a 
By Mr. KYLE: Petition of farmers’ meeting at Cascilla, Miss., | tax thereon—to the ‘ mitt 
for free coinage of silver and Stanford’s land-loan bill—t " 





mittee on Ways and Means. ails to the rura { 
By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Fisher County, T Post-Roads. 
for increased compensation to fourth-class postmasters—to 1 } O'N , I ! 


Com@iittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Var ‘ cha ava a . to 
By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Col. C. A. Zollinger and | amend Ti rat of the FB i Sta 











W. G. Colburk, for an increase of pension of Charles Ruse, to | | ited States « ecates to t nat ( Q 
accompany House bill 6101—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | to the Co ttee « ( 
sions. By Mr. OW NS: P OL ; q) Oo, 
Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6727, for relief of Wil- | in regard t Butt L { ( ‘ 
liam T. Ferguson, late assistant surgeon of Ons hundred and culture. 
thirty-ninth and One hundred and forty-second Regiments In- Also, pet a ( ard ( 
diana Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. on Agricu 
By Mr. MITCHELL: Protest of certain citizens of Milwaukee, By Mr. PATTON: Petiti 3) PN 
against removal of Southern Ute Indians—to the Committee « County, ( 
Indian Affairs. on the Post-Of Pi Roa 
By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrane of citizensof Maine, against Dy Mr. P at Petition ¢ LD i ; [ Oo 
the passage of the Lapham bill relating to catch of mackerel i the ¢ of Clai to the ¢ tee « ( 
tide waters—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheri« By M PENDLETO?) > on of Gr vO ( \ 
By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of State Valley Grange, No. | 1% of West Virginia. t ( 
972 in favor of free delivery of mails in rural districts—to t { ler—to the Committee on 1 Ti 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Also, petition of sa 
Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit gambling in far cts—to the Committ 
products—to the Committee on Agrichlture. \lso. pet of same ‘ ’ . to 
Also, petition of the same body, to encourage silk cultur to | the Committee on Ways al ; ; 
the Committee on Agriculture. \ ls t titions r \ tir fa i. 
Also, petition of the i 
ing legal-tender currency to the Committee on the Judiciary \ls pet of hev. VD 
lso, petition of the same body, in favor of the pure-lard b ivor of as 
to the Committee on Agriculture. Stat t ( 
Also, petition of thi same body, in favor flaw to preventadul \lso, } tion ‘ la ( vy W 
teration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. passage of House b LOL. j 
Also, a petition of Empire Grange, No. 435, of Pennsylvania lect Comu , \igra 
to encourage silk culture—to the Committee on Agricultu Sy Mr. PERKINS# P of t ( 


‘same body, to prohib t contracts discredit ot te) 4 Committ o1 


Also, petition of same body, prohi iting contracts disered C seed (Oo any. avalnst 4 
legal-tender currency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ‘icu 

Also, petition of same body, for passage of House bill 195, **d By Mr. PICKLER: Pet ! ) t.$. D 
fining lard and imposing a tax thereon” o the Committ mn aski ry that the Worl ; ~ 


Ways and Means. Committee on t ( 


Also, petition of Bethlehem Grang No. 504, in favor « a ’ By Mr. POST: R bj) 4 l in 
to prevent adulterat on of food and drugs—to the Committ on | of Husban , favo ry th assa 
Agriculture to t ( f 
Also, pefition of the same, to encourage s cultur to the Llso, petition of Sam ; ' 
Committee on Agriculture. ( tv. fave t passage « Pattorsuneth o 
Also, petition of the same, in favor of pure-lard bill » the | 1 (‘om tt \ ie 
Committee on Ways and Means. Also. two pe ons of W Gla 
Also, petition of the same, to prohibit gambling in farm ] l- | Timbe , ». Pee a, ( ( , 


icts—to the Committee on Agriculture. the Committ t Post-O 


Also, petition of the same, to prohibit contracts discrediting \ et ank FE. ¢ | 
lecal-tender curre ney to the Committee on the Jud ary oria Cx , or { 
lso, petition of the same, in favor of free delivery of ma n | t Post-O and Pos 


rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pos 
Roads. County. 
By Mr. NEWBERRY: Petition of citizens of ¢ icago, for th Post-O 
yassage of the sixteenth amendment of the Constitution of ths Also 
Tnited States to the Committee on the Judiciary. a lav , 9 





By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Orangeville Grang ' ( 
424, of Michigan, for prohibiting contracts discrediting ra by * RAND 
tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and | for asyste1 la ‘ 
Measures. : Committee on Indiar 53 
Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a By Mr. RAY: Petition of S ost, No. 448, ¢ 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. of 1 republic, i avor ¢ ne of batt 
Also, petition of the same body, to ext nd the free deliv fi Get 0 to ('o7 : 


the mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Pos By Mr. REILLY tes t 5 ( 


Office and Post-Roads. 17.4 nd of R swor of i 


Also, petition of the same body, to encourage silk cult te ‘ l i t Unio1 t in 
the Committee on Agriculture. o] I's » the Se ( tt ( . eR 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of By Mr. RUSK: Memor of ( , 15, We tR r, M 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. H.M.M Ly ‘ unk’. O cretary, favor 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in | of House bill 395, « i—to the Committ n Agriculture 
products to the Committee on Agriculture. (Also, in ard tos to the Co iittee on Agri 


Also, petition of 34citizens of Columbia, Jackson County, Mich., re 
in favor of the passage of the bill providing for the free delivery Also, in regard to ga fa ( to the ¢ t- 
of mail in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office | 1 n A t ns | 
and Post-Roads. 


21180, petition of 05 citizens of Napoieon Jackson County, ' currency o the Commit Rar rand ¢ 
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By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of citizens of Connecticut, in favor 
of restricting immigration of criminals and paupers into the 
United States—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

lso, petition of citizens of New London and Groton, Conn., 

favoring a constitutional amendment forbidding any Goverment 

aid sectarian institution or organization 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMPSON: Petition of citizens of Oklahoma Terri- 

y, in regard to Chinese immigration 

tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union Lodge, 
268, of New York, in regard to farm products, ete.—to the 


A 
1 


. ry 
Oo an) o 
vO aly & 
tee on the 


vory 


No. Ol 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wichita, Kans., 
World’s Fair 
sition. 

By Mr. SHONK: Petition of McKendree Grange, No. of 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of House bill 395, defining lard and 
imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
mails to the rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Gridley, Ill., against 
the Haich and Washburn antioption bills—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 835, of Illinois, against gambling 
in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEWARD of Illinois: Petitions of New Lenox Grange, 
No. 822. of Illinois, to prohibit gambling in farm products and 
petition to promote silk culture—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of the same, to prohibit adulteration of food and 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 
so, petition of the same,to promote free delivery of rural 
ls—-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of the same, favoring pure-lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of legal representatives of 
Elizabeth Boyer, of Natchez, Miss., asking reference of claim to 
the Court of Claims under the Bowman act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE: Petition of West Deer Grange, 
No. 822, of Pennsylvania, for prohibiting contracts discrediting 
legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 


in regard to 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Expo- 


oo 


t 
i 
S 


urugs 
Al 
41is 


mi 


| World’s Fair unless by agreement that it sha 
the Sabbath—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
to the Commit- | 


to the Select Commit- | 
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MARCH 
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By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Memorial bearing the signa- 
ture of Hon. R. G. Richards, ex-lieutenant-governor of Ohio, and 
voicing the sentiments of a very large portion of citizens of Eigh- 
teenth district of Ohio, asking that no appropriation be made to 

f not be opened on 


tion. 

By Mr. VINCENT A.TAYLOR: Petition of Madison Grange, 
No. 819, of Ohio, for free delivery of mails in rural districts—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to promote silk culture—to the 


| Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a | 


tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, to encourage silk culture— 
he Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to extend the free delivery of 
mails to rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 
petition and papers to accompany House bill 5652—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition in the case of James E. Hiatt, to accompany 
House bill 5601—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Pittsburg Presbytery, asking that the Colum- 
bian Exposition be closed on the Sabbath—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Columbian Exposition. 

jy Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition for passage of a law 
restricting foreign immigration—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


? 
L 


oO 


21 
ALLSO, 


Also, memorial of 110 citizens of Cameron County, Pa., in favor | 


of more stringen 


constitutional amendment prohibiting the granting, the right of 


legislation regulating immigration and of a | 


suffrage to any person not a citizen of the United States—to the | 


Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Also, memorial of Freehold Grange 


, in favor of a law making | 


certain issues of money full legal tender for all debts—to the | 


Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
Also, of the same body, in favor of a law to prevent the adul- 
ration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
\lso, of the same body, in favor of a law to prevent gambling 
in f to the Committee on Agriculture. 
STUMP: Report to accompany House bill 5809, in re- 
i\inese immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 
By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: 
Christian Temperance Union, asking that no exposition or exhi- 
bition for which appropriations are made by Congress shall be 
opened on Sunday—to the Select 
Exposition. 


‘ 
n larm products 
i aa 
By vil 


gard to ©) 


Petition of the National Woman's | 


| customs service of the United States 


Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts discredit- 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. TURNER: Memorial of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Brunswick, Ga., asking continuance of the appropriation for 
special facilities for the mail on the coast line—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHITE: Two petitions of citizens of Jasper County, 
lowa, praying for the passage of the antioption bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

sy Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany claim of 
James Lane—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, general affidavit to accompany claim of Isaac P. Nelson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of 
Brookline, Mass., for use of the metric system of weights in the 
to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: Additional evidence in claim 
of KE. Koger, a Mexican war teamster; certificate of Stephen Ww 
Carpenter giving his present permanent physical condition—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Herrick Center Grange, 907, 
of Pennsylvania, for passage of a pure-lard bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, te prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of law to prevent adul- 
teration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of mails in 
rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, against contracts discriminat- 
ing against legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 5, 1892. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

SENATE BILL 1549. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a communication from the Surgeon- 
General, with inclosure, relative to the bill S. 1549; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

GOVERNMENT EXHIBIT, WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 

The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, requesting that an appropriation be made 
for the purpose of collecting and preparing the Government ex- 
hibit for the World’s Columbian Exposition, under section 16 of 
the act of April 25, 1890; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

SUPPLIES FOR THE INHABITANTS OF THE SEAL ISLANDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication 
from the agent in charge of the seal islands, asking that an ap- 
propriation be made to supply the inhabitants with food, cloth- 


| ing,ete.; which was referred tothe Committee on Appropriations. 


Committee on the Columbian 


ARMY AND NAVY HOSPITAL, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 

The SPE AKERalso laid before the House acommunication from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Secretary of War, with its inclosures, submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriations for the improvement and 
maintenance of grounds about the Army and Navy Hospital at 
Hot Springs, Ark., for the fiscal yearending June 30, 1893; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. | 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: | 

To Mr. MCGANN, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. DAvIS, until Monday, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. PEEL, on account of important business. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. CURTIS, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the 
case of Catherine S. Lawrence, Fifty-first Congress, there being 
no adverse report. 

COMMITTEE RESIGNATIONS AND APPOINTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLAN- | 
CHARD] asks to be excused from further service on the Committee 
on the Militia, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. CooMBs] 
makes a similar request. If there be noobjection these requests 
will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER] on the Committee on the Militia, 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CRAIG] on the Com- 
mittee on Education and also on the Committee on the Militia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled | 
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 532) to constitute Newark, in the State of New 
Jersey, a port of immediate transportation. 

A bill (H. R. 5399) making appropriations to supply adeficiency 
in the appropriation for the expenses of the Eleventh Census, 
and for other purposes. 

MAXWELL GRANT, ETC., NEW MEXICO AND COLORADO. 

Mr. OTIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the following reso- | 
lution, and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged to be matter of record that more than a million acres 
of land in Colfax County, N. Mex., required by final and valid order of the 
Department of the Interior to be treated and surveyed as public land, was 
unlawfully treated and surveyed by public officers as the alleged Maxwell 
grant, in the interest of fraudulent claimants of the same; and 

Whereas, it is alleged to be matter of record that nearly 300,000 acres of land 
in Las Animas County, Colo., within the outboundaries of the Vigil and St 
Vrain grant, required by act of Congress to be treated as public land, was 
unlawfully treated and surveyed by public officers as a part of the said alleged 
Maxwell grant, in the interest of fraudulent claimants of the same; and 

Whereas it is alleged to be matter of record that an area of 57,000,000 acres 
of land, in New Mexico and Colorado, east of the Rio Grande, within the 
limits of which the alleged Maxwell grant is located, has, for more than 
thirty years, been unlawfully treated by public officers as having been ceded | 
tothe United States by Mexico; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the Maxwell, Sangre de Cristo, Vigil, and St. 
Vrain and Nolan grants are required by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 
to be treated as invalid grants; Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims is instructed to 
make investigation into the matters herein set forth, and tomake report as 
to whether homestead and preémption settlers within the limits of the said 
alleged Maxwell grant have not been and are not now entitled to Executive | 
protection under law; and to further report as to whether any legislative ac 
tion isrequired in order to the protection of the interests of the United States 
in that portion of New Mexico and Colorado which it is alleged was not ceded 
to this country by Mexico under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo; and that 
said committee is empowered to send for persons, books, and papers, and for 
transcripts of record, and is to continue this investigation from day to day | 
during the session of Congress if not sooner prepared to make report 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. OTIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote | 
was laid on the table. 


NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the Senate bill which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of a bill, the title of which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

Mr. BRETZ. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that so far as the 
investigation of this matter to ascertain the facts is concerned, 
I have no objection; but the bill goes beyond that, and directs 
payments. I think my friend ought not to insist on the bill in 
that form, but let the facts be reported to Congress. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been 
reported a number of times, both in the House and in the Senate, 
and it comes from one of the most careful Senators, Senator Cock- 


RELL. It is his bill, and has bee reported here time and again. 
It directs the Secretary of War to make an investigation, and ik 
there is nothing in it, he will so report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to the investigation at 
all: but I think that the facts should bs reported to Congress. 

Mr. BRETZ. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. I will say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that it is only a small matter, and does not 


| than two or three hundred dollars. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speak« r, | am told by the gentl 
Missouri that this measure would not involve an expenditure in 
any event of more than two or three hundred dollar 
those circumstances I shall not object 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. 
souri a question, reserving the 
lution provide for an investigation, and if the facets are found in 
a certain way, to pay also? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Yes, sir: the facts are to be inves- 
tigated by the Secretary of War, and if the facts are found as 
stated, then authority is given to him to certify the facts to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. Now, I will state to the gentleman 
from lowa— 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. , 

CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 
The SPEAKER. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


L should like to ask the gentleman from M 


rigcht to on} ct. Does that res 


The Chair will direct the Clerk to call the 


| committees for reports. 


DESECRATION OF THE UNITED STATES FLAG. 

Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
favorably the bill (H. R. 335) to prevent desecration of the United 
States flag; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CERTIFICATES OF MERIT TO ENLISTED MEN IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6071) to amend section 
1216 of the Revised Statutes, relative to certificates of merit to 
enlisted men of the Army; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CHANGE OF TIME OF MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. CRAIN, from the Select Committee on the Election of Pres- 
ident and Vice-President and Representatives in Congress, re- 
ported favorably the resolution (H. Res. 98), proposing amend- 
ments to the Constitution substituting the 3lst day of December for 
the 4th day of March as the commencement and termination of the 
official terms of members of the House of Representatives and of 
United States Senators, and providing that Congress shall hold its 
annual meeting on the second Monday in January, and substituting 
the 30th of April for the 4th of March as the date for the com- 
mencement and limitation of the terms of the President and Vie 


President: which was referred to the House Calendar, and. with 


the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
LAREDO, TEX., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2750) making 
Laredo, Tex., a subport of entry: which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


| be printed. 


VELASCO A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. WISE. from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2751) making 
Velasco a subport of entry; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. 
reports. 


This comple tes the call of committees for 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 6876) to provide for certain of the most ur- 
gent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 


Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir: but in that connection I desire to ask 
unanimous consent of the House to consider the billin the Hous« 
as in Committee of the Whole. This is a very short bi 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will r¢ port the title of the 1 
and then the Chair will submit the request 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill (H. R. 6876) to provide for certain of the most args 
in the appropriations for the service of the Governme 
ending June 30, 1892. 
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hope the request of the gentleman will be | Mr. HATCH. 


«ryt 7 
i vou 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that ~ bill may be considered in the House as in the 
Committe : Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chai ars none. 
ry’ 2 — } £1] ° 
ihe Dlil Was read, @S8 LOLLOWS: 
beé ul ena etc., That the following sums, or so much amamees as may be 
I I nd the ime are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in 
the reasury not otherwise appropriated. for the objects haseinatt er e} 
pr ‘ for the service of the fiscal year 1892, namely 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDIN 
For public printing and binding and for paper cor the public printing, in- 
Cc) 1 printing the debates and proce lings of Congress in the 
( L RECORD, and for lithe gray hing, ma] ‘pping, and engravi! 
for H f Congress, including the ries 0 r compensation < all 
mé I sor en for labor (by th ay, piece or contrac nd 
I ull 1 ecessary 1 ials which may be needed in the prosecutio! 
the work, $350,000: Provided, That from the appropriation hereby made p1 
ing and bir y may be done, as follow 
lor the Treasury Department, not exceeding $75,000 
I t \ Department, not exce 1g §0.000. 
hor the Department of the In teri not exceeding $100,000 
For the Post-Office Department, n tb enecodinn $25,000 
For the Department of State, not exceeding %,000 
lor the Dey tment « tice, not exceeding $3,000. 
To ena >» Pul iter to comply with the provisions of the law 
a nnual leave of absence to the employés of the Govern 
Pp ( 0, or SO much thereof as may be necessary; and 
} UY) I urir e fiscal year 1892, pro rata lea‘ 
el yés Vv ign or are discharged is hereby made availa 
ena e Pu Printer to comply with the provisions of the la 
! tl i) nnual leave of absence to the employés of the G 
I Omics g the current fiscal year 
bie t Public Printer to continue operations under the joint 1 
ry 6, 1883, for the removal and storage of certain prop 
ert ‘ rnment mentioned therein, $5,000 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 
ial repairs and improvements tothe United States Capitol: For work 
I snd forgeneral repairs thereof, including wages of mechanics 
i ) painters, $9,000 
nt Hospital for the Insane, current expense For support, in- 
ind treatment in the hospital, of the different classes who 
are entitled to admi 1and care, $22,000 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS 
I isto! l nd post-office at Eastport, Me.: For completion of the 
City po i pments, fixtures, furniture, and 
‘ 1ecessary and the transaction ofthe business of 
1 V D. C., po uses of moving the Washington, 
D. C.,] from the ] it q t ) oar oi emporary) structure 
een Sixth and Seventh streets, NW., in the city of Washing 
.C., a r expenses of moving to said last me ntioned building an} 
I I r br hes of the pos | service or of the Post-Office Depar 
1 xtures, furnit and other articles necessary 
rthet ‘tion of the b 3 thereof, the sum of $10,000 
‘ ' reof ma required 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
I the } ecourt: For one judge, $3,000; one deputy clerk, 1,500: one 
I st 3 per day, 42; compensation of jury, $8,000; witness fees, 6.000: 
$17,44 ne-half of Which sum shall be paid from the revenue of the 
t { bia and one-half from any money in the Treasury not other 
’ ute 
A int ap} priated by this bill, $438,413.70 
SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
louse briefly to the items which this bill contains. The 
an priation of $350,000 for the Public Printer becomes neces- 
A 4 i 
HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask a question of the 
‘ nan from Texa 
SAYERS. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 
HATCH. Is this your deficiency bill? 
SAYERS. Itis 
, | rCH. I was sit yin my seat, and did not hear the 
any motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 
SAYERS. | asked unanimous consent that the bill should 
b nsider¢ n the House as in Committee of the Whole. and it 
HATCH [ was in my at and did not hear a word of it. 
YERS. Thep ition Vv as submitted by the Speaker, 
f XT . 2 
i Lé na from Missouri. 
CH Ni hi al tone of voice. [Laughter.] 
RI RDSON A itting around here heard him, and 
an « l ntved 
V q EMI RS We ird it 
HATCH L« not hear } | do not want to be cay t10us 
about this matter; but I thought I had an understanding with 
1 ent m ir Texas that when the House went into Com- 
{ Whole my bill would there be disposed of, or that 
he nt t l reported by the Committee on Agricul- 
4 +7) } = hj 
~ that the gentleman from Missouri is 
a wrong positi on befe ore the House. 
t ] ill not de 
‘ ) d tanding with the gentleman 
from Mi He spoke to me, and when [ saw him talking 
WwW Ll 5 i away 
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Then let us have an understanding now. If 
the gentleman will not make the point of order—and I do not 
know whether a point of order would lie—it might accelerate 
the passage of that bill. I am willing, if the gentleman will ac- 
cept the bill that we have reported from the Committee on Ag- 
niculture, to make it an amendment to his bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not make any agreement with the gen- 
tleman from Missouri; but he can offer his bill as an amendment 
and I will make no objection to its being considered. 

Mr. HATCH. I give notice now that as soon as this bill is dis- 
posed of I will move to go into Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of taking up the agricultural deficiency bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Speaker, when interrupted by the gentle- 
man from Missouri |[Mr. HATCH] I was going to say that this item 
of $350,000 for the Government printing becomes necessary « 
account of an inadequate appropriation by the last Congress for 
the present fiscal year. When the subcommittee were then en- 
gaged in the preparation of the sundry civil bill the Public Printer 
gave notice that if only $2,610,500 was appropriated a deficiency 
of $340,000 to $400,000 would inevitably occur. A few days since 
we had the Pub?tic Printer before us, as well as his chief clerk, 
and also r¢ presentativ: s of the various departments, and they sat- 
isfied us that this appropriation was absolutely necessary. 

In regard to the item of $30,000 for the annual leave of absence 
for employes, I would inform the House that this is made neces- 
sary because of the inadequacy of the appropriation by the Fifty- 
first Congress for that purpose. The law permits each employé 
of the Printing Office to have thirty days’ leave of absence dur- 
ing the year, and if itis sought this year to the usual extent this 
appropriation will be needed. 

As to the item for repairs and improvements to the 
building— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Sefore the gentleman leaves the ques- 
tion of the public printing, [ would th ink him to state, if he has 
before him, the amount appropriated for public printing during 
the present fiscal year. 

Mr. SAYERS. Two million six hundred and ten thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does that include the amount allotted 
to the Departments, including the Department of Agriculture 
end the other executive Departments? 

Mr. SAYERS. It does. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My impression is that the amount used 
for public printing this year is much larger than that. 

Mr. SAYERS. We are informed that it will be about $ 
000, or probably a fraction over. 

A MEMBER. Well, this deficiency makes the amount nearly 
$3.000,000. 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes. As tothe item for repairs and improve- 
ments to the Capitol building, Mr. Clarke, the Architect of the 
Capitol, was before us, and stated that this appropriation would 
be required to make certain repairs which ought not to be post- 
poned. 

For the Government Hospital for the Insane there is an item 
of $22,000. The necessity for this arises out of the fact that the 
number of inmates during the present year is considerably 
greater than what was anticipated when the sundry civil bill of 
the last Congress was prepared. 

For the public building for the custom-house and post-office at 
Eastport, Me., there is an item of $9,971.20. The necessity for 
this appropriation comes from the fact that in preparing for the 
foundation it was discovered that one portion of the ground was 
largely composed of quicksand, so that the cost of laying the 
foundation was much greater than was anticipated. Although 
this appropriation is ine _ ss of the limit, yet, as the contracts 
for the completion of the building are pending, it is necessary to 
make the appropriation, as otherwise the building will remain 
ed and the Governmentwill becompelled to rent other 
accommo di ations for the public business there. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Does this increase the cost of the building? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes, by $9,971. 

Mr. SHIVELY. That is, it extends the limit 

Mr. HOLMAN. It extends the limit by that amount. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is one other item, the Washington City 
post-office. Under the direction of the Postmaster-General, the 
office is to be removed from its present location to a building on 
G street. The postmaster of the city was before the committee 
and asked an appropriation of $30,000. His estimates were sub- 
mitted to another gentleman of experience in such matters, who 
informed us that the articles proposed to be purchased ought not 
to cost exceeding $20,000. The committee, upon investigation, 
thought that with the furniture in the building now occupied 
and $10,000 additional, and the further sum of $10,000 which is to 
be allowed by the Post-Office Department for the purpose, the G 
street building could be well furnished. I would further say 
that this building is to be used only until the city post- office, 
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now in course of construction, shall be completed, for which new | explain them and to have the reportread. If the Clerk will read 
furniture will have to be provided. | the amendment as part of my remarks I will offer it at the proper 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] | time. 
yield to me now long enough to offer my angndment? | Mr.SAYERS. Iyield only for the reading. 


The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SAYERS. Five minutes 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman from Texas sits down Mr. HATCH. I may want a litt ore than that 
I wish to say that this bill is the unanimous report of the Com- Mr. SAYERS. Very well, ten n tes. 
wittee on Appropriations, and I have no desire at alltoaddto| Mr.HATCH. [ask the Clerk to read the amendment for the 
the explanations which have been made. information of the House as part of my remarks. 

Mr. SAYERS. The item for the police court, Mr. Speaker,is| The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read for informa- 
made necessary by reason of the failure of the last Congress to | tion. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Beforethat isdone lask leave to occupy 
a moment—— _ 












make appropriation for the salaries of the offices which it cre- The Clerk read as follows: 
ated, That the following sums be, : ‘ priate 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker,I desire, with the consent | Money in the Treasury not oth namely: 1 ry 
of the gentleman from Texas, to occupy the floor for a few min- | OY) ‘i Provo Or the wot ot ae _ ee 
utes. of meats al nimals, and also f. ving out tl 
Mr.SAYERS. Very well, I yield to the gentleman. of the act of March 3, 1891, entitle 
Mr. RICHARDSON. What! wish to say has relation to the | ;iv¢cattle, hogs, and the carcasses Se ; 
appropriations for public printing during the present fiscal year, | thereof as may be necessary. = 
and is in the same line as the question which I asked a moment | , Experiments in the manufacture of sugar: ‘To enable the ury of 
° ago. I asked the gentleman, as will be remembered, to state the | eee rare to eo ne eee an tathe tow wultne on nerimn, —o. 
cost of the public printing for the present fiscal year and the | ing to the improvement of those sources of sugar, and for experiments for 
amountappropriated. The gentleman stated it, as understand, | the more complete separation of the sugar from the molasses, and Includir 
to be something over $2,600,000. Sadneet cane ananml ap ee a a. er a ee 
Mr. SAYERS. The appropriations for 1892 are $2,610,500. orso much thereof as may be necessary cts ° 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, that evidently does | experiments may be sold it lance the pri 
not include all the money appropriated for public printing; for | ‘hereot used in the exe ee DP 
in a statement which I had the honor to submit to the House on | been purchased for use in such experimen = 
the 18th of January last, when we were discussing the bill then | sary thereto, may be sold and the proceeds rh La 
Il accurate \ I pr t , 





up for public printing— ; 
Mr. SAYERS. It does not include, of course, the special ap- 
propriations for the Agricultural Department. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Itdoes not include a number of other ap- 
propriations; for I have a statement of them furnished me by the 
efficient clerk of the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. Courts, 


ongress. 
Mr. HATCH. Upon a consultation with the gentleman from 
| Texas, in charge of this deficien y bill, I will wait until he con- 
cludes its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on the engrossmen 
and third reading of the bill. 


by which it appears that the regular appropriations for this mr ey : ; ; 
** + 4s > 9OR "he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tin 
fiscal year for printing were $2,298,000; and then other appro- 8 Sliaes et te Stan ai linillar wba Mia Siu we 
sriations were made for special objects, increasing the amount | *™‘ . engrossed, 1t was according|ly read the third time and 
» $3,639,284. I will publish the items, if there be no objection, | P@°°: |. a me 
: ’ P 7 . On motion of Mr. SAYERS, the motion to reconsider the la 


with the remarks I am now submitting. 
Mr. SAYERS. Is the gentleman speaking of 1892 or 1891? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Eighteen hundred and ninety-one. DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTI 
Mr. SAYERS. I was speaking of 1892. Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that th: 
Mr. RICHARDSON. This deficiency is for the fiscal year | bill (H. R. 6836 making appropriations to s ipply a deficier i 
closing June 30, 1892, as I understand. the D partment of Agric ture, and for othe r purposes. reporter 
Mr. SAYERS. The sum of $2,610,500 mentioned by me is the | from the Committee on Agriculture, may be now considered 


amount covered by the sundry civil bill which passed the House | the House as in Comn ittee of the Whole. 


vote was laid upon the table. 


during the Fifty-first Congress for this year; of course itdoes| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
not include those special items of appropriation which were | tleman from Missouri? 

assed by the House at the instance of the Committee on Public There was no objection. 

rinting. The bill was read at length. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Itdoes not include those items, that is Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I can not, in a short time, 
true, but it includes the whole of the regular amount which was | to the House a better explanation of this bill and the nee 
appropriated, $2,298,000—— for its enactment now than to have the report of the committ 

Mr. SAY ERS. Yes. : . uae : read; and if the House will listen to its reading, it will obta 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then there is a deficiency not included | all necessary information in regard to the emergency for wh 
in that of $753,500. F ) | this bill is proposed at this time. 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman is referring to the figures of The Clerk proceeded to read the report (by Mr. HaTcH), a 
the wrong year; he is speaking of the fiscal year 1891. follows: ; 


pe 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. The amount is $3,639,284, appropriated The Committee on Agriculture beg t 
J in 1891, for this fiscal year. making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the fund 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is entirely in error. This is | tet ee risen te ee creey, ool Baton 3 if 
) the fiscal year 1892; the gentleman is reading from the appro- | tinue experiments in the manufacture of sugar, and would res 
r priations for the fiscal year 1891. ommend favorable and prompt actiot t hatt 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. So far as my purpose goes it is not mae | eet tor a , 
K terial which year it isfor. The fact is that the amount for one | tn ‘Secretary of Agi 1 if ir. D. E. Sa : 
year is $3,639,284. I only want to call attention to the enormous | of Animal Industry, and Prof. H. W. ¥ c 
sum we are expending for public printing, and to emphasize the Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we will have something furthe1 t 
importance and necessity of taking steps to reduce the amount | way of an explanation of this bill than what has been read 
of printing. hould like to hear an explanation from the gentleman from M 
Mr. HATCH. I would ask the gentleman to yield to me so | souri as to the deficiency proposed of $10,000 fo i t 
that I may have read the report of the Committee on Agricul- | the manufactnre of sugar. 
ture, and a proposition which I desire to offer as an amendment | Mr. HATCH. Ther a lett ( 
to this bill. The reading may take a little more than five min- | missioner of Agriculture, which I « re to have re: hi 
‘ utes. ; has not yet been read by the Clerk. It will give af explana- 
‘ The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the House is not | tion of the point to which the gentleman from Indiana refer 
; now proceeding under any five-minute rule. This bill is before | well as other features covered by the b 
7 the House as any other bill would be. The Clerk read as follow 
F Mr. SAYERS. If the appropriations which the gentleman FEBRUARY 1 
j from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] wishes to offer by way of amendment sin: I have the} to requ yur early consideration of 
iq are, as I understand from him, deficiencies, they should have | 80° of Estimates for appropriations for the Department of A 
one to the Committee on Appropriations in the first instance; | Animal laiastry te OF CAP FV ing On the work of the Bi 
cause by the rules of the House all matters of deficiency from referred to is found on page 74 of rid Be fl 
¢, any Department must go to that committee. ’ Piacrereianar seeaica ; ae ‘he 
Mr. BATCH. There are only two items. I want time to inspection of livecatile. hoes wnd the en : 2 a nadtan 
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are the subjects of interstate commerce, and for other purposes, the sum o 
$500,000, two hundred and fifty thousand of which to beimmediately available. 
As you no doubt remember, the cattle and meat inspection law, the title of 
which has just been quoted, was approved March 3, 1891, or the day preceding 
the adjournment of the Fifty-first Congress. There was consequéntly no op- 
portunity for Congress to provide for the increased expenditures necessary 
carrying out the provisions of thislaw. The great importance of the meas- 
re, 1 r, together with the popular wish to have it enforced at once, and 
ility of doing this in Endler tostremath: n the hands of this Govern- 
in its negotiations for the removal of the prohibition which had been 
o long enforced against our pork, led me to put this inspection in operation 
atonce, and meet the expenditures out of the lump fund appropriated for 
he work ofthe Bureau of Animal Industry. 
By practicing rigid economy, the inspection of live cattle and meats has 
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been established and maintained at the largest packing houses, the practica- 
bility of inspection has been demonstrated, the reputation of our inspected | 
meats has been established, and,as a result, the prohibitions against our | 


pork have been removed 
inspection has been demanded, and where it should be organized, but where I 
have been unable to grant it with the funds at my disposal. 

I sheuld also state that our shippers have been aaable to obtaina sufficient 
quantity of inspected meat to fill the orders from those countries which will 
only admit pork covered by the certificates of inspection issued by this De 
partment. The present inspection is, therefore, ahardship to anda discrimi- 
nation against houses to which we have been unable to extend it, and it is 
not conducted on a scale of sufficient magnitude for our country to reap the 
full benefits which should be obtained from the opening of the continental 
markets. In spite of the limited force and of practicing the utmost economy, 
the appropriation for the Bureau will be exhausted, at the present rate of ex- 
penditure, early in April 

If this work of inspection is to be continued and developed as contemplated 
in the act of March 3, 1891, it will be necessary that a deficiency appropria- 
tion be made at an early day. As the regular appropriation bill will proba- 
bly not be passed in time to meet this emergency, I would request a defi- 
ciency appropriation of $150,000 


There are many packing houses, however, where | 





The deficiency appropriation herein asked for may be deducted from the | 


estimates for the Bureau of Animal Industry, which are now before Con 
gress, as the amount included in the estimates for the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry is considered sufficient to cover the expenditures for this fiscal year, 
and also for the yearending June 30, 1893. 

| feel assured that both the Committee on Agriculture and Congress realize 
the importance of continuing and extending the work of inspection, and that 
the amount herein asked for will be granted before the funds at my com- 
mand are exhausted. 

| would further ask your attention to an item on page 75 of the Book of 
Estimates for an appropriation for experiments in the manufacture of sugar, 
and particularly to that portion of said item directing culture experiments 
to be made looking to an improvement in the growing of sugar cane, sugar 
and sorghum as sources of sugar supply. To successfully make such 
experiments, it is necessary that they should be undertaken at the com- 
mencement of the planting season, and an appropriation made, therefore, to 
xo into effect on July 1, 1892, the beginning of the next fiscal year, would be 
of no avail in carrying on this line of experiment. 

| would suggest, therefore, that your committee, in addition to providing 


for an appropriation to be immediately available for carrying on the work 
of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the remainder of the present fiscal 
year, should include in it an item appropriating $10,000 for making culture 


experiments in sugar cane, sugar beets, and sorghum as sources for the pro- 
duction of sugar 
Very respectfully, 
J. M. RUSK, Secretary. 
WILLIAM H. HATCH, 
Chairman Committee on Agriculture, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, if the House has given its atten- 
tion to the reading of the letter of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
it seems hardly necessary to add more than a word by way of ex- 
planation. 

‘The House will understand that this meat inspection bill was 
passed on the night of the 3d day of March last, and there was 
no opportunity to include an appropriation to carry out the pro- 
visions of that act in any of the appropriation bills of that Con- 
The Secretary of Agriculture was compelled to take from 
the fund that had been appropriated to carry out the provisions 
of what is known as the act to establish the Bureau of Animal 
Industry a sum sufficient to inaugurate this great inspection law. 

Now, the Secretary states that it is in successful operation at 
nearly all of the packing points in the United States, and up to 
this time has proved eminently successful and entirely satisfac- 
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Of course the House can understand that it would be exceed- 
ingly bad policy to interfere with our export trade in meats at 
this time; and without thisappropriation the Secretary will have 
no means to run the Department more than through the month of 
March, leaving probably April, May, and June, when the act 
would have to be suspended entirely. 

This provision will not increase the appropriation made in the 
Book of Estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; be- 
cause the Secretary states that this $150,000 may be taken from 


the amount asked for in the Book of Estimates, and it will not | 
increase the appropriation for that Department a dollar for the | 


next fiseal year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In other words, you propose to deduct this 
item, provided in this bill, from the general appropriation for 
Vepartment: 

Mr. HATCH. TI propose to deduct this sum of $150,000 from 
the $500,000, or whatever sum is necessary, included in the Book 
of Estin next fiscal year. This is simply an appro- 
priation in anticipation of the annual bill, and to supply the de- 
ficiency between now and July 1. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How « 
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{| ing the amount? The appropriation for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1892, expires at that time, and any unexpended appro- 
priation from that fund would be turned into the Treasury, ex- 
cept for expenditures incurred prior to that time. ' 

Mr. HATCH. Well, we will look out for that if it becomes 
necessary in making up the bill. The Secretary has made his 
estimates, and this sum will about enable him to run the Depart- 
ment as contemplated up to the date fixed, and he will not oe 
anything over. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isthissum to cover notonly the expenditures 
for this fiscal year, but does it also include the expenditures for 


| another fiscal year? 


Mr. HATCH. Oh, no. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then what do you mean that so much less 
may be expended for the Bureau of Animal Industry? 

Mr. HATCH. For the next fiscal year? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. HATCH. Simply because the Secretary states in the let- 
ter that you hold in your hand, contained in that report, and as 
you will see from the report of Dr. Salmon, that having organ- 
ized this institution and having carried the work up to that 
point, he will be enabled to run the bureau during the next 
fiscal year for $150,000 less than during this present fiscal year of 
1891-92. In other words, he is economizing in every way that 
he can, and we expect to reduce the annual expenditure to that 
That is also true in regard to this $10,000 that he asks 
to continue the experiments in the sugar-cane, sorghum, and 
beet-sugar industries, the three experiment stations that are al- 
ready established now—one in Florida, one in Kansas, and one in 
Nebraska; one for sugar cane, one for sorghum, and one for beet 
sugar. 

The Secretary explains that it is impossible to successfully 
carry on these experiments unless he can begin with the spring 
season. In other words, they are testing the raising of seeds 
from these sugar beets, which have to be planted in the spring. 
That $10,000 will be deducted from the $30,000 that he asks for 
to carry on these experiments during the fiscal year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Idesire toask the gentleman a question. 
As I understand this bill from a hasty reading, it has three ob- 
jects or purposes; first, to supply a deficiency for the purpose of 
carrying out the provisions of the act of May 29, 1884, establish- 
ing the Bureau of Animal Industry; then the act providing for 
the inspection of meat and animals, and also for the inspection 
of live cattle, hogs, ete. 

Mr. HATCH. I will explain to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] that these two acts are supplemental to 
the original act establishing the Bureau of Animal Industry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. WhatI desire to ask the gentleman is 
how much of this $150,000 is a deficiency for carrying out the 
provisions of the act of May 29, establishing the Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry? I will state to the gentleman the reason why I 
ask this. I understand that the Secretary of Agriculture has 
very largely used the amount appropriated for this Bureau of 
Animal Industry for the present fiscal year in publications, in 
printing, and that this deficiency grows out of the fact that he 
has been probably extravagant in the use of the allotment of his 
Department for current printing in the printing of public docu- 
ments. Now, Mr. Speaker, I donot think that is right. If lam 


| correctly informed as to the use which the Secretary of Agri- 


culture has made of the allotment set apart to his Department, 
either in the regular appropriation bill or in the agricultural 
appropriation bill, for the Bureau of Animal Industry, I do not 
approve the application he has made of his allotment. I want 
to ask my friend if he has any information on this point? 

Mr. HATCH. I will answer the gentleman as fully and as 
frankly as I have any information upon that subject. I think the 
gentleman will find, when the Secretary makes his detailed state- 
ment, which he is required to make at the end of the fiscal year, 
he is misinformed in that respect. This $150,000 appropriation is 
made necessary at this time alone by the expenditures that have 
been made in that Bureau to carry out the provisions of the act 
of March 3, 1891. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
answer? 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will read the letter of Dr. 
Salmon, the chief of that Bureau, commencing on page 2 and 
ending on page 4 of the report, he will find an itemized statement 
of the work that has been done under that act since it was passed, 
and the result—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But, Mr. Speaker, that does not answer 
the question which I submitted to my friend. 

Mr. HATCH. I will say to the gentleman frankly that I have 
not seen the statement of the printing account of the Agricultural 
Department yet, and the gentleman knows that that report has 
not vet been mage, and I can not see it until the Secretary sub- 
mits it at the end of the year; but as far as I know I do not be- 


Is that the whole of the gentleman's 
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lieve that the gentleman is correctly informed as to any part of 
this deficiency having been occasioned by any excessive use of 
that fund in printing public documents in that Department. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I supposed the gentleman 
had at his command the items and the figures which would show 
exactly how this deficiency had been created. 

Mr. HATCH. I have, and I have directed the gentleman spe- 
cifically to the place where he will find them set out, word for 
word and dollar for dollar. 


| 


|and that havin 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Where is that? I have not been able | 


to see it in that report. 

Mr. HATCH. Read Dr. Salmon’s letter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But that does not show how the money 
was all used that was assigned and set apart to the Department 
of Agriculture for the Bureau of Animal Industry. 

Mr. HATCH. Of course it does not; but itshows the expend- 
iture of the amount of money that has been required to carry 
into effect the provisions of this act, which have done more in 
the interest of the cattle and hog industries of the United States 
than all the bills passed by Congress in the last ten years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. lam making no issue with the gentle- 
man on that. But the question I wish to get an answer to is this: 
Whether the Secretary of Agriculture had a fund allotted and 
set apart to him to be used in the furtherance of the provisions 
of the Bureau of Animal Industry, or the law which creates it, 
and had used the money set apart in that way to increase the 
amount of printing for his Department excessively. In other 
words, the Secretary of Agriculture has an allotment, to be used 
in investigations or other work under this act establishing the 
Bureau of Animal Industry. Now, when thatallotment was made, 
as I understand it is annually, the question I ask is, How has he 
exercised the discretion, which he has as Secretary and as the 
chief of his Department, in having printing done at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office? I asked the gentleman, because I wanted 
to see, before [ made any statement, how he did use the money. 
My information is, and I think it is accurate, that he has exer- 
cised his discretion to the extent of printing 40,000 copies of one 
book, and used the allotment of money to the Bureau of Animal 
Industry for this purpose. 

Now, it may be right to print the special report on the Dis- 
eases of the Horse; it is a work that I am not finding fault with; it 
may be a good work. Butthe question I ask is, Whether he has 
used his discretionary power to print properly when he prints so 
large an edition, even if this was as valuable a work as repre- 
sented? 


Mr. DOCKERY. Dol understand the gentleman to say that | 
the Secretary has diverted the money allotted to him for other | 


purposes for the printing of that book? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. My information is that he used the 
money that was set apart for the benefit of the Bureau of Animal 


Mr. HATCH. Iexplained that to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY], who asked me the same question; and I under- 
stand, as the Secretary understands, that a larger sum was nec- 
essary to organize this system of inspection. That it took up a 
larger part of the sum appropriated to provide the machinery 
to begin with than it will cost in the months that are to follow; 
g@ already thoroughly organized this Bureau, it 
is only necessary to extend it as applications come in from time 
to time from other cities where inspections are not made at this 
time. ‘hat it will cost less in the future than it has in the last 
few months to carry out the provisions of the act. He there- 


| fore believes that it will be possible to get along in the next fis- 
| cal year with a reduced sum, to wit, $350,000, or $500,000 less this 


Industry in printing this special report of the Diseases of the | 


Horse. 

Mr. HATCH. I cannot yield any more of my time to the gen- 
tleman. I thought he wanted to ask me a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I supposed the gentleman would be able 
to give me the information. If the gentleman will indulge me, I 
supposed that the facts had been developed before his commit- 
tee, showing why these deficiencies arise; and I wanted him to 
enlighten the House upon that subject. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, I will say to the gentleman that I will 
give him a full opportunity within the next few days to get all 
the information he desires on that subject, because the Commit- 


$150,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Ithoroughly agree with the Sec- 
retary on the meat-inspection question, for the increase of which 
this deficiency is asked; but my point is, would not the provi- 
sion taking the $150,000from the Bureauof Animal Industry lead 
to the assumption that thisis too much tobe applied to the meat- 
inspection business? 

Mr. HATCH. My friend from Iowa makes this mistake: There 
were three acts recited there, because they all applied to the 
same Bureau. The one Bureau of Animal Industry is charged 
with all of this work. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But these are different funds. 

Mr. HATCH. They are not different funds, because the At- 
torney-General decided after the passage of that act of the 3d of 
March, 1891, that it came under the provision of the appropria- 
tion already made for the Bureauof Animal Industry, and | pre- 
sume the Secretary had authority to use that much. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then this cut would simply be 
made in the appropriations for 1893 for that Bureau. 

Mr. HATCH. It is not a‘‘ cut” at all, as I have been explain- 
ing to the House. It has been rendered necessary because no 
appropriation was made to carry out the provisions of the last 
act. There was no provision for that included in the appropria- 
tion of $500,000. Five hundred thousand dollars was not a suffi- 
cient sum, and now the Secretary finds that this great work must 
be suspended for three or four months, or he must have this 
$150,000; and if this appropriation had come from the Committee 
on Appropriations there would not have been one particle of 
criticism of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON oflowa. We are not criticising it now. 
We are simply trying to get at the facts. 

Mr. HATCH. Here isa great work in progress: here is the 


Secretary of Agriculture, a Cabinet officer, responsible to Con- 
gress and to the country for the manner in which he disburs 


this appropriation, and he comes here and says to Congress, in 
this letter, that the most important work that has ever been con- 
fided to that Department must be suspended for three or four 
months, or else he must have this money. Now, [ do not want 
to cripple the Department of Agriculture, and, beyond every- 
thing else, I do not want to cripple the great meat industries of 
the country. This bill is properly reported from the Committee 
on Agriculture, and it comes here with aunanimous report, ever 
single member having voted heartily for the appropriation. 
Mr. HEN DERSON of lowa.,. My friend does not compre he nd 


y 


| me at all. I am thoroughly in accord with him in what he wants 


tee on Agriculture will soon report to the House a resolution or | 


bill providing for a reprint of that book. 


on that point. I thought perhaps he had the information and 
that it could be got at: but if he has not the information, there 
is the end of it. 

Mr. HATCH. I told the gentleman that I had not the infor- 


mation, and why I had it not. The Secretary had not made his | 


report, and on that account I could not answer. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that we can not 
hear what is going on. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HATCH. With pleasure. 


to do. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam very much gratified to know that the gen 
tleman does not mean what [ understood him to mean. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I am thoroughly in favor and al- 
ways have been in favor of this proposition. The gentleman does 


| not comprehend me. My point is this: The Secretary says that 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Lhave no issue just now with my friend | this amount may be deducted from the estimates for this year for 


the Bureau of Animal Industry, and my question is, can you not 
put in a provision to appropriate to this purpose so much of the 
appropriation for the Bureau of Animal Industry for this fiseal 
year, instead of making a specific appropriation? I understand 
that the Bureau of Animal Industry fund is too large. 

Mr. HATCH. Thegentleman doesnot comprehendme. F 
dently I have not made myself understood. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. There isno use in discussiny the 


other point, because Iam red-hot with the gentleman on that 


| (Laughter. ] 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I see in the report on page 2a | 


letter from the Secretary in which he says, speaking of this de- 
ficiency which you are now asking to have supplied: 

I would request the difficiency appropriation of $150.000. 

He then says: 


The deficiency appropriation herein asked for may be deducted from the 
estimates for the Bureau of Animal Industry, which are now before Congress, 
as the amount included in the estimates for the Bureau of Animal Industry 
isconsidered sufficient to cover the expenditures for this fiscal year, and also 
for the year ending June 30, 1893. 


Mr. HATCH. In the act of March 3, 1891 (which, as the gen- 
tleman will remember was passed the night before the adjourn- 
ment of the last Congress), there was no opportunity to make any 
appropriation for carrying out its provisions. The act was sub- 
mitted to the Attorney-General, and upon his opinion, as the 


| Secretary of Agriculture informs me, the Secretary used a part 


of the fund that had been appropriated for the Bureau of Animal! 


Industry to carry out that act of March 3, 1891, beginning wit} 
the inspection- — 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. But does not my friend 
stand that if this deficiency goes through, as it ought t 


LtoO ro and 











we can cut down the estimate for the Bureau 
lustry for 1893 by $15 0,000? 
That is exactly what the Secretary says he is 
done and what he thinks can be safely done. 
SON of Iowa. All right. 
w, Mr. Speaker, the item of $10,000 for the 

iv industry of the United States is so well understood that I 

tt is necessary to spend time in explaining it, and 
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] s question on the third reading and 
ssmel f the I 
HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, before the previous question is 
( | ed | would like to be heard bri fly upon this bill. 

Mr. HATCH. How much time does the gentleman want? 

r. HOLMAN [ d prefer to take the floor in my own 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I can not consent to delay the passage of 
this bill. am not willing to yield the floor, but I am willing to 

the nt in any reasonable time that he may desire. 
HOLMAN Mr. Speak there is no oceasion for this 
ti as no! ry ing this bill this aft ter- 
n¢ i S nothing ssing abou 

M HATCH Well, when the gentleman has charge of a bill 
ré ted from his committee he must decide that qut stion for 
I : , vy demand the previous question on 
1 ner nt a d read and passage of this bill 

r. HO AN. WhenlI haveec arge of a bill I always allow 
li aedat« 

Phe question was takenon ordering the previous question, and 
t Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

r. HOLMAN | demand a division. 

he House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 36. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no quorum, Mr.Speaker. Now, in- 
stead of occupying time in the further count 7 ask for half an 
hour to debate thi ill. 

r. HATCH. Isaid that I was perfectly willing to yield the 
gentleman liberally out of my time. I do not want to give him 
all my time [ am willing to yield him twenty minutes. 

} SPEAKER. The Chair will order tellers—— 

\ SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that the time be ex- 
te 1, so that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] may 
ha tes and the gentleman from Missouri the same 
Ti 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave no objection to that; and let it be pro- 
vided that at the end of that time the previous question may be 
considacrea as ord ed. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. SAYERS No objection. 

Mr. PICKLER [ wish to know whether this arrangement 
will preclude amendments? I wish to offer an amendment to 
provide for the publication of a further edition of the work on 
the Diseases of the Horse. 

lr. HATCH. Ihave already stated on the floor that the com- 
mittee has that matter before it, and will report it at an early 
aay 

Mr. PICKLER. We have been trying to get the matter re- 
po fro he Committee on Printing for about four months. 

HATCH. It will be reported by us as a separate matter, 
at Lnout delay. 

The SPEAKER if the previous question be not ordered any 
a ! ermane to the bill will be in order. The gentle- 
man from ‘l’exas [Mr. SAYERS] asks unanimous consent that th: 
demand fe the previous question be withdrawn, am that one 
hour of debate be allowed, thirty minutes to be controlled by the 
gentleman fron liana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the remainder by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 

Mr. HATCH And that the end of that time the previous 
que on De ¢ i ea as oraered 

SP] KER. And that the previous question be consid- 
ered as ordered at the end of that time. Is there objection? 
Tho ( 

HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I regret what has just trans- 
pir i i nview oO Lhis occult nee unanimo 
( on ol a ene ral appropria 10n Dili 1 
the | I t b ranted. This bill. of cours 

} dere ! ! 8, in the Com: ttec 

f \\ ‘ ere isa fair chance for debate: but for 

th ake « nor of time 1, for one, was wil oer it should be 

1 tiouse. St the ventleman from M issouri will 

u ying to cut off debate upon any approp la 
tir 1 money he runs the risk of compelling the Hous 

te to t rule of 1 uiring every one of these bills 


to b the Committee of the Whol 





ail a ntion to a iew matt 
\ iy friend from Indiana simply refresh his 
ry ct that not fifteen minutes ago a bill from 
th _omi Lice ¢ \p rODrlatlol , Carr ing | ao not know how 
mi: nore th and dollars than this bill, passed the House in 
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-HOLMAN. And if my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
cae RS] had proposed to cut off debate on that bill I should, 
highly as I esteem him, have been amongst the first to rise and 
obje c t. 

ly SAYERS. I did not ask it. 

. HOLMAN. The gentleman did not ask to cut off debate; 
c sola not. 

Mr. HENDERSON of cmt He said if there were no further 
remarks to be made he would ask the previous question. 

Mr.HOLMAN. The pill was entirely open to debate. I trust 
hat the House, in appropriating public money, will at least al- 
low fair consideration, e pec ially at a period of the session when 

» have ampee time at our disposal. 

7 wish to call the attention of the Speaker to the fact that this 
subject-matter was improperly referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, and I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri what data— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there has been no 
reference by the Chair of any deficiency appropriations to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr.HOLMAN. How, then, did the committee get jurisdiction 
of this matter, if it was not referred to them? 

The SP Poa The Chair does not know. 

ir. HOLMA In this case, my friend from Missouri reports 
a bill which he was not authorized to report, and then atte mpts to 
cut off all debate. Ido not remember an instance in my experi- 
ence of two such things coming together. [Laughter.] 

Now, I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Missouri upon 
what data his somunittes proceeded in ascertaining whether these 
were proper appropriations or not. I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Missouri for an answer, and let it be taken out of my 
time. 

Mr. H ATCH. ‘The gentleman from Missouri” is listening 
very attentively to the gentleman from Indiana, and will reply 
in hisown time. I do not propose to use any of the time of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When the reply comes,I shall desire my 
friend to tell this House what testimony was before him and his 
committee when this bill was prepared and reported, what wit- 
nesses they examined as to the necessity of this appropriation of 
$150,000 and this appropriation of $10,000. Gentlemen will bear 
in mind that an original appropriation isone thing; for in many 
cases it is taken for granted that the appropriation must be made; 
but a deficiency stands on a very different footing. Of course no 
Department of the Government, however important, however 
identified with the interests of the people, should be permitted 
to go beyond the amounts of money appropriated, unless in case 
of imperative necessity. When Congress came together a large 
amount of deficiency occurred inevitably in the Public Printing 
Office; and of course it had to be met by a deficiency appropria- 
tion. Butupon whatground was this appropriation based? Was 
it simply on the three letters, the general statement of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture and the two letters writte on by heads of 
bureaus, and which are embodied in the report 

But I wish to ask my friend as to this general statement in the 
report: 


The deficiency appropriation herein asked for may be deducted from the 
estimates for the Bureau of Animal Industry, which are now before Con- 


gress 


That is to say, for the fiscal year 1893 


| as the amount included in the estimates for the Bureau of Animal Industry 


is considered sufficient to cover the expenditures for this fiscal year and also 
for the year ending June 39, 1893 

YOUMANS. Will you give the reasons why this appro- 
priation should not be made? 

HOLMAN. Ah, but the question is not why it should 
not be made, but the proper question e why should it be made? 
It would be a very unsafe rule indeed w hen a b ill comes into this 
House to be compelled to show rf it should not be allowed, in- 
stead of the affirmative being required, giving the House infor- 
mation and showing the reasons why the expenditure is just and 
ywroper. If my friend will reconsider his question he will see 
hat the exact reverse of the prop sition should be put; that is 
o say, that no appropriation of money directly from the indus- 
ries of the people should be made unless there is reason for it 
and not simply because thers is no reason against it. 

But it is very obvious that if that language which I have read 
admits of any interpretation at all, it is that the appropriation 
Bagg hm enter l . 
. HE NDERSON of Iowa. If the gentleman will permit me, 
that is the very paragraph that I was questioning the gentle- 
} Missouri about, and his explanation to me was that 
the estimates for 1892—and I assume that they must be deficiency 
estimates 


DINGLEY. 


> ob aoe 








man fre 


The estimates for 1893. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. No; 1892 and 1893 are both men- 
nedin that paragraph. I say that the estimate for that amount 
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ust be a deficiency estimate, and that it could be cut down $150,- 
0. Iassume that is what the gentleman’s explanation meant. 
could not understand him myself, however, on that particular 
oint. But if it does not mean that, I do not understand what it 
foes mean. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If the estimates of the Department of Agri 





culture have gone to the Committee on Agriculture and been 
considered, and the $150,000 here proposed to be appropriated is 
to be deducted from those estimates—if that is the interpreta- 
tion—well and good. ButI can not understand what that lan- 
guage means, I must admit. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I wish to ask if the gentleman from Ind 
ana takes the position that the Committee on Agriculture } 
no authority to act upon these matters? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon this matter? 

Mr.CAMINETTI. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly not; of course not. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. The gentleman will allow me t 
attention to the rule of the House, section 10 of Rule XI. 


) Ca I 5 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iunderstand the rule to which the gent 
man refers. 

Mr.CAMINETTI. That section provides that the Committ 
on Agriculture- 
shall receive the estimates andr appropriations for the Agri 


ral Department 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly; they shall receive the esti- 
mates and report the appropriations. That is not questioned. 
But this is a deficiency, it is claimed. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Now,it is by virtue of that provision of 
the rule—the provision which contemplates that this committee 
shall receive the estimates and report the appropriations for the 
Agricultural Department—that this committee gets its authority 
to report the appropriation bill for the Department of Agricul- | 
ture. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. And this is one of the appropriations or 
the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a deficiency appropriation. Is my 
friend a member of that committee? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Lam. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did your committee receive the estimates for 
these items? 

Mr.CAMINETTI. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On which this bill is based? 

Mr.CAMINETTI. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And referred by the Speaker? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Yes, sir; and investigated the question 
thoroughly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, Mr. Speaker, there is a direct issue of 
fact. The Speaker of the House announced not ten minutes ago 
to the House that this matter was not referred to the committee 
by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Indiana will examin 
the paper he holds in his hand—the report of the Committee on 
Agriculture—he will see that this communication went directly 
to the Committee on Agriculture. It was not referred by the 
Chair. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. That is not necessary. This committee 
can receive the estimates. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [should not have any objection to this going 
to the committee if it was provided under the rule, but this is a 
defici ney 

Mr.CAMINETTI. I think ifthe gentleman from Indiana wi 
examine the rule he will find that it is no more necessary to 
have any matter referred to this committee, in the way of esti- 
mates of appropriations, to give it jurisdiction, than itis to have 
them referred to his own committee to give it jurisdiction. By 
virtue of the authority given to us under the rule of the Hous 
we report to the House after hearing the evidence, that this ap- 


or 
> 


propriation is necessary. And we believe that we have just as 
much right to make such report on such subjects which come to 


our committee as the committee of which the gentleman hir 
is chairman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no trouble about the qu tion f 
relerence, 
S\AMINETTI. The gentleman seemed to think tl 
wa: 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no trouble about that. 


r. CAMINETTI. Iam glad to hear that 


Lab. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman was simply 





mistaken about 


the matter. (Laughter.] The estimates sho ld go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I have no objection at all to their 
going to your committee, but what I wish to know is, what testi- 
mony did your committee hear? 
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port, and if the gentleman will read the facts which have been 
reported, it ought to sati ea tht m that. bv virt of the creat 
expenses incurred by this Department in car ut the | 
visions of this law, the necessit exists. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have the nted 1 { for : but 

at testimony did vou he 

* CAMINETTI And if ! { Lat ther in- 

vest at n of t g h eth 4 ) + No 
l derstand f La 

} HOLMAN. But f f reaso 

i nat hf 3 stat 3 ( 1 | vish 
tr . - wha 4: | 

Mr. CAMIN] my 

M HOLA N 
if ) 

CAM NJ 


1minhe 
The SPEAKER I é | \ 
Mr. CAMINET' \ 
WHIT! | ‘ ( W } 
an irom indiana 
p| ne Tne i ‘ ~) al ( ( 
1) Salme "} } i } 
of that kiz sul t 
Mr. HO N 
c t ne! | ( an 
My WHIT] VW ‘ da ? ¥ ( 4 
omcers as W al . 
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a : and yet m friend Mr. H TCH 
question on his bill. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HATCH. Did I understand the gent n from Iowa 
Mr. WHITE] to say that there was nobody before our committee? 
Mr. WHITE. No: I said we had acted on the advice and r 
resentations of the Secretary of Agricult fortified by 1 
testimony in writing, here in this report, of Dr. Salmon. 
Mr. HATCH. Wasthegentleman |Mr. WHITE] p nt 
the Secretary himself and Dr. Salm yn and Prof. Wiley wer 
ore that committ for one who ( two he : 
Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 
Mr. HATCH. Were they not witnesses? 
Mr. WHITE. Certainly they were, thatis whatIsay. T 
are the men upon whose recommendation we acted: b 
not treat the m as witnesses are ordinarily t 


Mr. HATCH. I did not intend, as far as I was concerned, to 
be catechized in that way by the gentleman from Indiana [)\ 
HOLMAN]; but if the gentleman from lowa [Mr. WHIT! 


swers for the committee, [ want him to answer cor! 


Mr. HOLMAN. When there is a hearing beforeacommit 
and testimony is taken, my experie! has b that that t 
mony is taken down Now, was there any testimony taken dow: 
so as to be available, so that we can examine it? 

Mr. WHITE. There was no testimony taken in the way 
timony is ordinarily taken; but we had the recommendation of 
the Secretary of Agriculture and of Dr. Salmon, w at 
head of this Bureau, wh recom ndations were acted yn 
} 


ry the committee. 
Mr. HOLMAN. We they cre \ as t 
had expended this moi 
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passed at the last session of Congress itcarried with it no appro-| Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to the gentleman that he re- 


priation. Money was used that had been appropriated for other 


purposes, and unless there is an immediate appropriation made | 


this particular part of the bill, that is, the meat inspection law, 
will become inoperative because of the lack of funds, and what- 
ever is appropriated to-day will be taken out of the permanent 
appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was there 
this purpose for 1892? 

Mr. WHITE. Not for the purpose of carrying into effect the 


meat-inspection law, as I understand. 


| 


Mr. HOLMAN. Then this $100,000 is a new item? The | 
amount proposed by this bill, as you know, is only $150,000. This | 


item, ‘“‘inspection of export cattle,” is $100,000, and it manifestly 


refers tothe present year. Then the inspection of five million car- 


or for a different service? 
Mr. WHITE. It is for the purpos 
tle and the carcasses of dressed beef. 
Mr. HOLMAN. What I wish to know is, whether this item 


of inspecting both live eat- 


serve the balance of his time. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I prefer the gentleman shall get 
through, because when the time comes that I shall yield the floor 


| under the rule or agreement that was made the previous ques- 
no appropriation at all made for | 


tion is to be considered as ordered. I want to get through with 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can demand the previous 
question whenever he desires. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman wants to consume his time, I 
should be glad for him to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The time, by the agreement, expires in one 


| hour. 
casses of beef, at three cents, $150,000, is that for the sameservice, | 


of $100,000 for inspection of export cattle, and this other item of | 


$150,000 for 5,000,000 carcasses, at three cents each, are for the 
same service, or a different service? 

Mr. WHITE. : I could not separate the items exactly, because 
we relied upon the statement of these gentlemen 

Mr. HOLMAN. What does this inspection mean? Are there 
two forms of inspection? 
for export, both live cattle and dressed carcasses of animals, must 
be inspected and tagged. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that. 

Mr. WHITE. When that is done the meat is permitted to be 
exported to any foreign country. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But there is an item for five millions of car- 
casses of animals inspected; at three cents, making $150,000. 
That is one thing. What I wish to know is about this first item 
of $100,000 for the inspection of cattle? 

Mr. WHITE. There are other expenses in connection with 
that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would not run it up to $100,000. 

Mr. WHITE. I can not say what it was precisely. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then comes in the item of hogs. Seven 
million carcasses of pork at 5 cents—5t cents. Did the commit- 
tee inquire into whether that was a reasonable charge? 

Mr. WHITE. It inquired into the fact as to whether there 
had been any decrease in the expense connected with this in- 
spection. We were told that since the organization of this 
Bureau the expenses had been constantly lessening, and they 
would be lessened somewhat year after year, but not materially. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have consumed about 
ull the time I desire to use, except to say this. I am, as well as 
my friend from Missouri, and in about the same degree, identi- 


fied with agriculture. I have lived on a farm all my life, and | 


that on the farm on which I was born, and I expect to live there 
through the balance of whatever of life Providence shall give me, 
and it weuld be very strange for me, living in the midst of farmers 
all my life, in a stable community of farmers, if I should not 
feel a great interest in the subject of agriculture; but as I had 
occasion to say once in this House in connection with the Post- 
Office Department, the irregularities which creep into Congress, 
in which extravagance occur, almost always occur in those De- 





partments of the Government closest to the people, those in | 


which they have the most vital interest, for the reason that we 
are inclined to treat those interests with especial favor. 

I feel a great interest in agriculture; represent a purely agri- 
cultural constituency, and have been identified with them all 
mylife. ButI donot think Congress in this hasty manner should 
appropriate large sums of money without full knowledge of the 
necessity for those appropriations. 


A remarkable circumstance that applies especially to the sub- | 


The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman should use his time, so 
that the gentleman from Missouri can have his. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ThenI reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not quite understand how that will be. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Missouri, as the Chair thinks it is but just. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. ALEXANDER]. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indi- 
ana |[Mr. HOLMAN] seems to lay great stress upon the amount of 
evidence that this committee had before it. I desire to call 


attention to the fact that the committee had all the evidence on 
Mr. WHITE. The inspection means that all meat calculated | 


record that itcould get. Theact had passed for inspecting meat 
without making any appropriation whatever to carry out that 
act. The expenses for putting that act into operation had to 
come out of the regular appropriation of $500,000. In pursuance 
of that the Secretary of Agriculture had taken the amount out 
of the regular appropriation bill, and if that regular appropri- 
ation was correct, as a matter of course there must be a deficiency. 
We had the evidence before that committee of the number of 
cattle and the number of hogs exported. We had applications 
from individual firms and individuals who desired inspectors, 
whom we were unable tofurnish. We had information of the 
ports of European countries that had been opened, and that the 
export of hog products particularly was growing to such an ex- 
tent that it was found to affect the home market. It could not be 
stopped, and the evidence was that this act would have to be sus- 
pended on the Ist of April. 

Now, there was the evidence that we had before us, the neces- 


| sity for this appropriation, and the committee without hesita- 
| tion reported it unanimously. 


In regard to sugar, we are merely anticipating. Heretofore 
all the appropriations have become available only at the begin- 
ning of the fiscal year. Anybody who knows anything in regard 
to the culture of sugar knows that it must be commenced in the 
spring, and if you were to commence under the regular appro- 
priation you could not produce the sugar beets, that is the seed, 
because the beets have to be kept through the winter, planted in 
the spring, and grown. It is absolutely necessary that the work, 
both as to sorghum and beets, shall be commenced in the spring. 
Therefore, this appropriation in regard to sugar culture merely 
provides that the money which will be available from the com- 
mencement of the next fiscal year may be used this spring, so that 
the experiments can be begun in season; and that, asI have said, 
is absolutely necessary. 

Now, if we were to stop the inspection of our meats until the 
Ist day of April that would disarrange the markets of the world 
with regard to our hog product. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nobody proposes doing that. Every mem- 
ber here desires, of course, that this Department shall have all 
the money that is required to enable it to work efficiently, but 


| of course the House wants to know how the money is expended. 


ject of deficiencies is the disposition on the part of public officers | 


to disregard the aetion of Congress, and become themselves the 


appropriators of the public money year after year. Look at the | 


vast sums of deficiencies that are now before us. What is the 


ise of Congress imposing a limitation, under our system, if every 
i 


head of a Department or bureau is permitted to disregard the | 


Mr. HATCH. Now, I yield five minutes tothe gentleman from 
California [Mr. CAMINETTI]. 

Mr.CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] laid great stress upon some figures that he finds 
upon page 3 of the report. If he will examine that part of the 
report thoroughly he will see that that is the estimate made by 
a subordinate of the Secretary of Agriculture in order to enable 
that officer to make his estimates for the coming year. That 
subordinate is of opinion that $1,000,000 could be profitably ex- 
pended in the work during that period; but the amount asked 
for by the Department is only $500,000. This appropriation is 


| really not in the nature of a deficiency, as I understand it. It 


will be necessary to properly carry out that work that we appro- 


| priate for the next fiscal year at least the amount mentioned, and 


penal statute as well as the general provisions of law, and create 
tl leficiencies. 

Then Congress rushes forward with great haste, without even 
permitting discussion, for the purpose of passing the appropria- | 
tion bill demands What is the use of talking about the con- 
stitutional provision ‘* that no public money shall be appropriated 


except by authority of Congress” if these heads of Departments | > 
| halt at a time when the good work which has been done has re- 


are permitted to appropriate the money. I trust that there 
will be no effort made to ioree through any appropriation of pub- 
lic money, especially for deficiencies, except on the very fullest 


. f f Aj : 
and freest of discussion. 


the question is,whether we shall wait for three months to elapse 
before we make provision to enforce the law, or whether we shall 


sulted so favorably to American interests across the water. | 
The work of that Department has enabled our representatives 
abroad to open the markets of Europe to our pork and other meat 


es 
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roducts. Now we are informed that this muststop for three or 
our months unless we pass this measure, because the Depart- 
ment will be left without any means of carrying iton. The re- 


There are many packing houses, however, where inspection has been de- 
manded, and where it should be organized, but where I have been unable to 
grant it with the funds at my disposal. , . 

I should also state that our oe have been unable to obtain a sufficient 
quantity of inspected meat to fill the orders from those countries which will 
only admit pork covered by the certificates of inspection issued by this De- 

artment. the present inspection is, therefore, a hardship to and a discrim- 

ation against houses to which we have been unable to extend it, and it is 
not conducted on ascale of sufficient magnitude for our country to reap the 
full benefits which should be obtained from the opening of the continental 
markets. In spite of the limited force and of practicing the utmost economy, 
the specopees on for the Bureau will be exhausted, at the present rate of ex- 
penditure, early in April. 


This fully sets forth the necessity for immediate action. The 
Department of Agriculture simply asks us to allow out of the 
money that we are called upon, or shall be called upon, to vote 


quest submitted by the Secretary of Agriculture states: | 
| 
| 


for the next fiscal year the sum provided in this bill to meet an | 


emergency vitally affecting important interests in our home and 
foreign commerce. 


The point raised by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] | 
that this bill was not considered by the regular Appropriations | 


Committee should not meet with approval on this floor, because | 


the rule gives to the Committee on Agriculture the right to act 
upon this subject, and gives that right to the committee in gen- 
eral terms, obviously embracing everything referring to agricul- 
ture. Thiscommittee has investigated the matter sufficiently to 
enable it to make the recommendation which it has made, and [ 


trust that this House will sustain it in the unanimous report pre- | 


sented. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON]. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, [I want to say a word or two 
upon this bill, and I do it with some reluctance because my friend | 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has opposed it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; [ have not opposed the bill. I do 
not wish my remarks to be regarded as in the nature of opposi- 
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ran up the product to 106 pounds; and atthe Government exper- 
imental station they produced last year 175 pounds of sugar from 
atonof cane. This one discovery alone will pay the American 
people for every dollar that has been appropriated for the Agri- 
cultural Department. 

We have solved the problem of producing sugar, not alone for 
the United States, but for the whole world, and if these investi- 
gations be continued, I am satisfied that Kansas and the new 
country which we shall get from the Indian nation will eventu- 
ally furnish sugar for the whole world at a rate so low that you 
can even take off the bounty. 

The beet-sugar discoveries in Nebraska and other States are 
equally important. And in Florida there has been opened up a 
great area of country that can be devoted to sugar culture. 

This is a very important appropriation. J am convinced that 
if it had been for the promotion of any special privilege there 
would have been many advocates for itonthis floor. Mr. Speaker, 
the longer I remain in this House, the more I am satisfied that 
nothing which is not backed by personal interests can get through 
here; that the business of the public and the interests of the public 
lack that support which private interests always have. When 
a bill appropriating money for the general interestcomes up here 
there are many objectors; they throw blocks in its way; they try 
to stop its progress. 

I am therefore convinced, Mr. Speaker that the agricultural 
class will have to band themselves together and send men here 
to advocate their special interests—to see that such legislation 
gets through here as will protect them against all other selfish 
interests. This is all I care to say on this subject. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from Indiana desires to oe- 
cupy any of hisremaining time I want him to do so now, as when 
I take the floor I wish to close the debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing further, I be- 
lieve,toadd. Ihave called the attention of the House already to 


| the fact that under our rules all deficiencies go to one committee. 


tion to the bill, but rather as a protest against the manner in | 


which it comes before the House. 


from Indiana, Mr. Speaker, has saved the people of the United 


It is entirely proper that thisshould be the case, although I have 
no objection to an alteration of the rule so that deficiencies in 
the Agricultural Department might be referred to the Commit- 


| tee on Agriculture. That isa very able committee; and I now 
Mr. SIMPSON. Well, I will explain that. The gentleman 


States many millions of dollars. There is no question about that, | 


and we all honor him for it; and it is right that he should seruti- 


nize and investigate these appropriation bills. Itseems thatthe | 


real objection which the gentleman from Indiana has to this bill | 


is that it has not come through his committee, because he thinks 
it has not received proper attention or proper investigation by 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isimply want to find out whether it has or 
not. 


and made a brief statement there, and I am satisfied that they 
did investigate this appropriation thoroughly. I consider this, 


indulge the belief, upon the statements made here, that they 
have considered this matter fairly well. But that fact did not 
appear upon the face of their report. I think the report should 
have been fuller; should have gone into details, especially in 
regard to the Bureau of Animal Industry, a subject with which, 
as a general rule, the House is not very familiar. A detailed 
statement of the number of persons employed, the salaries paid, 
and all that, ought to be before the House; and I trust the gentle- 
man from Missouri when he reports from his committee the 
general bill for the next fiscal year will furnish the House and 


| the country with full information upon these subjects. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I was before the Committee on Agriculture | 


sir, one of the most important appropriations that can come be- | 


fore this House, relating as it does to a very important industry 
of this country, one that benefits the whole community, not alone 
the agricultural community, but the whole people. This appro- 
priation provides for what is, in my opinion, the only thing con- 
nected with the Agricultural Department that deserves any en- 
couragement. I have looked in vain for anything in connection 
with that Department that will benefit the people, and, with the 
exception of this part of its work and the experiments in regard 
to sugar, I have been unable to see any good thing init. I am 
aware that it was originally organized as a sop to the agricultu- 
ral community, who were supposed to be flattered by having a 
bureau or Department represented in the Cabinet. 

“Uncle Jerry Rusk” certainly deserves some credit for investi- 
gating into the matter of inspecting meat, with the view of pro- 
tecting the consumers of meat in this country and foreign coun- | 
tries against diseased meat. I am aware that many abuses creep 
into all these inspection institutions. The great number of men 
appointed to fill such positions and the patronage which thus 
grows up are evils; yet it is necessary to guard the people of 
this country against eating diseased meat, and to assure foreign 
countries that we are going to protect the people in those coun- 
tries against the exportation of bad meat for their consumption. 

_ Now, a word in regard to the sugar experiment. I happen to 
live in a community where the Government has located an 
experimental station. About eleven years ago we commenced 
to experiment on sorghum sugar. It is a fact well-known 
among those who have investigated this subject that there are 
200 pounds of sugar on an average in a ton of cane; and in South- 
ern Kansas and all that region of country we can raise on an av- | 
crage ten tons to the acre. Eleven years ago, when these exper- | 
iments commenced, we could only get 20 pounds of sugar out of | 
atonofcane. Last year, by the use of the diffusion process, we 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana has 
changed front, or, asihave heard a great deal stated in my com- 
mittee in the last few weeks in regard to the antioption bill, he 
has *‘ hedged.” He says that he is better satisfied with this mat- 
ter then when we started in. He admits this Committee on Ag- 
riculture to be an able committee. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not think the Committee on Agri- 
culture needs any complimentfrom the gentleman from Indiana 
to establish the fact before the House and the country that, save 
and except the chairman of that committee, I can say that in my 
twelve years’ experience in this body I have never seen an abler 
committee in any committee of Congress than the present Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Will you allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HATCH. A moment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
chairman. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 


And some of us indorse the 


Since the beginning of this session of Congress I undertake to 
say that the Committee on Agriculture have been in session more 
hours, have done more hours’ work in the committee room, than 
any other committee in the House of Representativss. 

Now, I regretted exceedingly that the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. WHITE] fell into the trap that the gentleman from Indiana 
had set for him, and allowed himself to be catechised by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana as to what occurred in the committee room. 
My answer to the gentleman from Indianais that this bill comes 
into this House of Representatives with the unanimous report of 
the Committee on Agriculture, and that is enough. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HATCH. For a moment. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, it may possibly be that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana set atrap for me. If he did, I did not so 
apprehend it. 








Mr. HOLMAN. Why, Mr. Speaker, of course not 
I WHITE. I think the gentleman from Indiana asked a 
} itimate question, whether or not any witnesses had 
b ittee on Agricult ‘or the purpose of be- 
j wered that no s witnesses appeared; 
ti we did not > Witnesses as ordinarily ur derstood. Wi: 
did r¢ Ls im, on these officers who have this busi- 
ne rere ished us with vy alstatements backed 
VM relied on them to tell the truth: and we 
ca into ise and recommended the appropriation because 
j juagment, the formation optained, itis absolutely n C- 
essary; and we have a right to expect that every man in th: 
Hi will vot or th ap] priation, including the gentleman 
j int na 
regard to t { calities which have been raised here | 
know but little about ther whether the gentleman from Indi- 
ana and his committee ought first to have investigated this mat- 
ter or not. It is not the parliamentary question that interests 
me. The only question is to inform the House why this appro- 
priation is necessary. i1f1s inspection must be continued; and 


we ask the House, and I know that gentlemen in the House who | 


understand the needs of the country in this respect will vote 


HATCH. Mr. Speaker, th entleman from Lowa cer- 
tainly misapprehended the questions of the gentleman from In- 
that he made were not understood by the 
gentleman from Indiana. One or the other of these propositions 
must be true. I do not know what the gentleman from Indiana 
means by *‘ witnesses.” If he meant that we had to examine 
them and have them sworn and cross-examined as in a court of 


ustice, there were no witnesses before the Committee on Agri- 


diana or the statemer 


ir. WHITE. That is all I meant to state. 


Mr. HATCH. And that is the way I understood the gentle- | 


man’s answer. But the gentleman from Indiana went off imme- 
diately into a tirade, as he understood it, that the committee had 


not investigated the subject at all; and simply because it had 
been investigated in that committee, and not in the Committee 


on Appropriations, we have thisexhibition. That is all itmeans. 

r. Speaker, this is not the first time I have had to make this 
fight in the House of Representatives. I have never made a re- 
port in th ast six Congresses from that committee that it was 


not either attacked as unconstit 


utional or assailed by the Com 
mittee on Appropriations. This is the same old fight we hay 
year, whenever the Agricul- 
tural Committee have come in here with a bill in response toth 
demands of the country, and have asked relief at the hands of 
Congress. Their measures are always unconstitutional, or have 
not passed muster by the Committee on Appropriations. And 
{is what all this fight to-day means against this bill. 


Now, [ did not intend to answer the gentleman from Indiana 


had here step by step, and year 





any further than to say that that committee will discharge its 
duty to the House of Representatives and to the country in re- 
lation to any bill sent toit. ButI do not propose to be cate- 
chised by the gentleman on the floor, and asked ‘* What informa- 
tion did yo et; how did you getthe information; what witnesses 
did you call?” and all that. It is none of the gentleman’s busi- 


It is the business of the Committee on Agriculture to get 
such information as will satisfy it, and, being satisfied, to report 
the facts to the House for its action. 

Now, the fact is that we had the Secretary of Agriculture and 
the heads of these different Departments before us, and in addi- 
tion to that twoor three members of the House, the distinguished 
from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON], to whomI yielded five 
minutes a short time ago. Ido not know whether he was a wit- 
r you would call his statement the statemen 
of a witness, but it was a very interesting statement to the com- 
and we were very much obliged to-him for his appear- 


le or not, wht 1e 


ance and the information in regard to what had been accom- 
plished the State of Kansas by these experiments with sor- 
gr] l 
And the committee simply exhausted every means within their 
power to ascertain all t facts in connection with this appro- 
priation ch is asked for The gentleman from Kansas | Mr. 
SIMPSON] very well said that this inspection law has been of 
more service than any act that has passed Congress in the last 
{ ty years, as far as these creatindustries are concerned. The 
ma t! of } rop have een opened to our meat products, and 
: ‘ rts to foreign markets has been raised, 
ntil 1 rica roducts in some European countries are 
their own home-cured meats. That 
Was 0 A ient elicited during the discussion of this bill be- 
fore the \n n addition to that, the price of hogs 
and of be t Western States has been raised and strength- 


ened by the fact of this increased export demand for our meat 
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n the face of all these facts the Committee on Agriculture were 
asked by the Secretary to report this bill, anticipating, if you 
please, the regular appropriation by three or four months; and 
they have reported a bill; reported it, not by leave of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], not by any favor of the 


| Committee on Appropriations. We did not ask them. We re- 


alifornia [Mr. CAMINETTI] has had read, a rule that gives to 
that committee the jurisdiction over all appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Appropriation bills? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, if this is not an appropriation bill, what 
is it? ve 

Mr.HOLMAN. A deficiency bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, that is a ‘‘ distinction without a differ- 
ence,” if the gentleman will allow me to quote from avery dis- 
tinguished Kentuckian dead many years. The gentleman knows 
it is an appropriation bill, and that it is a deficiency appropria- 
tion bill. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend knows that the very first rule 
upon this subject of appropriations provides that all appropria- 
tions for deficiencies shall be reported upon by a single commit- 
tee of the House. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I do not agree with the gentleman from 
Indiana, or his methods or his rules or his laws of interpretation 
or construction. [never have believed in them. I have been 
her 


ported it under thisrule of the House, which the gentleman from 
‘ 


‘e a good while, and I can not follow him in any interpretation 
of that kind, or anything aboutappropriations. [ have seen him 


time and time again when he would take the knife of the Consti- 
tution and pare an appropriation so close that you could not see 


| it under a microscope, and when his own State was interested I 


have ssen him open the doors broader than would allow this 
Capitol to go through. [Applause and laughter.] 

| had occasion some years ago tocall theattention of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to the fact that when [ came 


into the House of Representatives I had been taught for years 


| to believe that he was a Democrat, an old-fashioned Democrat; 
| and yet one of the first speeches [ heard him make in this House, 


and one of the first appropriation bills I heard him indorse and 
support and plead for, was a bill directing the Federal Govern- 
ment to build a turnpike road in the State of Indiana; and where 
he got the warrant out of the Constitution of the United States 
for making an appropriation to build a turnpike road in the State 
of Indiana [ never could understand. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was not that a road to a cemetery? 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, yes; it wasa road toasoldiers’ cemetery— 

Mr.HOLMAN. Acemetery under control of the United States 
Government: 

Mr. HATCH. It was a road to the death of the Constitution, 


| as far as that power was concerned [laughter], and exemplified 


the fact that the stated community in the State did not have the 
patriotism and the liberality to properly protect and consecrate 
the burial of its own honored dead. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the gentleman vote against that bill? 

Mr. HATCH. Idid, and [ have never voted for one of them 
vet. 

" Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I have voted for them all. 

Mr. HATCH. I have not: and that shows thatthe gentle- 
man’s interpretation of the Constitution is a very latitudinous 
one, [I aughter.| 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are not these cemeteries under Government 
control? 

Mr. HATCH. I will never appropriate money of the Federal 
Government to build a road in the State of Missouri or in the 
State of Indiana over territory that the State or county has ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over. I never have done it and I never wiil 
do it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 may be a little earnest about this bill, but 
Ll am representing a committee on this floor that has very im- 
portant interests in charge, and [ serve notice in this contest to- 
day upon the gentleman from Indiana and all thers that [ am 
here ready and willing at all times to defend the action of that 
committee over which [ have the honor to preside as chairman 


to every single report that it makes to the PFifty-second Con- 


Tress. 

"i | do not believe a more earnest, intelligent, or conscientious 
committze could have been selected by the Speaker of this House 
to attend to the duties of the Committee on Agriculture. [ intend 
to stand by the work of that committee with all the earnestness 
and ability that I possess. Mr. Speaker, no more important or 
urgent emergency appropriation wasever asked for by Congress 
than the appropriation for these two items, that are not to in- 


| crease appropriations, but simply to anticipate hem, and carry 
| on this important work that is already at hand. 


Mr. Speaker, I believe my time is about up, and I demand the 
previous question. 





* 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri[Mr. HatTcH] 
demands the previous question on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was according|y read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HATCH, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported the bill (H. R. 6923) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MOUNT VERNON AVENUE. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back the bill (H. R. 2766) to commence the con- 
struction of Mount Vernon avenue, and asked that it be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Committee on 
the District of Columbia will be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill, arfd it will be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considerng general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. ’ 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the purpose of considering 
general appropriation bills, and the Clerk will report the first 
bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6875) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, 
and for other purposes. 

Beit enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending June 39, 1893, and for 
other purposes, namely: 

For Army and Navy pensions, as follows: For invalids, widows, minor 
children, and dependent relatives; survivors and widows of the war of 1812 
and with Mexico, including allowances under the act of Congress approved 
June 27, 1890, and all arrears of pensions granted by the acts of January 2% 
and March 3, 1879, or by any other existing law, $133,048,366: Provided, That 
the appropriation aforesaid for Navy pensions shall be paid from the income 
of the Navy pension fund, so far as the same may be sufiicient for that pur 
pose: And provided further, That the amount expended under each of the 
above items shall be accounted for separately. 

For fees and expenses of examining surgeons for services rendered within 
the fiscal year 1893, $1,250,000. And each member of each examining board 
shall, as now authorized by law, receive the sum of #2 for the examination of 
each applicant whenever five or a less number shall be examined on any one 
day, and $1 for the examination of each additional applicant on such day: 
Provided, That if twenty or more applicants appear on one day, no fewer 
than twenty shall, if practicable, be examined on said day, and that if fewer 
examinations be then made, twenty or more having appeared, then there 
shall be paid for the first examinations made on the next examination day 
the fee of #1 only until twent? examinations shall have been made. 

4 For salaries of eighteen agents for the payment of pensions, at 4,000 each 

$72,000. 

For clerk hire, $400,000: Provided, That the amount of clerk hire for each 
agency shall be apportioned as nearly as practicable in proportion to the 
number of pensioners paid at each agency, and the salaries paid shal 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

For fuel, $750. 

For lights, 8750. 

For stationery and other necessary expenses, to be approved by the Seere- 
tary of the Interior, $35,000. 

For rents, $18,200. . 

NoTe.—Total estimatesfor 1893 _____........_. 

Total a for 1892 
Amount in this bill 

Mr.MUTCHLER. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with my 
remarks on this bill, I would like to know from my colleagues 
who compose the minority of the committee as to what time they 
suggest general debate shall be limited. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of my colleagues on 
this side of the House I desire to say that a couple of hours 
would be perhaps as little as we would want to use on this side of 
the House. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. 

Mr. GROUT. 
House. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I donot think it is necessary to consume 
all that time. And I would suggest to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont that we agree to close general debate at 5 o’clock, or as 
much sooner as possible, and that we shall have a vote at that 
a [ do not think that we desire to consume two hours on this 
side. 





L be 


.-- 9147,084, 550 
135,214,785 
134,225,056 





Does my friend mean an hour on each side? 
No; we desire two hours on this side of the 
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Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairm: nust say that I do not t 
this side of the House will nt to] than two ho 
veneral debate on this bill. Thata { time may nota 
taken, and the reading of phs may b 
ceeded with earlier, but I wo mak al 

j Ho 


ment for less than two hours’ dé te for this side of the I 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. When the Indian apr setae ia- 


tion bill was up this House wot L ine permit an 1t10Nn ¢ 
general debate. It seems to me tha ion b ni ha 
as much time for general debate as the Indian appropriati 
bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, no! 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Why not? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is not so importar 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. MUTCHLER. 


t does not contain so many paragraphs. 


Mr. Cha 





items in this bill, and we could pass it in a little time after g 
eral debate has terminated. Now, I propose that we agree tha 
general debate shall be closed at 5 o’clock. If we can agree to 


+} +} - aod os 


give gentlemen on the 
should be glad to do it. I do think we 
hours on our side. 


that time we 


+ 


other side two hours ol 


to use two 


shall wan 


Mr. GROUT. My colleagues about me say that they want to 
have two hours, and [ dare not agree to any less time. If th 
centleman wants to close the debate at 5 o’clock with that u 
derstanding, good and well. If we do not use the two hours, of 


course the reading of the bill by paragraphs will go on. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Chairman, [ will proceed with the 
understanding that two hours’ time shall be given to the oth 
side; but I would like to have the right to move the previous 


uil il 


question after two hours have been consumed on that side, to- 
gether with the time we may use on this side. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That is all right. 

Mr. GROUT. I can not agree to any less than two hours on 
this side. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I have given you the two hours you ask. 


Mr. GROUT. Then TI misunderstood the gentleman. If two 


hours is conceded to this side of the House, very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Vermont to control the time on that side of the Hous 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 


that after two hours have been consumed on the other side, a 





so much of two hours as we desire to consume upon this 
that general debate shall be closed, and the previous qu 
shall be considered as ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the 
man from Pennsylvania that whenever he desires he ea 0 
that the committee rise and report the bi withot furtl 
agreement. 7 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Now, Mr. Chairm inasmuch as the 
before the House does not carry as an amount by abe 
$12,000,000 as was recommended by the Commissioner of P: 
sions—— 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman goes into 


an explanation of the details of this bill I would be glad to ask 
him a question in regard to whether or not the Commissioner o! 
Pensions has complied with the requirements of a r 
Congress? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gent 
yield to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Certainly. 


cent act of 


Pernaevlwear ‘ 
m Frenns Vanig 


leman fri 






Mr. SAYERS. In order, Mr. Chairman, that the committ 
| may understand the question, [ send to the Clerk's desk and ask 
to have read a clause of the act for the fiseal year 1891. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That the Commissioner of Pensions, in his report for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, shall show the total disbursements from 
July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1891. to pensioners of the late civil war; and also the 
number of pensions granted between sa lates because of said war; and 
ilso the number of pensioners of said wal > names have been stricken 
from the roll between and including those dates becau their havir 
fraudulently or improperly obtained per , together with the amount 
lisbursed to them during the time their names were upon the 1 ma 
1lso the number of persons to whom arrears will have bee 
acts of January 25 and Mar 3, 1879, to the h day ¢« J 
With the sum total of the arrears so paid 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the g eman in 
charge of the bill [Mr. MUTCHLER] to mit to t House such 
information as he may have from the Commissioner of Pensions 
as to why that act of Congress ha »t been co ed with. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. In reply to the question of the gentleman 
from Texas, I will say that the attention of the Commissioner of 


Pensions was called to that aet by th 
asked why it had not been complied with. 
to answer the inquiry, and after afew days he addressed to the 
committee aletter, which I send lerk’s to have ud, 
as the Commissioner’s explans >that law has not been 
complied with. 


: subcommittee 


He 


, and he was 
desired some time 


tothe ¢ desk 














1776 


The letter was read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1892. 

Sirk: Referring to your verbal request of recent date relative to a provi- 
sion which is contained in the act of Congress, approved June 30, 1890, making 
appropriation for the payment of pensions, etc., for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1891, which proviso reads as follows: 

** Provided, further, that the Commissioner of Pensions, in his report for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, shall show the total disbursements from 
July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1891, to pensioners of the late civil war; and also the 
number of pensions granted between said dates because of said war, and also 
the number of pensioners of said war whose names have been stricken from 
the rolls between and including said dates, because of their having fraudu- 
lently or improperly obtained pensions, together with the amounts disbursed 
to them during the time their names were upon the roll; and also the num- 
ber of persons to whom arrears have been paid under the acts of January 25 
and March 3, 1879, to the 30th day of June, 1891, together with the sum total 
of the arrears so paid.” 

After a very careful examination and consideration of all the accessible 
sources of information which include not only the files and records of this 
Bureau, but also those of the eighteen agencies for the payment of pensions, 
I find that it is not practicable to furnish the information called for by said 

roviso 
. First, as to the total disbursements from July 1, 1861, to June 30, 1891, to 
pensioners of the late civil war, I have to state that with the exception of 
the pensions granted on account of service in the war of 1812, and also in the 
war with Mexico, noseparate accounting has been kept of the disbursements 
for pensions to any special class; that is, on account of any special war. It 
is also true that prior to 1876 the disbursements from the appropriations 
made for pensions included, first, the pensions proper; second, the expenses 
incident to disbursing the same; and third, the fees of examining surgeons 
for pensions. No separation of said appropriation was made to show on ac- 
count of what wars the disbursements were made. 

Second, with reference to the number of pensions granted between July 1, 
1861, and June 30, 1891, on account of the late civil war,I state that the pen- 
sioners now on the rolls under the head of “Army and navy invalids, wid- 
ows, and others,’’ include all pensions which have been granted on account 
of disability or on account of death which resulted from a cause incident to 
the service of the United States and to the line of duty. It has not been re- 
garded as material whether the said cause of disability or death originated 
during the late civil war or during any previous war, or even whether the 
said cause had its origin in the service of the United States since the close 
of the civil war. To furnish the information called for by this part of said 
proviso would require an examination of each of the many thousands of 
cases which have been allowed by this Bureau since 1861 for the causes here- 
inbefore stated, and this would be a work of such magnitude as, in my judg- 
ment, to fully justify the conclusion that it is impracticable. 

Third, as to the number of pensioners of the late civil war whose names 
have been stricken from the rolls during the period between July 1, 1861, and 
July 30, 1891, because of their having fraudulently or improperly obtained 
pensions, and as to the amounts disbursed to that class of pensioners during 
the time their names were upon the roll, I reply that no record of the char- 
acter necessary to properly answer this question has ever been kept in this 
Bureau or in any other branch of the public service so far as this Bureau is 
informed, and to properly reply would require the same examination of 
each individual pension case now on the admitted files of this Bureau as 
would be required to satisfactorily answer the question stated in this letter 
as second. I therefore regard this question as one which it isnot practicable 
to answer. 

Fourth, the next element in this proviso is that which requires that there 
shall bereported the number of persons to whom arrears will have been paid 
under the acts of January 25 and March 3, 1879, to the 30th of June, 1891, to- 
gether with the sum total of the arrears so paid. To this question I make 
the following answer: 

The acts of January 25 and March 3, 1879, favorably affected the rights of 
two distinct classes of persons. The first class was composed of those to 
whom pension had been granted prior to January %, 1879, but against the 
date of commencement in whose cases some limitation provided by previous 

aws hadrun. These acts provided that in these cases pensions should com- 
mence from the date on which their right to such pension accrued. For the 
purpose of paying these cases Congress appropriated at one time the sum of 
$25,000,000, and at another time the additional sum of $500,000. There was 
available in the Treasury on the 30th day of June last out of said amounts a 
balance of $502,539.97. The amount spent from this appropriation since the 
0th of June, 1891, has been inconsiderable. 

The second class affected by said acts were those whose claims were pend- 
ing in this Bureau at the time said laws were passed or whose claims were 
filed in this Bureau prior to the Ist day of July, 1890. In every one of these 
cases said laws granted pension back to the date on which the right to pen- 
sion originally accrued, repealing thereby the preéxisting limitations. When 
this second class of cases came to be allowed the amounts due as first pay- 
ments, which were also called arrears, were paid, not from the 825,500,000 here- 
inbefore referred to, but from the regular annual appropriations for the pay- 
ment of pensions. It is not practicable to state how much of the sums 
regularly appropriated each year was paid in cases favorably affected by the 
arrears acts of 1879, and how much was expended in cases which were filed 
in this Bureau after July 1, 1880. Both amounts are included in what are 
known as first payments. 

Very respectfully, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner 

Hon. WILLIAM MUTCHLER, 

Chairman Subcommittee on Pensions, 
Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives 


Mr. MUTCHLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I deem it proper | 


that some explanation should be given to the House of the rea- | appropriation made last year for pensions was very largely in 


sons which actuated the committee in recommending the appro- 


priation of a smaller amount than was estimated by the Com- | 


missioner. 

Mr. REED. Oh,I suppose itcan be toid in one word. [Laugh- 
ter. | 
Mr. MUTCHLER. The Commissioner's estimate for the fis- 
eal year 1893 is $147,064,550. The bill before the House appro- 
priates $134,825,066, there being a difference of $12,239,484. On 
the 30th of June, 1891, there were upon the pension rolls, ac- 
cording to the report of the Commissioner, 676,060 pensioners. 
The aggregate annual value of all those pensions was $89,000,000 
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and upwards. The Commissioner estimates that the number of 
pensioners to be added to the roll up to the Ist of July, 1892, 
will be 269,898. 7 

The number to be deducted from the aggregate on the Ist of 
July, 1892, he estimates at about 40,000. The aggregate value of 
those dropped from the roll being deducted, and the annual value 
of those added tothe roll being added, the result is, according to 
my calculation, about $119,000,000. Then there are some to be 
restored to the roll which, according to the estimate made last 
year by the committee in their report, would carry $108,000. 
Adding the expenses of running the office, we calculate that the 
amount of money to be expended this current year will be about 
$124,000,000 or $125,000,000; so that it is almost a certainty that 
there will be a surplus of at least $10,000,000 of the amount that 
was appropriated last year. The present bill carries, therefore, 
about ten millions more money than will be expended in this 
year. Asevidence of the fact that the amount to be expended 
will not reach within $10,000,000 of the amount estimated by the 
Commissioner, we find that up to the present month the expen- 
diture this year has been $83,000,000. 

At the same rate, carrying the expenditure out until the 30th 
of June, it would be about $124,000,000 for the year. Now, when 
we add to the 676,060 persons who were on the roll on the Istof July, 
1891, the number that the Commissioner says will be added by 1892, 
we have 945,958 pensioners on the roll. Deducting from that the 
number of those who have been and will be dropped during the 
current year (estimated by the Commissioner at 40,000) we shall 
have then about 905,000 actual pensioners on the Istof July, 1892. 

The annual value of 905,000 pensions, according to my calcu- 
lation and according to the estimate given by the Commissioner, 
is $114,967,706. To that must be added the 40,000 that wil! be 
taken from the rolls by death and otherwise during the year, 
making $117,507,766. These calculations are based almostentirely 
upon data furnished by the Commissioner himself. The only 
point upon which there is any disagreement in the committee is 
as to the number of pensioners that will probably be added to the 
roll during the next year. If, asthe Commissioner stated before 
the committee, the maximum number that will be upon the roll 
at any time will be reached either next year or the year after, 
and will be 1,050,000, then, deducting those upon the rolls on the 
Ist of July, 1892, there will be but 104,742 cases pending. That 
will be within 648,000 of the maximum number. 

So we have calculated that out of that number there will be 
probably added to the roll during the year for which we are mak- 
ing this appropriation 100,000 names. As I have already said, 
the Commissioner has stated that he believes that by that time 
we shall have reached the high-water mark in this pension busi- 
ness. The Commissioner claims that he will add more names 
during the year than the committee think probable, and there 
is the sole point of disagreement. Calculating upon that basis, 
adding 100,000 to the number upon the rolls on the Ist of next 
July, and allowing them the first payment, which I think will 
amount to about $80 apiece, and giving them half-yearly pay- 
ments besides (which ona liberal calculation amounts to $6,350,000, 
the first payments amounting to $10,000,000), we have come to 
the conclusion that the bill now before the House will meet all 
the requirements. It may be asked why it is that as the pen- 
sion roll increases the amount necessary to pay the pensioner de- 
creases. That is a fact admitted by the Commissioner, and the 
reason for it is that the old claims that were filed prior to the 
act of 1879 have nearly all been adjusted, and that there are very 
few cases now—in fact, during the last six months there were 
only eleven—that carried back pensions. 

T'wo years ago the average first payment of a pension was be- 
tween $400 and $500; to-day it has been brought down to about 
$100; and the amount which was formerly required in many cases 
to pay a single pensioner his back pension is now enough to pay 
one hundred pensioners during the whole year. The fact that 
the old applications, those that carry the heavy arrearages, are 
pretty generally disposed of, and that the pensions now granted 
carry @ far less sum, is the reason why as the pension list in- 
creases in number the amount necessary to pay the pensions is 
growing, or ought to grow, continually less. 

Now, I want to call attention to another fact, showing that the 


excess of the amount actually required. We appropriated $135,- 
000,000. Five million dollars of that sum, or about that, was 
used to pay certificates which had been granted the year previous, 


| leaving but $130,000,000 to be appropriated to the current year. 


We shall have, as I have already stated, a surplus of $10,000,000 
on the Ist of July, making the expenditure for the year $15,000,- 
000 below the amount which the bill carried. Instead of using 
$135,000,000, the amount actually required to pay pensions dur- 
ing the year 1892 was about $120,000,000. The present bill,there- 
fore, appropriates some $14,000,000 in excessof the amount that 
was actually required to pay pensioners during the last year. 





Mr. Chairman, I believe I have made my statement now as 
fully as necessary—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Before the gentleman concludes, I would like 
to ask him whether his committee inquired into the advisability 
or practicability of paying pensioners their pensions every month, 
instead of at the end of every three months? 

Mr.MUTCHLER. We did not. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That isa matter belonging to the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think itis a matter worthy of considera- 
tion. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from Pennsy]l- 
vania [Mr. MUTCHLER] be kind enough to explain how it hap- 
pened that so much more money was appropriated than was 
needed? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I do not know that I can explain it satis- 
factorily. These calculations made by the Commissioner in the 
past have been, I believe, every year greatly at fault. Some- 
times they have been much less than the amount required: for 
the past year they were much greater. The Commissioner fur- 
nished the Committee on Appropriations last year an estimate 
of the number of pensioners that would be placed on the rolls 
during the current year. 

That estimate was that there would be 45,000 pensioners under 
the old law and 160,000 under the act of June 27, 1890, and for 
the payment of the pensioners on the roll and those to be put 
there during the year he wanted an appropriation of $135,000,000. 
Now, the extent of this miscalculation appears from the fact 
that instead of adding 45,000 pensioners to the rolls under the 
old law he will add about 60,000, I think, because up to the Ist 
of February he had added over 43,000, and instead of adding 
160,000 under the act of June 27, 1890, as he stated he would, he 
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now claims that he will add 269,000, and yet he has a surplus of | 


$15,000,000. So it will be seen that these calculations are alto- 
gether at fault. 

Mr. COX of Tennessee. Then the trouble in reaching a proper 
estimate is in determining the number of persons who will be 
placed on the rolls? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Certainly. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve 
the residue of my time. 

Mr. REILLY. Before my colleague [Mr. MUTCHLER] takes 
his seat, I wish to ask what is the estimate of the Commissioner 
of Pensions as to the number of cases that will be put on the roll 
for the next fiscal year? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Two hundred thousand, I believe. That 
is about 40,000 more than he says the maximum would be, if he 
put all on. 

Mr. REILLY. In making your appropriation in this bill, do 
you calculate upon that number of cases being added? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. No, sir; we calculate that he can not add 
during the next fiscal year more than 100,000, because there are 
only 164,000 altogether. We have allowed for 100,000. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this bill as reported by the com- 
mittee carries a total appropriation of $134,825,066. The amount 
estimated by the Commissioner of Pensions, approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and submitted to Congress by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury as necessary for the work of the Pension 
Bureau for the fiscal year 1893, is $147,064,550. The reductions 
proposed are upon three items. The first and principal one is 
upon the item for money appropriated to pay pensions. The esti- 


mate was for $144,956,000. The bill carries but $133,048,366, mak- | 


ing acut in this item of $11,907.634. In the item estimated at 


$1,500,000 for pay of surgeons for examinations is a reduction of | 
$250,000. But this the Commissioner of Pensions when before | 


the Committee himself recommended, so there is no dispute on 
this item for pay of surgeons for examinations. There is an- 
other reduction of $75,000 in the item for payment of clerks em- 
ployed by pension agents for the payment of pensions. 

When we come to the reading of the bill by paragraphs I shall 
have something to say on these points, but as we are nowin gen- 


eral debate I propose to submit some general observations upon | 


our pension system, to which I would invite the attention of the 
House fora few minutes. 

The pension system of the United States is without parallel in 
the history of the world. No other nation ever entered upon a 
general system of granting pensions to the rank and file on ac- 
count of military service, but:ssuch has been the American policy 
from the outset. The very first Congress passed an invalid pen- 
sion act for the benefit of the survivors of the Revolutionary strug- 
gle just then closed, and in 1792, just one hundred years ago. 
$109,243 were paid in pensions. 

The war of 1812 was followed by similar legislation, and in 1820 
the expenditure for pensions amounted to $3,208,376. From that 
time till 1860, when it was $1,100,802, the expenditure averaged 
about $2,000,000 annually. 

Then came the war for the preservation of the Union, and right 
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alongside the acts creating the military and naval establishments 


which suppressed the rebellion were acts granting pensions to 
those who might be disabled and to the widows and orphans of 
such as should fall in the struggle: and as early as 1865. the 
year in which the war closed, the Government paid in pensions 
$16,347,621. 

Since that time pension legislati has been frequent and 
liberal, providing in ample manner for every phase of disability 
incurred in the line of duty, and finally culminating in the act of 


o> 


June 27, 1890, which gives to every disabled soldier and sailor 
from whatever cause, excepthis own carelessness or vicious habits, 
a pension, if dependent upon manual labor for his support. This 
act also gives a pension of $12 a month to the widows of soldiers 
and sailors whether or not they died from wounds or disease con- 
tracted in the service: also a like pension to dependent parents. 
Now, this is the act against which in its passage through the last 
House, 71 Democratic votes were recorded. This is the act for 
the passage of which the Republican party, and especially the last 
Republican House, has been so severely arraigned by the Demo- 
cratic press of the country for the extravagance of its pension 
legislation. 

Under these various acts from 1789 to the present time there 
were at the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, 676,160 
pensioners upon the rolls, 20 of whom were the wives and 3 the 
daughters of men who fought in the Continental Army with 
Washington and Knox and Greene and Stark for the establish- 
ment of free institutions here in the New World. 

Thus do we find these 23 pensioners, the sacred remnant of the 
Revolutionary period, stiil lingering on the pension rolls in con- 


| genial companionship with the hundreds of thousands to whom 


as the preservers and defenders of the national life in three sub- 
sequent wars the equal bounty of the Government has been ex- 
tended. 


All hail! these 23 Revolutionary pensioners! Long may they 


| survive to mark the origin with the Revolutionary fathers of this 


unique system, this American system of granting liberal pen- 
sions to the military defenders of the Republic; a system which 
embraces the representatives of every war from its foundation, 
and not alone officers of high grade according to the European 
practice, but the men whoserved inthe ranks; the men who stood 
in the trenches and beat back the foe or fixed their bayonets 
and went forward in the charge. 

The monarchical idea of pensions is that they should in the 
main go to great military leaders or to those distinguished in 
civil life or in the arts or in literature. If you were to examine 
the English pension list, past and present, you would find upon 
it the names of the great and powerful: those of high rank in 
military, naval, and civil life, including the royal family, to whom 
was paid in 1890, in annuities and pensions, the royal sum of 
$2,952,850; but nowhere in the English system, and that is a fair 
sample of the European idea, is there any decent provisiou for 
men whocarried muskets. The English army and navy pensions 
are for the benefit of the officers. If widows and orphans are 
provided for they are, with unimportant exceptions, the widows 
and orphans of officers, not of the men. 

The principal pension for privates in the British service is 
that known as the ‘** Victoria cross pension” of £10 per man for 
distinguished services, and in 1890 only 63 from the army and 11 
from the navy received this pension, making a total of 74 benefi- 
ciaries who received the miserable pittance of £730, or about 
$3,700. 

In the British budget there are items aggregating about £1,- 
500,000 for the Chelsea and Kilmain hospitals, and for what is 
called ‘* in pensions” and ** out pensions,” which possibly may in- 
clude privates. These items are wholly unexplained in either 
Whitaker's Almanac or the Statesman’s Year Book. Not only 
this. but when Commissioner Black called on our ministers at 
foreign courts for information regarding the pension systems of 
foreign countries, in 1887, Great Britain failed to respond, though 
France, Germany and Russia gave full reports. 


[ have been un- 
able to gain any authentic information as to these items, but if 


for privates the amount is still relatively small, for that same 


year, the complete disbursements by Great Britain for pensions, 
compassionate allowances as they are called, and the noneffective 
service, military, naval, and civil, amounted to $25,317,060, not 
including the $2,952,350 to the members of the royal family. 
Butonly $3,700 out of these millions can I certainly state went 
to the privates of the army and the seamen of the navy. The 
rest went to persons of station and rank. And this isin accord- 
ance with the monarchical idea, viz, that governments are estab- 


| lished for the benefit of the governing classes. few in number, and 


j 


for the control of the great mass of men who according to that 


| idea have no interest whatever in the Government. except to be 


thoroughly and well governed. 
From this idea the Revolutionary fathers made a clean depart- 
ure: first by a simple declaration, followed, tobe sure, by a long 


I 
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| $150,000,000 annually forthe veterans of ox 


| sons of veterans is already a patriot and a soldier. 
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States in its present greatproportions. Itis wholly without pre- 
cedent, and by its munificence and wisdom challenges the ad- 
miration and applause of every people. It is astronger bulwark 
of defense than any standing army. 


has been that said ‘‘no government is safe unless it be forti- 


fied by good will.” Whatfortification, then, this free Government 
of these free States must have, in the first place, in the good will 
of these pensioners, some of whom are found in sod houses in tl 

Da cotas or n the plains of Kansas, while others are making th: 
strugg oO f life - the more populous and more expensive com- 
munit esof t he older States. Butit is a struggle, nevertheless, 
with om all—for, remember, no soldier draws a pension but 


he physically disabled 
the act of 1890 that they 
for support. 

What a fortification also must these liberal pensions to th« 
soldiers be in the good will of the two or thre 
and daughters of these million pensioners. 


-to which is added for such as draw under 
must also be nt on manual labor 


aepenag 
old 
millions of sons 
Every one of these 
What a 
legacy also to future generations will be the wonderful story of 
how this Republic did not neglect, but provided in the sum of 
rwars! Verily, what 
an inspiration this will always be to high and patriotic action in 
times of great national peril! Better, I repeat, better than any 
standing army. 

In the language of an ancient writer, “It is a great error to be- 
lieve that a government is more firm or assured when it is sup- 
ported by force than when founded in affection.” It was upon 
this principle that the First Congress, as we have already seen, 
passed a pension law, but did not provide for a standing army. 

Why, in the first five Congresses fourteen different pension 


| acts were passed, one of which, the act of May 8, 1792, was as fol- 


lows—and for the benefit of the few who complain of the ex- 
travagance of our present pension laws, let me read it: 

If any person, whether officer soldier 
State and called into the service of the 
abled when in actual service 
eee 


A much larger proposition than can be found in the present 
pension eae Now, this is the kind of provision which the men 
of the Revolution said ought to be made for the disabled soldiers 
this Republic, and which they intended should supersede the 
necessity of a standing army; and from that day to this such 
army has been unnecessary. 

We have had a sort of national police, known 
Army, but it is now — always has been a smal! 
as compared with the armies of European countrik 
population than our own, 
the great powers make 
three only of them: 


or 


belonging to the militia of any 
United States, be wounded or dis 
he shall be taken care of and provided for at 


of 


as the regular 
establishment 
s of even less 
while the military and naval outfits of 
m smaller still. Let me name 


ours se 


7 ¥ ey: . 
For the year 1891 the total military and naval establishments 
| of Great Britain contained 764,848 men, at a cost of $161,378,280; 
France for the same year had a peace force of 537,277 officers and 


| men witha< 


-ontingent war force of 2,500,000, at 
while the German Empire had a peace force of 
and men and areserve of 2,500,000 Caine i men. at 
189, § 979. 


For the 


a cost $285,647 509; 
517,863 officer 


a cost of $232.,- 


» 
1 ~ 
p . 


same year the total strength of our Army and Navy 


was but 45,000 officers and men, and the total cost of this force 
but $55,760,702. 
Now, if to the expense. of the Army and Navy of the United 


States you add the total expe ynditure on account of pensions for 
1891, you have the sum of $174,309,661, only a more than 
the expense of the military and naval establishments of Great 
Britain and far less than those of France and Germany. It was 
Tacitus, I who said: 

There can be no tr 
pay, no pay without 


1: } 
ttia 
Li vvit 


believe, 
anqulllity of nations without tr 


taxation 


ps, no troops without 


And this, judged by the military and naval armament of the 
European powers just named, and all the others are in the same 
line appears to be the accepted doctrine throughout the Old World 
to-day. Butnotso herein these United States. In ag l of great 
bodies of troops, making n« cessary heavy taxation, the American 
idea is that the tranquillity of the Rx public is best assured, not 
only for the present, but down the stretch of the by granting 
liberal pensions to those who have testified their devotion to the 
Government by taking efense; and though this 
calls for money as well not call for large sums 
only during the Then this expenditure 


ages, 
whe] 
up arms for its d 
it « 
of the veterans. 


as troops, 1oes 


lifetime 


| ceases, but every do lar thus invested. thus set in the glorious 
record which th ) she ublic is now making in caring tenderly for 
her disabled soldiers—every dollar, I say, is on compound in- 


and bloody war, then by a constitution and body of laws recogniz- 
ing the manhood of man;and in that body of laws there is noone 
feature that more compl a y exemplifies the American idea of 
g rnment so well defined by Abraham Lincoln, viz, that it 
is eople, by th - ople, for the peopl * than our pen- 
sj vhi 3 we ha e already seen, doesnot bestow the 
bo ‘ Government upon favored classes alone, but makes 
ample pr or all who went forth to stand up against the 
attack of the enemy, and particularly for the broken in health 
whoin fo has not favored, but who are struggling, not for 
the good things of life to which they do not hope to attain, but 
for a bares stent 
w, t sthe A ican pension system, inaugurated as w 
have seen by the men of the Revolution, and under it there are 
to-day, including those who have gone upon the rolls since June 
30, 1891, at least 850,000 beneficiaries, 800,000 of whom, at the least 
calculation are no! nmissioned officers and privates or their 
widows and orphans 
irely, whatever may be said by our Democratic friends about 
Republican extravagance, as shown by our pension laws, it can 
not be « at t rare in the interest of monopoly or for 
the beyetit of the rich and powerful, when they carry the bounty 
of the Government to such vast numbers of men in humble life, 
many of whom without that bounty would to-day be in the poor- 
hous 
But the names of these men are found among those who, when 
the life of t epublic was in peril went forth to meet the foe | 
and nobly saved it from dismemberment and destruction. And 
who ¥ say that y ought not now to be provided for out of 
the abundant revenues of that Government which only for them | 
would be but a fragment of its former self, and whose glory and | 
magnificence would be in fragments also? I repeat who will 
cla it the Government is doing better by the old soldier 
than he deserves? I do not understand that our Democratic 
br ethren really claim this. They scold about the enormous ap- 
propriations for } ons. They haggle over the passage of new | 
laws extending thesystem and about halfof them voteno. They 
criti the a nistration of the Pension Bureau and clamor 
fo vestigatior hich every one is willing they should have. 
hey refuse to appropriate the money necessary for the pay- 
ment of pensions as is shown by the bill now before us. 
In short, they keep up a sort of ‘‘ running fire” on the subject, 
esting fraud, extravagance, and the political use of the Pen- 
sion Bureau, none of which they prove, however; but I do not 
understan yo in this Hall, and but few throughout the 
co y Nort or South, have t hardihood to deny that the 
Union s is ent | not only to a liberal pension, but to the 
thanks of the American people, and especially the thanks of 
those w he met and overcame on the field of strife, for now 
th a that this great country is not only a splendid, buta 
happy la More spl and happy than any that could have 
D ( ol a y po t of i 
But, O obj r, ‘here is an army of men drawing 
: fro e Government.” Yes; as already stated, at the 
‘ of ir, June 30, 1891, there were 676,169 in 
t and a e close of the present fiscal year, June 30, 
L892, 1 b »bably 900,000 in it, and at the close of the 
n 30, 1893, that army will be at least 1,100,000 | 
he amo paid for the fiscal year 1891, was 
$11 ! 71 itappro riated for the fiscal year end- 
i 892, is $135,214,785, the whole of which will prob- 
a! ; 
\ O’NEIL of Massa tts. The Commissioner says cal- 
en ye I ( \ j 
GROl rue, he replied ‘* yes,” in response to aninguiry, 
‘ was manifestly aninadvertence. Wewere 
tall of ( yea | will refer to that part of his testi- 
: ippears the record 
O'NEIL of \ i setts. But at the second hearing 
( ‘ ( i ar 
( vou ia That ist e. It happ ned inthis 
\ ( ( SWE! a oO the om, not being a member | 
oO st as h Raum had made a statement in 
reo: to t bus ( ar,and Mr. COGSWELL said ‘*‘ the 
cal ur » ¥ 1G Raum responded mechanically 
Ye "i was take ) With the work at the table 
" rest of us sj re 1, but he never intended it. 
> os an anyway,io1 all these calculations are 
sca 1 the calendar year is never thought of. 
‘ vear ending June 30, 1893, is $147,.064.550. 
] Commissioner of Pensions that the maxi- 
mn a ‘ on the rolls but of expenditure, will be 
rea June 30, 1893, when the expend- 
iture Vv $150,.000,000. 


he pension system of the United 


terest and will be returned, prine ipal and interest, in time 8 Of fu- 
ture trialanddanger. It is “bread upon the waters” and will 
surely return. Now, this is the American idea, originated by the 
men of the Revolution in the First Congress, and emphasized and 


= 
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amplified by the Republican party, in whose platform is always 
found in substance this plank, viz, liberal pensions, with prompt 
paymentst tothe veterans. Our Democratic friends are distur! 
at the fact that this will take for the next year $147,064,550, 
and so through indifference and coolness towards the p nsioner 
the Democratic Committee on Appropriations of this De 

atic House have deliberately cut down the estimates of the 
Commissioner of Pensions and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and say by this report and this bill that the pensioners must get 
along with $12,000,000 less than the men having the business 
in charge say will be necessary to do the work thoroughly and 
promptly and let the old soldier have what belongs to him under 
the law of the land. 

And this leads up to one item in the appropriation bill in 
which the committee have made a cut ¢ uf $7 5,000, an d perhaps | 
may as well speak of it and the other reductions also here, as to 
wait till the five-minutedebate. The De carta nt estimates tha 
it will take $475,000 to pay the clerks e salen d at the different 
pension agencies throu; ghout the United States to do properly 
and promptly the work of the agencies and pay = pensions. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. The same eae as was 
made last year. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Will the gentleman from Vermont yield 
to me for an interruption? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly 

Mr. MUTCHLER. For the current year we appropriated th: 
same sum that we appropriate for next year. Now, I as k the 
gentleman whether the Commissioner of Pensions, when he was 
before the Committee on Appropriations, made any suggestion 
that a greater amount of money would be required? 

Mr.GROUT. No; rot when before the committee, because you 
gentlemen did not then even raise the question whether he 
could get along with less money for clerk hire at the agencies 
than he had estimated, but out of your inner consciousness alone 
cut it down $75,000 without a word of evidence or the opinion of 
a single man outside the committee to justify it. “ Has the Com- 
missioner made any suggestion whether a greater sum of money 
would be: Well, I should think so, when he estimated 
that it would take $475,000, which came to the House in the Book 
of Estimates, approved by both the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of the Treasury. I should think that amounted 
to a pretty clan suggestion. He estimates that $475,000 will be 
necessary. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Does he ask for any additional force? 

Mr.GROUT. There is an additional force employed now to 
meet emergencies. 


Mr. MUTCHLER. No, sir. 


require a?” 


Mr.GROUT. Yes,sir. Theyare so employed in the Pension 
Agency inthis city, and to do that work an additional for ' 
clerks is called in. . 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Detailed from the Pension Bureau and 
paid by money provided in the legislative appropriation bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes: but it requires additional clerical force to 
do that work in every agency in the country and those clerks 


are paid on vouchers taken by the agent employing them and 
by. him s¢ i d for with the accounting officers of the Departm: 
TCHLER. Will you be kind enough to explain how 
it is th: 1 it requires more money next year to do precis Y the 
same work and with precisely the same force employed tl 
[ir.GROUT. I will, and I think I can to the sati isfactic nm of 
everyone present who will give me his attention for a moment. 
In the first place it is not ‘‘ precisely the same work,” but 


more than one-third larger. The number put on the roll 





his } 


year, the Commissioner of Pensions estimates, will be 350,000 of 


new claims admitted. Something less than that of new names to 
be added. In the opinion of the Commissioner there will bé a 
least 225,000 put on the list. Now, in the present year ther 
has been the necessity of paying only 676,000 pensioners, with a 
—— addition during the vear, but the next year there wi 
Y full number of 900,000 names on the roll to start wit 

Mr O'NEILL of Massachusetts. Will you allow me to a 
a question just the ’ 


Mr.GROUT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. The estimates for 1893 





aa 

exactly the same as those for 1892. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. No; $25,000 more 

+ .GROUT. Seventy-five thousand dollars more. 

HENDERSON of lowa. No. Theestimates for 1892 

$450,000. : nd for 1893, $475,000. 

Mr. GROUT. That is correct. 

Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts. Well, that is$25,000 diff 

Mr. ¢ oor . Yes, sir. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. And the estimate for 1893 i 


only $25, 000 more than that of the preceding year. Now, does 
the gentleman know that, although the estimates are only $25,000 


Db 
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again before the committee, when you take that fact into consid- 
eration it is apparent that the number estimated by the Com- 
missioner must be provided for, and that this item oughtnotin fair- 


ness to be cut down. There is no reason for it whatever except 
Democratic reason that appropriations by this Democratic 
House must show small on their face this Presidential year, even 
though the old soldier be left without his pension. 

Now, this is Democratic statesmanship; but if the Democratic 
party really loved the old soldier it would not thus trifle with 
the small stipend on which, ‘in too many instances, he depends 
for daily bread. I repeat, there is no reason for this cut except 
to keep down appropriations. 

Mr. O’'NEIL of Massachusetts. That is not soin my case, sir. 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not charge this upon the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, I charge it upon the Democratic party, and I as- 
sert that no fair-minded man can draw any other conclusion, if 
he believes what the Commissioner says about the state of the 
work in his Bureau, and judging also from the number of cases 
he isputting ontherollsnow. Why, 32,000 went onin the month 
of October before Congress came here, and almost that number 
in November; the work of December was small, because Congress 
came and interfered with it. The work of January was not so 
large, but the Commissioner got the affairs of his office regulated 
and the great flood of calls that came in were in a measure an- 
swered, and in the short month of February 27,000, as already 


the 


stated, went upon the rolls; and so you will see that the estimate | : 
required to pay the roll of $111,800,000. 


of the Commissioner is altogether right and the speculation of 
my colleagues upon the committee is altogether wrong. 

Because there was a surplus in the appropriation for pensions 
for the fiscal year 1891, the Democracy say there will be a sur- 
plus in the present fiscal year, and no deficiency in the small sum 
for 1893, named in this bill. But why this is to follow when the 
operations of the office in these different years are so entirely 
different is not apparent to any one except the Democratic states- 
man, intent on small appropriations. It is true there was a sur- 
plus in 1891 of just about $10,000,000, which stands to the credit 
of the billion-dollar Congress—tirst on account of appropriations: 


and what is better still then to the credit of the heart of that Con- | 
work upon completed cases it can possibly perform. 


gress, which said, ‘‘we will make ample appropriations upon a 
subject that is necessarily open and speculative; that can not be 
definitely determined; we will make ample provision so that no 
old soldier to whom a certificate has been issued shall go without 
his pension, that no old soldier shall be delayed in its payment.” 
If the appropriation should happen to be larger than necessary, 
it is not wasted; it is not lost, it goes back into the Treasury. 

The billion-dollar Congress not only had the courage to make 
necessary appropriations, but, true to its pledges to the old 
soldier, it passed the dependent pension bill; under which three- 
quarters of a million beneficiaries, including widows and depend- 
ent parents, will go upon the rolls. 
was a Republican measure, passed by a Republican Congress. 
Though some Democrats voted for it, 71 voted against it, but, to 
the credit of the Republican party, not a Republican name can be 
found recorded against it. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The dependent pension act, calling with other pension legis- 
lation, for $147,064,550 next year, and the other doings of the bil- 
lion-dollar Congress have thrown certain Democratic financiers 
into great apprehension about an empty Treasury; and one of 
these, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY], told us the 
other day that he could actually see a deficit in the Treasury. 
Not at all, Mr. Chairman, not at all. A Republican Congress 
never yet made expenditure without providing revenue to meet 
that expenditure. 

Like the First Congress, which, on one page of the statute book, 
put a liberal pension law, and on another page a protective tariff 
act, which, while it fostered our industries, raised money to pay 
pensions and other expenses of the Government, so the last Con- 
gress, the ** billion-dollar Congress,” a Republican Congress, put 
on one page of the statute the dependent pension act, and on 
another page the McKinley bill; and the revenues of the Goy- 
ernment are ample to pay pensions and all other expenditures. 
[Applause. ] : 

What better justification does the ‘* billion-dollar Congress” 


need than to be found doing precisely the same things, only on a | 


grander scale, that were done by the First Congress and in pre- 
cisely the same way? [Applause.] 

W hat better platform does the Republican party want than that 
upon which the First Congress stood? 

A deficit! Not at all, Mr. Chairman, if the Democratic party 
will let the tariff alone. 


reported to the House by the Democratic Committee on Ways and 
Means, become a law, it would doubtless produce a deficiency in 
the Treasury, as it would reduce the revenues $28,000,000 annually 
in round numbers, and at the same time would take at least $6,000,- 
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| amount estimated for 


Remember this pension bill | 


But, should the bill putting wool on the | 
free list, and reducing the duty on woolen manufactures, lately | 


| not prepared to talk on the subject. no\ ' 
| or two questions of the committee, to ascertain if possible by what 
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And yet this Democratic House proposes to pass this free-wool 
bill, almost certain to create a deficiency, for it is true there is 
now no considerable surplus of revenue. It proposes also, by the 
insufficient allowance of money in the bill before the House for 
the payment of pensions, to visit $12,000,000 of that deficiency 
upon the pensioners of the country. Mr. Chairman, the old sol- 
diers and the farmers will tell you at the polls next fall what they 
think of these two propositions. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the letter from Commissioner Raum, of which 
I have already spoken, is such a full statement of the business in 
his office, and of the necessity of every dollar of money he has 
asked for, that I wish to make it a part of my remarks. I ask 
the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER. 
Washington, March 5, 1892. 

Sir: Referring to our personal interview in regard to the probable expendi- 
tures for the pension service during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, I will 
state that since I had the honor of appearing before the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, I have, at your request, gone over this question very carefully, and I 
see no reason to reduce the estimates made for this service to the honorable 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

It is a conservative estimate of the work that can properly be performed by 
the Bureau of Pensions during the present fiscal year to say that there will 
be on the rolls July 1, 1892, at least 900,000 names at an average annual value 
of $127 each, or an aggregate annual value of $114,300,000. The deductions 
from this amount on account of pensioners who will be dropped from the 
rolls during the year will probably not exceed $2,500,000, leaving an amount 


It is believed that the office can properly adjudicate 350,000 cases of all classes 


| during the next fiscal year and that these cases will require for their payment 


at least $33,156,000, making a total for the year of $144,956,000. 
An examination of the business of the office shows that there are now pend 


| ing 293,092 original invalid claims and 151,128 original widows’ claims, and 


that all the other claims pending (414,081 in number) are for increase of pen- 
sion under the old laws or for additional pensions under the act of June 27, 
1890. 

The preliminary work of the office upon claims, that is, making calls upon 
the War Department for the military and hospital records of claimants, or- 
dering medical examinations of claimants when required, and making calls 
upon claimants for testimony to complete their cases is so well in hand that 
there seems no reason to doubt that a very large proportion of claims which 
can be established will be proven before the close of the next fiscal year. 
There seems, therefore, no reason to doubt that the office will have all the 


Iam of opinion that with energetic work on the part of the Bureau dur- 
ing this fiscal year and the next, the business of the Bureau of Pensions can 
be brought upalmost current; at least that the great mass of original claims 
can be disposed of, and that the future work of the office will be in the set- 
tlement of increase claims and such old law cases as are capable of being 
proven. In such view of the case, it seems to me unwise to appropriate a 
sum of money for this service which will be inadequate for the payment of 


the just claims which will probably be allowed. 


My deliberate judgment, after a most careful examination of the subject 
is, that the expenditures for the next fiscal year can not fall short of the 
I therefore earnestly recommend the appropriation 
of that amount. 

Very respectfully, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner 


Hon. WILLIAM W. GROUT, 


House of Representatives 


Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that I need say 
more now, but will reserve the balance of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. 'To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROUT. Ireserve the balance of my time. How much 
time have I consumed? 
The CHAIRMAN. 

utes of his time. 
Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire toinquire whether 
the gentlemen on the other side desire to use any more time? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the gen- 


The gentleman has used thirty-eight min- 


| theman from Vermont has one hour and twenty-two minutes fur- 


ther time. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I prefer, inasmuch as they have greater 
time than we have, that they use it now. I think that is only 
fair. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I should suppose that the fair 
way would be to alternate in the discussion between the sides. 
There has already been much more time used in general debate 
on our side than there has on the other. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I desire to inquire whether gentiemen on 
the other side desire any more time? 

Mr. GROUT. A little louder. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I desire to know whether you require any 


| more time on your side? 


Mr. GROUT. 
take about that. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Then go on. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield five minutes tothe gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. BOWERS]. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman,I had not thought that this 
bill would come up for consideration to-day, and therefore am 
I only now want to ask one 


Certainly, Mr. Chairman, there can be no mis- 


reasoning or from what facts they arrived at the figures they 


000 annually outof the pockets of the sheep-owners of the country. | have given as to the necessary amount to be appropriated by this 








1892. 


bill. The estimates as furnished the committee for this year for 
the payment of pensions are $144,956,000, and they recommend for 
the payment of pensions in this bill $133,048,336, being a reduc- 
tion of eleven millions nine hundred and seven thousands and odd 
dollars or nearly $12,000,000. Now, looking at the table I find 
that the increase from 1890 to 1891 in the payments were $17 ,500,- 
000. Now, then, any one who has studied this question, who has 
looked over these tables of expenditures in connection with the 
law of 1890, or who will look over the number of pension claims 
pending and see the great increase in the first year, when mani- 
festly not one-fourth of the new applications under that law were 
adjusted, and that during this year, the second year, afterso many 
of these claims have been presented and have been in course of 
adjudication for a year or ayear and ahalf manifestly there must 
be settled or adjudicated at least twice the number of the addi- 
tional pensions this year over that of the preceding year; and 
naturally it will require a larger increase for the year 1893 than 
for the vear 1892. 

Now, I would like to have the committee explain to me and to 
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the House, by what process of reasoning, as I said before, orfrom | 
what facts presented to them, they presume to make this appro- | 


priation nearly $12,000,000 less when all the facts tend to show 
that there will be larger number of pensions to be paid, a much 
larger number of pensions to be adjudicated. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Will the gentleman yield tome fora state- 
ment? 

Mr. BOWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. The truth is, the present bill carries near 
$15,000,000 more than the amount required to pay pensions for 
last year. 

Mr. BOWERS. 
shown by the tables that the increase from 1890 to 1891 was $17,- 
000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. BOWERS. 
plete the remarks I desire to make. 

Mr. GROUT. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. GROUT], in speaking of the army systems in 
foreign countries, referred to the size of European armies and 
the enormous expense incurred for their maintenance by the sevy- 
eral European governments; and what he said on this subject re- 
minded me of what I recently heard a number of foreigners say. 
In the month of October last there was held in this city an Ecu- 
menical Conference, composed of about 600 delegates from all 
parts of the world. 

About one-half of these delegates were foreigners, represent- 
ing every country on the globe. They spent not only the two 
weeks during which the Ecumenical Conference lasted, but most 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 


| the plan contemplated. 


i781 

Mr. Chairman, [am alsoreminded of another thing. My friend 
said that somehow or other the Democratic party seemed to keep 
up a kind of ‘‘ running fire” on t] Bureau. That isa 
very true remark. That running fire has been kept up for many 


Se Pension 


years, no matter who was Commissioner of Pensions. I do not 
want to defend anybody here. I hope that every wrong will be 
corrected; that every crime will be punished; that every im- 
proper act will be exposed. That is one thing that we are all 
interested in, one party as well as another. But we ought toe 
just. 

What I want to say, Mr. Chairman, is this, that in my judg- 


ment no man in this country has brains enough or abil 


ity enough 
to run the Pension Bureau to the satisfaction of I 


country. 


4} 
Une 


do not care whether he be the present Commissioner or some 
other gentleman, whether he be a Democrat or a Republican. 
The system is so imperfect and has reached such magnitude that 


it is utterly impossible for any man living to render satisfaction 
in that office. I have never been satisfied with our pension sys- 
tem. It has become so immense, so vast, so insuperable that it 
is almost beyond human control. When I go into that Bureau 
and look at the stacks of papers piled up there I am reminded 
of the great hay ricks that are to be in great meadows 
of the West. 

The system itself is imperfect, so imperfect 
comprehend it or reduce it toa business basis. 


seen the 
that man 

[It has outgrown 
Wrongs are unavoidable in that Bureau. 
We never ought to have hadsuch a bureau. The plan and prin- 
ciple are both wrong. We ought to have had this pension busi- 
ness done at home. The pension claims should be adjudicated 


no can 


| and allowed or rejected in the district where the soldiers live and 


All right; I will take some other time to com- | 


| in the Pension Bureau. 


of them spent one or two and some of them three months in this 


country, traveling through most of the States and making obser- 
vations in all parts of the country where they visited. 
versations with these foreigners [repeatedly heard them say and 
heard of their saying that they had metin this country with three 


ing. The first was that we seemed to have nosoldiers. They 
said they had been in Boston, in New York, in Washington, in 
Chicago, and some of them were as far west as California, and 
that nowhere had they seenanysoldiers. ‘In our country,” said 


In con- | 


place, in city, town or village, but here we have scarcely seen a | 


soldier, and certainly we have not seen a soldier on duty.” 

This was the first surprise. The second was the general and 
remarkably good order which everywhere prevailed. They had 
seen no disturbances, no mobs, no riots, no disorder of any kind. 
They said they had walked along the streets and avenues of Wash- 
ington, New York, Boston, and other cities by day and by night 
and were never molested or disturbed anywhere and had never 
come in contact with drunken or disorderly people. 
on the fact of having seen so few drunken people. 
second surprise. 
was free. They thought it strange that they could go into any 
of the great departments of this great Government without a 
permit or a guard; into the White House itself, and shake hands 
and talk familiarly with the President of this great Republic. 
This they thought was the most surprising thing of all. And the 
climax of all their surprises came when the President came to 
the conference and made a speech. 

Hence I think that our policy, in the judgment of the most in- 


have not been abroad can scarcely realize the difference between 


a republic and a monarchy, the difference between a country 
which has no standing army and a country which has a standing 


army costing two or three hundred million dollars a year. 


They dwelt | 
This was the | 
The third surprise was that everything here | 


} t t | ute this ‘‘running fire” 
great surprises, three things which to them were very astonish- | 


€ | friends on the other side, who occasionally complain in res 
they, ‘‘ we meet soldiers on every street corner,in every public | 


Very well; admit that, Mr. Chairman: it is | “© known, subject, perhaps, to review or appeal to some higher 
a = « *- . “ c . . | 


court here at the national capital. Weshould have in every Con- 
gressional district either a supervisor or a board of supervisors 
before whom these pension claims should be heard, in open court, 
in open day, where the witnesses and the claimant could be met 
by the board face to face, and could seen and interrogated. 
Why was this pension business taken away from the lawyers of 
the country and placed in the handsof claim agents? Whyshould 
not the pension cases in the city of Columbus, where the chair- 
man resides, be heard and decided by some competent tribunal 
which would soon become familiar with pensioners, their claims 
and their character? 

[ have known instances where forged affidavits have been filed. 
A gentleman whom I[ know very well told me that he discovered 
here in Washington affidavits with his name signed thereto that 
he had never seen, and to which, of course, he had never sworn. 
[ have no doubt that there are hundreds of such 


be 


papers on file 
[ have seen, time and again, a pension 
agent walk into the county clerk's office, followed by ten or fif- 
teen men, who, one after another, signed affidavits and were sworn 
to them, although they were probably ignorant of the contents of 
the affidavits. These, Mr. Chairman, are the reasons so many men 
are drawing pensions to which they are not justly entitled. and 
it is also the reason why so many other men who ought to have 
received pensions have been denied them. I therefore attrib- 
of which my friend has spoken, and 
the seeming necessity for it, and the unsatisfactory results of the 
work of the Bureau, rather to the system itself than to the head 
of the Pension Bureau, whoever he may happen to be 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to mention another thing. My 
card to 
what they call this enormous pension appropriation, fail to real- 
ize that this is one thing in the United States of America 
helps the poor people at the exnense of the rich. I do not 
whether the Republican idea prevails, that tariff taxes are 
paid by the people but by the importers, or whether the Demo- 
cratic idea prevails, that the taxes are paid by the people, in 
either case they come largely out of the pockets of men of wealth 
and go into the pockets of the poorest people in this country from 
one end of the land to the other. Therefore | 
complaint. 

This money is carried into the 


tnat 
care 


not 


see no eat of 


rural districts. and is paid over 


generally to those who need this help, many of whom would be 
destitute if it were withheld. This is a great democratic idea, 
and Democrats who believe in democracy and who belie in 
republicanism ought to be glad that there is one class of legis- 
lation which makes the poor richer and the rich poorer. They 


ought to rejoice that there is one law that tends to equalize wealth 


| while it does justice to all and injustice to none. 


| 
| 


; : : | have not the time. 
telligent nations of the world, will be sustained, and those who | 


There is another question I would like to discuss, but I know | 
[ would like to discuss the question of a serv- 
ice pension. I think that question is not weil understood. If 
we could discharge about one thousand clerks and several hun- 
dred heads of divisions, if we would reorganize the Pension 
Bureau and remodel the pension laws of this country so as to put 


' on the pension rolls every soldier who wore the blue and every 











prison f war, every man who followed the old flag and did 
valiant service in saving the life of the country, we would sim- 
plify our system, and the expense would never go beyond $175,- 
000,000 or $200,000,000 annually, and this appropria‘ion would 
continu y a few years. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Why did you notdothat inthe last Congress, 
wh nh you wer i power? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I wanted to doit. I have been 
in favor of it for many years. I wanted the Democrats to do it 
in the Forty-eighth Congress and in the Fiftieth Congress. I 
have always believed init, and I believe in it now. 

Mr. FITHIAN. When you had your large Republican major- 
ty in the Fifty-first Congress, why did you not do it then? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. We did not do it in the ’ 
first Congress because we had so small a majority that it took al 
the brains and ability of the Speaker and all the rest of us to keep 
you Democrats down and pass a few necessary laws over your 
heads. Laughter.| We succeeded in keeping you down, and 
We accomplished a@ good deal. 

Mr. FITHIAN. You passed bills when you wanted to pass 
them. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. We passed a good many bills. 


We passed a bill that pensioned thousands and thousands of sol- 
diers who were not before on the pension roll: and we did it 


against the protests of the Democratic party, many of whom are | 


here to-day. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Did the Democratic party protest against your 
passing a Service pension bill when Mr. YODER of Ohio, offered 
it as a substitute for the dependent pension bill which you passed? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Well, we meant business; and 
that was only a trick,a scheme, a mere matter of obs‘ ruction and 
delay which we speedily removed. 

Mr. FITHIAN. When Democrats were voting for that proposi- 
tior when I voted for it 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will you vote for it now? 


Mr. FITHIAN. When Democrais who had been in the Con- 
federate army voted for that proposition, your Republican ma- 


jority refused to pass it. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will you vote for it now? 
Mr. FITHIAN. 1 voted for it then,and I will vote for it now. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will you vote fora service pen- 


Mr. FITHIAN. Iwill. I made my record and will stand by 
it. Why did not your party pass it? 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I congratulate you on being a 
remarkable Democrat. [Laughter.] That kind of a Democrat is 


searce. I trust your district will send you back. 
Mr. FITHIAN. You need not have any fear about that. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have no doubt that the re- 


marks you have just made will make you ‘“‘solid” in your dis- 


FITHIAN. Ihave been renominated by acclamation, and 
will be in the next Congress. You need not have any fear about 
as 
vil 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ican understand why you have 
been renominated. Iam glad tofind thata service-pension Dem- 
ocrat has been renominated. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

ir. GROUT. How much time is left on our side? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and five minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then the other side ought to 
pre eed I WwW. 

The CHAIRMAN. Anhour and twenty-eight minutes remains 
on t} { ide 

r. MUTCHLER. Well, we are entitled to close this debate, 
and whenever the other side has finished we will close it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. How much time have the other 

de consu l, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMA? Twenty-eight minutes. 

! HENDERSON of Iowa. If there has been an hour and 
five minutes consumed on this side and only twenty-eight min- 
utes on that side, they ought to proceed now. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. We will close the debate very soon after 
you have fir ished your two hours on that side. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr, Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Va 

CHAIRMAN. How much time? 

Mr. GROUT \s much as he may desire. 

\ 5 i. Mr. Chairman, [rise tooffera few remarks 
beca ut u ipated, when the bill was reported, that some 
member « e Democratic party would desire to air his fresh- 
ness by claiming anew that the Democrats are particularly 
friendly to pension legislation as compared with Republicans, | 
thought I might possibly becalled upon to reproduce the record, 
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as I have done once or twice before, owing to the very short 
memory of some of the Democratic brethern in the House. All 
that I desire now to do, and the only contribution that it seems 
to me necessary at this time to make to the pending debate, is to 
call the attention of the House to the record of the two political 
parties in the popular branchof Congress in the past in relation 
to the pensioning of the soldiers of the late war. 

We are met very frequently in the press of the country and on 
the stump by claims of a very different character in regard to 
the matter of pensions from those set up at times on the floor of 
House by gentlemen who desire to make themselves solid on the 
platform of retrenchment and reform. Those of us who repre- 
sent Northern districts, have been for years compelled to con- 
front the persistent declarations on the part of Democrats that 
not only is there no difference of sentiment between the two par- 
ties in their devotion to the Union soldiers of the country, but 
that as a matter of fact the record will disclose that the Democ- 
racy have been more favorable than the Republicans to a liberal 
system of legislation in that regard. 

In the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress a statement 
was made here, emphatically and defiantly, that the most liberal 
measure ever adopted in Congress in regard to the Union sol- 


| diers, the arrears-of-pension bill, was a Democratic measure be 


cause it was passed through a House that was controlled by a 
Democratic majority. 

[ had occasion, Mr. Chairman, at that time to look up the record 
of that transaction and quote it in the House; and I desire to re 
call the facts now, in order to refresh the memory of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN] and those of his constituents 
who are intelligent enough to read the record of the proceed- 
ings in Congress, for the enlightenment of their action in the 
coming election. 

In 1878,o0n the 19th day of January of that year, a bill granting 
arrears of pension, a bill that had been introduced by Mr. Cum- 
mings of Iowa,a Republican, was called up inthe House for action 
by Mr. Haskell of Kansas, a Republican. The vote was taken, 


| and it was passed by 164 in the affirmative and 61 in the negative, 


the entire negative vote of the House being cast by Democrats. 
Perhaps I had better make that part of the record a little more 
complete by saying that of the 164 votes in favor of the bill, 116 
were Republicans and only 48 were Democrats. 

On December 4, 1875, Mr. Fort, a Republican member of the 
House, offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That in all subordinate appointments under any officers of this 
House, wounded Union soldiers who are not disabled from performance of 
duty should be preferred 

Mr. Cox of New York, a Democrat, offered a substitute for 
this resolution, entirely neutralizing the idea expressed, and sub- 
sequently moved that it be referred to the ‘‘Committee on Ac- 
counts,” which motion was carried by a vote of 168 to 106, every 
Democrat voting for the motion and every Republican against it. 

Again, in January, 1876, a resolution was offered in the House 
instructing the officers to give well-qualified Union soldiers pref- 
erence in subordinate positions, whereupon a motion was made 
by Fernando Wood, a leading Democrat, referring the matte: 
to the ‘‘ Committee on the Centennial Celebration;” which pre- 
vailed by a vote of 122 to 93, every affirmative vote being Dem- 
ocratic, and every negative vote, except 7, Republican. 

February 3, 1879, a bill was passed by a vote of 140 to 81, pro- 
viding for the issue of bonds to be sold for the payment of the 
arrears of pensions. Of the votes, $1 against it,78 were Demo- 
cratic. 

February 17, 1879, the pension appropriation bill, with provis- 
ions covering the arrears of pensions, ete., was passed in the 
House by 183 yeas; the entire negative vote, 67, being Dem: 
cratic. 

And so I might go on ad libitum until we come down to the 
point in 1885, when the question arose of conferring upon Ulysses 
S. Grant, the great representative Union soldier, the honor o 
placing his name upon the retired list of the Army, of which he 
had been the most distinguished ornament. On that question 
the vote in this House disclosed 78 members in opposition, every 
one of them being cast by Democrats. And of those 78 Demo- 
crats, 66 had voted the year before to confer the same honor upon 
Fitz John Porter. 

Again, in the Forty-eighth Congress, on the proposition to al- 
low the widows of Union soldiers an increase from $8 to $12 per 
month, the pittance provided for them by the Government which 
had benefited by the loss of their husbands’ lives—a bill increasing 
the provision by the Government for these widows to the ** enor- 
mous” extent of $48 per year—there were 68 votes recorded 
against it, and every opposition vote was cast by a Democrat. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will be pleased to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not that record show that the motion to 
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retire Gen. Grant with the rank of a general was made by Mr. 
Randall of i 

Mr. BOUTELI [t does, and I am particularly pleased to 
have the gentleman call my attention to that fact, in order that 


I may interpolate here in my remarks the cordial expression of 


my gratitude to that great statesman, who was willing to stand 
here against the stolid majority of his party and codperate wit! 


a Republican minority, which enabled him ond ; to pay 8 
merited honor to the preéminent leader of the national armies, 
Ulysses S. Grant. One of the most pk asing episodes of my pa ic 
life was my ability,in my poor way, to codperate with Mr. Randa! 
in st ¢ that tardy act of recognition of the pric ‘vices 


‘uring less st 
of that peerless soldier. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that does not alter the fa 
complexion of those votes in regard to tl U nion soldie 
country, which runs all through the legislation of our Govern- 
ment, and I call attention to it here to-day in order to serve no- 
tice upon the De mo cratic party that when it voluntarily comes 
here in its work of paring down appropriations, and takes upon 


ctoi the general 
rs of this 


itself the responsibility of str iking openly against that most sa- 
cred of all the national obligations, a generous provision for the 
sick and disabled soldiers, for the dependent parents, and for ~ 


widows an d orphans of the men who saved this country, th: 
party will be held to responsibility before the people for ower 


acts. [Appia ise OD the Re publican side. } 

Mr. GROU" Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remain- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. Forty-five minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman from South Dakota 


[Mr. PICKLER]. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!” on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr.Chairman,I hear the expressions on 
part of my brethren on the other side, and I suppose it is the re- 
sult of our experience on the last two Friday nights, and my par- 
ticipation the rein. I regret they do not appreciate my position 
on pe nsions. 

I desire to address myself for a moment to the criticism that 
has been made throughout the country since the last Congress, 
in regard to pensions that were granted by that Congress, and 
the further charge of a large number of pensions being fraudu- 
lently paid at the present time. Iam here to say that I do not 
believe that proposition is true. I do not believe the proposi- 
tion that has been heralded by some newspapers that there are 
a large number of fraudulent pensions being paid at the present 
time. You well know that we hear it rumored about that a 
great many such pensionsare now being paid. Infact, fromson 
critici isms that I have seen in the last year in regard to pensions 
and Union soldiers, I did not know but we would have to! 
apologize pretty soon for ever having been in the Union Army 

Now I do not believe, and the figures will bear me out, that 
there are any more fraudulent pensions being paid, or any more 
fraudulent affidavits in this business, than would in any 
other line of business of the same magnitude. 

I submit that the charges of fraudulent pensions and the cry 
against the enormous pension legislation, I am charitable to be- 
lieve do not come even from the rank and file of the men who 
fought against us. I believe the rank and file of the ¢ 
rate soldiers have been and are willing to see the U 
pensioned; and the objection to pensions seems to me to come 
mainly from the money centers, and I believe that the i 
is principally from the men who have the money, who are af! 
that it will cost them a dollar if we spend it for the purpose of 
paying these pensions. 

Now, I desire to read from the last report of th 
of Pensions in regard to this charge of it being bounty jumpers 
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e Commissi 
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and three-months men, and short-term men that are here draw- 
ing the pensions, and I ask close attention to this extract from 
the Commissioner’s report, because it directly puts to rout al 
that charge: 

It will be observed that of the 12,402 soldiers to whom certificates were i 
sued under the general law, 1,371 were to persons who had served a period o 
six months and under, while 11,031 were to those soldiers who served for a 

eriod of seven months and over, and that the largest number of certificate 
issued to soldiers of a particular length of service was 905 to those who serve 
thirty-four months, and 878 to those who served thirty-six months r 
markable fact is disclosed that 50 certificates were issued to men wl “cl 
from one hundred and sixty-one months to four hundred and sey six 





months. It also appears that of the 71,004 persons to whom pensions were 
granted under the act of June 27, 1890, 1,163 certificates were issued to liers 
who served six months and under; 26,099 were issued to persons who serv 
twelve months and under, while $4,995 were issued to those who ser i thir 
teen months and over, and that the largest number of certificates issued to 
any class was 4,693 to men who served thirty-six months 
It is asomewhat remarkable and interesting coincidence that the 
tached to the greater number of persons pensioned under both the ow 


and theact of June 27, 1890, was 4/ years. 

I submit that the data incorporated in these tables shows the fact th 
pensions now being granted under the old as well as the new law are not to 
persons Whose terms were short and who saw but little service during the war 
‘he great majority of the certificates now being issued are to veteral 
the great struggle for the Union, and many of these men would have gone 
to their graves in want, but for the just, humane, and timely enactment of 
the act of June 27, 1890. 
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Mr. PICKLER. 
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; Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Iunderstand that of the 90 mem- 
bers present last night, only 13 of them were Republicans. I 
would like to know if that did not show a larger interest in pen- 
sious on the part of the Democrats than was displayed by Repub- 


Mr. PICKLER. There was as large a per cent of Republicans 
present, as | understand, according to their number, as there 
were of Democrats according to their number. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, that is not the point. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Yes, it is. 

Mr. PICKLER. Notatall. It has not been expected or re- 
quired of members on either side of this House not specially in- 
terested in bills to be here at these Friday night sessions. It 
has always been conceded, on every side, that the point of no 
quorum should not be raised. I listened to the plaintive appeal 
of the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. MARTIN], the chairman of the 
committee, last night—and I am not saying anything against the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; I believe it is trying to do every- 
thing in its power—but it was pitiful to hear the chairman of that 
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soldier countenance the attacks made by the enemies of all pen- 
sion legislation, in form of the frequent declarations we now hear, 
that many fraudulent pensions are being allowed; that it is the 
short-service men and men of little service that are drawing the 
pensions. AsI have before stated, such declarations are untrue, 
as shown by the records of the Pension Office. 

These declarations and the propositions introduced in this 
House seeking to scale down pensions and reduce them are covert 


| attacks on all pension legislation, and means the abrogation of 
| pension legislation or reduction of all pensions to the minimum, 


! 


committee admonish this House to attend and make a quorum at | 


these Friday night sessions. 


His appeal, Mr. Chairman, will be 
in vain. 


We will not get a quorum here on Friday nights; and 
to talk about getting a quorum here is simply beating around 
the bush, by men who are opposed to pension legislation, and 
who are determined to defeat it at all hazards. There was not a 
Republican present who ever made the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. 1 ask the gentleman to give me five minutes 
more, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Give himan hour. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROUT. I yield the gentleman three minutes more. 

Mr. PICKLER, The Republicans, the members on this side 
of the House, have always been in favor of pensions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one other point aside from pensions. The 
law now is that in the civil-service examinations a soldier dis- 
charged for wounds or disabilities is entitled to a preference in 
certification and appointment, and I believe that this Govern- 
ment ought to establish as to every soldier the same rule, that 
he should have a preference if he pass the examination, if hon- 
orably discharged. That is a way in which we could take care 
of some of the old soldiers and a way that would cost nobody 
any money. Then again, I hope that the members of the Com- 


And these charges are indirect attacks upon all soldiers; the 
intimation that large numbers of the se veterans have made and 
sworn to false statements to obtain a pension is a slander and at- 
tempt to degrade all soldiers. 

Attacks upon Union soldiers in years past were considered rep- 
rehensible and treasonable; it is not loyalty now. 

The million soldiers of the land yet living, with their sons and 
daughters, should resent these false imputations at all times as 
slanderous falsehoods. And if this army of comrades yet alive 
will stand and act together no political party in this country will 
dare to slander soldiers or refuse them their rights. 

The men who sustained the flag and the country are honorable, 
high-minded, brave men, and I desire to resent the wholesalé 
charges of dishonesty made against them. For their flag and 
their country they will ever stand: and they are honest men. 

Mr. Chairman, we hear of the coming wonderful World’s Fair 
at Chicago that is to be the pride of the nation and exhibit the 
glory of its advancement and civilization; we hear of the great- 


ness and power of this Government, the supremacy of the flag, 


and we rejoice in our strength as a great people of 64,000,000 in 
number, and as American citizens our hearts swell with pride 


| that we are of such a people and of such a citizenship. 


mittee on Invalid Pensions—because I understand it is their busi- | 


ness—will address themselves to the question of having these 
pensioners paid every month instead of every three months. 
The pensioners need their money every thirty days, and they 
ought to have it, and | donotsee any good reason why they should 
not be paid that way instead of every three months. 

Again [ desire to see the law changed so that the oath of a 
private or any enlisted man shall be held equal to the oath of an 
officer in making proof of aclaim. Upon that point I am glad 
to know that the gentleman from Iowaon my left|Mr. BUTLER], 
who has considered the matter a good deal, has introduced or is 
advocating a bill to that effect. 

Mr. CURTIS (a member of the committee). 
reported. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
ported. 

There neve 3 


That bill has been 
[ am pleased to hear that it has been re- 


was any reason why the oath of the man who 
marched in the ranks should not carry as much weight and be 
held as sacred as the oath of an officer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that with all these years 
behind us we ought to be able to take this pension legislation out 


of politics, and ought to doit if we can; and the way to do it is | 


to grant a service pension. 

If you do that you will take this pension business out of poli- 
tics,and you will give to every soldier what he is entitled to, and 
what I believe this nation owes him as a right. 

The nation owes the Union solder as he grows old very much. 
He saved this Government; he is now entitled to its honor and 
respect, and especially is he entitled to fair treatment. The 
(‘nion soldier has since the war been meeting in his encamp- 
ments and camp fires, singing his songs and recounting the ex- 

itements and experiences of his campaigns. 





As age comes on apace, we should consider and discuss his 

ghts, and the obligation of the Government to him. 

He is entitled to a pension as a matter of right. 

He should be eligible to all civil offices of which he is compe- 
tent to discharge the duties, and he should be accorded a reason- 
able number of these offices. And I am in favor of such legisla- 
tion, both State and national, as will in good faith and effectually 
carry Out the proposition that all things being equal the soldier 
should be preferred in the favors the Government may have to 
bestow. : 

The so'dier 


should take a higher stand for himself. Let no 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit that the people of this na- 
tion are only able to hold a world’s fair, and to boast of this 
country, its flag, and its greatness, by reason of the courage and 
bravery of the Union soldiers, and 1 affirm, Mr. Chairman, that 
in these declining years of these men they are entitled to fair 
treatment from the Government, and for this in my humble way 
I shall ever stand. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. HULL]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. How much time remains to this 
side, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-two minutes. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the central idea of the gentlemen 
in control of legislation in this Congress seems to be to cut down 
every appropriation bill that shall be reported to the House. I 
was perfectly willing to keep silence so long as the appropria- 
tions referred only to the material interests of the country. I 
hoped, as an American citizen, that when it came to the pension 
legislation the majority of this House would abandon their cheese- 
paring ideas and deal with this question on the broad ground of 
what isnecessary to meet the indebtedness of the country tothe old 
soldiers. Butit seems, sir, that the same idea is to prevail in this 
bill as has prevailed in every other appropriation bill before this 
House, and as will doubtless prevail in every one yet to come. 
I want to say to gentlemen on da cthee side that as a Republican 
[ am glad they could not keep their pruning-knife out of the ap- 
propriations to pay’the pensioners of this country. [am glad of 
it as a partisan; I regret it as a citizen. 

Mr. Chairman, there are thousands of cases in the Pension 
Office to-day ready to be acted upon, and the Commissioner of 
Pensions is the best judge as to the number of pension claims 
that will be issued or granted during the coming year. He has 
estimated the number at 200,000. I want to say that I believe 
that if this House would deal liberally with this question more 
than 200,000 cases could be adjudicated, and that more than 


/ 200,000 of these old soldiers would receive what the Government 


owes them for their services during the war. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HULL. Ieannot. I have only ten minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say further that the people of this 
country can afford to do justice by these old soldiers. They 
can afford to deal justly by the men who saved this Union. 
They have made this the richest, the strongest, the greatest 
country onthe face of the globe. They have made it one nation. 
They have made it impossible for any alien flag to ever float on 
our territory. They have benefited the North and the South. 
They have welded this country together in the fires of battle so 
that no enemy, foreign or domestic, can ever hope to tear 1t 
asunder. ‘They can come to this Government to-day and ask that 
justice be done them and that the appropriations necessary to 
pay their pensions shall be made by pointing to the rich Treas- 
ury and aprosperous people. They have not only benefited the 
North but they have benefited the South. They have removed 
the incubus that kept it down, and the flaming forges and the 
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resounding anvils and the whirling spindles of the South attest 
the fact that prosperity hascome to that country as the result of 
what the soldiers did for the Union. 

Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the Democrats in this House to 
prove on this one occasion that they are the friends of the Union 
soldier, and to vote appropriations here that will be sufficient to 

yay every pension as rapidly as it may be granted. It may be 
i that the money appropriated may not all be needed; but 
would it not be better, gentlemen of the opposition, to have even 
$5,000,000 go over as an unexpended appropriation than to have 
one Union soldier freeze for want of fuel or starve for want of 
food, when the Government says: ‘‘ We owe him so much money?” 

Mr. DICKERSON. The gentleman appeals to Democrats to 
join in taking care of the old soldiers and to vote liberally on this 

ill. I want to say that in voting the amount reported by this 
committee I vote every dollar recommended to me by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. In a conversation with him the other 
day I asked him about this matter, and he said to me, *‘ You 
will observe we are not asking any more for pensions than was 
appropriated last year.” 


the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR]. We are now, as 


He said so to me in the presence of | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


17 


8 


purpose; and now, as that fiscal year is nearing its close, we 
are informed that his estimates in exeess of the actual re- 
quirements of the year, and that he has a surplus of $10,000,000 
to go over to the next fiseal year. In addition to this, $5,000,000 
that came over as a deficit from the fiscal year 1891 was met out 
of the appropriations for 1892. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman yield f 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROUT. Does the gentleman say that the Commissioner 
of Pensions makes that statement? 

Mr. TARSNEY. The report of the Secretary of the T 


> 





were 


or a question: 


is ry 


| shows the estimated expenditures for 1892 to be $10,000,009 less 
| than the appropriations for the year, and statements of the Com- 
| missioner claim asurplus to this amount. 


I understand it, voting within a small fraction of the entire | 
amount asked for by the Commissioner, and I am surprised to | 


hear a different suggestion to-day from that source. 

Mr. HULL. Ican not yield further. I am glad to hear the 
gentleman; but as his side has much more time than we have, | 
hope he will continue his remarks in his own time. 

Now, one word in conclusion, for my time isalmost gone. We 
all know it to be the fact that a large number of claims now 
pending in the Pension Department can be adjudicated in a very 
short time; we all know the further fact that that department 
does not want to grant pensions beyond the limit of the appropria- 
tions; for it does not want to have men saying, ‘‘ My pension has 
been granted, but it can notbe paid.” Ibelieve that with liberal 
appropriations more than 200,000 claims can be adjudicated in 
thenext year. Many of those claims have been pending for years; 
the testimony is complete; now let Congress doit: part, and 
make this appropriation, as asked for in the estima.e, and you 
will find it will be used in the payment of an increased number 
of pensions; it will not be squandered, but will be applied to the 
payment of a just debt to the men who saved this nation. 

Mr. GROUT. How much of his time did the gentleman [Mr. 
HULL] use? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are twenty-two minutes remaining. 

Mr. GROUT. I would like to know what rule governs a dis- 
cussion of this kind. If thereis to be but one speech on the other 
side, we do not object to their closing the debate; otherwise we 
insist upon the usual rule that speeches on the two sides shall 
alternate. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. 
[Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, the consideration of annual 
pension appropriation bills appears to be an occasion for review- 
ing the record of parties for the years that had passed upon pen- 
sion legislation. [amnot here to follow the example just set by 
occupying the time of the House in discussing whether more Dem- 
ocrats than Republicans have voted for or against any particular 
pension measure, because I have no doubt that in every pension 
measure passed by Congress there may be provisions which would 
justify any man in withholding his assent to the measure as a 
whole. Butweare here to-day toconsider a business proposition, 
not politics—to consider how much money shall be appropriated 
to meet the requirements of existing law. 

No man on either side of this House desires that one dollar 
shall be appropriated that will not be required. On the other 
hand, I believe there is no man in this Chamber who does not be- 
lieve and know that every dollar that shall legally accrue to the 
pensioners of this land under existing laws will be paid promptly 
when the debt accrues. The only question for us to determine 
to-day is, does the bill we are considering carry in its provisions 
sufficient money to meet the requirements of existing law for the 
next fiscal year? 

I find from the report of the committee and from the official 
report of the Commissioner of Pensions that for the fiscal year 
1891 there was expended in the payment of pensions the sum of 
$124,415,951.40. 

I find also that for the fiscal year 1892 there has been and 
will be used the sum, in round numbers, of $125,000,000—an in- 
crease of about one-half million dollars for the fiscal year 1892 as 
compared with the fiscal year 1891. I find that this bill, the re- 
port on which I hold in my hand, makes provision for the ex- 
penditure of $133,048,366 for the payment of pensions. I find 
that the bill appropriates for the expenses of the Pension De- 
partment and for payment of pensions $134,825,066. I find from 
reports made by the Commissioner of Pensions that he estimated 
for the fiscal year 1892 that it would require $135,000,000 for this 


IL yield to the gentleman from Missouri 


| civil establishment, $100,000,000 


| expenditures by 


Mr. GROUT. Will you please repeat it. 

Mr. TARSNEY. The statement is that out of the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year 1892, for the payment of pensions, there 
will be an estimated surplus left in the Department to the credit 
of that fund of $10,000,000. 

Mr. GROUT. Who makes that statement? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I will read from the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury: 

The expenditures for the same period are estimated as follows 
for the military establishment 
for the naval establishment, $82,000,000; for pensions, $125,000,000 


kor the 
#65.000,000 


That is the Secretary's own statement and estimate of expend- 
itures, $125,000,000 on account of pensions for the fiscal year 1892, 

Mr. GROUT. When was this statement made? 

Mr. TARSNEY. It was made and submitted to Congress at 
this session on the 7th day of December, 1891; $135,000,000 had 
been appropriated, and in this report, made at the middle of 
the fiscal year 1892, with full knowledge of expenditures then 
made, and estimating for the balance of the fiscal year the Secre- 
tary says the expenditures for the fiscal year will amount to $125,- 
000,000 for pensions. 

Mr. GROUT. How does he know what will be required for the 
balance of that period? 

Mr. TARSNEY. How does the gentleman know that this $135.,- 
000,000 will not be adequate to meet pension expenditures for the 
year 1893? 

Mr. GROUT. But the Secretary of the Treasury has said that 
there was a surplus, according to your statement. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Now, if they have made a mistake in the es- 
timates for 1892 and show a surplus of $10,000,000 remaining to 
the credit of the pension fund, then may we not justly say that 
these estimates, which are $147,000,000 for 1893 will be met fully 
by an appropriation of $135,000,000? On precisely the same basis 
as his preceding calculation this appropriation is ample. 

Mr. GROUT. How can they say that until the operations of 
1892 are closed? That will not be closed until next July. It is 
speculative only. 

Mr. TARSNEY. They can say it with the same accuracy that 
they have spoken in the past, and no more. We can proceed 
and appropriate this $135,000,000, and with Congress assembling 
again seven months before the fiscal year 1893 expires, and ad- 
journing four months before its expiration, if it be found that 
we have not expended enough for this purpose, the patriotism 
of Congress can be relied upon, as it has been relied upon in the 
past, to supply any deficiency. That is better business sense, 
and a better business method than to proceed now and appro- 


priate more than under any fair estimate can be conceived as 
necessary for the fiscal year 1893. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

Mr. GROUT. Let me ask you a question? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. You say Congress will be in session? 

Mr., TARSNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROUT. But you say that this is for the year ending 
June 30, 1893: but Congress adjourns March 4, 1893. — 

Mr. REED. Thatwillnot make any difference; it will be after 
the election he means. |Laughter.| 

Mr. GROUT. I accept the suggestion of my friend from 
Maine. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes, sir; for the year ending June 30, 1893, 


but the second session of this Congress will convene seven months 
prior to that date. Now, Mr. Chairman, we are here asked to 
appropriate in the aggregate for the Department of Pensions 
$147,000,000. The appropriations recommended in this bill 
amount to $135,000,000, being $12,000,000 less than the amount 
asked for; this reduction of $12,000,000 being but $2,000,000 more 
than the Department admits as the excess of estimates over ac- 
tual expenditures for the fiscal year 1892. 

Mr. Chairman, I[ learn from the report of the Pension Bureau 
that they can dispense with and propose to economize and reduce 
dispensing with the services of a large part of 


Why? Be 


y 


the medical or surgicalexamining machinery. ause 
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it is shown that after the lapse of twenty-seven years from the 
close of 1 war we are getting towards the end of these pre- 
lim ary exa inations and inguiris s into pension cases. We 
have nearly reached the aggregate of expense on accountof pen- 
sion legislation, and because the Bureau is not given thecases to 
examine it does not require the machinery to examine them, and 
the volume of pension appropriations will not continue to in- 
crease a the years preceding this, especially the last few. 
One hundred and thirty-five million dollars now for the year 
1893, 0 125,000,000 for the year 1892, and $124,415,951.40 for 
the year 1891. Why,if there wasan increase of but one-half mil- 
lio om 1891 to 1892, should there be a greater increase than 
$10 OO ym 1892 to 1893? Willthe gentleman from Vermont 
ar } ! ( cit ( rhe y? 

GROUT Mr. Chairman, certainly; Ihave here the state- 
me from the Secretary This is the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury for the year ending 1891. 

. CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 

} TARSNEY. I yield to the gentleman to answer my ques- 
t un that simply. What is the reason for requiring an 
increase of more than ten millions from 1892 to 1893 when ther: 
Was an increase « ss than one million from 1891 to 1892. 

Mr. GROUT. Thi the report of the Secretary of the 
Treas iry upon the condition of things at the close of the fiscal 
yea LS] 

M UTCHLER. Oh, no 

Mr.GROUT. Itsays 1891. I have not had time to examine 

Mr. DOCKERY The gentleman from Vermont will find that 
hie in error 

. GROUT The report says for the year 1891 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no: it is the estimate for the fiscal year 
1892 ; 

Mr. GROUT I may be wrong; I rely on the report in my 
na 

Mr. TARSNEY. We know you are wrong, from the amount 
ti ? Vos 1 ; ( 

GROUT. Now, for the yegr 1891 there is a surplus of be- 
i nine and ten millions of dollars. The operations of that 
year closed on the 30th of last June. 

MUTCHLER. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. TARSNEY. The gentleman is certainly mistaken. There 
was no surplus from the appropriations for 1891. There was a 
deficit from that vear of $5,000,000, which was met from the ap- 
propriations of 1892. Mr. Chairman, I have read in the public 
press of the country interview after interview with Mr. Commis- 
sion Raum, in which he has stated that he would have a sur- 
plus of $10,000,000 to turn into the Treasury from the appropria- 
tions for this fiscal year on account of pensions, after meeting 
t] ficit of $5,000,000 coming over from the year 1891. 

GROUT. Was it for the year 1892? — 

Mr. TARSNEY. For this fiscal year, 1892 

GROUT Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has read amiss. 
Mr. Raum has not said any such thing. If he has been repre- 
301 . i that in the papers, he has been misreported, o1 
els ; all beside himself in his statement before the commit- 

‘ 7 ( H] | . W i r ( \ Vi ri + re 

GROUT ( if l am ng 

MUTCHLER. I think you are wron The Secretary of 
t} | t ites that the amount of money r« ired fo 
’ f vear end July, 1892, wo ye $125,000,- 
{> 

GROUT ant that 

UTCHLER. Wait a minute. Congress appropriated 
$l 0,01 an the Secretary estimated Ys 4 

\ GROUT. On the estimate of the Commissioner. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Waita minute. Now, I say, and the gen- 
1 an ‘ Vermont admits it. that tl] estimate of the Secre- 
{ of t too great, and that there is asurplus of 
1 , 

GRO [" N Il do ta , of 

\ ARSNEY ’ ! al rhe s no dil tne 

ca 0 Lorre over t tatements. Let 
‘ i Lit. é l t I read it. so ha entiem fro 
\ Ot mis re Star i 
i ( i S of ti ! ort ] wi | read, as 
1¢ 
ur i bs ) 

, v of revenues for the year. Then h 
BA\ 

j res ay estimated as follows For 
ul llesta hn $100,000,000; for the mlitary establishment, $6,000 
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000; for the naval establishment, #32,000,000; for the Indian service, $12,000,- 
000; for pensions, #125,000,000 
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There is no room for dispute as to what the facts are. Among 
these expenditures for the fiscal year 1892 is the sum of $125,- 
000,000 on account of pensions, whereas $135,000,000 were appro- 
priated for the same fiscal year. 

Mr.GROUT. Willthe gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. When does the fiscal year 1892 close? 

Mr. TARSNEY. The 30th of June next. 

Mr. GROUT. The 30th of June of what year? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Eighteen hundred and ninety-two. 

Mr. GROUT. We want to have you understand that. 

Mr. TARSNEY. IfI recollectaright the boast was made upon 
the floor of this House by a distinguished Representative from 
the State of Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], only ashort time ago, that that 
amount, $10,000,000, would be turned in as asurplus to the Treas- 
ury from the pension appropriations of this fiscal year. 

Mr. GROUT. Notin this year’s operations, but in last years’ 
operations. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. The statement related to the cur- 
rent fiscal year. 

Mr. TARSNEY. You had no surplus from last year’s opera- 
tions. 

Mr. GROUT. Between nine and ten million dollars surplus. 
The Commissioner’s report shows it. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Youused five millions of dollars of this year’s 
appropriations to meet the deficiency of last year, and will have 
a surplus of ten millions left. 

Now, there is no room for political talk upon this kind of state- 
ment. There is no room or occasion for reading the RECORD as 
to how men voted upon the pension measures, which create the 
liabilities we are now making appropriations to meet. There is 
one of those measures upon the statute books that its authors and 
advocates told us here in this House would add to the expendi- 
ture of the Pensions Department forty millions of dollars a year, 
[ mean the act of June 27, 1890. [did not myself vote for that 
measure and would not vote for it to-day, because I knew the senti- 
ment of the soldiery of this land demanded no such legislation. 

[ knew that [ was right in voting against it, and know it now; 
because from all over this land, from Grand Army posts and from 
the brave soldiers who bared their breasts to the storm of war 
and who saved the life of this nation, from them to-day comes an 
appeal to us to wipe out that measure that the Fifty-first Congress 
passed, and to substitute in its place a measure that embodies 
something of the principles of equity and justice toward the real 
true, brave soldiers of the war. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 
served between the men who were always in place, present at 
every roll call, always doing their duty, not under contract, not 
for money considerations, but because of their patriotism. That 
patriotism that caused them to recognize their allegiance to flag 
and country, and their obligations for the blessings to mankind 
and to themselves vouchsafed by its Government, who bared their 
breast to the storm of battle, not as mercenaries for dollars and 
cents, but as patriots that this Government might not perish 
from among the governmentsof theearth. Thatdistinction and 
discrimination shall be maintained between those and the men 
who, though enrolled as soldiers, though borne on the rolls and 
fed and clothed and paid as soldiers, never were in line when 
wanted, and never performed any of the dutiesof soldiers. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.j 

[ tell you, gentlemen, the time has passed when you can make 
political capital by telling of how much money you have given 
out in the name of patriotism under such indiscriminate meas- 
ures as that. [Renewed applause on the Democratic side. | 

| for one do not hold you in esteem or concede your right to 
boast of your consideration for the defenders of the Union, 
when you have built up a pension system that gives to my brave 
noble comrade, shot through the lung by my side at Fredericks- 
burg, $8 a month, while all around him are men who never left 
the States in which they enlisted, men, who by reason of th: 
high bounties paid in 1864 and 1865, as hirelings, not patriots, en- 
listed, enrolled, and became soldiers in name only, and without 
claim or pretense of patriotic service, are, under the measure you 
passed in 1890, drawing $12 a month. [Applause on thé Demo- 
eratic side. | 

[ for one and hundreds of thousands of the soldiery of this land 
have become tired of and find nothing to commend in this sys- 
tem of indiscriminate pensioning thatis robbing the true soldier 
of all that is honorable in the name and record of a soldier. 
[Renewed applause.}| Voicing the sentiment of the true sol- 
diery, I have placed upon the files of this House, have sent to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and they are now consider- 
ing, @ measure that does embody principles of equity and justice 


They demand that a distinction shall be maintained and pre- 
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towards the true soldiery of the land; a bill that measur it ipon that b \t page 4 ‘ I > 
the gratitude of this Government by the measure of the service | in the pro t 

performed by those who ask its gratitude or favor. [Renewed | Mr. Yoder, a member of t O 

applause. | the ¢ tee on valid ( 

We will give you a chance to vote for it before this Congress | the bi 2 recommitted to t ( ( 
expires, and there by ao j istice to those who merit your col sid \ ( ( oO 
eration, and at the same time reduce this pr ym roll by re 
lions annually of which the taxpay ns 
of those who are in no degree ent I S 
for patriotic servi ’ l - Dp ' 

Mr. PICKLER. Is that a service ae 

Mr. TARSNEY. Aservice pensi dis- Ss Dy 
tinction based on length and merit s 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam with youi 

Mr. TARSNEY. A per diem 
pension that gives to the bravs aan 
times, did his duty, the same or I ( Ds ¢ I 
who had not enough patriotism S 4 
there was a recruiting office until | e t : tw 
and applause. | Suiv Be 

Mr. Chairman, from what I have learned in regard to this | 
from what I read in the official reports of the Treasury and P: 
sion Bureau, I am satisfied that an appropriation of $135,000,000 
is ample to meet the requirements of the law. No man in thi S! 

House, on either side, would wish that for one day a soldier who | »°* airemnent 

is drawing a pension should be kept without the payment of his | «sxc. 6. T 

vension; there is no danger that any such condition will « a 

Therefore, the talk of any such impending danger is intend: oc ere as , 

only to make the marines in politics laugh. When you hay heen discharged for we b 

pended $135,000,000, or when it becomes apparent that you \ shall nsi 

expend more than $135,000,000, let the Commissioner come : 

and say so, and if he does, ample provision will be made to ineet This was the ori; ( 

whatever is needed. ButIdo not believe there will be any de- ianded by all tf ( 

ficiency with $135,000,000 appropriated to meet the expenses of | party in the campaign ! 

the coming year. Lest there be any shadow of reason for con That was the servic 

plaint of this measure, as I believe the bill shows, that it is s| by every Grand Ar post the Unit : 
by $125,000 than the actual appropriation for the present fisc: ( organization thr 3 l it nd 1 RR 
year—although exceeding the expenditures by $10,000,00 lican governor of the State « una, A P.H 
would ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in charge of the | here by those organizati 

bill, and the Committee on Appropriations to make it equ: rLic 

least to with the pledge of thi House 1 t : B t ea 

countr pieage that every dollar of pensio} 3 will trod Lint rifty-1 ( 

be paid as it becomes due, let us go forward as business men, : that ¢ ¢ 

not asmere politicians, to legislate concerning the great b H. R. 2 

woblems committed to our consideration. [Great applause « H. R. 230, | ' O 

the Democratic side.] if H. R. 237 Ir. ( 

Mr. REED. A very business-like speech. Laughter on t H. R. 248 ) . B ' 
Republican side] En. Kee 2 

Ir. MUTCHLER. How much time have we occupied on this H. R. 2 

the House? H.R 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifty-th nutes have been o Ho. R.2 
on that sid f the House i. Fe. diz 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I yield ten minutes to the gentlema H. R. 3 
[llinois [Mr. FITHIAN]. H. R. 48 . 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to be astoeck ar; H. R. 683, tt of O 
ment with our Republican friends that they, and only they, : H. R. 69 ( 6) 
interested in legisiat in f of the soldier. nic ( H be Jan : LD ( 
RECORD shows that the 87 m ibers of this Hous« es H. R. Sol, by VI 
ent, and of that 87 members there were only 12 gentlemen pres- H. R. 3332 .M 
ent from the other side of the House. If they had been so much H. R. 3835, by Mr. St 
interested in legislation in behalf of the soldiers of this ec { H. R. 4197, by M of O 
it seems to me that before they parade their solicitude f the H. R. 4976, , l »IN , 
soldier t y ought to att nd the ssions of this House, and y I 
and be counted in the interest of legislation for the soldier. ends of 1 : 

In the campaign of 1888, when I was a candidate, every Repub- | that ‘ 
lican speaker, every Re ) ; 1newv yey rallo tl Sec 
pi aged ta soldi that ll they w e successful in that ca Iq) , ) ‘ () 
paign, they would enact into law what was known as the s 
or per diem pension bi They also pledged themselves to t 
soldiers that they wou epeal the limitations to the arrears Mr. JOSEPH D 
pen ion laws. ‘The y came into power in 1888, they ele ia w i i 
President, they elected a majority of this House—not a very Ir. FITHIAN \ 
lar majority in the elections by the people, but, after tl as- | Was t or ul 
sembled here, under the rules and the rulings of the au at Several MEMBERS « R 


from Maing they ‘‘elected ” 15 or 20 more members, and the . FIT . ae 


— A y y 
they had a majority of, I beli about 20 or 25 @,% 
Mr. REED. That is as accurate as such statements a 1 Rep 


are. I find 1f : al 
Mr. FITHIAN. It was repeated on the stump. in 1 ca find 1 
paign of 1890, in the State of Ohio, by no less a person th tl JOSEPH D.' 


chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the Fifty-fir bill in t 
Congress, that the reason the Republican majority of the | 


first Congress di 


i not pass a service pension bill was be¢ use [} rent ask a 

they did not have an opportunity to vote upon it. ‘ t to 1 V 
| desire, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of this House a favor of my am ime 

of the country to the record as made by the Fifty-first Congress Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR 
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A MEMBER (to Mr. FITHIAN What *‘ gentleman from Ohio” 
do you refer to? 

Mr. FITHIAN. The gentleman on the other side [Mr. Jo- 
SEPH D. TAYLOR]. 


Al 
i 


JOSEPH D 
vote. 
. FITHIAN. I have only ten minutes. I do not want the 
leman to take up all my time. Ifthe gentleman was paired 
and did not vote on the service-pension measure he can not thus 
avoid responsibility. It is well known that when a member is 
paired on a question he is committed to his party’s policy on the 
question under consideration, whatever their policy may be. 
Now, if the gentleman from Ohio is in favor of a service-pen- 
bill in thi know what new light he 
has received upon the How is it that in the Fifty-first 
Congress he was opposed lation, and in the 


TAYLOR. The RECORD shows! was paired 
on that 
Mr 


+ 
ren 


Rion 3 Cor oress, I desire to 
subject. 
to this kind of legis] 
Fifty-second Congress demands that the Democrats in this House 
enact legislation that his own party refused to pass? 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. OATES. Task that the gentleman's time be extended five 
minutes 


s 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed, if there be no 
ony ection. 
The re was no obiection. 


Mr. FITHIAN. Why did not the Republican party pass the 
service-pension law? They had pledged the soldiers of the coun- 
try that they would pass it. 
met at this capital by a horde of pension agents who demanded 
that the Republican party must not cut off their fees and their 
patronage by passing this kind of legislation in behalf of the sol- 
diers. 

For another reason, they did not want that sort of a law passed 
because it would strike off of the Government pay rolls a large 
army of Republican examiners on pension boards. Under the 
Democratic administration of Grover Cleveland those boards 
had been nonpartisan; they were filled by two Democrats and 
one Republican: but since the Republican party came into power 
every pensi 
some } 
publicans. No Democrat is allowed to participate as a member 
of a pension board under this Republican administration. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Thatisnot correct. The only trouble with 
the gentleman's statement is that it is not true. 

Mr. OWENS. It is very nearly true. I have in my pocket a 
letter from a pension agent which substantially supports the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN]. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Before the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MIL- 
LIKEN] persists in calling me a liar 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have not done so. 

Mr, FITHIAN. I wish to say that so far as I know (and I have 
taken-pains t to the question) there are no Democrats 
on these pension boards. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 


o inguire in 


That statement is not correct: it is not the 


fact in my own district in the State of Maine. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will undertake to settle that question in a 
short time 

Mr. FITHIAN. After the Republican party had promised the 
soldiers to pass the service pension bill, you find the ex-Commis- 


sioner of Pensions, Mr. W. W. Dudley, saying, ‘*‘ Oh, the country 
not stand it: we can not give you this legislation, though we 

it to you.” Before the Republican members of 
parade themselves before the country asthe special 
friends of the soldier, I insist that they shall first redeem the 


ean 
have 


th j 
ul 


promised 


ss 


: Congr 
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cratic party, and especially the ignorance of my constituents, the 
people of the Sixteenth [linois district. Mr. Chairman, we 


| never lay any special claim to superior intelligence; we never 


parade ourselves to the country as all the smart men that live, 
but it strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that all of the fools from the 
State of Maine have not been keptat home, but that some of them 
have found their way into Congress. [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side.} 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. MANSUR}. 


Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, it isnot my purpose in any way 


| to attempt to make a speech upon this question, but I have been 


called upon by some of my party friends to state what I heard the 
other day upon a visit I made to Gen. Raum at the Pension 
Bureau, which I will now undertake todo. Going into his pres- 


| ence [ found him engaged in conversation with my friend the 


promises they made tothe soldiers in their campaign. [Applause | 
on the Democratic side.] There are pending in the Pension Bu- 
reau to-day over 600,000 applications under the disability pension 
haw 
\ BUSEY Nearly all Democrats. 
; FITHIAN. My friend suggests nearly all Democrats. I 
l that those who have not received their pensions ar 
nearly all Democrats. There are, according to the records, 700,- 
000 soldiers who ved less than six months in the last war. | 
am not familiar withthe facts, but I dare say the statementof the 
ventleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] is true when he 
th t this service-pension measure would be cheaper to the 
nent and more equitable to the masses of the soldiers 
than th sability pension law that the Republican party passed 
ist Cor PSs 
Ne ant te one thing more, and then I am through. 
Th anot im that my Republican friends set up for 
themselves in addition to being the only friends of the soldier. 
They claim that they alone put down the rebellion, that no 
Democrats part ated in doing that work; and they claim, too, 
that they possess all the intelligence of the country. 
My friend from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] in his efforts a few 
moments ago was twitting me about the ignorance of the Demo- 


gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DICKERSON]. They were in an 
animated way discussing the pension appropriation for this year. 


| They were apparently deeply in that subject. 


Almost immediately after I got there Mr. DICKERSON asked 


| him about the amount that would be necessary, in his judgment, 


for this year’s purposes, and Gen. Raum stated that the Bureau 


| did not need any more money this year to run the Pension De- 


partment than it had last year; that the same sum, or a smaller 


| amount perhaps, or about the same amount, would be ample—in 


| other words, that there would be no increase. 
When they came here they were | 


yn board, so farasmy knowledge goes (and [have taken | 
ains to inquire into the facts), has been filled by three Re- | 


In respect to this 
[ expressed my surprise in view of the large number of names 
added to the rolls, and the general thereupon went on to make a 
statement, the exact facts of which I do not feel that I can trust 
myself from memory in justice to him to undertake to repeat. 
He told about the average small pensions and the holding back 
of large amounts, etc., and that they were doing the work of put- 
ting men on the rolls under the new law and were not paying 
back claims in large amounts, and other matters of that kind 
which I would not undertake to state succinctly and definitely in 
justice to him. 

But I have no hesitation in saying to the House that he was 
very emphatic and reiterated more than once, in reply to Mr. 
DICKERSON, that the Department would not need a larger amount 
this year than had been appropriated in the previous year. I 


| have no hesitation in stating that fact. 


| 


Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman allow a question? 


Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. When was this? 

Mr.MANSUR. This was, I think, about yesterday a week ago. 
Mr. REED. What o'clock? [Laughter.] 


Mr. GROUT. You say about a week ago? 


Mr. MANSUR. I would say it was Friday of last week: a 
week ago yesterday. That is my present recollection. 


Mr. MUTCHLER. Will the gentleman from Vermont now 
close the debate on that side? 

Mr. GROUT. I hope the committee will now rise; but I want 
to yield a few moments to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bov- 
TELLE]. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I hopethe gentleman will proceed and use 
the time belonging to that side. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam perfectly willing to yield for a motion 
that the committee rise and the House adjourn, but I do not 


| want the yielding to me for a few moments to be interpreted as 
| having any reference to the performance on the other side a few 


moments ago. 


Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania move 


| that the committee rise? 


The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. 
the bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. We desire to get through with the bill 
this evening and finish it. 

Mr. GROUT. Isubmit that motion. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I hope we may finish the bill this even- 
ing. If the gentleman does not want to use his twenty-two min- 
utes, which I believe remains to that side of the House, why we 
will close the debate now. If he uses the twenty-two minutes we 
will have need of but a very few moments to reply and then we 
will agree that the committee shall rise. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, this is about dinner time with me 
dinner time with this side of the House. 

[Cries of ‘* Vote;” ** Vote.”] 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I hope the committee will not rise at this 
time. We can finish the bill within aw hour. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What time do 
rise—12 o'clock to-night? 


Mr. MUTCHLER. I would like to finish the bill. 


The time of the gentleman is running 
I am anxious to get a vote thisevening on 


, and 
I make a motion—— 


want to 


you 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. GRouT; the 
committee divided, and there were—ayes 47, noes 97. 
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So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. GROUT. I demand tellers. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman,I would like to inquire if it does 
not come too late, after the decision of the Chair is announced? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks there was a demand by 
some gentleman before the decision was announced. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Iwas demanding tellers while | 


the Chair was announcing the decision. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Gentlemen on the other side have the floor 
now, and can use the balance of their time. 

Mr. GROUT. We called for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Tellers were denied, nota sufficient num- 
ber voting therefor. 

Mr. RAINES. No quorum. 

Mr. ENLOE. That comes too late. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It does not require a quorum 
to rise. 

Mr. RAINES. I make the point of order thaton the last vote 
there was no quorum. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point that it does not require a 
quorum to rise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Less than a quorum may rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. RAINES] is overruled. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I hope the gentlemen on the other side 
will not filibuster against the pension bill. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROUT. We are not. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We are not filibustering against 
the pension bill, but we want to have sufficient time for discus- 
sion. It is after 5 o’clock. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Vermont[Mr. GROUT] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GROUT. If the House wants to sit out this bill this even- 
ing I am willing. It was understood that we were to occupy 
some time, that these amendments were to be offered and voted 
upon, and there is one amendment which I think gentlemen 
upon the other side will not object to, which was to have been 
incorporated in the bill when reported by the committee. It will 
probably take an hour and a half toconsider the bill, and it seems 
to me the business-like way would be to adjourn at the usual hour 
and resume the consideration of the bill on the next legislative 
day. However, if gentlemen desire to goon, we will go forward. 

The gentleman from Missouri[Mr. TARSNEY] made a statement 


which I desire to reply to, if it is understood that we are to pro- | 


ceed with the debate. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Is my friend willing to close the general 
debate now? 

Mr. GROUT. Ihave something more I wish to say by way of 
reply to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I am willing that we should proceed to 
the consideration of the bill by sections now. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well, lam willing that the general de- 
bate be considered as closed. [will submit what I have to say 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed and that the bill be con- 
sidered by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that arrangement 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill 
by sections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, ap 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for 
other purposes, namely: 

For Army and Navy pensions, as follows: For invalids, widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent relatives; survivors and widows of the war of 1812 and 
with Mexico, including allowances under the act of Congress approved June 
27, 1890, and all arrears of pensions granted by the acts of January 25 and 
March 3, 1879, or by any other existing law, #133,048,366: Provided, That the 
»ypropriation aforesaid for Navy pensions shall be paid from the income of 
ihe Navy pension fund, so far as the same may be sufficient for the purpose: 


And provided further, That the amount expended under each of the above | 


items shall be accounted for separately. 


Mr. GROUT. I now offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, page 2, strike out the words ‘thirty-three million forty-eight 


thousand three hundred and sixty-six dollars” and insert the words “forty 
four million nine hundred and fifty-six thousand.” 


: Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this will make this item what 
it is estimated by the Commissioner of Pensions and the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury. Now, in this connection I want to reply | 


| to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TARSNEY], who read from 
| the estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury. I hold in my 
hand his annual report for the operations of the year 1891. In 
that report he includes an estimate, as is customary with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, of the revenues for the coming year, 
| namely, the year 1892, and also of the expenditures. He makes 
that estimate and submits it in his report. Now, it is true that 
in his estimate as made in the report which he submitted of the 
operations of the Government for 1891 he estimated the expendi- 
ture for pensions at $125,000,000. Now, the correction which ] 
offer to the statement of the gentleman from Missouri/ Mr. TARSs- 
| NEY] and which I sought to make at the time is this: He said 
there is a surplus of $10,000,000 in the appropriation of 1892. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I said the Commissioner said so. 

Mr.GROUT. No; the Commissioner did not say anything of 
the kind; nor did the gentleman say so. The gentleman said 
the Secretary of the Treasury said there is a surplus of $10,000,- 
000 in the year 1892, as though the exact sum had been ascer- 
tained. 

Now, if the gentleman from Missouri will consider for «a mo- 
ment, he will see that the Secretary could not have said this, for 
the reason that the operations for the fiscal year are not yet 
closed, and will not be till June 30, 1892. Hence it could not be 
said there is a surplus. This would indicate an accomplished 
fact. Speaking with the gift of prophecy, it might be said there 
will be asurplus; but that was not what the gentleman said. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Will my friend from Vermont [Mr. GRovuT] 
permit me to suggest this: Your basis is the appropriation of 
$134,000,000. Now, his estimate of expenditures was $125,000,000. 

Mr. GROUT. I am taking the gentleman’s statement as he 
made it on the floor. This is the fact about the appropriation 
for 1892: The Commissioner of Pensions submitted an estimate 
of the probable expense of his office for that year at $135,000,000, 
and when the Secretary of the Treasury sent in his Book of Hsti- 
mates to Congress, at the first of the last session, he approved the 
Commissioner's views and estimated $135,000,000 for the Pension 
Office, and Congress appropriated that sum. 

Mr. TARSNEY. For what year? 

Mr. GROUT. For the year 1892. Now, when gentlemen talk 
about there being a surplus in 1892, it is only speculative. There 
may be possibly more money than will be used in 1892 and there 
may not; no one knows. The Commissioner of Pensions says 
there is just about sufficient, judging by the operations of the 
office thus far, to keep them going to the end of the year 1892. 

Mr. TARSNEY. ‘Then I understand the gentleman to deny 
the published statement of the Commissioner of Pensions that 
| there is a surplus of $10,000,000 to the credit of the office. 

Mr. GROUT. The Commissioner of Pensions has never made 
such a statement as to the appropriation of 1892. There is no 
such statement in existence. From the very nature of the case 
there can not be. 

Mr. TARSNEY. If he has, you deny its truth? 

Mr. GROUT. He never made such a statement. because 
whether there will be deficiency or surplus has not yet been as- 
certained, as there are four months yet remaining in the fiscal 
year 1892, the operations of which are not yet known; and the 
fact can not be determined until the close of the year whether 
there will be a surplus ora deficiency. It is true, for the fiscal 

| year ending June 30, 1891, there was a surplus of between nine 
and ten million dollars, and this may be what the gentleman re- 
fers to. The Commissioner states that fact in his last annual 
report, and this may be what the gentleman from Missouri has 
in mind. It is also true gentlemen of the committee speculate 

| and say there will bea surplusin1892. Why? One reason they 
give is because there was in 1891. 

Another reason they give is because the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, when he estimated in his lastannual report the amount that 
would probably be used, named $125,000,000. But this was sim- 
ply matter of opinion in November last, when only four months 
of the fiscal year had passed, and is notentitled to as much weight 
as the opinion of the Commissioner of Pensions, expressed at the 
end of eight months of the fiscal term, and he thinksit just about 
sufficient for the work of the year. Notonly is hisalater opinion, 
with better opportunities for judgment because of the time 
elapsed, but because he is more familiar with the work. It is 
really his work and not the Secretary’s, and his judgment ought 
to be best. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Will the gentleman from Vermont allow 
interruption? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I may have used the expression ** the S« 


» all 


retary of the Treasury says there is a surplus,” but what I meant 
was that he estimated in his last annual report that but $125,- 
000,000 would be used, which was equivalent to saying thers 
be a surplus of $10,000,000. : 

Mr. GROUT. Now, we understand each other. Th 
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man has or saying there will be a surplus, and that | tures for pensions were almost $4,000,000 larger in 1891, up to 
gr V ono Secretary of the 7 sury last No- | March 1 of that year, than they we ip to corre pondin 
ve 1 remembered that Commissioner | date of the present year. 
of P etter position to know, and he thinks thers [t is true the Commissio1 of Pensions says he will spend th: 
do | total amount appropriat for the fiscal y [895 But this is 
‘ y ’ ) equired fe ‘ y at varial 1 ‘ nt made by him to two mem- 
4 Y ) atic b covers? rs of this Hous tSON of Kentucky a Mr. MAN 
‘J ( I 5 5 ] a 147,064,550, ar ‘ SI ‘ Mis ne sta i the other day that ther 
I ap ovai Of 1 ~ecretary Of tbh i rei \ ( I I ( year } a 
i ( ve he Tw VW « iast In ad { I ) { im) it r of | ti 
) e officers nav it Ls ( es ) 1 ait er pa ng 1 \ a au 
i ' y rl he I ub T a >, 4 \) ‘ na lak I > I¢ 
eC} t) \ ¢ an has ex] I I 1 t Lns wi a p 81.0 0 
( \ \ a n¢ Oo his 3, We | Si 430,000 for the 
) ‘ SSi ( a man, t ~ ) é l ay me S al $2,187,000 hel 1 SLO or the ren 
p $82 e fiscal year 15 as ths of i year, and adding one-quarte) 
( i y i ‘ a‘ 4 1S92 M ne dvodl ils t eC @aMount asked Aas ne ‘ ( ui I nb Ol ro 5 ¢ 
‘ ap] i ry ty-first Congres 1, 1891, « $2 10,000, and thi m S ] ons { 
; tion « ber put on up to the Is March, 1892, abe 100, 
3s of Ps 1 make a $40,000,01 leavin na ove 
i i Lt } ee wh i > UU UUU 
( ‘ 1 e f OV he matte very, very <« - N¢ tl ) said, Over a over agall and its ns tO D 
A t 11s i a itely nep OLICY Ap priate the estimates; Lf the mo 
‘ ‘ I sfort scal year « ¢ June not needed it will not be spent, and can do no harm, and wi 
! i ir i as \ ; seems to be tl approved policy 
ce ttee considered as not of 1 ican party, al S carrying out the line on which 
W ( own the appropriati for every 1 - | they appro pensions in 1 Forty-seventh 
™ ! © ana ¢ ( a t Congresses 
, ned tha ) session of the Forty-seventh Congress the Repub- 
b eharge til Wen il riated for the fiscal year 1883 the sum of $100,000,000 
e sol s; so that, in n for pensions. This was just prior to the Congressional elections 
all t dollar which in their judgment could possibly be | of 1882; and of this amount $38,000,000 was unexpended at the end 
I carry e provisions of the lav of t] ar 1883, and was reappropriated and made available 
al ys aft aking a very careful estimate. and | next} the appropriations for 1884, together with the sum 
a taking the figures as given by the Commissioner of | of $86,575,000, making a total appropriation for that year of $124,- 
Pe: . Ll believe this b carries five millions more than is | 000,000. When the Democrats came into control at the Forty 
! al year ending June 30,1893. Butinorder that | eighth C found $66,000,000 of that amount unex- 
t t stion as to the standing of the Democrats | pended ratic House of the Forty-eighth Congress 
ir H se On the question, we took the estimate of the Com- | were only required to appropriate a little over $20,000,000. 
I ar vided on this extra $5,000,000, making the bill foot These riations of the Forty-seventh and Fifty-first Con- 
\ ( rresses ( line of distinction between the Demo- 
S( present fiscal vea e Com- | cratic a lican policy. The Democrats believe in 
iw Per has a d to the rv names - | approp y dollar that is absolutely necessary, but not 
i yr that he v Ll « t sal amount < i the bal- | a sing! n is needed for the expenses of th ari- 
4 ea yuld put on for the twelve months 236,847 | ous Departments. They look upon the money raised by taxation 
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earn money by manual labor. So far as that section of the law 


is concerned, the amendment simply brings all persons who are 


unable to earn a livelihood by ‘manual or other labor” within | 


its provisions, while it excludes those who are able to earn a live- 
lihood whether by manual or other labor. 
[ submit, 


mane, because, 
the existing ] 


while it does change existing law, it so changes 
aw as to lessen expenditures, and is therefore within 


the rule, within the policy of the rule, within the line of justice | 


and honesty and fairness, and in accordance with common sense 
and common and even-handed justice. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. 
not in order, because upon its face it does not retrench expendi- 


tures, either by lessening the expenditure of money or reducing | 


the number of officers. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. 
act amended as I have proposed, could only the same persons ob- 
tain pensions under that law who can obtain them under the law 
as it now stands? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I do not know how that may be. I only 
say that the amendment upon the face of it does not retrench ex- 
penditures or reduce the number of officers, and therefore is not 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the effect of the amendment would be 
to reduce expenditures, the Chair holds that it is in order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I ask to have the amendment read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. If that amendment is adopted, no one, by 
virtue of section 2 of the dependent pension act—and the amend- 
ment touches nothing else—can get a pension unless he be in- 
capacitated for earning a livelihood by manual or other labor. 
I desire to say nothing further. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. [ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Certainly. 


ayes 34, noes 82. 


For Army and Navy pensions, as follows: For invalids, widows, minor 
children, and dependent relatives; suryivors and widows of the war of 1812 
and with Mexico, including allowances under the act of Congress approved 
June 27, 
and March 3, 1879, or by any other existing law, $133,048,366: Provided, That 
the appropriation aforesaid for Navy pensions shall be paid from the income 
of the Navy pension fund, so far as the same may be sufficient for that pur- 
pose: And provided further, That the amount expended under each of the 
above items shall be accounted for separately 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment 
which J send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 2. line 11, after the word “‘separately,’”’ insert the words 
vided further, That the unexpended balances June 30, 1892, appropriated by 
the acts of March 3, 1879, and May 31,1880, for the payment of arrears of pen- 


sions are hereby covered into the Treasury of the United States and shall 
thereafter not be available for pension payments.” 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
out the last word of that amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, is not that 
ject to the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order is that the amendment 
seems to be new legislation. It does not retrench expenditures; 
it does not diminish any salary, nor abolish any office, nor does it 
decrease the aggregate amount carried by this bill. Those are 
the three tests provided by the rule. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the object of the amendment is 


amendment sub- 


to cover into the Treasury the sum of $469,891.83 of the unex- | 


pended appropriation (amounting originally to $500,000) for the 
payment of arrears of pensions. 

Now, there is a clause in this bill which provides that these ar- 
rearages are hereafter to be paid out of this item now reported 
in the bill, $133,000,000 in round numbers. Provision being thus 
made for the payment of this class of allowances from this gen- 
eral fund it would seem proper, as the amendment provides, that 
this other fund be covered into the Treasury and be no longer 
available for this purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
to the payment of pensions? 
pensions are to be paid. 

Mr. GROUT. The pensioners are to be paid outof the appro- 
priation made in the bill; in this very paragraph of the bill there 
is provision to that effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But you are withdrawing the remaining bal- 
ance now available for the payment of pensions. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 


It diminishes the fund out of which 
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ipon the point of order, that the amendment is ger- | 
Mr. Chairman, clearly the amendment is | 


With section 2 of the dependent pension | 


1890, and all arrears of pensions granted by the acts of January 25 | 


* And pro- | 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike | 


How can this amendment operate favorably | 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think it ought to be done. Ido not 
| want to diminish this fund available for the payment of pensions. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
| Mr. FITHTAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
| desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 25, page 2, insert the following: 

* Provided further, That no fee shall be paid to any member of an examin- 
ing board, unless personally present and assisting in the examination of ap- 
| plicant; and that on failure of any member of an examining board to appear 

at the regular days of examination for two meetings of the board he shall bé 
removed by the Commissioner of Pensions upon proof of such failure or neg- 
lect of duty, unless such failure was occasioned by sickness of such member.”’ 


Mr. GROUT. I make a point of order on this amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point. 

Mr. GROUT. My point is that the amendment is clearly new 
| legislation. 

Mr. FITHIAN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN] on the point of order. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, the mere fact that this is new 
legislation does not make it obnoxious to the point of order. It 
strikes me that the amendment is proper for this reason: If a 
member of an examining board fails toappear and personally par- 
ticipate in the examination he certainly ought not to be entitled 
to any pay. The fact is I know of a case where one member of 
the board, according to statements made to me by the other two 
| members, has not been present and personally participated in the 
examination of applicants for two months. Heappears after the 
other two members of the board have gone through with the ex- 
aminations, attaches his name to the certificate of examination, 
and upon that draws his pay. When an examiner does no duty 
he ought not to be entitled to pay; and for a willful failure or 
neglect to perform the duty for which he is appointed he ought 
to be removed from office. 

A MEMBER. Why not goto the Commissioner and get it done? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Idonot know that you could * go to the Com- 
missioner and get it done.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I suggest that the gentleman insert ‘‘ three 
consecutive meetings.” 

Mr. FITHIAN. The gentleman can offer an amendment to 
that effect; I have no objection to that. If the member of the 
board who has failed to take part in the examination signs the 
certificate of examination with the other two members, then it 
appears on the face of the papers that he is personally present 
| and assisting in the examination; so that the evidence to prove 
| his neglect of duty must be outside evidence. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I trust that there will be a division of this 
|} amendment, so far as the point of order is concerned. There 
| seem to be two propositions 
| 
| 





Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And whatever may be said of the first prop- 
osition, the second is clearly not in order under the rules. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask whether it is in order to introduce, on a 
bill of this kind, legislation seeking to regulate the administra- 
tion of the Pension Department? 

Mr. FITHIAN. I will withdraw the second proposition. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. If the second proposition be withdrawn 
| the Chair rules that the first branch of the amendment is in or- 
der under clause 2 of Rule XXI. The amendment as now pend- 
| ing will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That no fee shall be paid to any member of an examining 

board unless personally present and assisting in the examination of appli 
' 
| 


cant. 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!” *‘ Vote! ”] 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend 
by striking out the last word. I willoccupy onlya moment. In 
the remarks which I made when last on the floor there was 
not a single word of a partisan character uttered by me until I 
was interrupted. I did not allude to the Democratic or the Re- 
| publican party in the way of favorable or unfavorable comment 
But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN] was ready, cocked 
and priméed,with his CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in hand [laughter], 
eager for a political discussion. I think the gentleman was un- 
| fair in carrying the CONRRESSIONAL RECORD over tothe very 
center of this auditorium and reading, or pretending to, that I 
had voted against the per diem service-pension bill, for he knows, 
and the House knows, and the country knows, that the motion 
made by Mr. Yoder had no significance whatever. If it had 
any, it was for the purpose of side-tracking the greatest pen- 
sion measure that has passed Congress in a quarter of a cen- 
| tury. The gentleman is mistaken. I did notso vote, as he will 

see by examining the REcoRD. I was paired with Mr. BRUN- 


NER, but I should have voted against the Yoder amendment if 
‘ T had voted at all, and being paired with a man who would have 











voted the other way, the result was the same. A great bill was 
then being considered. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Will you allow me a moment? 

Mr. JOSEPH D.TAYLOR. No,sir; notamoment. [Laugh- 
te r.] 

Mr. FITHIAN. If the Republicans had voted in favor of the 

ibstitute, would notithavepassed? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
not expired. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. ®The bill that we were then pro- 


posing to pass placed 390,000 persons on the pension roll and in- 


creased the pensions of 90,000 others. benefiting 480,000 claimants, 
at an expenditure annually of more than $40,000,000. That was 
the great measure that the Republican party was proposing to 
pass and that was under consideration. And it was on that bill 
that 71 Democrats sitting on that side of the House voted ‘‘ no.” 
And the Democrats threw in the Yoder amendment to defeat 


this great measure which the Republicans passed over their | 


heads. 

Talk to me about being in opposition to the passage of an act 
of justice such as that was, and then say that I was opposed to it 
because I voted against the Yoder bill, which was only intended 
to delay and obstruct the passage of the other. Iwas in favor of 
the bill that pensioned 480,000 claimants and put them on the 
pension rolls in a single bill that carried blessings into a half 
million homes and gladdened a half million hearts. 

[ withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois as modified. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I simply want to make an 
inquiry before the vote is taken as to the meaning of the amend- 
ment. In these boards a surgeon, one of the number usually, is 
designated as secretary. He simply keeps a record of what is 
done without any actual manipulation of the subject himself. If 
this amendment is not to be construed to cut him off from his 
compensation, or if it is broad enough not to do so, I have no ob- 
jection. But I am afraid of the language. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The secretary is a member of the board. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I understand that; but in 
some cases he isdesignated simply to keep a record, and the other 
surgeons do the actual manipulation. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Then he does not do his duty. 

Mr. SCOTT. It is a matter of detail arranged by the Depart- 
ment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FITHIAN, 
it was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk commenced to read the next paragraph. 

Mr. MARTIN (interrupting the reading). I offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

On page 2, amend as follows: In line 16 strike out the words * two dollars” 


and insert “ one dollar and fifty cents; and add to the paragraph the follow- | 


ing: ‘‘Said medical examining boards shall be nonpartisan, and no more than 


two persons belonging to the same political party shall be appointed onany | 


such board. This provision shall apply in filling all vacancies now existing 
ov Which may hereafter occur.” 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. I move that the committze rise. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indianahas the floor. | 
Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, there are two objections to that | 
amendment; in the first place we have passed the paragraph, and | 


the other is that it is subject to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana had risen 
before the Clerk proceeded to read the next paragraph, and in 


terrupted the reading by offering it. The Chair thinks he was | 


in time. 

Mr. GROUT. And the other objection is that it is new legis- 
lation, and as such is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. MARTIN. I do not think it is properly subject to the ob- 
jection made by the gentleman from Vermont. Unless the Chair- 
man desires to hear me on the point of order I will not take the 
time of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is in order, the Chair 
thinks, under the second clause of Rule XXI. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But, Mr. Chairman, I raise 
the point of order upon that portion which provides for the po- 
litical complexion of these boards. That is new legislation. 

Mr. REED. Thatisa point of order against the whole amend- 
ment, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well,if you are going on with 


these continuous amendments and discussions on points of order, | 


we can not get through the bill this evening, and I shall insist 
on a vote on the motion to rise. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is occupying 
the floor. The latter part of the amendment the Chair holds is 
subject to the point of order. The former is not. 


XXTI—113 


1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1793 


Mr. REED. But an amendment can not be partially in order 
and partially not: ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless, as was done a few moments ago, 
the amendment is divided, and that part which isin order is ae- 
cepted by the committee and disposed of. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. There are two or three 
substantially different propositions in the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ghair thinks it is divisible, and the 
Chair has suggested that it be divided. 

Mr. REED. But, if it is partially outof order, it is wholly out 
of order. a 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Let the amendment be again 
reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. MARTIN. I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment being withdrawn, the 
| Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For clerk hire, 400,000: Provided, That the amount of clerk hire for each 
agency shall be apportioned as nearly as practicable in proportion to the 
number of pensioners paid at each agency, and the salaries paid shall be sut 
ject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior 

For fuel, #750. 





Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which | 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, page 2, after the word *‘ hundred,” insert the words “ and seventy 
five.”’ 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I hope that amendment will not prevail. 
There does not seem to be any reason for it whatever. 

Mr. REED. I think it would be a good idea first to hear the 
reasons of the gentleman who offers the amendment. 

Mr.MUTCHLER. The bill carries precisely the same amount 
for that purpose that was in the bill for the current year. There has 
been no intimation made to the committee that there was going to 
be a deficiency in this item, and we therefore have taken it for 
| granted that it is sufficient. Now, there is nothing before this 
| committee or before this House to show that the expenditures 
| for the next year are going to be heavier than they were for the 
last year in that particular. I do not know why the gentleman 
i 
| 


| offers the amendment. 
Mr. REED. Why don’t you let the anthor of the amendment 
tell you? 
Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will listen for a moment I will 
tell him. 
Mr. BUTLER. I want to make a pointoforder. I have been 
standing here for a long time for that purpose. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 
| Mr. BUTLER. The point is that we have passed that para- 
graph, and that it is not in order to propose an amendment to 
| 1t now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont rose to of- 
| fer his amendment. He was on his feet at the proper time. 
| Mr.GROUT. My reasons for offering this amendment are 
these: The Commissioner of Pensions reports that there are now 
| in his office 886,921 unsettled claims that are prepared for adju- 
dication, the reports from the examining boards of surgeons 
| being well in and the calls for testimony from the applicants 
largely made, so that a large share of them are ready for settle- 
ment. He estimates that there will go upon the rolls, as I stated 
| amoment since, during the balance of this year, viz, the next 
four months, about 100,000 pensioners, and in the year to come, 
viz, the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, 200,000 more, making 
| a total of 300,000 names that will be added to the list before the 
| close of the fiscal year 1893, the time for which this appropriation 
is made. 
Now, this item is for clerk hire at the agencies where the pen- 
| sioners are paid. There was on the rolls June 30, 1891, 676,460 
pensioners. This number will increase by at least 300,000, and 
it is at once apparent that an increased force will be required, 
or payment of these pensions will be delayed. 

The bill as reported gives the same sum for this clerk hire to 
pay 976,640, as was given this year to pay 676,640, viz; $400,000. 
Gentlemen admit this sum will all be used the present year, but 
| claim that the work can be done as cheap for 976,640 pensioners 
as for 676,640. The bare statement of the claim demonstrates its 
absurdity. The Commissioner says it will take $475,000 for pay 
of clerks to do this work. The committee have cut down this 
estimate $75,000. This amendment will restore the $75,000, and 
give the Commissioner just what he asks for, viz; $475,000, and 
judging by the expense of these clerks for the current fiscal year, 

it can not be too much to secure payments promptly, as should 

be done. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I move tostrike out the last two words. 
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The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 

ve iittee do rise. 

Mr. WI] Washington. So many gentlemen have in- 

ted me, that I can not hear what gentlemen on the oth¢ 

; ake the motion that the committee do now ris 

N. The gentleman from Pennsylvania ha 

motion. [Laughter.] 
Washington. He laughs 
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The moti 
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he committee accordingly arose; and the Speaker having 1 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee of t] 


Union, reported that that com 

had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6875) maki: 

ions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 

d States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for 

, and had directed him to report the same bac 
1 tl lad 


nendment, with the recommendation that. as amend 


Whole House on the state of th 
mittee had 
appropriat 
the Unit 
othe Yj DOSes 
with ana 
it do pass. 
Mr. MUTCHLER. 
amendment. 
The juestion was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amet 
1ent reported by the committee. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, it is obvious there is no quo1 
re, and I feel constrained to make the point. 
The SPEAKER. There has been no vote yet to disclos 
whether or is a quorum present. The Chair will. pro 
ceed to take the vote on the amendment, and see whether it di 
loses presence of aquorum. The question is on agreeing to 
he amendment reported by the committee. 


The question was taken: and the Speaker announced that th 


[move the previous question on the bill an 


revilous ¢ 








+ } * 
not there 


biit 


| ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. BAILEY. Division. 
The House divided; and there 
Mr. BAILEY. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
hat no quorum has voted. The Chair willappoint as tellers 
Mr. MUTCHLER. I ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, to avoid confusion I ask that 

’ } ’ 


were—ayes 144, noes 1. 


the amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole be 
ep ried 
The amendment was read, as follows 
At the end of line 25, on page 2 of the bil » following 
” i ther, T I shall b member of an examilt 





l unless personally present and as xamination of ap 


ion was taken: and there 





} were—yeas 144, nays 3, not 
voting 184: as follows: 
YEAS—14 
\lexanae Cr Johnstone, S. ( Pendleton 
A Curti Jolley, Perkins, 
De Armond Kendall Pickler 

} De Forest Kilgore Pierce 
Saker Dickerson Kribbs, Price, 
Bankhead Doan, Lapham Raines 
Belknap Dockery Lawson, Ga Ray 
Bentley Dungan Layton Reilly 
Blo Edmunds Lewis Richardson 





Bowman English Lind, Scott, 
Branch, Enloe Lockwood Shonk, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Everett Long, Simpson, 
Brets Fellows, Lynch, Snodgrass 





Brookshit Fithian, r 
Brvar Forney 
Buchanan, N. J Fowler 
Bullo Gantz, 
Busey Gillespie, 
Bushnel Goodnight 
Butler Gormal 
Bynun Grady 
Byrns Greenleat 
Caminetti Hall 

Castle Hamilton 
Catching Harries 
Cate Hatch 

Clark, Wyo Haynes, Ohio 
Clarke, Ala Hemphill O’Ferrall, 
Cobb, Ala Holman, O'Neil, Mass 
‘ 

{ 

{ 

( 

‘ 

‘ 

( 


Mallory 
Mansur, 
Martin, 
McAleer 
McClellan 
McRae, 
Meredith 
Meyer, 
Miller, 
Montgomery 
Moore 
Moses, 
Muichier, 
Newberry, 


spe . 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W 
Stone, Ky 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, J.D 
Terry, 
Townsend 
Tucker, 

Van Horn, 
Warwick 
Waugh, 
Weadock 
Wheeler, Mich 
White 

W ike 
Williams, Mass 
Williams, Il 
Wilson, Ky 
Wilson, Wash 
Youmans. 





obb. Mo Hooker, Miss O'Neill, Mo 
oO g Hooker, N. Y Outhwaite 
Hopkins, Pa Owens 
Hopkins, I] Page, R.I 
Houk, Ohio Parrett, 
Hull, Paynter, 
ray rd Johnson, N. Dak Pearson 
NAYS—3 
Smith 
NOT VOTING—1@4 
Bartin« 
Barwig, 
Andrew Beeman 
Arnold Belden 
Beltzhoover 
Bergen, 
Bingham 


Brickner 
Broderick 
Brosius 
Brown, 
Brunner 
Buchan 
Bunn, 


Blanchard 
Bland, 

Boatner, 
Boutelle 
Bowers, 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ky 


in, Va 
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Bunting Forman Magn 

Cable, Funston McCreary 

Cadmus, Fyan McDonald 

Caldwell Geary \ 

Campbell Geissenh 

Capehart Griswold M hal 

Caruth, Hallowell Mek } 

Causey, Halvorson M ‘ 

Cheatham Hare Me ir 

Chapin Harmer N 

Chipman Harte Mi 

Cl: y, H n, M 

Clover Ha lov 

Cot n, Heard N n 

Cockran Henderson, low: O 

Cogswell He rs N. ¢ O'] 

Compton, Hend I O'N P 

Coombs, Herbert O 

Cooper, Hermann Pa 

Cove! Hitt i i¢ 

Crain, Tex Hoar P O 

Culberson, Houk, Tenn Patt 

Cummings Huff Payn 

Cutting, Johnson, hl 

Dalzell Johnson, O! t 

Daniell Jones vers 

Davis, Kem *kenbus 

Dingley Ketcham dall 

Dixon, Kyle ner 

Dolliver Lagan l 

Donovan, Lane, rburn 

Dunphy, Lanham, Ri 

Durborow szawson, Va Re rts La 

Elliott ester, Va Re P: 
ester,Ga Rock we 

Enochs aittl Rus 


Epes 
Fitch 


Flick 


During the roll call the following proc sedings took place. 
a 


Mr. BAILEY. 


[ 

I 
Klis Lest 

I 

I 

I 

I 


Sanf 


oayers, 


LDLRE 


ny 


LARD 


Lt 


f 


i 


’ 


er ley 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that [am | 


with the gentleman from Iowa /[Mr. HENDERSON], but 


make a quorum. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 


but L vote 


in order to make 


a quorum. 
i 


Mr. Speaker, [ am pair¢ 


The following named members were announced as 


further notice: 
Mr. 


Mr. WHEELER 


Mr. 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. SAYERS w 


. HERBERT 


o 


LAGAN with Mr. WEVER. 
. TURPIN with Mr. CALDWELL. 
BRICKNER with Mr. 
BOWERS with Mr. PATTON. 

. ELLIOTT with Mr. RUSSELL. 
. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. BER 
. SPRINGER with Mr. REED. 
Che following were announced as pairs 


. MCK AIG with Mr. Bri 


SWEET. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa with Mr. 


Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr. WOLV 
Mr 
Mr. 


+, ALDER 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr. CARUTH w 
Mr. HARE wit] 
Mr. BRECKINR 
sylvania were 


SON 


SHELL W 


*, GORMAN wilt 
*, STUMP wit! 


+ 


W 


4) 


[DGE 


The SPEAKER 


nays are3. Nog 
Mr. MUTCHL! 
now adjourn 
Mr. BAILEY. 
The 


questi 


Speaker declared 1 


i\. 


h 


ii 
l Mr. 
ith 
. CRAIN with Mr. HITT. 
. BUNN with Mr. REYBURN. 
ELLIS with Mr. BINGHAM. 
. ARNOLD with Mr. HENDERSON of Lilinoi 
. WINN with Mr. BELDEN. 
ith Mr. BROSIUS. 


. MCCREARY with Mr. BARTINE. 


Ly 


a 


ik 


Mr. MCKENNA. 
. O DONNELL. 


Mr 


ERTON with 


. LESTER of Georgia 


. CADMUS with Mr. SANFORD. 
. BROWN with Mr. KETCHAM. 
. WILLCOX with WILLIAM A. STONE. 
Vir. CHIPMAN with Mr. Houk of Tennessee 
. MCKINNEY with Mr. ENOCHS. 


)DERICK. 
with Mr. LODGE. 
. WASHINGTON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee 
PEEL with Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 
ith Mr. COGSWELL. 

WILSON of West Vir 


Mr. MORSE. 
with Mr. WRIGHT. 


LANHAM with Mr. PAYNE. 
*, TURNER with 


ATKINSON. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. 


Mr. 


mn 


On this ques 


mim 
7 


M 


I 
! 


BOUTELLE. 
MILLIKEN. 


Arkansas and 
paired until Monday next 


+ 
‘ vot 
las VOLCE 


Speaker 
| 


HENDERSON of North Carolina witl 


rEN 


A 


+ 
I 


? 


I 


V 


yalrer 


1 Mr. HARMER. 
Alabama with Mr. SCULL. 
Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. KEM. 
Mr. STEVENS with Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. STACKHOUSE with Mr. HUFF. 


l for tl 


is have a call of the Hous 


tak 


+ 


a 


4 


‘non the 


ayes seen 


Mr. O'NEILL 


~~. + 
‘ 

, 

Ll) 
w ¥ 

DOs 

> 

, 


VY LOI 
{ 
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ta 
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ia 
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vivid 
I 
6 , 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


) iV} 
111\+¢ 
Tint uv 

| 
iLta 
) 
‘ LJ? 


= 


é 


‘ 





dD 





1796 CONGRESSIONAL 





RECORD—HOUSE. MARCH 5, 





By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 6926) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Henry H. Hale, Company I, Fifteenth Michi- 
gan Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 6927) to 
amend the military record of officers and members of Company 
F, St. Charles County (Mo.) Home Guards—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOLIDGE: A bill (H. R. 6928) for the relief of 
Susan Elizabeth Laughren—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FELLOWS: A bill (H. R. 6929) granting ar honorable 
discharge to William H. Hughes—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 6930) to increase the pension | 


of Christian J. Lidaker, of West Salem, I1l.—to the Committee 
on Iavalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 6931) for the relief of Thorn- 
ton Ralls—to the Committee on War Claims. 


lso, a bill (H. R. 6932) to increase the pension of Joseph W. | 


Rhinehalt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 6933) grant- | 


ing a pension to Abigail L. Finney—to the Committee on Pen- 
SIONS. 

By Mr. MALLORY: A bill (H. R: 6934) for the relief of Jennie 
Bullard, of St. Andrew Bay, Fla.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6935) for the relief of Thomas 
D. Murrin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.SHELL: A bill (H.R. 6936) granting a pension to Perry 
G. Ware, Florida war—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. SNODGRASS (by request): A bill (H. R. 6937) to re- | 
lieve Thomas Whitten from the charge of desertion—to the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. STONE of Kentucly (by request): A bill (H. R. 6938) | 
for the relief of Eugenia and W. B. Duffy and John Elzey—to the | 


(‘ommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6940) granting a pension to 
Mary V. E, Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 6941) to increase 
the pension of John Seott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10ons 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6942) to pension 
Harden Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6943) for the relief of William 
Warren, sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6944) for the re 
lief of Abraham Stover, Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6945) for the relief of the estate 
of George W. Taylor, deceased, Augusta County, Va.—to the 
(‘ommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Mrs. 
Nannie Shafer and the children of James M. Alley—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
sy Mr. ALDERSON: Memorial from pastors of the churches 
at Bluefield, W. Va., protesting againstopening World’s Fair on 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
By Mr. ALLEN: Papers in the matter of Margarett Reves, 


Burnsville, Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War | 


Claims. 

Also, petition of W. B. Ellis and others, of Luka, Miss., for regu- 
lation of fictitious speculations in farm products—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. : 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Petition of Talmadge Grange, No. 639, of 
Michigan, to extend the free delivery of mails to rural districts— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Malin Grange, No. 248, of Michigan, extend- 
ing the free delivery of mails to rural districts—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent the adulteration of 
food and drugs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petiiion of the same body, defining lard and imposing ¢ 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Wodard Lake Grange, No. 190, of Michigan, 
extending the free delivery of mails to the rural districts—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





| Also, petition of the same body, to urge the passage of a law to 
| prevent the adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to pass a law to prevent gam- 
bling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, for legislation for the encour- 
agement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Danby Grange, No. 185, of Michigan, for leg- 
islation for the encouragement of silk culture—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
| tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of same body, to pass a law to prevent gambling 
in farm produts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to pass a law to prevent the 
adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, 

Also, petition of the same body, extending the free delivery of 
mails to rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 

| crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Keene Grange, No. 270, to prevent gambling 
in farm products, to prevent adulteration of pure food, to en- 
courage silk culture, and to urge immediate passage of House 
| bill 395 defining lard and imposing tax thereon—to the Commit- 
tee’on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of same body, prohibiting contracts discrediting 
legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, petition of George Robinson and others, residents of the 
Fifth Congressional district of Michigan, relative to the elec- 
| tion of United States Senators—to the Select Committee on 
| Election of President and Vice-President and Representatives in 
Congress. 

Also, petition of the same, to regulate speculation in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same, to restrict immigration—to the Se- 
lect Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Easton Grange, No. 186, Michigan, for en- 
couragement of silk culture, to prevent gambling in food prod- 
ucts, favoring the pure-lard bill, and to prevent the adulteration 
of food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, extending free delivery of ru- 
ral mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of Presbyterian Church of Vil- 
lisca, lowa, representing 200 people, against opening the Worid’‘s 
Fair on Sunday, and selling of liquor within National Exhibition— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
| By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petitions of the Advance and Castle Hill 
| Granges of Maine, to prohibit gambling in farm products—to 
| the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, in favor of the pure-lard 
| bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
| Also, petition of Advance Grange, favoring silk culture—to 
| the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Grange in Maine, in favor of free delivery 

of mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance of F. A. Chandler and other citizens of 
Addison, Me., against the bill authorizing the taking of mack- 
erel, ete.,with purse seines in bays and inlets of the United States— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of pastors and superintendents 
of churchesat New Holland, Pa., against opening exhibitions on 
Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of 200 citizens of Lancaster, Pa., for laws re- 
stricting immigration and regulating suffrage—to the Select 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition from Manheim, Pa., for Sunday closing of the 
World’s Fair—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Expo- 
sition. 

By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of Washington, Welcome Home, 
| and Enterprise Granges, of Pennsylvania, favoring free delivery 
of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
' Roads, 
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Also, petition of the same bodies, favoring pure-lard bills—to | 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same bodies, to prohibit gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Washington and Enterprise Granges, favoring 
silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same bodies, to prohibit contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of 1,170 citizens of the Ninth Congressional dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, in favor of restriction of immigration—to 
the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey: Petition of Joseph F. 
Corbett, against making Punta Gorda a port of entry—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petition of 8 citizens of New Jersey, relative to restric- | 


tion of immigration, suffrage, etc.—to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of Pipeston Grange, No. 194, of 
Michigan, extending the free delivery of mails torural districts— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, for legislation for the encourage- 
ment of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Alse, petition of the same body, for prohibiting contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the same body, to pass a law to prevent the 
adulteration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to pass a law to prevent gam- 
bling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, defining lard and imposing a 
tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ International Union, 
No. 13, Senkon Harbor, Mich., urging the passage of House bill 
257—to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of Winneshiek County, | in regard to free rural delivery of mail—to the Committee on the 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Iowa, urging the retention of tariff on barley—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of George Bliss and 300 other 
citizens of Waldoboro, Me., against the Lapham bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Jefferson, Me., to prohibit gam- 


bling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of Wales, Woolwich, and Mount Sugar Loaf 
Granges, of Maine, to prohibit gambling in farm products and to 


encourage silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of iral 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petitions of Woolwich and Wales Granges, favoring the 
pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petitions of the Wales and Mount Sugar Loaf Granges, 
to prohibit contracts discrediting legal-tender curr to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Auburn Grange, of Maine, to prevent gambli 
in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of the pure-lard b 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Paris and Oxford, Me., favoring the 
antioption bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DIXON Petition of citizens of Montana, for a six- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting any State 


| from passing laws respecting establishment of religion, etc.—to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of residents of Worth County, Iowa, favoring | 


retention of duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


By Mr. BUSEY: Petition of South Burr Oak Grange, of Lili- | Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


nois, favoring pure-lard and pure-food bills and silk culture, and 
to prohibit gambling in farm products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


Also, petition of Grange No. 1488, of Illinois, favoring free de- | 
livery of mail in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- | 


Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. CAMPBELL: Pétition of A. P. Learoyd and others, in 


regard to Indian reservations—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 


Aliso, petition of Louis Feninger, for removal of the charge of | ing importation of contract labor—to the Select Committee on 


desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. CLOVER: Petition of citizens of Peoria, Kans., for con- | 


stitutional amendment prohibiting establishment of any form of 
religion or appropriating money to any institution wholly or in 
part under sectarian control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COBURN: Petition of D. Webster and others, against 


By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of P. J. O'Donoghue and 103 
other citizens of the Tenth Congressional district of Lowa, in fa- 
vor of the total exclusion of Chinese immigrants from the United 
States—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of certain citizens of the city 
of New York, in favor of spelling reform—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Resolution of Grange No. 937, of Illinois, 


Also, petition of Mills Prairie Grange, of Illinois, favoring silk 
culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. GANTZ: Petition of German Grange, No. 358, Ohio, 
to prohibit contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the 
Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of German Grange, No. 358, Ohio, defining lard 


| and imposing a tax thereon, and urging the importance of silk 


the passage of House bill 4848—to the Committee on the Ju- | 


diciary. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of citizens of the Seventh Con- 
gressional district of Massachusetts, relative to restriction of im- 
migration, etc.—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Asbestos Grange, of Maryland, 
favoring the pure-lard bill and silk culture—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


Also, petition of same body, to prohibit gambling in farm | 


products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of members of Asbestos Grang*, 
of Maryland, asking for the passage of an act making certain 
issues of money full legal tender—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 


culture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of citizens of Phillipsburg, Bea- 
ver County, Pa., asking for the passage of House bill 401, oppos- 


Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 1,700 citizens of the Twenty-fifth Congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania, relative to restriction of immi- 
gration, etc.—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Affidavits of Dr. George Howell and others, 
to accompany House bill 5509—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petitions of citizens of Delaware, Ohio, fa- 
voring a sixteenth amendment, relative to exercise of religion, 
etc., in States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Young People’s Christian Union of North Cen- 
tral Ohio, against opening the World’s Fair on Sundays and 
against the sale of liquors on the grounds of the same—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HATCH: Papers to accompany bill to remove the 


| charge of desertion against A. L. Green—to the Committee on 


tem of weights and measures in the customs service of the United | 


States—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Southern Lumber Association, against placing 
lumber on free list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAIN of Texas: Petition of citizens of Frio County, 
Tex., against opening the World’s Fair on the Sabbath—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce, 
Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of appropriation to complete harbor im- 


Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens and farmers of Jackson 
County, Wis., against any repeal or modification of the duties 


| upon barley as established by the McKinley act—to the Com- 


By Mr. COX of New York: Petition for use of the metric sys- | 


mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Cedar Lake Farmers’ Alliance, of St. Croix 
County, Wis., in favor of the Washburn antioption bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of Henry Manuel, of Wisconsin, against the 
closing of the Columbian Exposition on Sunday—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of Mark H. Sherman and John Ahneman, against 


| closing the same on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the 


rovements at Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and | 


tarbors. 


Columbian Exposition. 
By Mr. HAYES of Iowa: Petition in favor of House bill 389 by 
Maimed Soldiers’ League—to the Committee 


on Pensions. 








2 EE ee ey eae: 















. a fs of the option bill—to the Committee on 
st free coina to the Committee on Coin- 
‘ ‘ \ieasures 
I n iavor ol putting postag« Lam | on the free 
li 6 (omp eon VV ays ana lear 
HAYNES of Ohio: Petition of La Carne Grange, of 
( umbling in farm products—to the Committee 
‘ 
rm |? of of Al row Rock, Mo.. fav- 
Wash -Hatch antioption bills—to the Committee 
YPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Middleburg 
( ( é ylvania, against gambling in farm products, to 
} oO food and di gs, and promote silk culture 
‘ ric ‘ { 
} of the same body, to prohibit contracts discred- 
evga ] ‘ ney—to the Committe Banking and 
( 
) ion « the same body for free delive ry of rural 
Co1 ittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
O, | 1 of the same body, favoring the pure-lard bil 
to the ¢ ttee on Waysand Means 
, ) ition of Mid Ridge, Charleston Valley, Union Cen- 
( town Granges, of Pennsylvania, to proh ibit con- 
edit 5 le ral-t AA r rrency to the » Committee on 
HOUK of Ohio: Petition of citizens of the Third Con- 
9 ial district of Ohio, for revision of laws for restriction of 
j rration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
N iti 
By I HUFF: Pet of Cross Creek Grange,of Pennsylva- 
t contracts discrediting legai-tender currency—to 
t} ‘ Banking and Currency. 

m on of citizens of Indiana and Armstrong Counties. 
| to in pe rtation of contract labor to the Select 
Ce on Immigration and Nat ew ion 

Mr. HULL: Resolutions of Capitol Council, No. 4, of Des 
s, lowa, American Mechanics, in regard to immigration, 
‘ yt Select Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
J t 1 of Arthur Tay or and 33 other citizens of Des 
I a a, asking restriction in immigration, etc.—to the 
S t iittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
M JOHNSON of lh diana: Petition of citizens of Wayne 
/ ship, Randolph County, Ind., for passage of the antioption 
o the Committee on Agrict ulture. 
N OHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
Ca Ni Grand Forks, Richland, and Cavalier Counties, 
N. Dak., and of Stone County, Minn., and of Maxshall County, 
dal pposing repeal of import duties on barley—to the Com- 
t on Ways and Meat 
( tition of citize as of Bottine au, N. Dak., for free deliv- 
é of rural mails and for free binding-twine—to the Committee 
‘ Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
] KE NDAL L: Proof to accompany House bill $942 to 
( ttee on Military Affairs. 
RIBBS aeaiaae of 1.380 citizens of t Twenty -eight h 
of Pe vania, in favor of ré wm immigration to 
; Cr ittee on h ig ion and Naturalization. 
cit fy affey, Clearfield County, Pa.., 
t | 10 rie 2 inmigration—to the Select 
( igratior l ation. 
YLE: Pet .of farmers of Cascilla, Miss., favoring 

‘ of the Stanford land-loan bill, and a modi- 

of t reven aws—to the Committee on Ways and 
NHA Petition of citizens of Fisher County, Tex 
nsat to fourth-class postmast ‘rs—to tl 
( Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
> \WSON: Papers for relief of William and Mary 
( \ i » the Committe War Claims 
i Dn Petition of the General Court of Massachu- 
s transfer of the Revenue Marine to the juris- 
( D t nt—to the Committee on Ways 
. 
LOCKWOOD Petition of citi ns of the Thirty- ec- 
onal district of New York, against opening expo- 
‘ ay—to tl Select Committee on the Columbian 
Petition of Mrs. Caroline B. Andrews, for in- 
to t Committee on Pensions 
LORY: Petition of citizens of San Antonio, Pasco 
( ng an increase of remuneration for the post- 
mi rs 1] to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roa 
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Fla., for increased com- 
to the Committee on the 


Also, petition of citizens of Hudson, 
pensation to fourth-class postmasters 
> and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Earnestville, Fla 
crease of compensation for postmaster at that place—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of William Harley, sr., and 21 
other citizens of Blackford County, Ind., to prohibit dealing in 
futures—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCKEIGHAN: Petition in favor of House bill 395, in 
favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Nebraska State Grange, infavor of pure lard— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, in favor of the 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Isaac Vandevest and othe 
delivery of mails in rural districts- 
Post-Office and Post-Roads 

Also, petition of the same, in favor of free coinage—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. McKAIG: Pe tition of rem aER of Allegany County, 
Md., touching removal of charge of desertion—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Sixth Congressional district of 
Maryland, in favor of restricting immigration—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Olney Grange, favoring the pure-lard bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: Affidavits of Capt. Adam Hull and 
others, in support of House bill 3557 for relief of James William- 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrance of citizens of Maine, against 
the Lapham bill relative to the taking of mackerel, etc., in tide- 
water bays and streams of the United States—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of 200 citizens of the Seventh 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, relative to restriction of 
immigration, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Little Gap and other places in the 
eighth Congressional district of Pennsy!vania, relative to restric- 
tion of immigration, ete—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O°FERRALL: Papers in the claim of Joseph E. Nis- 
wander, of Rockingham, Va.—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of Silias Sandy, of Dayton, Rocking- 
ham County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of Abraham Heatwold, of Rocking- 
ham, Va.—to the Commitiee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of Lone Elm Grange, of Kansas, to pro- 
hibit gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discredit- 
ng legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. PAGE of Maryland: Petition of citizens of Talbot 
County, Md., asking for an appropriation to deepen the La Trappe 
River, in said county and State—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: 
relative to restriction of immigration, 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of 80 citi ens 


Post-Oiffic 


-» praying for in- 


Hatch option 


,in favor of fre 
to the ¢ ( ae tee on the 


| >V 


gambling in farm 


son 


Petition of c po mar of West Virginia. 
to the Select Com- 


of Sioux County, 


lowa, against the repeal of the duty on bar! ley or any modifica 
tion on of—to the ‘ommittee on W ays an a Means. 
Also, petition of the same, for closing of the Coh mbian Expos 


tion on Sundays—to the Select Committee on the Columbian E:; 


position. 
l 
Also, pi 


protest of M. E. 
876—to the 


Hinkley, of 
Committee on Agriculturé 


lowa, against House b 


By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 130 eitidens of South Dakota 
favoring closing of the World’s Fair on Sundays—to the Sele: 


Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
\lso, petition of citizens of Silex, S. Dak., favoring the closing 


of the World’s Fair on Sundays—to the Select Committee on t! 
Columbian Exposition. 
lso, petition of 10 citizens of Odessa, for the same purpose: 


. vetition of 


os to the 


By Mr. 
for 


various churches of Miller, for the same pur- 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
RANDALL: Petition of William J. Potter and others 
a provision for courts and a system of law in and for the In- 
dian re servations -to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. REED: Petition of the Saco Grange, of Maine, to pro- 
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hibit gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agricul- | praying for the passage of House bill 395, d ard and 
ture. | posing a tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Mea 

Also, petition of Grange No. 135, of Maine, for free rural mail Also, petitions of Elkton Gra , of Maryland, fa x 
delivery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | culture and to prohibit gamb tothe ¢ 

Also, petition of the same body, in regard todiscrediting legal- | mittee on Agriculture. 
tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency.| By Mr. SWEET: Petition of ns of ] n, Idaho, fe ( 

Also, petition of the same body, in regard to pure lard—to the | enactment of laws for restrict ( ( atic 0 th 
Committee on Agriculture. Select Committee on Immigration and Natura 

Also, petition of Goodwin’s Mill Grange, of Maine, to prohibit By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of 100 citize: f Me 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. gan Township, Ashtabula County, O { tiopt 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of Morea Grange, of Pennsylvania, | bill—to the Committee on / 
favoring the pure-food and pure-lard bills, favoring silk culture, Also, petition of citizen o bull Gounty, O 
and to prohibit gambling in farm products—to the Committee | the antioption bill—to the 
on Agriculture. By Mr. VINCENT A. 7 LOR: Be Gra 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring free delivery of rural | of Ohio, to prohibit gambling in fa 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. favoring silk culture—to the Committ on A l 

Al 0, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discred- \lso, p tition of e same ¢ e! L\ ee delivery of 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Bankiyg and | mails—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Road 
Currency. Also, petition of the same order, to prohibit contrac 

Also, petition of 1,400 citizens of Schuylkill County, Pa., rela- | crediting legal-tender currency—to the Col ttee on ¢ 
tive to restriction of immigration, suffrage, etc.—to the Select | Weights, and Measures. 

Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. ~ By Mr. TOWNSEND: Memorial of t \m an D 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Papers in the claim of | sociation, signed by 450 citi of Leadville, ¢ ado S 
Robert S. Vaughn, of Feliciana—to the Committee on War | and Denver, Colo., requesting r« iction « nigration and f 
Claims. a constitutional amendment—to t select Ce ttee « 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of | gration and Naturaliza 
Lansdowne, Pa., favoring the closing of the World’s Fair on Sun- Also,resolution of the city « cil of Ouray. ¢ 
days—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition cranting arid lands to States, and for f 

y Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Bloomington, IIl., | irrigation question by the Agricultural Department 
gainst the Hatch and Washburn antioption bill—to the Com- | lect Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United S 
mittee on Agriculture. Also, resolutions of the Denver Chamber of Commerce, i 

Also, petitions of Walnut Grove Grange, to prohibit gambling | of free coinage—to t Co n Coina Wi 
in farm products, to prevent adulteration of food and drugs, and | Measur« 
to encourage silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. Also. resolutions of the Denver Printing Pressmen’s Ur 

Also, a petition of the same order, for free delivery of rural | No. 40, in favor of creating the office of foreman of press 1 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. in Government Printing Office—to the Committee on Pri 

Also, petition of the same order, favoring the pure-lard bill Also, two petitions of Grange ; o, in rega » pur 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. lard and pure food—to the Committes riculture. 

By Mr. SHONK: Petitions of Lehman Grange of Pennsyl- Also, four petitions of Grange No. 9, of Colorado, in regard to 
vania, favoring the pure-food bill and encouraging silk culture— | gambling in farm products, silk culture, pur 
to the Committee on Agriculture. food—to the Committee on Agric ire. 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring the pure-lard bill— Also, petition of Grange No. 9, of Colorado 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee « 

Also, petition of Center Hill Grange, of Pennsylvania, to pro- | and Currency. 
hibit contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Com-| Also, in regard to free delivery of mails to 1 
mittee on Banking and Currency. | the Committee on the Post-Office, and Post-Roads. 

Also petition of the same body, favoring the pure-food bill—to By Mr. TUCKER: Papers in the claim of ¢ istia \ 
the Committee on Agriculture. of Aucusta Cour ty, Va.—to the ¢ mittee on War Cl: 

Also, petitions of Lehman and Center Hill Granges, of Penn- Also, papers in the claim, of William Stickley, of St 
sylvania, for free delivery of rural mail—to the Committee on the | Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Post-Office and Post-Roads. Also, papers in the claim of Aaron A. Ma 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, to prohibit gambling infarm | tee on War Claims. 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. By Mr. VAN HORN: Memorial and p ion, sis by J.] 

Also, petition of Center Hill Grange, favoring silk culture—to | Smith and many other citizens, of Herk Cr N. 
the Committee on Agriculture. voring a sixteenth constitutional amendn t ava 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring the pure-lard bill—to } ating money for any institution under sectarian « 
the Committee on Ways and Means. Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Lehman Grange, to prohibit contracts dis- By Mr. WARWICK: Peti t a 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking | of ( Yhio. avs ing ¢ 3 i ~ 
and Currency. Committee on the Columbi I 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of John W. Olliver, re- Also, petition of citizens of Burbar Wa ( O 
lating to the World’s Fair appropriation—to the Select Commit- | for a constitutional amend: t agalnst inte 
tee on the Columbian Exposition. ion, etc.—to the Committee on the Judician 

Also, petition of Charles Lockwood, relating to the same—to By Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts: Petition « 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. of Milford, Mass., praying for « ts and tem of 

By Mr. STEW ARDof Illinois; Petition of New Lenox Grang for the Indian reservatic o the Committee on 
to prohibit gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Ag- Also. petition of 13 citizens of Brookline, Mass.. pra 
reculture. the metric system of weights and meas 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of Patrick Finnigan, for re- | in the customs service of United Statesafter J 1, 18 
moval of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military | Committee on Coinage, W and Measur¢ 
Affairs. Also (by request), petition to go with bill gr 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of Grange No. 822, of | Mrs. Mollie Whittingham, mother of L. L. Fis 
Pennsylvania, for the extension of free delivery of rural mai of Comp: EK, Second Ma } tts |] Volur 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. the Commit on Invalid P 

Also, petition for the passage of a law restricting foreign im- By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of 225 i of P 
migration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natu- | Wyoming. and Bradf ( nt re] ' O ricti ( 
ralization. micration. « t t ( on ] 

By Mr. STUMP: Petition of Grange No. 145, of Maryland, | Naturalization. 
praying that certain issues of money be made full legal tenderin Also. petition « \ Subordinate Gr: of P 
payment of all debts—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, | vania, to prohibit gamb l 3a ) t 
and Measures. culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Wingate Post, No. 9, Department of Mary- Also, a petition of th ume OF *, favoring pure- i 
land, Grand Army of the Republic, of Northeast, protesting the Committee on Ways and Means. 
against the passage of the free coinage act to the Committee on Also,a petition of the ne order, to prohibit « 

Coinage, Weights, and Measures. iting legal-tender curr: to the Commit on B 


iting leg: 
Also, petition of Elkton Grange, No. 145, State of Maryland, ! Currency. 














LSOO 
SENATE, 
MonpDAY, March 7, 1892. 


Prayer by 1 
The Journal of the proceedin; 


the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
rs of Friday last was read and ap- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


‘ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Act cretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
the division of stationery, print- 
blanks of that Department, relative to the necessity of 
an immediate appropriation of $7,000 for distinctive paper for 
hecks and drafts for the use of the Departments for the remainder 
of the current fiscal year; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting a copy of a dispatch from the United 


ing 


A 
from the chief of 


States Minister at London relative to an error in the act of Con- | 


gress, approved March 5, 1892, entitled ‘‘An act in amendment to 
the various acts relative to immigration and the importation of 
aliens under contractor agreement to perform labor;” which, on 
motion of Mr. SHERMAN, was, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 


printed. 


He also presented a communication from the Secretary of the | 


Interior, in response toaresolution of the Senate of February 17, 
i892, relative tolands claimed by the Mobile and Girard Railroad 
Company; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting the conclusions of fact and of law found by that Court in 
sundry French spoliation claims; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of citizens of 

Kinney County, Tex., praying for the passage of the Washburn 


antioption bill; which was referred to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the New York Chamber of 
Commerce, remonstrating against the passage of the bill to pre- 
vent dealing in options and futures; which was referred to the 
(‘ommittee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented a resolution adopted by the American Fed- | 


eration of Labor, urging the proposition to reéstablish local self- 
government in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

lie also presented the petition of James Bowden and numer- 
ous other citizens of Randolph County, Mo., praying for the 
passage of the Washburn antioption bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Hie also presented a resolution of the Catholic Total Abstinence 
Union of the archdiocese of Baltimore, Md., heartily approving 
of the high license bill for the regulation of the liquor traffic in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mir. TURPIE presented a petition of citizens of Indianapolis, 
[nd., praying for the passage of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States prohibiting any legislation by the 
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States respecting an establishment of religion or an appropria- | 


tion of money for any sectarian purpose; which was referred to | 


ie Committee on the Judiciary. 


Counties, Ind 
for the passage of the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1 


Healso presented the following | 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana: 


Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- | 
I . - 


, ‘ ; eral 4eaee ft 
couragement oi silk culture rele 


rred to the Committee on Ag- 


MARCH 7, 





> ies 


Mr. VEST presented the memorial of Rev. John W. Higson 
| and other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., and the memorial of Rev. 
| Cameron Mann and other citizens of Kansas City, Mo., remon- 
| strating against the passage of the bill providing for the removal 
of the Southern Ute Indians from their present reservation in 
| Colorado; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
| fairs. 
| He also presented a petition of the Farm Implement and Ve- 
| hicle Association of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of 
what is known as the Washburn antioption bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of A. E. Wood, captain 
of the Fourth Cavalry, praying for the passage of the bill which 
provides that promotions in the Army hereafter shall be made 
according to seniority; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented the following petitions of Hebrew Grange, 
| Patrons of Husbandry, of Tennessee: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
| Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining lard 

and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of citizens of Indiana, 
praying for the passage of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States prohibiting any legislation by the States re- 
specting an establishment of religi§n or an appropriation of 
money for any sectarian purpose; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Blackford County, 
Indiana, praying for the passage of the Washburn-Hatch anti- 
option bills; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
| Healso presented a petition of the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Fort Wayne, Ind., representing 27 mem- 
bers, praying that the World’s Columbian Fair be closed on Sun- 
day; which was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Cen- 
tennial (Select). 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit 
Association, of Newburn, Jnd., praying for the passage of a bill 
to prevent the adulteration of food and drugs; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions of Norristown and 
Mound Prairie Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
| gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
| tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 





| to the Committee on Finance. 
Hie also presented a petition of citizens of Delaware and Jay | 


, and a petition of citizens of Milford, Ind., pray- | 


Mr. COLQUITT presented a petition of clergymen of Atlanta, 
Ga., praying that the World’s Columbian Fair be closed on Sun- 
day, and that the sale of liquors be prohibited thereat; which was 


| referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select 
etitions of Stony PointGrange, | 


Mr. DAWES presented the following petitions of Athol and 
Templeton Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Massachusetts: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragementof silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of iegislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 


| teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 


Iture and Forestry. 
on pray ine for the enactment of legislation to preve nt 

yan ¢ in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Jiu 

a, for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
ard and wosing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- | 
tricts—referred to tl Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roa 


Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
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of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the following petitions of Wal- 
pole, Nashua, and Hollis Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of New 
Hampshire: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 


5 


couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
districts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the following petitions of 
Home, Elsie, and Barnard Granges, Patrons of Husbandry. of 
Michigan: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on Po®t-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON presented a joint resolution of the Twenty-fourth 
General Assembly of lowa; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD as follows: 

Joint resolution and memorial to Congress relating to compound lard 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Towa: That our Sena 
tors and Representatives in Congress be, and are hereby, requested to use 
their bestefforts to secure the passage of a law to prevent the manufacture 
and sale of ‘‘ compound lard,”’ as it is called, unless the same be so labeled 
and branded as to expose its true composition and distinguish it from genu 
ine lard. 

I hereby certify that the above resolution passed both houses of the 
Twenty-fourth General Assembly of Iowa. 

W. M. MCFARLAND, 
Secreta y of State 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of 25 citizens of Taylor 
County, Iowa, praying for the passage of the bill providing for 
the free bimetallic coinage of silver and gold coins: which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of P. F. Milligan, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for a refund of taxes and penalties errone- 
ously collected by the tax collectors of the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

He also presented a petition of 17 citizens of Keokuk, Iowa: a 
petition of 24 citizens of Hightstown, N. J., and a petition of 50 
citizens of Rockford, Iowa, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting any legislation by 
the States respecting an establishment of religion or an appro- 
priation of money for any sectarian purpose; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Railway Postal Clerks’ As- 
sociation of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the bill 
providing for a reclassification and increase of salaries of railway 
clerks; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 25 citizens of Calhoun County, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of what is known as the Butter- 
worth antioption bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Kinsman Post, No. 7. Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Iowa, remonstrating against the passage 
of the free-coinage bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the following petitions of Mount 
Mansfield Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Vermont: 

Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 


Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 





tricts—referred tothe Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS presented amemorial of Pea Ridge Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Chetopa, Kans., remonstrating against 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver: which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance 

He also presented the memoria! ¢ Rev. C. W. Backus and 4 
other members of the Grand Union Par r) byterian Church, 
of Kansas City, Kans., remonstrat against the opening of the 
W orld’s Columbian Fair on Sunday vhich wa rred to the 
Committee on the Quadro-Cent al (Select 

He also presented the following petitions of Mo Crange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Kansa 

\ petition praying for th enactment of | atic or the en- 
couragementof silk culture referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

A petition pray ine lor the passage ol House b 395 denning 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the 
adulteration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of George Wolfe and 20 
other citizens of Washington County, Nebr... praying for the 


passage of the Butterworth bill defining options and futures: 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of A. L. Clarke and 21 other 
citizens of Hastings, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage 
of a general bankruptcy law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of C. W. Myers and 11 other 
citizens of Lincoln. Nebr., remonstrating against the removal of 


the Ute Indians from Colorado, and praying for increased appro- 
priations for Indian education as the cheapest, most honest, and 
humane solution of the Indian problem: which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations 

He also presented the petition of J. M. Louder and 17 other 
citizens of Herman, Nebr., praying that the free delivery and 
llection of mail matter be extended to every post-office in the 
tled portions of the country: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Hardin Alliance, No. 161, of 
Hardin, Colo., officially signed, praying for the passage of the 
Washburn-Hatch antioption bills: which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the petition of D. A. Waterman 
and 19 other citizens of Detroit, Mich., and the petition of L. N. 
Moon and 69 other citizens of Flat Rock, Trenton, and Wyan- 
dotte, Mich., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States forbidding any State to pass 
laws respecting an establishment of religion’ which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Detroit, 
Mich.. remonstrating against the free coinage of silver: which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the following petitions of White Oak, Ham- 
ilton, and Liberty Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Michigan: 


co 


set 


Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committees on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 


Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, detinin: 


lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the ad 


teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 
Petitions praying for the fre« very of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Petitions praying for the passa of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tend in payment of all debt to the 
Committee on Finance. 
Mr. WOLCOTT presented a petition of the Printing Press- 


men’s Union of Denver, Colo., praying that the office of a fore- 


man of press room may be established in the Government Print- 
ing Office: which was referred to the Committee on Printir 

He also presented the following petitions of Eagle Gr: f 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for t! 
couragement of silk culture referred to the Committee «¢ \c- 
riculture and Forestr) 

Petition praying for the enactment ¢ ‘ ation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—ref d to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defin 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the tabi 


Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the a 
eration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 








Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 


tricts~referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and P% 
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| aving for the passage of a bill making certain is- 

v8 of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
‘ ( Ol nan , 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of R. A. Mott and other 
ci ns of Faribault, Minn., praying for the passage of an amend- 
men‘, the Constitution of the Unit States prohibiting any 
lecislatic y t tates respecting an establishment of religion 
or an ap] yriation of m mey for any sectarian purpose; which 

as fe d to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

lie a ] nted the petition of L.G. Wood and other citizens 
of Mars ( Minn., prayl for the passage of what is 
kn \ Vashburn antioption bill; which was referred to 
7 { } } 

Vii SHERMAN presented the petition of Olivia M. Ford, 
W w of Dr. Hen \. Ford, who was a missionary physician at 
the port of Gaboon, in Lower Guinea, in Africa, praying to b 
a ( 1 fore lain sé rvic s rendered to the Gov- 
ernment by | ite husband; which was referred to the Com- 

te r helations 

| ‘ ed petit ( the Nony partisan Woman's 
C} tian Temperance Union of Toledo, Ohio, praying that t! 

W orld's ¢ imblian Hxposit be closed on Sunday; which was 
referred to the ( l tee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

Hea re ed a petition of the Zanesville (Ohio) Board of 
| survey of a water way from Lake Erie to 
the Ohio ] er: which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
mer 

He also presented the petition of the members of seven churches 
of Cambridge, Ohio, praying that the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position be closed on Sunday; which was referred to the Com- 

‘ } Juadro-( nt ) ili Select 

He also presented the following’ petitions of Charity, Clarks- 
hie) roy, ‘lremo1 ackson, Clinton, Casstown, Jefferson, Co- | 
shocton, Washington, Hamilton, and Ripleyville Granges, Pa- 
trons ¢ I sbandry, O Ohio 

Petitic aving for the ena t of gvislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture 
ana ie r! 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 

rambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions pra for the passage of House bill 395. defining 

ard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
trict to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making Certain is- 
sues of money full 1 gal tender in payment of all debts—to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PETT IGRE W presented a petition of 83 citizens of Rock 
County, Minn.; a petition of 25 citizens of Moody County, S. Dak.; 
Minnehaha, S. Dak.; a petition of 47 
Cl sof Brookings, S. Dak.; a petition of 196 citize os Minn - 
haha, S. Dak.; a petition of 25 citizens of Moody County, S. Dak.; 
< 


a petition of 15 eitizens of 


4 petition of 33 citizens of Hanson County, S. Dak. a petit ion of 
25 cit of McCook County, 5S. Dak., and a petition of 48 citi 
zens of Hutchinson County, 5. Dak., praying that no change b 
made in the duty on ba vy; which were referred to the Commit 
Tee on | lInant . 

He also present tion of T. W. Frick and other citi- 
zens Of Brookings County . Dak., and the petition of T. M. 
Erickson and the citizens of 7 ifinnsdabs Con nty,S. Dak.. pray- 
ing for the passage of what is known as the W ashb irn-Hatch 
a ption bill: wv h referred to the Committee on the | 
J clary 

Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of the La Crosse (Wis. 
Board of Trade and a memorial of the Milwaukee (Wis.) Cham- 
ber of Commer "4 nstrating against the passage of the bill 
] To! ee ave of silver: which were referred to 
the Uo ‘ 

Vir, CULLOM sented the memorial of John Lowry and 
other citiz of | is, remonstrating against the passage of 
the Wa Y antioption bill; which was referred to the Com- 
TI l ‘ 1 es \ 

also presented tl etition « William Wallis and other 
‘ ns of Carbondak pr ne fi * the pas sage of an ami nd- 
? t to the ( titution of the United States prohibit ing any 
{ States re ‘ting an establishment of religion 
or i ation of money for any sectarian purpose; which was | 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He a ‘ owing pw ition sof Walnut Grove and 
Poage | es, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lilinois: 

Petitio ve the enactment of legislation for the en- 
courac’ ‘ ol tu referred to the Committee on Agri- 
Lure iro 





Re 
| meye : and a 1 citizens of East Orange, N. a 
7 
ll 


| teration of food and drugs 
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Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
ambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 

jan d and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

‘etitions p raying for = ie passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

PY titions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Ir. WASHBU presented a petition of citizens of Clearwa- 
ter, Minn.; a petition of citizens of Swift and Laequiparle Coun- 
ties, Minn., and the petition of Frank Smith and 20 other citizens 
of Wright County, Minn., praying for the p&ssag of the Wash- 
burn-Hatch antioption bills; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the following petition s of Victo- 
ria and Oak Grove Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of West Vir- 
ginia: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the e1 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committ 
culture and Forestry. 

Ps eons praying for the enactment of leg 
gambling in farm products—referred to the ¢ 

foto. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill S95, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie o1 » table 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent th 

ration of food a id drugs—ordered to lie on the table e. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in ru 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues Of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of L. Smith and 50 other 
citizens of ¢ »pdy ke, Ill., and the petition of O. L. Clayton and 

other citizens of Aurora, I11., praying for os passage of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting any 
legislation by the States respecting an « a sblishment of religion 
or an appropriation of money for any sectarian purpose; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Frank Seavern and 
citizens of Winnebago County, Ill., praying for the passage of 
what is known as the Butterworth antioption bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the following petitions of Mills, Prairi 
Walnut, Social, Robinson, and Olive Granges, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Illinois: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


on Agri- 


lation to prevent 


ymmittee on th 3 


-adul 


) ral dis- 


31 other 


| gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for passage of House bill 395, defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill m aking certain 
issues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the petition of Rev. Henry Spell- 
; I the petition of 
Rev. J. H. Egbert and 40 other citizens of Be eville, N. aps and 
the eo of William Booth and 14 other citizens of Je rse) 
City, N. J., praying for the passage of an amendment to the Con 
stitution of the United States prohibiting any legislation by the 
States respecting an establishment of religion or an appropri- 
ation of money for any sectarian purpose; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also pres nted the following petitions of Roseland, Courses 
Landing, and Pohatconge Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
New Jersey: 

Petitions praying for 
couragement of silk culture—to 
ind Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of le 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 


Judicié airy. 


P ions praying for the 


the enactment of legislation for the en 


+ 


the Committee on Agricultur 


islation to preve 






¢ passage of House bill 395, defining 

lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 

ordered to lie on the tab! 

delivery of mails in : mel dis- 


Petitions praying for the free 
and Post- 


tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
Roads 





Ir 
S| 
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Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- | passage of those bills now pend n ( 


sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—re- | sion; which was referred to the ¢ mitt ie J 


i 


ferred to the Committee on Finance. Mr. GEORGE present 


Mr. KYLE presented a petition of 200 citizens of Milbank, 5. | Poplar Springs Granges, Pa 
Dak., praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues of Petitions praying for t 
money full legal tender in payment of all .debts; which was re- | couragement of silk cult 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. riculture. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Milbank, S. Dak.., etitions praying fo 
praying for the passage of a bill to prohibit gambling in agricul- | gambling in fa 
tural products; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- | Judiciary. 
diciary. Petitions praying for tl 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Rev. E. P. Huntle rd and im ing a tax 1 
and sundry other ministers of Maryland, praying for the passagy Petitions praying for ssa a 
of the proposed sixteenth amendment to the Constitution pro- | teration of food and drugs—ord to 
viding that no State shall pass any law respecting an establi Petitions praying for 1 e d 
ment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof: w! trict referred to the‘ P Offic ind P 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Petitions pr ( 





\ L L 
He also presented the following petitions of Flintstone, Belts es of money legal tend 1 a 
ville, Locust Grove, Elkton, and Centennial Granges, Patrons of | the Committee on Fin 
Husbandry, of Maryland: Mir. HANSBROUGH 
Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the er North Dakota, prayit or 1 ad ‘ 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- t to the Constitution of the Unit 
riculture and Forestry. fi 1 to the Ci iittee on t a 
Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent ir. FRYE presented a memorial « \ 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the | dian Association, rem«¢ iwwainst a de« 
Judiciary. priation for Indi ed ation,a alse ol a 0 
Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining | removal o e Ute India t ( 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. which was ( t 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain He a 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred | Somerset, Seaside, 
to the Committee on Finance. Granges, Patrons of H 
Mr. BATE presented the memorial of O. S. Mitchell and Petitions praying fe ut 
others, citizens of the United States, remonstrating agains ragement ¢ the ¢ 
passage of Senate bill 362, providing for the removal of 1 t and Fo 
Southern Ute Indians from their present fertile reservation i Petitions pray for t i 
Colorado to a propose d mountaino 5. lara ] Ste ri e@, an 1 inac- amobdilng i larm prod I ‘ Lo ( 
cessible reservation in Utah; which was referred to the Commit- | Judiciary. 
tee on Indian Affairs. Petitions praying for the pa of H ) 
Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the United Pre sbyt ia lard and lt 1D Sin a@ tax ti raere LO ‘ n 1 
Congregation of Crawfordsville, lowa, containing 170 signatures; Petitions praying f t ed ery « ails iu 
a petition of the Presbyterian church of Villisca, Iowa; a peti- | tricts—ref to the mittee on Post-Offices and P 
tion of the Young People’s Society of Atlantic, lowa, and a pe- Petition pri f¢ passage of a aking ¢ 
tition of the Young People’s Society of Christian End avor of | of money full legal tender in paym« of all deb 
the First Presbyterian Church of Winterset, Iowa, praying for | the Committee on Finan oe 
the closing of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday, that Mr. TELLER pré ted a petition of D er (( 
the sale of intoxicating liquors be prohibited thereat, and that | ing Pressman’s Union, praying for the crea of 1 » 
the art department be conducted in accordance with the Ameri- | foreman of the press room in the Gover nt Prir 


can standard of purity in art; which were referred to the C t- | which was referred to the Committee Print 
tee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). He also presented a memor f cit 
He also presented the following petitions of the Live and L remonstrating against t 
Live Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lowa: to 1 States 
Petition praying for the passage of a law to prevent the a Committee on Irrigation and Reclamat iL 
teration of food and drugs—referred to the Committee on A 
culture and Forestry. 


Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining from t Hi rR 
and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table LOWLES, Its Chie! Clerk, ann that the H 
Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rura . | the following bills 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads senate 
Petition praying for the passage of a law to prevent gambling Lb HL. Ee. LOS 
in farm products—referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | OF ©erron, t 
Mr. VILAS presented the petition of J. J. Gorham and 402 Lb rH, Ty, OBot a: 
other citizens of Tomah, Wis., and vicinity, praying that an ap- | 1m the Depart 


propriation be made to buy additional land and to build ad \ bill (H.R. 687 
tional buildings for the Indian school established there: \ Cle! in the a 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affair 


Healso presented amemorial of the Board of Trade of La Cros 
] 





Wis., and a memorial of the Board of Trade of Milwaukee, W ; 
remonstrating against the free coinage of silver; wh ver 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. at 
Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of citizens of Anacor - _— * 
Wash., praying for the passa re of legislation to insure the ea : 
and economical building and operation of the Nicaraguan , 
time Canal: which was referred to the Committee on For 
Relations. 
Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of citiz of the Unit 
States resident in and near Anacortes, State of Washi 
whosetforth that, believing the legalized sale of alco s liq . } VOLS ( ( ra 
in Alaska would be a snare and curse to the native inhabita touds 
of that co intry even though the law should forbid lling to eo of 1 , 
them, they protest against the passage of the bill introd el 
the Senate authorizing the sale of liquor in Alaska. I m Ir : ( ttee o1 D 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Territor a, to whe WAS 1 1 t 2 1749) toa 
The motion was agreed to. oj e ap ‘ m of Cos caceaaa 
Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Farm Imple- | termini of tl wcostiaand Potomac River |] 
ment and Vehicle Association of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating | trict of Co t rte ar { 


against gambling in products of the soil and praying for tl port 


Lit repo 











1804 


Mr, os LEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. 
Mose 5S Y oul ikin. re 


report the 


1504) for the ri 


sported it with amendments, and submitted a 
reon., 

Mr. PROCTOR, from 
whom was referred the bi 


1 sely thers 


i 


the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
ill (S. 2084) to amend the Articles of War, 


rted adi nd the bill was postponed indefi- 


On, a 


He also, from the 


referred, submit 


same committe: 


ted a report act ~ompanied by a bill (S. 2470) to 


amend the Articles of War, and for other purposes, which was 
read twice by its title. 
Mr. SQUIRE, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, submit- 


ted a report to accompany the bill (S. 537 
tablishment of a 


for the es- 


to provide 


gun factory for the finishing and assembling of 

heavy ordnance on the Pacific coast, heretofore re ported by him. 
Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1843) to provide for the punishment of offenses 


committed in the Yellowstone National Park, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1486) granting to the State of California 
5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in 
said State, reported it without amendment. 

Mr.. WARREN, from the Committee on Irrigation and Rec- 
lamation of Arid Lands, reported an amendment intended to be 
proposed to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; 


printed 


He also, from the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of | pension money to wives in cases where ae pensioners desert 


Arid Lands, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND IN OKANOGAN COUNTY, WASH. 

ALLEN. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
oe to report back favorably the bill (H. R. : 
ofthe inhabitants of the town of Chelan, 
State of Washington. 
the House of Representatives; itis approved by the Interior De- 
partment; and I ask unanimous consent that it may be now con- 
sidered. It will take but a moment. 

There 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted etc., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and 


in Okanogan County, 


heis hereby,authorized to issue a patent for the following tract of public land, | 


to wit: The northeast quarter of section 13, in township 27 north, range 22 
east, in Okanogan County, Wash., upon theentry madeat the North Yakima 
local land office for said land by Charles H. Ballard, probate judge for said 
county, in trust for the use and benefit of the inhabitants of the town of 
Chelan, in said county,under the town-site laws, being cash entry numbered 
1064 of said North Yakima series of entries. 


Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
STATISTICAL ABSTRACT 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
ing to report back favorably a concurrent resolution for printing 
the Statistical Abstract of the United States. I ask that it may 
be now considered. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 12,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for 
the year 1891, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department, 
3,000 copies for the use of the members of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use 
of the membersof the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the use 
of the Bureau of Stat Treasury Department. 

Mr. ‘KRELL. I 
heretofore printed ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is somewhat less than the number 
heretofore printed, but the same number that is provided in the 
general printing bill that has passed the Senate. I think the 
number is sufficient for 


OF THE UNITED STATES. 


istics 


Cor 


should like to ask if» that is the number 


ull purposes. 


The VICE-PRESI DEN’ [. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution. 

Che concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

he bill (H. R. 1080) for the relief of the inhabitants of the 
town of Ferron, county of Emery, Territory of Utah, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

A. bill (HL. Re. 6836) mi Mcing ¢ appropriations to supply a deficiency 
n the Department of. criculture, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6876 tom ‘ovide for certain of the most urgent de- 
ficieneces in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal vear ending June 30, 1892. 
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lief of David Dealy and | 


», to whom the subject was | 


which was | 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be | 


which was referred to the | 


2568) for the relief | 


This is a very short bill; it has passed | 


being no objection, the Senate, as inCommittee of the | 


[am directed by the Committee on Print- | 





| to the Committee 


| H. Williams; 
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BILLS INTRODUCED 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2471) granting a pension 
to John 8S. Coleman; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced: a bill (S. 2472) for the relief of Thomas G. 
Corbin; which was read twice by its title, and, a the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2473) granting a » pension to Mrs. 
Dorcus Nutt; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2474) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Ammon L. Green; which 
w as ret ud twice by its title, and, with the ac companying papers, 

ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“He also introduced a bill (S. 2475) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of William H. Smith; which 


| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2476) to reimburse the 
State of Nebraska the expenses incurred by that State in repel- 


| ling a threatened invasion and raid by the Sioux in 1890- Ol: 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany ing 


| papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also (for Mr. SHERMAN) introduced a bill (S. 2477) g ranting 
a pension to John H. Eversole; which was read twice by. its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the C ommittee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2478) to require payment of 
or abandon their families, or are habitual drunkards, or from 
any reason fail and neglect to support their families; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2479) to allow the 


| United States to exchange its interest-bearing debt for legal- 


tender notes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2480) to increase pensions of the 
soldiers of the war of 1812 to $25 per month; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2481) to place Dunbar R. 
Ransom on the retired list of the Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2482) granting a pension 
to Gust Spitznagel; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 2483) granting a pension to 
Eliza A. Criner; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2484) granting a pension to Mary 
R. Henderson; which was read twice by title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a b‘ll (S. 2485) for the relief of 
James R. D. Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2486) to provide for the 
creation of a board of regents of education for the Indian and 


| Oklahoma Territories for the promotion of the industrial and 


academic education of Indians, and other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2487) for the relief of W. H. Col- 
lards, John A. Elsaser, Peter Johnson, George Shade, M. G 
Brown, Jonas F. Reitz, and L. H. Boyd; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2488) for the relief of Louis O. 
Farnighy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2489) incre 


sasing the pension of 
Titus F. Wiles; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2490) granting a pension to Thomas 

which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2491) granting an increase of pen- 
which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SAW YER introduced a bill (S. 2492) to authorize the es- 


| tablishment of postal-telegraph ser vice, and for other purposes; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 


| tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2493) granting a pension 
d twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2494) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Michael Herbst; which was read twice by 
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{ts title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2495) for the relief of James | 
Legg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COLQUITT (by request) introdueed a bill (S. 2496) to in- | 
corporate the Union Passenger Railway Company of the District | 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. | 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | 
posed by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MRS. NANCY G. ALLABACH. 


Mr. FRYE (by request) submitted the following resolution; | 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of 
the Senate to Mrs. Nancy G. Allabach, widow of P. H. Allabach, late captain 
of the Capitol police, the sum of $800, being an amount equal to six months’ 
salary at the rate per annum allowed by law to such captain aforesaid; said 
sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other allowances. 


ELECTIONS OF SENATORS—IDAHO CASE. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections is directed to 
take into consideration the following resolution, and report upon the same | 
with all convenient despatch: / 

‘Resolved, That the vote or other proceedings that constitute a choice of a | 
Senator of the United States must be had by the Legislature of the State in 
which such Senator is chosen, and until the houses of such Legislature have 
met and organized as legislative bodies they can not choose a Senator of the 
United States. 

“2. The Constitution of the United States requires that the choice of a Sen- 
ator shall be, when made, the act of the Legislature of the State, and not the 
act of the Senate or of Congress. 

“3. That, in regulating the time and manner of choosing a Senator, a new 
electoral body, which is not the Legislature, and is not acting by its authority, 
can not be substituted so as to act in the place and stead of the Legislature, 
and so to deprive the Legislature of its power to elect a Senator. 

“4. That, if it is lawful, in regulating the time and manner of electing Sen- 
ators, to transfer the power to choose a Senator from the two houses, in their 
organized capacity to a number of the members of the two houses, such elect- 
oral power is secondary to the right of the Legislature to choose a Senator, 
and can only be exercised when the houses of the Legislature, or either of 
them, has made default in considering the subject of choosing such Senator, 
or having made an effort, has failed to make, or to proceed to make such 
choice. 

“5. That in the case of the claim of Hon. Fred T. Dubois, the members of 
the Legislature of Idaho who, on the 18th day of December, 1890, voted for 
Hon. Fred T. Dubois, sat in theirrespective houses on Tuesday, the 16th day 
of December, 1890, a quorum being present in each house, and voted for two 
Senators from Idaho, who were, on subsequent days, chosen as such, and 
failed to take any action upon the question of electing a third Senator to 
the seat now occupied by Hon. Fred T. Dubois, they can not claim or exert 
the power to choose such Senator in default of action on thatsubject, which 
was the result of their own delinquency in public duty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MORGAN. It isa resolution of instruction. I ask for its | 
adoption. It is a mere resolution to inquire 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MORGAN. It isa resolution of instruction to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator can hardly expect to have the 
Senate take up the resolution and instruct the committee now, 
without any investigation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama asks 
for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr.PLATT. Let the resolution be read again, please. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Colorado will see that the | 
only instruction to the committee is that they shall take into 
consideration and report with all convenient dispatch upon the | 
subjects of the resolution. 

_ Mr. TELLER. Iam not willing that the Senate shall express 
its opinion.on a question of this kind without any investigation 
or any attention to it from anybody. I can not tell, nor can any- | 
body else, what the resolution is as it is read from the desk. I 
have no idea what it is myself. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it go over then. If the Senator wants to | 
object to its present consideration, let it go over until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will have it printed and goover 
we can look at it, but it is not right to send to the committee now 
in this way what are practically instructions for the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. The chairman of the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections has a perfect right to insist on what he now 
asks, and [ have not thought of withholding that from him at all. 
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Mr. President, I now move to reconsider the vote by which 
Hon. FRED T. DUBOIS was seated in this Chamber upon the re- 
port of the majority of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. I will take the floor on that motion and allow it to pass 


| over, as I see the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], who 
| seemed to have principal charge of the matter, is not here. 


[ desire, when the Senate shall consider that matter, to express 


| some views that I have about it which I think are germane and 


proper to express, and I wish also to bring properly to the atten- 
tion of the Senate certain reasons, certain facts, certain conelu- 
sions from those facts which arise necessarily out of the facts 
stated in the report of the committee themselves upon which 
they have expressed no opinion. They have pretermitted any 
notice at all of a very grave constitutional question in their re- 
port, and have had the Senate to pass upon a simple question of 
fact, perhaps mixed a little with law, as to whether there was an 
organization of the General Assembly of Idaho on Monday, the 
first day that the General Assembly met. The very question 
which arises on the face of the record and which no man can 
down has not been touched or disposed of in the report of the 
committee. I tried to bring it to the attention of the Senate in 
the resolution which has just now been read at the Secretary’s 
desk, and the Senate voted that my resolution was out of order. 

Mr. President, the case that I speak of now arises on the face 
of this record. It arises on the face of the report. The facts 
areentirely undisputed. They are presented and affirmed by 
the committee themselves. It is a question of grave consti- 
tutional law that this Senate can not escape a decision upon, I 
think, in justice to themselves or in justice to the parties con- 
cerned. I therefore desire to present it and have it considered 
by the Senate. 

[ should be very glad indeed, before the discussion proceeds 
upon my motion to reconsider (which I understand is a privi- 
leged motion because the case itself was privileged), that the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections would take this subject 
into consideration and after the propositions that I have had the 


| honor to present in this series of resolutions. 


[ would say in this connection that twenty-two members of the 
United States Senate were kept out of this body at the time the act 
of 1866 was presented and passed. We had no voice in its enact- 
ment; we have had no opportunity to express any opinion upon 
its construction; and the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
cut us off by their report from the opportunity which was pre- 
sented on the facts of the case to make this expression upon the 
proper construction of that act, under Constitution of the United 
States by bringing the case down to an immaterial issue upon 
the proposition whether the Idaho Legislature was organized on 
Monday or on Tuesday, a matter that had not anything to do 
practically and substantially with the powers of the gentlemen 
who met either in the Legislature or in joint convention to elect 
the Senator who now occupies the seat. 

I desire to say also that there is not one particle of difference 
in my mind between the two gentlemen personally in regard to 


| their rights or my desire for either to occupy the seat. I have 


not the slighest preference between them, nor have I still the 
honor of the acquaintance of these gentlemen. They are to me 
entirely indifferent persons, so far as this procedure is concerned, 
both politically and personally; and my sole purpose—and it is 
one that I hope I shall have an opportunity of presenting in proper 
form to the Senate—is that inasmuch asevery Southern Senator 
was excluded from this Chamber at the time the law of 1866 was 
passed, we may have a right to say something, or that I, at least, 


| shali have the right to say something, as to what is the proper 


construction of that act as compared with the Constitution of 
the United States. 

If the chairman of the committee desires that the motion to 
reconsider shall proceed now [, of course, must goon. If, how- 
ever, the chairman would permit the motion to go over and would 
take this subject into consideration by his committee, perhaps he 
can convince me that I am wrong in my view of the statute and 
the constitutional rights of the Senate under the law, and I should 
be very glad to be convinced, if | am wrong: but I think I am 
not. I do not wish that when the motion is called again some 
Senator shall get upon the floor and move to lay it on the table 
in order to cut off debate. It was ruled out of order the other 


| day by a vote of the Senate, which I[ think the Senate would like 


very well to recede from when they get to a cool understanding 
of exactly what they did, for I do not believe that the Senate 
would be willing to establish such a precedent of order as that 
which was voted the other day in taking this resolution away 
from the consideration of this body. I donot wish that when this 
matter comes up again some Senator shall rise and move to lay 
my resolution or my motion to reconsider on the table, so as to 


| prevent me from expressing my views upon it. 


[ do not wish to worry the Senate or detain one moment of its 
precious time in the consideration of any matter that is merely 
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theoretical. I wish to consider those matters which bind my own 
conscience about this question, and which I think ought to bind 
the conscience of every Senator in a dec — of this kind upon 


the election of a member t o this body, and if, retaining the floor, 
the Senator from Colorado has no objection ‘T will permit the 
matter to go over until such time as we can agree upon calling 
it u 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to its going over for the 


convenience of the Senator who is on the floor. I would simply 
say that I understand he wishes to address the Senate on this 
‘he has concluded and has all the time he wants 
I shall move to lay the motion on the table 

Mr. MORGAN. That is fair notice, and Tace pt it. 

ir. TELLER. I shall move to lay the motion on the table 
then, but not before what I think the Senator would call within 
areasonable time, consulting, of course, properly his own con- 
venience. I would not wish him to press it now. This isall I 
want to say sheets the matt 


. ; ‘ lo f4 
question, and ait 
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Mr. MORGAN. Now, if “ view of that' notice the chairman | 


of the Committee on Privileges and Elections is willing to have 
his views and those of the committee examined by the Senate 
upon the resolution I have offered, I should be very happy if he 
would enter upon the task, and permit me to send the resolution 
to his committee, so that we may have a report from that com- 
mittee upon what is right according to their view. 
Mr. TELLER. I can not say what the committee are willing 
to do, because I have no right to speak for the committee, and | 
do not know what the resolution is. Nobody else knows what it 
is except the Senator who introduced it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought the Senator knew what it was the 
other day when he voted to rule it out of order. 

Mr. TELLER. Nobody knows what it is. 

Mr. MORGAN. He called for the yeas and nays upon it, and 
I thought he understood it. 

TELLER. It is a declaration of principles or law that no 
Senator could understand. It was attached to a privileged ques- 
tion: it had nothing to do with the question at issue; it was very 
properly held to be out of order by the Senate, and I donot think 


it is worth while for the Senator to revive thatquestion. He has | 


a right to move a reconsideration of the case, and according to 
the ordinary rules that govern this body he is entitled to a rea- 
sonable time to present his views before anybody moves to lay 
the motion on the table. I shall certainly, as far as I am con- 
cerned, wait patiently for him to do so, and then unless some- 
body else wishes to speak the motion will be made. I presume 
of course that nobody will wish to cut off debate in this body by 
moving to lay the motion on the table before the Senator is 
heard; but the case ought to be brought to anend. We had 
thirty-odd hours of actual discussion of the case, of which the 
minority of the committee took twenty-three or twenty-four 
hours. — 

Mr. MORGAN. Thethirty-odd hours that were devoted to the 
discussion of the question were all devoted to an immaterial issue. 
Tbe Senate saw it and felt it, and when I presented, in the form of 
this resolution, the only material issue that did arise upon the 
face of the record it was ignored by the majority of the com- 
mittee; and I presented it in due form, so that if my resolution 
had been adopted as a substitute for the resolution of the major- 
ity of the committee Mr. DUBOIS could not have been seated. 
Then it was ruled to be out of order. 

The Senator from Colorado says that nobody understood it and 
that nobody understands it yet. I am quite satisfied that he 
never understood it, and I do not believe that the Senator from 
Colorado is quite willing to undertake the task of understanding 
it, for, aschairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
he would have a fine opportunity io understand and answer upon 
it, if he can do so, when he replies to the resolution and replies 
to w hat the law is, and whether the resolution presents a proper 
state of the law. If it does, the Senator from Colorado will be 
cuasiiel in conscience to vote with me for a reconsideration of 
the action of this body, and to report that Mr. DUBOIS is not en- 
titled to his seat. 

Now, Mr. President, I further move to reconsider the vote by 
which Mr. Clagett was denied his seat, that having been a sepa- 
rate vote: and I will let that motion go over also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motions to reconsider will be 
entered, and the resolution will go over. 


-. a 
ib, if 


LICK OBSERVATORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
If not, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Ru ule VIII is 
in order. 

Mr. FELTON | ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of House bill 3933, which has been passed 
by the House of Representatives, and received the unanimous 


report of the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CALL. I gave notice some days ago that I desired to sub- 
mit this morning some observations to the Senate on two resolu- 
tions which I introduced, and which are lying on the table. If 
the bill of the Senator from California will not occupy mucl 
time I shall not object to its consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3933) to set aparta 
tract of land in the State of Californiafor the use of the Lick Ob- 
servatory of the astronomical department of the University of 
California. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of 
that bill or have the report read—one or the other. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Che Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. 
CAREY March 3, 1892: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3933) 
to set apart a tract of land in the State of California for the use of the Lick 
Observatory of the astronomical dapettne nt of the University of California, 
have had the same under consideration, and respectfully recommend that 
the bill do pass. 

The bill proposes to reserve and grant certain lands to the University of 
California for the use of the Lick Observatory. The bill contains the usual 
safeguard in that it provides that the lands shall revert to the United States 
if used for any other purposes than those contemplated by the act. 

The report of the committee of the House of Representatives on the bill is 
as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, towhom was referred the bill (H.R 
3933) to set apart atract of land in the State of California for the use of the Lick 
Observatory of the astronomical department of the University of California, 
have had the same under consideration, and report the same back with the 
recommendation that it pass. 

“The committee find that the land described in said bill is of no value for 
timber or mineral, and moreover is not suitable for farming purposes, and 
from the following report of the General Land Office it will be seen that no 
valid entries appear of record on its tract book for any of said land: 


‘DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
‘ Washington, D. C., January 15, 1892. 

“Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a memorandum from 
you, herewith returned, as to the status of NW. } sec. 3, E,4 NW. 3, and NW. 
+ SW. } sec. 4,T.75S., R.3 E..M.D.M. You areadvised that no entry appears 
of record upon the tract books of this office for any of the above-described 
tracts 

‘In the entire T.7S., 3 E., 25 entries have been made, embracing a total 
area of about 2,775 acres. 

“ Very respectfully, 
“W. M. STONE, 
“ Assistant Commissioner.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. That gives no reason on earth why this 
crant should be made. 

Mr. FELTON. The object of this bill is simply to protect 
from fire the Lick Observatory, of which the Senator is aware. 
Mr. Lick gave $750,000 for the erection of thisobservatory. The 
land proposed to be granted consists of chaparral, hills, ravines, 
and mountains, and it is worthless for agricultural purposes or 
for any purpose whatsoever. The main object of those in control 
of the Lick Observatory is to protect it from fires, which on one 
or two occasions have jeopardized the present building. 

The fact that this land has been there for forty years adjacent 
to an immense valley and a town of twenty-five or thirty thou- 
sand inhabitants and no one has ever seen fit to preémpt it or take 
any steps to get it I think is sufficient to show that the land is 
of no practical value. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
atory? 

Mr. FELTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is nothing of that kind shown in the 
report; and while the land may be utterly valueless, practically, 
yet why should it be given? The explanation the Senator makes 
is entirely satisfactory—that it is wild land around the site of 
the observatory. 

Mr. FELTON. L assure the Senator that those are the facts. 

Mr. HARRIS. How much land is covered by the bill? 

Mr. FELTON. A little over a section. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLORIDA SENATORIAL ELECTION AND LANDS IN FLORIDA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by 
Mr. CALL February 11, 1892: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections are hereby in- 
structed to inquire and report to the Senate whether efforts were made by 
railway or other « orporations, their agents, es. or officers, to control 
the election to the United States Senate by the Legislature of Florida in the 


Is it adjoining the location of the observ- 


| year 1891; whether money and free ———— were used by them orany 


of them to infiuence the vote of the people for members of the Legislature, 


| or to influence the votes of the members of the Legislature after their elec- 


tion; whether money was used by combinations of persons made under the 
influence of agents or persons acting in the interest of corporations to con 
trol the election of members of the Legislature and to control their votes 
after their election; whether newspapers were bought or subsidized by them 
or by persons acting in their interest or with money obtained either direc tly 
or indirectly from them or persons in any way connected with them to op- 
' pose the election of some persons and support the election of others; and to 
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report to the Senate the evidence taken by them; and further toreport what 
legislation, if any, either by an amendment tothe Constitution or otherwise, 
is necessary to protect the people in their right to elect members of the Leg 
islature, who are to choose Senators of the United States, and to protect the 
members elected from the influences of corporations and their foreign bond 
holders. 

Resolved, That the committee have power to employ a stenographer, and 
to send for and compel the attendaace of witnesses and the production of 
papers. 

Mr. CALL. . Mr. President, there is another resolution which 
I submitted to which I also desire to address some observations. 
[ ask that it may be read also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by 
Mr. CALL February 11, 1892: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands are hereby instructed to 

ort a bill providing for opening to settlement under the land laws of th 
Hnited States the reservations alleged to have been made of public lands in 
the State of Florida under the act of Congress approved on the 17th day of 
May, A. D. 1856, entitled ‘An act granting alternate sections of the public land: 
to the States of Alabama and Florida to aid in the construction of certain 
lines of railroads in said States,’ and for granting patents to all bona fide 
homesteaders and all actual settlers who have made improvements on such 
lands; and further, granting patents to all innocent purchasers in good faith 
of land in quantities not exceeding 2 sections of land not including the im 
provements and the settlement of any actual settler to the extent of 160 acres; 
and further, providing that the corporations claiming said land under the 
said act of Congress shall have the right to bring suit in the circuit court of 
the United States with the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States against the United States to decide whether under the said act of Con- 
gress and the acts of the Legislature of the State of Florida said railroad 
companies have ever acquired any right or title tosaid lands; and further, 
providing that the Attorney-General of the United States shall bring suit 
against the corporations or the persons who have sold and appropriated the 
said public lands for their own use and benefit; and further, for the indict- 
ment and prosecution under the acts of Congress of persons who have been 
engaged willfully and maliciously in any conspiracy to defraud the United 
States and the actual settlers and homesteaders of thesaid public lands; and 
further, to report such legislation as will protect actual settlers under the 
homestead laws of the United States who have been deprived of their homes 
under fraudulent practices and false statements, either under the act of the 
17th of May, 1856, or under the act of 1850, granting to the States the swamp 
or overflowed land thereby rendered untit for cultivation to the States on 
condition that the proceeds of sale of said land should be applied to the cor 
struction of levees, ditches, and canals necessary for their reclamation and 
drainage or under any other laws of the United States 


{Mr. CALL withholds his remarks for revision. 
dix.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution of the Senator 
from Florida in relation to the public lands will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and the other resolution, in regard 
to the Senatorial elections, will lie upon the table in the absence 
of objection. 


re 


See Appen- 


FOOD AND DRUG ADULTERATION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
sideration of the bill (S. 1) for preventing the adulteration and 
misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to discuss 
this bill at length, nor to detain the Senate for any considerable 
time by the remarks that [ am going tomake. It hasseemed to 
me, however, that a bill so important as this, a bill which in its 
enforcement may affect injuriously so many interests, a bill which 
will necessarily involve the expenditure of such a large amount 
of money, and a bill which confers such great powers upon one 
of the Departments of this Government, should not pass the Sen- 
ate without being thoroughly debated and every provision and 
every sentence of it thoroughly and fully understood. 

The Senator from Nebraska | Mr. PADDOCK], upon the one side, 
and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], upon the other, disa- 
gree, as I understand their arguments, upon an important provi- 
sion—that is,as to the effect of words incorporated in the seventh 
and eighth sections of the bill. The words are “articles, being 
the subject of interstate commerce.” If the construction given 
to that language by the Senator from Nebraska is the true con- 
struction, if those words mean what he thinks they mean, as | 
understand from his speech, then the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
COKE] and the Senator from Missouri [kr. VEST] have shown by 
decisions of the highest court in the land that those sections are 
clearly unconstitutional and directly in face of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court made upon more than one occasion. If, upon 
the other hand, those words mean that which the Senator from 
Missouri insists they do, then this bill is wholly ineffective and 
will accomplish nothing except to provide places for alarge num- 
ber of individuals. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
him? 

Mr. BERRY. I yield. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have admitted, I think, from the begin- 
ning of this discussion that the provisions of this bill are bound, 
as expressly stated in section 10, by the present state of the law 
and the adjudications of the Supreme Court as to what are sub- 
jects of commerce. I seek to go no further than the warrant of 
the authority under the law and the decisions as to what may be 
subjects of interstate commerce. 


con- 


Will it disturb the Senator if I interrupt 
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[ have maintained, however, that that was a subject under the 
general provisions of the bill to be « ‘mined by administration 
later on. There may be some other principles which will apply 
to the administration of this bill, but as to this particular on 
that is all I claim. 

Mr. BERRY. If I did not misunderstand the Senator’s speech 
on Friday last, he took the position that those words were put in 
and it was necessarily left in some doubt as to the extent of the 
powers that were being granted by this bill to these administra 
tive officers, and it was a question in the adi ation of this 
bill to be determined by these administrative officers as to tl 
extent and meaning and length to which they would go in the 
enforcement of the law as provided in this bi 

Mr. PADDOCK. The idea I sought to convey was that in the 
provisions of the bill the definitions were all general in tl 

| character; that there was no sp elfic author ity to doa specif 
thing looking to the determination in the bill or to regulating in 
the bill what might be considered to be a subject of interstat 
commerce; that that was left to administratio 

Mr. BERRY. If that be the meaning of the bill, it would be 
very easy by amendment to use words in the bili which would 
clearly convey that idea, that the Senator from Nebraska only 


intended to interfere with those articles which had already been 
placed in the hands of the common carrier, whose business it was 
to transport them across State lines, while they were in the course 
of transportation or in the hands of the consignee, not sold and 
the package not broken. This is as far as the Supreme Court 
says we can go. The Supreme Court has said emphatically that 


beyond that the Congress of the United States can not go. If 
such be the meaning of the Senator, let him put in language 


about which there can be no disput »and no contest hereafter. 
Mr. PADDOCK. According to my understanding of the bill 

there is nothing whatever in it that goes a word beyond that. 
Mr. BERRY. I am glad the Senator has made that admission. 


Mr. PADDOCK. There has been some reference and a good 


| deal of criticism, and I think the criticism has been particularly 


directed against the demand upon a manufacturing establishment 
or upon a manufacturer for le of goods for inspection. |] 
do not claim, and there is nothing in the bill upon which the 
claim can be based by anybody, that that means that the agent 


a sampl 


| of the Governinent shall go inside of aState where a manufactory 


is under the police regulations of the State or under the police 
control, which we all admit, primarily at least, belongs to the 
States; but this happens: In New York City, for instance, there 
are many concerns which own manufactories in the State of New 
Jersey. The work of manufacture goes on in the State of New 
Jersey, but re ally the propri storship is in the city of New York 
The product of the manufactory in the State of New Jersey goes 





to the depot of the incorporated company in New York. When 
it gets to that depot of course the question can arise whether a 
sample may be demanded. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam glad to hear the Senator from Nebraska 
make the admission he has, so that there can be no question 
hereafter as to the intention of those who voted for this bill. 


Those who advocate t!} of the bill pon the theory, 
and make the argument that the purpose is, and the effect of th: 
passage of the bill into a law will be, to prevent the adulteration 


of food or drugs, and also the misbranding or misrepresentati 


1G passap't agoso u 
ic 


in the brand of any character of food or drugs to be used by th: 
people of the United States of America. 

Mr. President, if it were possible under the written Constit 
tion under which we live, if there were no restriction upon ou 
power to pass laws, and it were possible to make laws that would, 
in truth and in fact, prevent all adulteration of food or the adul- 
teration of drugs, that would prevent all men from misreprt 
senting or misbranding any article of foodor any drug that they 


] 
have for sale, then I think that every h 


that was an object and a purpose 


man would say tha 
sired. But 


Wal tO de a 
time and experience have shown, even if our power was unlim- 
ited, if we were not restrained by a written constitution, that it 
is absolutely impossible by criminal laws to make all men honest 
in their dealings and in their exchange and sale of products of 
any character. 

Anyone would say that it is wrong for a man to misrepresent 
the character of his goods, I care not whether it be food, whether 
it be wearing apparel, or any other object that is used by man; 
that it is wrong for him to perpetrate a fraud by misbranding, 
misstating, or misrepresenting that article: but no man who has 
studied the subject will insist for a minute that it is possible un- 
der any character of government to absolutely make every man 
honest in his dealings with his fellow men. The law has long 
since recognized that there are many frauds, many wrongs, and 
many misrepresentations which occur in the course of trade that 
you can notcorrect by criminallaw. In the attempt to do so the 


number of men required to enforce it has proven at 


a pr 
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a) 

ns 


1808 


than these wrongs, which everybody admits to be wrongs, inflict 
upon a community. 

Upon this very question of the adulteration of food in England, 
where they are not restrained by a written constitution, where 
for centuries they have attempted to prevent the adulteration and 
misbranding of food, laws have been enacted with severe penal- 
ties, penalties which went to branding, whipping, imprisonment, 
and heavy fines; and yet it is admitted by the majority of this 
committee that food adulteration still goes on in that country 
and that it has not been checked to any appreciable extent. 

Here in the United States it is admitted that each State has 
absolute and unqualified power and authority to enact any char- 
acter of laws, with the severest of penalties, to prevent the adul- 


teration and misbranding of food; yet the Senator from Nebraska, | 
in a report made to the last Congress, says that only one-fourth | 


of the States of this Union have even attempted any such legis- 
lation which has been at all effectiveforany such purpose. Here 
in the District of Columbia, where the power of the United States 
is unquestioned and not denied, where the power to legislate in 


regard to such matters is clearly beyond question, I doubt if | 


there is a place in this Union of the same number of inhabitants 
where there is more fraud, more adulteration, and more adul- 
terated food and more misbranded food sold than there is in the 
city of Washington. 

Ll say, then, Mr. President, that the Senator from Nebraska, 
even if the power was unlimited by a written constitution, knows 
that it would be utterly impossible to make laws that would be 
entirely effective in the destruction of these evils, which every- 
body admits to be evils, because, if this can be done at all, itcan 
be done more effectually by the States where they exist. The 
people will more readily obey their loca! laws; the members of 
the State Legislatures are better judges of what their people 
want and how great the evils are. If, with thoseevils ever pres- 
ent before them, public sentiment is not such as to enforce such 
laws, how helpless and hopeless would we be if we should under- 
take, even if we had the power to do so, to legislate for all this 
broad country and appoint officials sufficient to put down these 
admitted evils. 

If it can not be done by a power so unrestricted, how can it be 
done by us, when the Senator from Nebraska admits that we can 
not touch an article of food without the consent of the party 
who makes it, unless that article of food be in the course of trans- 
portation? When he makes the admission that articles can only 


be seized and analyzed or that a man can only be prosecuted for | 


selling or transporting them or offering them for sale while in 
the actual course of transportation, he admits that the bill will 
be wholly inefficient, that it will accomplish absolutely nothing, 
save and except to inflict heavy costs upon the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, the bill says that the Secretary of Agriculture 
may employ such number of chemists as he may deem proper. 
There is no restriction whatever upon the number; there is no 
restriction whatever upon the amount of compensation that will 
be given them. 

This bill authorizes him, if he sees proper, to select a man to 
stand at every depot throughout the United States, to go on 
board of every freight train transporting every kind of goods, 
and seize samples going from any State or Territory to another 
State, analyze those articles, and publish the results of that anal- 
ysis to the world. How many officials, I would ask the Senator 
from Nebraska, does he think will be required to make this law 
effective? Bear in mind he admits that we can not go into the 
State where the article is manufactured where it is sold inside 
the State: we can not touch it under this law; yet the Senator 
proposes that the Secretary of Agriculture shall be authorized 
to employ officials spread out from one end of this country to 
another to watch the depots, to watch every crossing of every 
railroad, to watch the crossings of State lines, of every river, of 
every wagon, to watch every man upon horseback or in a buggy 
who may carry an article from one State into another, and the 
Senator gravely and deliberately proposes in this bill to confer 
this great power upon one individual, a subordinate officer, the 
Secretary of Agriculture, who is responsible to no man in re- 
gard to the number of employés that he may appoint under this 
bill or in regard to the amount of compensation that he shall 
rive to each of them. 

Does the Senator from Nebraska think that great power should 
be given to the Secretary of Agriculture? Does he think that 
any man, [ care not how good he may be, should have this enor- 
mous power to employ as many individuals as he may see proper, 
to pay them whatever compensation he may desire, to watch 
every article that is in the course of transportation from one 
State to another throughout the American Union? 

Great as is the evil of adulterating and misbranding food, if it 
were ten times greater, Mr. President, I should never vote to 
confer upon any man in the United States such enormous powers 
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as the sections of this bill propose to confer upon the Secretary 
of Agriculture, to give him power to employ as many officials as 
he desires, to pay them whatever he will, to go from depot 
depot, and to give his approval or disapproval to every article o 
food that is sold throughout the United States. He could cover 
this country with spies and informers, men interested in one 
character of food and interested in breaking down another. 

This bill proposes to give to the Secretary of Agriculture the 
power to put his brand of disapproval upon any article of food 
that may be offered for sale throughout the United States while 
he approves another quality and thereby breaks down one man’s 
business while he aids another in making money off of the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

Such are the effects of this bill. I donot think that even the 
Senator from Nebraska himself will insist upon the floor of the 
Senate under this restricted power, which he admits is the only 
power we can exerise, that we can hope to make this bill effect- 
ive to carry out the objects and purposes that it purports upon 
its face to desire. 


But, Mr. President, I apprehend there is a purpose back of 


this; I apprehend that it is not with any real hope of prevent- 
ing the adulteration of food that the men who have instigated 
this legislation, that the men who have established a bureau 
here and sent out printed petitions all over this country to have 
them signed by various organizations—I say that I apprehend 
that those men have another and a different purpose from that 
of preventing their fellow-citizens from eating adulterated food. 

A few years ago it was discovered by compounding an oil made 
from cotton seed, which was grown in the southern section of 
this Union, with certain other articles of food, it composed a sub- 
stitute for hog’s lard and for butter, which in many respects was 
equal to either; that it was pure and in every way a desirable 
food, and by reason of the fact that it could be sold much cheaper 
than either of these other articles which had fallen into the 
hands of certain syndicates and monopolies which had put up the 
price so that thousands of poor people throughout the country 
could not buy them—lI say when it was found that the people 
were using this substitute, that it was desired in every part of 
the country, that itcould be boughtfar cheaper, which permitted 
a great many persons to use it who otherwise would be deprived 
of the use of those other articles which they could not purchase, 
there at once seemed to be a determined effort made by various 
interests to break down and stamp out this new article of food 
which successfully competed with them throughout the markets 
of the country. 

Instantly everything that could be possibly brought to bear 
by combination and by money was used to slander and misrepre- 
sent this article of food by dénouncing it as impure, and every 
other character and description that is used by publications to 
kill it. When that was found insufficient, when it gradually 
found its way into every part of the country, when the people 
who were unable to buy the other articles were using it every- 
where and it was found that it distributed $15,000,000 annually 
to the cotton-raisers of the South, which they had not been able 
to get before that time, when every other effort had failed to 
break it down, then these parties came to the General Govern- 
ment and asked that the Federal machinery might be put in 
foree, not because they cared whether pure or impure food was 


| used by the ae but because they found that they could not 


charge prices they had heretofore charged and compete with 
this new article of food. 

When they first came here seeking and looking for a power 
whereby they could use the United States to accomplish their 
purpose, those interested in the manufacture and sale of butter 
selected the taxing clause of the Constitution and brought a bill 
into the lower House, the oleomargarine bill: and, while it was 
admitted by the chairman of the House committee and admitted 
by the chairman of the committee of the Senate that the Govern- 
ment did not need any additional revenue; that under the Ad- 
ministration that was then in power, instead of needing more 
money to run the Government, a surplus of $100,000,000 had al- 
ready piled up in the Treasury of the United States under that 
economical administration—notwithstanding that, they openly 
avowed the purpose to crush out. this cotton-seed oil industry and 
that character of food, not because it was impure but simply be- 
cause they could not compete with it with their lard and their 
butter as held by these syndicates throughout the United States. 
That bill, as we know, passed both Houses of Congress and, I re- 
gret to say, was approved by a Democratic President. 

The lard men were not satisfied with this. Seeing the success 
of the other measure, they came to Congress and asked that the 
taxing power be called into being in order to benefit them and 
further break down many of the cotton-raisers and the cotton- 
pickers of the South who were depending for a living upon the 
proceeds from this cotton-seed industry. They came during the 
last session in both Houses of Congress and pressed the Conger 
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lard bill. It was pressed day by day and week by week, and this 
Chamber and that House were flooded with petitions in the in- 
terest of that bill. 

Assertions were made in regard to the impurity of compound 
lard which were not true. It was afterwards admitted that it 
was branded on its face for what it purported to be, yet they 
sought under the taxing power to crush it out and thereby in- 
crease the price of lard. That bill has not yet passed; it is pend- 
ing in the other House, and, I believe, also in the Senate at this 
time. In the meantime they came to the conclusion that per- 


haps the present House would not be inclined to use the taxing | 


oower of the Government to further their interest. _Now we 
ave this bill framed under another clause of the Constitution, 
called the commerce clause, and it is hoped by the passage of 
this bill to place it within the power of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and his numerous appointees under it to in some way 
discriminate against compound lard, and thereby and in that 


way increase the price of their butter and their hog’s lard | 
it to market. 


throughout the United States. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me 

Mr. BERRY. [ yield. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to have the Senator point out 
in the bill, if he can, a single provision, a single line, or a single 
word which authorizes any discrimination in favor of a product 
ofany kind whatever against any other. 

Mr. BERRY. Oh, Mr. President, if this—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator—— 

Mr. BERRY. I decline to yield further. 
Senator's question. 





Agriculture to use the power that is conferred upon him by this 


bill to analyze a certain character of foods and pronounce it im- | 


pure, they hope thereby that it will crush and drive that article 
out of the market, so that it will not compete with other articles, 
and if that will not answer their purpose, this bill gives power 
to the Secretary to direct the United States district attorneys 


I will answer the | 
| have discriminated against the farming interests of this country 
If the parties who were interested can induce the Secretary of | 





throughout the United States to prosecute these men from one | 


end of the country to the other, and the ninth section of the 
bill, if the Senator will read it, provides that when, in a prose- 
cution under this bill, it shall be proven that any common 
carrier, any individual, has carried adulterated or misbranded 
food across the line of any State within the Union, then it shall 


be presumed that the parties who carried it knew that they were | 


violating the law and it shall devolve upon them to prove their 
innocence. : 

That is the ninth section of the bill, which throws the burden 
upon parties who carry thousands of this character of articles 
every day in the year, when it is impossible that they can ex- 
amine every article that they carry without almost destroying 
the commerce of the country, and yet the ninth section of this 
bill says thatif they carry it, then it shall be presumed that they 


had guilty knowledge, and it shall rest upon them to acquit | 


themselves of the presumption. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I know the Senator does not mean to be un- 
fair in the statement of the provisions of this bill. He must 
know that the main section of this bill, upon which the whole 
scheme rests, is section 2, which provides definitely and emphat- 
ically that the thing done must have been knowingly done by the 
person who did it, otherwise he is not amenable under the law. 
Section 9 is simply on the principle that if a man uttering coun- 
terfeit money has it in his possession, it is simply an implication 
that he has knowledge of the fact. There is all there is of that. 
It is the usual principle in respect of that sort of thing, which is 
the result of a fraud. 

Mr. BERRY. I will read section 9, and let the Senate judge 
if I have misstated it or misrepresented it in any particular. It 
is as follows: 


SEc. 9. That in prosecutions for violations of any of the provisions of this 
act proof of the act done shall be held to imply knowledge and intent on the 
part of the accused, unless such knowledge and intent shall be disproved on 
the trial. If it be shown that said dealer is innocent of any intentional fraud, 
then the action in court shall lie against the dealers having furnished the ac- 
cused the articles in question, and these dealers shall be parties to the suit. 

That is to say, the section says that if any one knowingly trans- 
ports any misbranded or adulterated food, he shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor. If he carried it at all, if you prove that he trans- 
ported it, then the presumption of the law will be according to 
the ninth section that he did know it; that is the difference, and 


it must rest upon him to disprove a criminal intent. That is | 


what it means and that is exactly what it says. If it does not 
mean that, the ninthsection is meaningless and should not be in 
the bill. 

When you come to think about the enormous power that this 
would place in the hands of the various district attorneys 
throughout the United States, combined with the unlimited and 
not enumerated chemists who are to be appointed under this 
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bill—when they unite and combine to break down any set of men 
engaged in the sale or transportation of articles of food which 
are compounded with other articles, it will be an easy matter to 
so use the laws to disturb and break down the business of vari- 
ous men throughout the United States 

It seems to me, Mr. President, as the Senator from Missouri 
well said the other day, that the time ought to come when the 
Congress of the United States should further refuse to lend its 
aid to help one class of citizens interfering with the business in- 
terests of other classes of citizens of the United States. Itseems 
to me that the persons who are engaged in the manufacture and 
sale of lard and in the sale of butter ought to be content with 
such profits as they can receive in competition with other pure 
articles of food, although the principal ingredient of one comes 
from the cotton-seed oil, which comes from cotton that is raised 
in the Southern States. 

The price of cotton to-day throughout the Southern States is 
already far below the costof raising, gathering, and transporting 
Already thousands of people who are dependent 
upon that industry for their daily bread know not which way to 
turn in order to prevent starvation among themselves and fami- 
lies for the coming year. Senators, while I am no alarmist and 
no calamity-shrieker, while I would not misrepresent the situa- 
tion, I state to-day that throughout the cotton-raising portion of 
the Southern States there has been no time within the last 
twenty-five years when the people were so hard pressed for the 
necessaries of life and for the money to carry on their farming 
operations as they are to-day, and this [ earnestly and honestly 
believe has been broughtabout by laws of the United States which 


and in favor of those who were engaged in other pursuits. 

While I believe that this condition of affairs has been brought 
about by reason of the power that has been used by Congress, the 
taxing power, if you will, not to raise the necessary money for 
the expenses of this Government, but in order to build up enor- 
mous fortunes in the hands of men engaged in one pursuit, it 
seems to me that Senators should be content with the condition 
to which we have reduced those people and not seek to further 
use the commerce clause of the Constitution of the United States 
to further weigh down and reduce those people who are engaged 
in raising a legitimate product and from which a legitimate and 
a pure article of food is made. 

Great is the evil that has fallen in individual cases from the 
misuse of the powers under the taxing clause of the Constitution, 
and no man, I think, can measure in words how great that evil 
has been; yet, Mr. President, I believe that the greatest evil 
that has come from it is in the fact that it has taught and is 
teaching our people all over the country to believe that they are 
dependent upon the General Government, and that they must 
come here for every character of aid. In the early and better 
days of the Republic it was the proud boast of every American 
citizen that he was dependent upon no one, save and except his 
God and his own right arm, and yet to-day from every quarter 
and from every State and from every county come appeals to us 
of every character, asking what Congress is going to do for us 
and what relief can you give us. 

Mr. President, the people have been encouraged to this because 
they have seen that this Government has been used to aid cer- 
tain persons engaged in certain pursuits, and they naturally con- 
cluded, as citizens of the Republic, that they, too, havea right to 
call upon the Government to aid them. Already more than 
600,000 men are dependent upon the Government; already more 
than 600,000 are drawing annually from one hundred and thirty- 
five to one hundred and fifty million dollars out of the Treasury 
of the United States. Ina great majority of cases the effect is 
to make each one of these relax his energies as a citizen and de- 
pend alone upon the Government of the United States for his 
support. 

Not only these are dependent, but whenever an attempt is made 
here to reduce any tax, to cheapen any article that is consumed 
by the great mass of the people, the Senate is flooded by pe- 
titions,and we have committee after committee coming here and 
telling us that they, too, are dependent upon this law for aliving, 
and that if we reduce the tax their manufactories will be closed 
and their workmen will be thrown out of employment. 

It seems to me that we ought to get back to the doctrine that 
all these police regulations and all bills of this character and 


| description, like the oleomargarine bill, are matters purely within 


State jurisdiction, are matters for the people to deal with, and 


| if they do not crush them out it is not to be supposed that the 
| public sentiment justifies crushing them out. 


[ trust this bill will not pass. If it is limited by the Constitu- 
tion to articles actually in transportation, then it will be ineffect 
ive. If it isintended todeal with articles in the States not in the 
course of transportation, then it is clearly unconstitutional and 
no man can cast his vote for it. , 
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The Senator from Nebraska said the other day that it was a 
matter of administration, and if the bill should turn out to be un- 
constitutional no harm could be done. Mr. President, I had 
supposed that that Constitution was somewhat binding upon us; 
that we had something to do with the construction of the Consti- 
tution of the United States when we were called upon to vote, 
and that it was for us to say when we cast our votes as to whether 
a bill was constitutional or unconstitutional, and we are not will- 
ing to confer that power upon the Secretary of Agriculture, or 
upon any subordinate that he might appoint. 

| trust that the Senate will vote down the bill and that there 
will be an end of this character of legislation, and that the States 
will be left to remedy the evils that come from adulterating and 
misbranding food products; the power clearly belongs to the 
States and not to the General Government. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas 
did not state correctly what I said the other day about the un- 
constitutional contingency. What I said was in answer to some 
Senator who stated that the bill might be unconstitutional and, 
therefore, inoperative; that we, the friends of the bill, would 
take the chances as to the constitutionality of it and as to the 
scope of it, so far as it would be operative on the lines on which 
the bill was intended 

Mr. President, in answer to what the Senator says in reference 
to the enormous cost of the administration of this proposed law 
we have before us the estimate of the Department of Agriculture 
placed at $100,000 for the administration of this bill if it shall be- 
come alaw. The maximum appropriation provided for by the bill 
before the appropriating section was stricken out was $100,000. 
1 co 
is to rest with the Appropriations Committees of the two Houses 
to themselves investigate and determine, as they do very care- 
fully, what funds are necessary to administer a particular law 
[t is hardly fair to make this criticism so savagely against this 
particular bill, in view of the fact that we have now a great com- 
mission on hand, the Fish Commission, which is operated on 
substantially the same plan, and I think there are one or two 
others in the same way which have been running for a good while. 
This is proceeding on a comparatively new line, and it is not 
wise to provide for a definite number of people to do the work 
with definite salaries, and all that sortof thing. You can notdo 

t in the field, because it has to bea variable and differential sort 
of labor and service, and so on and so forth. Insome months there 
may be a good deal and in some months none. Therefore youdo 
not wanta permanentforce onhand. You must give some discre- 
tion tothe chief of an executive department whois strong enough 
and has made record enough to entitle him to be placed in such 
a position that he will be under the menace of impeachment if he 
does those things which he can not properly do under the law 
and under his honor and his oath. In view of that fact he will 


be confined pretty closely to what is proper and right in the mat- 


ter of administration. 


Mr. BATE. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE The Senator speaks of the Fish Commission. 
Has the Fish Commissioner, by the law under which he operates 


7 


now, the power to employ any number of clerks that he may see 
fit to do, or can he pay them any compensation that he may think 
is proper, and can any other one of the Departments of this Govy- 
ernment do it? Are not all the clerks who are in the employ- 
ment of the various Departments of the Government, their num- 

r, and the salaries that they shall receive indicated by the act 
of Congress? The head of the Department merely acts there in 
an administrative capacity,so far as the pay of clerks is con- 


cerned, or so far as their number is concerned? 

Mr. PADDOCK. AsI understand it, there are a good many 
employments under the Fish Commissioner which may be as- 
signed to people temporarily from time to time in the discretion 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and the number is 
not limited. It is the same as it is under the Bureau of Animal 


Industry and several others. I think there are several other 
bureaus or divisions which may operate on that line without 
limitation, except as to the necessities temporarily for such em- 


pioyiment. 





hese appointments to which the criticisms of Senators are 
directed are appointments of analysts in the field and inspectors. 


Chey are not clerks; they are simply experts who are employed 


f time to time to do certain special service; and it would be 

in commencing the administration of anew law to de- 
termine exactly what would be required. That, however, is a 
matter lor tl Committees on Appropriations to carefully con- 
sider, consulting the Departments to be charged with the respon- 


sibilities of » administration, and a matter which they can de- 
termine by investigation respecting what ought to be done in 
the way of approp: 


Mr. BATE. 





at appropriation has been stricken out entirely,and the matter | 





there is no amount specified in regard to compensation. Sup- 
pose that clause is stricken out, the amount to be appropriated 
by the Government isa blank now. I donot know what that 
amount may come to be, but I take it for granted it will be like 
all other new laws of this character, that the first appropriation 
will be a small one, but it will be a gradually increasing appro- 
priation, and in afew years grow up into millions, if the object 
of this bill is to be carried out and if it has any efficiency what- 
ever. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask my friend if in a propo- 
sition of this kind, which is to be appropriated for by the two 
Appropriations Committees, it is not about as liable to have as 
strong checks upon it as can be put on anything? They are the 
cheese-paring instrumentalities of the Senate and House; they do 
not pare upward; they pare downward all the time. The appro- 
priating clause in the bill was stricken out because it was believed 
it would be more acceptable to those who are disposed to think that 
the expenditures would be too large, and that it was wise to put 
the expenditures with the one party which has control in an- 
other place and the other party which has control here, if you 
speak of parties, to determine between those who by investigation 
and compromise are to see what is the better thing and what is 
required to be done in such cases. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. All the points that were raised by my very 
good and distinguished friend from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] were 
dwelt upon at great length by myself on another occasion here, 
and therefore it is only thrashing over old straw for me to an- 
swer the propositions advanced by him; but I wish to say a word 
as to section 9. Section 9 is simply a qualification of section 2. 
Section 2 applies to whoever is found amenable to any provision 
of this act, who does not know that he is committing an offense, 
who does not know that he is shipping or delivering or selling 
from one State or Territory into another State or Territory a 
thing which this bill aims at to prevent adulterations and mis- 
brandings of food. 

Mr. BUTLER. As I read the ninth section, if the Senator will 
pardon me 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The burden of proof, I understand, is put on 
the person who is alleged to have committed the offense. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That iswhat lam comingto. I want tosay 
to my friend that the doctrine of noscitur a sociis, as the lawyers 
term it, the effect of one provision of the bill, the consequences 
to come under it, the penalties under it, or whatever they may 
be, are determined by all the provisions of the statute. Section 
9 is closely identified with section 2. It must be considered in 
connection with all the other provisions of the law. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand 

Mr. PADDOCK. Now I will answer the Senator as to the par- 
ticular thing. It isa principle, wherever there is a fraud, like 
the counterfeiting of money, or whatever it may be, that the 
possession of the thing, the use of the thing, the disposition of 
the thing, is an implication that the party has knowledge that 
there is fraud connected with it. For instance, if a man steals 
the horse of my distinguished friend from hisstable, which every- 
body knows on looking at it was worth three, four, or five hun- 
dred dollars, and the next day the horse is found 25 or 30 miles 
away, it implies knowledge of the fact that the horse was stolen. 
[f he sells the horse for $25 it implies knowledge of the theft on 
the part of the person who has possession of the horse. 

Mr. BUTLER. But if my friend will press that proposition a 
little further, if aman who has stolen your horse should sell it 
to a third party for a valuable consideration, and the third party 
has the horse in his possession, it certainly is not prima facu 
evidence that he has knowledge of the theft. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is an implication of the knowledge of the 
third party that the horse was stolen. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, it is not prima facieevidence that the man 
who has bought the horse in good faith had knowledge that it 
was stolen. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, it is an implication of knowledge if the 
person has a horse which everybody must know from witnesses 
who could see that it had been stolen. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not think that is the point. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If he has a horse which everybody must 
know would be worth $180 or $200and has bought it for$25,which 
the buyer must know to be worth $200, it is implied knowledge 
on his part that there has been fraud. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, that will hardly hold, I think. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir. A man is found with his pockets 
full of counterfeit money or with his chest fuli of counterfeit 
jewels in his house; that implies knowledge of the fact; it im- 
plies guilt. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I presume under that doctrine, if I 








In this bill there is no end to the number, and | should be found with a case of canned goods, for instance, which 
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I had bought in the open market in perfect good faith, for which 
I had paid, and it should turn out that upon an analysis those 
canned goods might be poisonous, the Senator then under this 
bill would hold that I was prima facie guilty of having adulter- 
ated those goods. That seems to me to be the logical conclusion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is the reductio ad absurdum of argu- 
ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all; it is legitimate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator has a commission house in 


New York full of original pac kages of adulterated goods, what- | 


ever they may be, articles of food, and he has them in his stor 

in original packages just received as consignee from another 
State for sale, and he is a commission dealer, the fact of his hav- 
ing them there implies oe on his part that they are ex- 
actly what they are. All he has to do is to call upon the manu- 
facturer, or to point to the manufacturer, which is a very easy 
proof to make. It is the easiest possible proof to make, because 
the brand is upon the original package. The inspector can be 
directed at once tothe manufacturer to show that he is the guilty 

arty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, let us analyze that proposition a little. 
The Senator says if I have a commission—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. WhenI get through the Senator can have 
an opportunity. I have yielded very fully and frankly to him so 
far. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My view about the matter is very firmly and 
very surely fixed, and it is fixed from the practice which wor ald 
naturally follow under provisions of this kind. The object o! 
this section is simply to reach back to find out along the line the 

place where the goods started, to find out who is the guilty part; 

hen after that comes the proof all along the line, and as to that 
man whether he is guilty or innocent isanother que stion. This 
is only an implication as to knowledge. The matter of proof of 
guilt or innocence is still another question that is not involved 
here at all. 

Mr. BATE. I think the Senator from Nebraska is wrong in 
his principle of law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois, who 
is entitled to the floor, yield? 

Mr. PALMER. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. Justa moment. I believe it is conceded in the 
criminal law that the crime has to be proven first before there is 
any onus put upon the party. As in the illustration of the horse, 
the theft must be proven fir st. After the theft is proven, then 
if you find a man in possession the burden will fall upon him, but 
until the theft is proven you can not throw the onus upon him 

Mr. PADDOCK. But that is on all fours with thiscase. Thi 
fact of the fraudulent character of the property is provenin this 
case. 

Mr. BATE. No, sir. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The fact is proven by the analysis that pre- 
cedes it. Then comes in the question who has the property, and 
if a man has it if he knew what itis. It is exactly on all fo 
with that proposition. 

Mr. BATE. Does not the Senator see that it has been trans- 
ported before ever there is any analysis made of it, and here is a 
man taken up on suspicion? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Soisthe horse transported before there is 
any analysis made in that case. 

Mr. BUTLE R. Will the Senator now allow me to make th 
proposition which I was about to submit? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will yield now with the greatest pleas 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator suggested that if I had 
mission house in the city of New York, or the city of Ne w Or- 
leans, or Chicago, or San Francisco, dealing in manufact 
goods from another State and I receive aconsignment, I will say, 
of canned goods. They are in my warehouse. I have made that 
purchase with perfect good faith, with no knowledge whatev: 
of any fraud having been perpetrated in their manufacture; and 
yet according to the provisions of this bill, sustained by the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska, I am presumed to know that 
a fraud has been committed in the manufacture of those goods. 
and the onus probandi is thrown upon me to prove that af 
has not been committed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Notatall. I do not think that is correct 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will allow me a mor nent, Is 
mit that that isa very unsafe provision to put intoany law. A 
have understood the interstate-commerce clause, as it 
in the Constitution, and as 1 believe it has been construed from 
the reports first made upon that subject of the decisions of 
Supreme Court down to the present time, without exc¢ »ptio .as 
Ihave been able to read them, the judicial interpretation of that 
clause has been that in conferring upon Congress the power t 
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regulate commerce among the States (which is an exclusive 
power, I admit), the intention was to prevent the States passing 
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Mr. BUTLER. When it comes to that, Mr. President, I shall | 
feel inclined to go as far as the Senator or any other man in this 
country. 

Mr.PADDOCK. Start and go a little way with me now. Let 
is go a little way together at this time. 

Mr. BUTLER. But, Mr. President, when I start on that pil- 
grimage I want to start according to law as I understand it, and 
the Senator will pardon me if I protest against his leading me 
into a violation of what I believe to be the fundamental law of | 
this country. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iwould pardon the Senator for doing almost 
anything. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will change the phraseology of 
his bill and say that the Congress of the United States is called 
upon to purify commerce under that provision of the Constitu- | 
tion which gives us the exclusive power to regulate commerce, 
then perhaps we might get on common ground—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. We are not merely trying to purify com- | 
merce é 
Mr. BUTLER. One moment, Mr. President. But if he asks 
me to join him in legislation under that provision of the Consti- | 
tution to regulate commerce, to put an obstruction and a hin- | 
drance in the way of it, and, in my judgment, invade the other | 
provisions of the Constitution which reserve to the States the | 
police and quarantine powers, I must be excused from going | 
with him. I am as anxious as the Senator can be to do anything | 
within my constitutional power to eradicate the evils to which 
he refers and which I admit exist, but I can not, under my con- 
struction of that instrument, follow him in invading, in my judg- 
ment, the reserved powers and rights of the States and the people 
in enacting a law which he says is intended to eradicate a great 

evil, in which I agree. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Now,I will excuse the Senator. He inter- 
rupted me, and I think he has made a very good speech, of the 
kind, in my time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have the question determined 
as to who is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.PADDOCK. Iyielded to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg pardon, I thought I had the floor, and I 
gave way to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I only desire to say a single word, because 
lam not going to do all the talking orattempt it. I wantsimply 
to say a word, or rather I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. He says that we are getting up a bill here to invade the 
States and to set aside the police regulations—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Police and quarantine. 

Mr.PADDOCK. And tothrash around generally in the States 
and assume all the powers and authorities there are left to the 
States after the special grants in the Constitution tothe Federal 
Government. Now, I should like to have my friend say how ex- 
tensive the invasion could be under a proposition of this kind 
which has a section like this, and of course all the sections of the 
hill are to be construed together, eve ry section is to be taken in 
connection with every other section in the construction of the 
bill: 

Sec. 10. That this act shall not be construed to interfere with commerce 


wholly internal inany State, nor with the exercise of their police powers by 
the several States 





Section 2 and every section of the bill which relates to the of- 
fenses defined in the bill says the articles must be subjects of in- 
terstatecommerce. There is nothing in the bill anywhere which 


would enable anybody to say that it was amenable to the objec- 
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an invasion of State rights on any line under any of its provi- | 


sions. 
Mr. BUTLER. Now, the Senator quotes section 10 of the bill, | 
and says that this proposed act shall not be construed so and so, 
that no officer of the Government shall lay his hand upon any ar- 
ticles, except such as are subjects of interstate commerce. Mr. 
President, | will meet the Senator's first proposition by this re- 
mark. Of course, the Senator will act upon his own judgment 
of the 


4: 


constitutional power of Congress, but for myself I do not 
intend to delegate to any executive officer of this Government 
the right to construe what is or what is not an invasion of the 


police and quarantine regulations of the States under the Consti- 
tution. However anxious I may be to eradicate the evil to which 
he calls attention so eloquently, I shall not in my position here 
delegate to anybody to construe a law which in my judgment is 
of itself a violation of those provisions of the Constitution. 

As to the second proposition, that no article is subject to this 


bill which is not a subject of interstate Commerce, I will say in 
reply that every article manufactured in any portion of this 
country, in the Indian Territory or in any of the States or Ter- 
ritories, is liable to become a subject of interstate commerce. 
When it is delivered, as my friend from Texas demonstrated, to 
& common carrier, it is liable to become a subject of interstate 


commerce, 
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I do not think the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Nebraska to section 7 relieves the difficulties of the bill itself. 
If he had said ‘‘ when such articles become subjects of interstate 
commerce,” perhaps he might have made the bill a little less 
objectionable, but [ think under the present construction of that 
section any article manufactured in any part of this country is 
almost €0 instanti subject to the provisions of this bill, and an in- 
spector under it may lay his hand upon it and demand a sample 
for analysis, and upon its being refused the party refusing may 
be hauled up before a United States commissioner under pains 
and penalties, subject to trial and conviction before a court. 

Mr. President, more than that, under the ninth section the bur- 
den of proof in the face of all the principles of the criminal law 
is at Once transferred to the party and he must show that he was 
ignorant of the adulteration or the fraud. However, I beg par- 
don of the honorable Senator from Illinois for taking up so much 
of his time, for I did not intend to say more than a word. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I do not care to thrash over 
the old straw any further. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I sympathize in the purpose 
of this bill; I realize the force of the arguments of the Senator 
from Nebraska, and I approve the expression he uses that it is 
the purpose of the bill or it is his purpose to purify the commere 
between the States. I am not familiar with the laws of other 
States, but I am aware that the laws of the State of Illinois pun- 
ish the sale of adulterated food and drugs, and those laws if en- 
forced in the State are entirely adequate to the protection of so- 
ciety there. It is to be regretted, however, that the laws of the 
States are not enforced thoroughly. The people seem to prefer to 
endure the evil rather than to encounter the difficulty and labor 
of enforcing the right. Therefore, inasmuch as the State has 
such laws, or ought to have such laws, or may have laws adequate 
to all the purposes of protecting society from the mischiefs that 
result from the local sale of adulterated food and drugs, I am con- 
tent to leave the question there. 

I concede with the honorable Senator from Nebraska that it is 
within the power of Congress to regulate the introduction of 
adulterated food and drugs into a State from other States and 
from foreign countries, and while I regret that this bill is not 


| more happily arranged, I am prepared to say that looking at the 
| substance of the bill I should be inclined tosupport it. It is the 


peculiarity of the bill, however, I say the peculiarity: it is a 
fact—that the bill is not happily arranged. It is not easily un- 
derstood on account of its defective arrangement. The second 
section of the bill is the important one. Logically it ought to 


| have been the first section. That section provides— 


That the introduction into any State or Territory from any other State or 
Territory or foreign country of any article of food or drugs which is adul 
terated or misbranded within the meaning of this act is hereby prohibited, 
and any person who shall knowingly ship or deliver for shipment from any 


| State or Territory or foreign country to any other State or Territory, or 


who shall knowingly receivein any State or Territory from any other State 
or Territory or foreign country, or who, having so received, shall knowingly 
deliver, for pay or otherwise, or offer to deliver to any other person, any 
such article so adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of this act, 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and for such offense be fined not exceeding 
#200 for the first offense, and for each subsequent offense not exceeding $300, 
or be imprisoned not exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the 
court. 


Without committing myself to the phraseology of this section, 
but recognizing its object to be as stated by the Senator from 
Nebraska, and conceding for the purposes of the argument that 
it is well and sufficiently guarded and that it will effect the very 


| object intended to be accomplished, we have before us a complete 
tions which the Senator states, or that there could possibly be | 


statute. It defines the offenses and provides adequate penalties 
to be imposed upon those who may commit the prohibited acts. 
To that extent I am prepared to go. 

[ have no doubt about the power of Congress to regulate the 
commerce in food or drugs between the States, as I have already 
stated, and if that section stood alone, while I might criticise 
and examine its phraseology to see that it accomplished the very 
purpose intended and that it could not be perverted toany other 
purpose, I would vote forit believing it to be aclear exercise of 
Congressional power. 

But unfortunately,as I think, this bill contains a good deal 
that has no relation to that subject whatever. I think if I were 
to draw the attention of Senators to the bill I might show that 
the second section read in connection with the fifth, even if the 
dictionary clause is deemed necessary, would realize all the pur- 
poses intended. It would define the offense; it would provide for 
the infliction of the punishment; and it would furnish the rules 
of evidence that the fifth section is intended to establish. 

Now, sir, why should the friends of this bill ask any more than 
that? They would have the law. All the purposes of the bill, it 
seems to me, would be accomplished by means of those sections. 
But the courts have jurisdiction, and the parties violating the 
law may be convicted or ought to be convicted if at all by just 
and well-established rules of evidence. I have great doubt of 
the policy of what may be termed mere arbitrary rules of evidence. 
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They sometimes accomplish good, but I believe that as arule they 
are mischievous. An illustration of that is found in a later sec- 
tion of this. bill, and I refer toit for the sake of illustration alone: 

SEc. 9. That in prosecutions for violations of any of the provisions of this 
act proof of the act done shall be held to imply knowledge and intent on the 
part of the accused. 

Certainly no rule could be more harsh than that. I am not 
now contending that it is not necessary; I am urging its harsh- 
ness. ButIam particularly impressed with the argument of 
the Senator from Nebraska in support of it. He speaks of the 
possession of property, of stolen property if you will, as proof of 
guilt. That is a presumption founded inreason. Itisnot anar- 
bitrary presumption, but the possession of a fact to be taken in 
connection with other facts, and its value is to be determined by 
reason and experience. No lawyer,I presume, would think of 

roviding by statute that the possession of stolen property should 

prima facie evidence of guilt, but would leave that presump- 
tion, like the thousand other presumptions that are resorted to 
in and by the courts, to their ordinary reasonable effect. 


Illustrations might be given, but the arbitrary presumption | 


would necessarily be wrong, because to say that a man is guilty 
of larceny because the property is found in his possession, or 
that he is in all cases compelled to explain that possession under 
the penalty of conviction, would be more harsh and rigid than 
has ever been allowed by any court in the land. It isa fact to 
be taken in connection with other facts, and the guilt of the party 
is to be inferred from that fact with others. Its weight always 
depends upon the circumstances, whether absolute or precise, 
but like possession of the property in the cases under this bill it 


would be a fact to which an intelligent jury under the instruction | 


of an intelligent court would give its proper effect without this 
unreasonable and arbitrary provision. 
I repeat that I am prepared to go with the Senator from Ne- 


braska in support of what I understand to be the purpose of the | 


second section of the bill, and I am prepared to go further inas- 
much as the bill has been prepared with great care by gentle- 
men who are more familiar with the subject than I am. 
be quite content to vote upon their authority for the fifth section 
of the proposed act. Iam willing to adopt their views and agree 
that it is necessary because they so think. 

Mr. President, I have mentioned these two sections as consti- 
tuting a much more than ordinarily complete act. Now, what 
is the necessity for the other provisions of the bill? First, the 
bill declares: 

That, for the purpose of protecting the commerce in food product 
drugs between the several States and Territories of the United States and 
foreign countries, the Secretary of Agriculture shall organize in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture a section to be known as the food section of the chemi 
cal division, and make necessary rules governing the same, to carry out the 
provisions of this act under direction of the chief chemist, whose duty it 
shall be to procure from time to time, under rules and regulations to be pre 
scribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, and analyze or cause to be analyzed 
or examined samples of food and drugs sold or offered for sale in any State 
or Territory other than where manufactured. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
not quite understand his position in reference to section 6. Do 
I understand him to mean in his plan toleave out section 6, which 


May I ask the Senator a question? 
Certainly. 


I do not hear him very distinctly, and I did | 


{ should | 


and | 


is the section in which the definitions of adulterations are found? | 


Mr.PALMER. As to section 6, I have said that not being fa- 
miliar with the subject I am inclined to accept that. 
Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I should like 


to say to him that that section is a provision that is found in 
pretty much all the food-adulteration acts extant in the civilize: 
world, in England, Germany, and in nine States of this Union. 

Mr.PALMER. Yes, and from the superior knowledge of the 
authors of this bill I accept that section as being a proper adden- 
dum to the second section; but I am inviting the attention of the 
Senator from Nebraska to the other sections of the bill, I may 
say to all the other sections, because although there are specia! 
grounds of objection to the ninth and, I think, to the se» 
section 

Mr. COKE. The seventh and eighth. 

Mr. PALMER. The seventh and eighth, I am reminded 

Mr. PADDOCK. Which sections do I understand the 
tor to disfavor? 

Mr. PALMER. I would take the first, the third, the fourth. 
the seventh, the eighth, and the ninth. Iobject to those. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the bill would be worthless 
those sections out. 

Mr. PALMER. I object to those sections, first, because they 
are unnecessary. I am nota stickler, although I have had a 
good deal to bear from imputations of an ultra devotion to State 
rights. I concede that where Congress possesses a power it may 
— all necessary and proper means to make that power effec- 
tval. I grant, as I have conceded to the Senator already, that 


nth 





~ 


the second and fifth sections l I l n as ao ist 
[ am asking the Senat a ition to the question of the 
necessity of the other sectio 


me, 


Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senat \ allow me I[ should liketo 
state to him in regard tosection 3 that that issimply an enlarge- 
ment of the present authority lodged with th: same Bureau in 
the Agricultural Department. \nalyses al ‘carried on 

pon the same line exactly as that } for in section 3, so 
far as they go; but that is under anauthority ch comes from 
an appropriation act. It has been there f tin but it is 
through an appropriation act, and this is an enlargement of that 
authority so as to make the whole th i an vith the 
other additional duties that are to be ip thi oposed 
act. ; 

Mr.PALMER. Obviously t third section of the bill, or the 
first and third sections of the | and othe are int d to 
provide means for obtaining evidence to b sed on the trial of 
parties charged with offenses acains he pro ons ¢ he 
ond section of the proposed act 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will it disturb the Senato I say anothe) 
word? 

Mr. PALMER. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The essential quality in section 3 is the pub- 
lication of analyses, which, as deterrent legislation, is n ore use- 


hat 


ilé 


ful perhaps than any other t 
penalties. 


can be adopted next to fines an 


Mr. PALMER. I shall reach that branch of the subject very 
soon. Iam assuming that this is the law: that Congress has ex- 
hausted its power in passing the law which is the second section 

| and the fifth section of the bill, and that the bill with the other 
sections is to afford means for the collection of evidence to be 
used on the trial, whatever issues might fairly be presented upon 
an indictment against a party for an offense under the second 


section of the proposed act. I hope I may be 


pardoned while I 


attempt a brief analysis of that section and show what will be 
the real requirements on trial of a part: indicted or against 
whom an information might be filed for an offense against the 


second section. 

It would be charged that some person at some time (and I sup- 
pose time and place to the extent that they are requir y the 
rules of sound pleading) did knowingly ship or deliver for ship- 
ment from some State or Territory or foreign country to some 
other State or Territory, or did knowingly receive in some State 
or Territory from some other State or Territory or foreign coun- 
try, or having so received, did knowingly d pay or 
otherwise, or offer to deliver person such article 
adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of this act. 

An indictment against an offender would charge him with the 
doing of some of the act d in the second section of the 
bill. I take it for granted that the sections to which I object are 
not intended to define the crime nor determine the p inishment. 
If they have any legitimate design, it 
to colle 


‘ 
on the t 


a DY 


for 


liver, 


to another oO 


s mention 


is that they may be used 
‘t evidence which could be used by the district attorney 





rial of an offender against the 
Now. do the sections to which I ad afford any facility or 
means to thatend’ I will recur to the first section, and regard- 


ing the first and other sections as being simply embarrassed by 














the interpolation of the second section, | ask atte for 
a moment to more than one. The first s n provides f the 
organization of a food section. what is to be vn as e foo 
section of the chemical division of t \ 9 ‘al Departmer 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is practicaily a reorganization of one 
which already exists 

Mr. PALMER. Very we l,ofe an y look s 
billnow. There may beobjectionable laws ) u Oo 
doubt laws upon th statute wok [0 vyhich | wo t have 
oted, but sy are none the s d laws 

But I was about to Say that it is one of the iisfortunes of the 
present c ndition of so t hat inste ( f¢ n j r 
laws we are multiplying laws. I know of no sadder i ition of 
the decay of public spirit than t onsté accumulation « 
legislation. We distrust ourselves. A people that are ali O 
their own rights and inté sts and d Ss 
accustomed and familiar ag s; but con ( 
times occur when men are reluctar ‘ oO st 1 i ( 
other p ople: and at once so! i ( h ‘ 
impose the duties that are ) ore 41d ¢ 4 iss O 
public officers. 
' Parties are not required to t t O O 
wrongs, but the great | D e appealed to to correct whi a 
be terme da mere private wrong. We find it notin this instan 
only, but in many others. I will not weary the Senate 
nishing illustrations of what ] ean. When! ve seen 
forcement of the laws of the land pass out of the hands of off - 
created by law, and hordes of pfivate informers and 


filling the country, 


representing and defending the State ernfo 
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ng S lay a 4 bleness of public spirit that is gré LLLy 
to be depiors 

This 1 construed as I think it will be, is obnoxious 
to t Sal ction. A new office is created or new officers 
ar ‘“ovided for [t- has been objected to by the Senator from 
A sas [} BERRY] that they are to be numerous. No man 
can pred ow many of them there will be. But that is by the 

for yn is rv ‘ed to be organized by this proposed 
sts under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture. Mr. President, it is somewhat alarming 
to me that mere ministerial officers, Department officers, Bureau | 
off , are intrusted with what is in fact the lawmaking pow 
The power to make rules and regulations that the people are 
compelled to obey, is t power to make law [ am distrustful 
of all laws that tend to enlarge the mere discretionary power of 
irresponsible public officers 

W hat n ay be the extent of the power which by this bill will 
b ynferred upon the Secretary of Agriculture 1 do not know. 
It may be exceedingly slight, but it may be most extensive. | 
dread it b se 1 don know how much power it does confer 
pon him Vhen | read a statute asa citizen, lcan comprehend 
the duties which the statute imposes upon me; but when the 
power of lawmaking under the name of rules and regulations is 
delegated to a Department officer I do not know what the law is. 

l am a good deal in the condition of the distinguished jurist 
in Kentucky during a time when I exercised some military au- 
thority in that State. A former chief justice of the State wrote 
me to inquire as to his rights under certain circumstances. | 


answered him by saying thatI could not venture to state the law 


of the case to a jurist of so much distinction. He answered me 
by saying that if it was a question of the Divine law or of nat- 
ural law or of statute law or municipal law he never would think 
of consulting me; but that as martial law was the will of the gen- 


ing 


to ask me. I realized the 
e did not by any means intend to 


commana it 
ebuke. 


pay me acompliment. 


era 


seemed proper 


force of the The judg 








Manca 7, 


4 


1 
if 


itended to authorize the experts to collect evidence to be used 
on the trial of any person charged with an offense against the 


proposed act 
Mr. PADDOCK. 


authority there. 


Not at allin that section. There is no such 
The section granting authority, asI understand 


it, is section 7, and no more carefully guarded section could be 
framed than that in respect of the rights of an offender, or one 


Inder suspicion. 
Mr.PALMER. Then ‘tion is not auxiliary to the sec- 

ond section. Itis not intended to aid inthe execution of this 

power of Congress to regulate commerce between the States. 

Mr. PADDOCK. AsTI understand, it is simply creating the 
machinery, or rather, I should say, anenlargement of powers al- 
ready in use. That is all. It authorizes a more complete or- 
ganization, and enlarges somewhat the scope of its duties. 

Mr. PALMER. I see this difficulty. If the purpose is to aid 
in the execution of the second section of the proposed act, then 
I apprehend that the mere collection of the particular analyses 
of other food and other drugs than those which have been trans- 
ported, than those which are connected with the commission of 
an offense, is an entirely unnecessary provision, and if unneces- 
sary is therefore objectionable. 

Mr. PADDOCK. TheSenator would not object, in the interest 
of science and in the interest of public knowledge as to adultera- 
tions, that there should be, as there is now, a general analysis of 
of food and drugs where the sale is voluntary and the man is not 
to be enforced by punitive sections or anything of that kind. 

Mr. PALMER. No, not the slightest. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is all there 


this sa 
vial st 


of that section. It 


is 


| simply organizes the machinery on a somewhat enlarged plan. 
. . * > 


Mr. PALMER. Ifa bill were introduced in this body having 


for its object the scientific investigation of food and drugs, what 
I might say about itI do not know. I am only discussing the 
relevancy of this provision tothe purpose of this bill, which is 
to regulate commerce between the States in food and drugs. If 
it is unnecessary, then why are those provisions connected? 
What is the reason for connecting them as part of the bill? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to say to the Senator that you 
must have the machinery, you must have a place to localize the 
administration, and in doing that you must define the general 

ities of the officers who are called in upon the particular busi- 


yt 


dut 
ness. 

Mr. PALMER. The ordinary machinery of the 
cient for the indictn 
rroposed statut 


Mr. PADDOCK. 


1 law is suffi- 
t and prosecution of offenders against the 


1e1 


All bearing relation to that idea is in later 


| sections. 


This is an instance of that sort. Here the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is to make rules and laws. We shall never know what 
tl a ntil he tells us, and they will be fluctuating and chang- 
ing rules. I know the present Secretary of the Department of 
\¢riculture and if I could have the guaranty that he would live 
always I think I would intrust him with very large powers; but 
it may be that some other party may come into power and he 
may be d aced by some worse man. It is a dangerous power; 
I will not intrust it to any Department officer as long as I can 
help it [ must know what the law of the land is and what it 
will be unde iven circumstances before I can accept the law. 

Then again, what is he todo? Now, mark you, Mr. President, 
the second section defines the offense and determines the punish- 
ment, al all that is admissible under this clause of the Consti- 
tution is that Congress shall have power to execute it; and I have 
conceded tl it has all the incidental powers necessary to the 
( tio I tha rovision. [ have insisted that an 

cessary poy sa constitutional power, and hence in 
that light lam discussing this measure. What are the things 
t offices of 1 chemical division would do? They are 
LO ipa { cause to be analyzed or examined samples of food 

‘ 3s so ‘ ere for sale ina State or Ter itory other 
t! wi au’ ru { 

D Senator from Nebraska mean to say that that powe1 

er re OT particular food or drugs whic] 

i ‘ ‘ ‘ \ that t y may « xamine food or 
I or offer hipment, or food or drugs received 
State or Territory? I apprehend he 

If h ‘ the evidence is not to be collected 

) particular goods. All that can be said of 

aes ) the creation of a school of experts, 

the lves with food and drugs, not that 

} or offered for shipment, not that have be 
i ) four nywhere. 
r. PADDOC!I e Senator will allow m 
PALMER With great pleasure 

PADDOCI The 3; a present provision for making 

WAY? i i> 1 Department now. The ‘ of courst 
a co to voluntary sales of sampies. There is no com- 
on whatever to the seller in the law as it stands now to 
whenre redforanalysis. Thatrelatesentirely 

red wh sles are voluntary. Beyond this, be- 
yo \ er there n be now toso analyze, nothing can 
be do authori to require anybody to sellunder 
the OVisior t proposed act unless it 1s an article which 
isa nterstate commerce and which is confined and 
limited by section 10 and by the general definitions of the bill. | 

Mr. PALMER. St ie Senator from Nebraska does not 
meet—I say it with respect—the particular objection. If it is! 


Mr. PALMER. I understand the Senator to concede that it 
is not the purpose of the language that I am considering to aid 
in the enforcement of the second section of the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not altogether; it is providing for the ma- 

ry of administration, localizing the administration, defin- 
ing the forms of administration. 

Mr. PALMER. It seems to me that admission is fatal to the 
It is that the shall be one thing, and 
we wander off fre that section and engage in the organization 
of a mere scientific schoo! or a mere scientific section to analyze 
not for the p irpose ‘ nforeing the second section of the 
proposed act, but for general purposes which are wholly discon- 
nected with the second section. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Asadditional duties are 
are defined in the followin 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, I see. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The bill is built up upon the 
First there is the organization to do these things; then you fol- 
low on with the other duties that are to be p Some of 
them are qualified, not definitely defined, some of them are ab- 
te, some of them are scientific, and so on. 


chins 


a } : } 
section. ovense deniined 





. 
food, oO 


to b 


required they 


o sections. 
first section. 


‘formed. 


Mr. PALMER. Now, I object to the connection of a scientific 
organization with a criminal statute. It is important, in my 
idgment it is the essence of sound legislation, that a law shall 
be so distinct and clear that it may be understood precisely. This 


} 


iid} 


is intended to prohibit acts that [admitshoul ye prohibited. 
It is meant to punish acts that I admit should be punished. It 
is therefore essential to the proper enforcement of the act that 
it should be clear. disconnected from all extraneous 
and irrelevant matter, and it should stand out by itself to be 
clearly understood by those who are charged with the duty of its 
administration. 


Mr. PADDOCK. 


bill is i 


It should b 


NT} 7 satu 
DiISaGuLy 


must be assigned to some particu- 


lar bureau of the Department in which it is located, over which 
the Secretary of Agriculture has charge. 

Mr. PALMER. 
duty he means? 
somebody? 

Mr. PADDOCK. 


Will my friend from Nebraska tell me what 
What is the duty he means shall be assigned to 


The duties are such as I have described and 
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such as may be impose 4d from time to time under the following 


bill. 


sections of tl 


This bureau has charge of th« 
analyses as provide 4d for in the si) 





icceeding sections. Itstart 


in 


the first = with local analyses, and then it provides for th 


analyses which are to be made in accordance with the 
ments of the provisions of subsequent sections. 
evidence later 
defines the officers and the kinds of officers ‘who are 
the whole work in accordance with the requirem: 


the work upon which the 


lowing sections. 
Mr. PALMER. 

formation, having no referenc 
Mr . PADDOCK. 
Mr. PALMER. 

— of the 


ists . 
to be easily 


The collection of miscell 


requ Lire 
[t is tl 
» be drawn 


is t in. 


nts of the 


} } f))] j 
laneous but useful i 


vhatever 


Without which you can not proceed. 
Having no reference whatever to the enforce- 
second section of the bill, as 

. President, I admit that the 
lare ge authority given him in regard to tl 
inspec tors, clerks, laborers and athens 


L understand it. 
Secrs ae of Agricu 
er l} loyé Ss, 


useful or if the ol 


ject of their efforts were useful for the purpose of e nfore ing th 
second section of the bill, then this proposed legislation mig 


be vindicated. 


It will be observed that the y shall- 
cause to be analyzed or examined samples of food and drug 





» direction of 


I 


ie basis of 


| ¢ 


to carry on 


ilture has 
np! loyment of chem 
that is no 
controlled if the law shall pass, bi it I leave that an: 
concede that if the labor of these men were 


l)- 


u 


for sale 


in 


re 





manufactur 


d or offer 


The third section provides: 


That the chief chemist shall make or 
regulations to be pre scribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
of specimens of food and drugs which may be 


any State or Territory other than wh 


to be under rules ar 
examinati 


time to ti! 


cause made, 


collected from 


under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture 


and under his direction in various paris 


tins the results of such analyses 


Will the Se 


nator from Nebraska 
provided for is at all necessary to the enforcement of the 


sof the country, and publi 


nin 


that 


insist 


the service thu 


which is intended to regulate commerce between the States in 
food and drugs? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The force authorized to be e mp! oy d in th 
first section is all the force that is to be e mM} »] loye d in and about 


the administration of the law, 


ing its head. I understand 
legislation that the principal 
is set up in one particular se 
have it set up in the first s 


emp! loyed in or about the admin 


visions of it is named in the 


the 


it to be 


Secretary of 
the better 
41 x Lac hint 
ection or 


ction. 


anoth er; 


first section. 


for 
ry for pe rforming the work 
and it is bet 
Eve sry body al ith oriz 
istration of the billina 


m 


in 


nt 


Agriculture be- 
all 
al 


L SUCI) 


+ 


lA LO 


to D 


l¢ > pro- 


prescr ibed. 


Mr. PALMER. 


tween the States and w 
tain acts whi 


May I say to 
the bill purports to regulate the commerce 
ith foreign cou 
ich are to be punishe da if committed: 
incurred. 


That is the m ach 


the Senator from Nebraska tha 


in food and 
ntries. It prescribes ce 
it 
Now, [ 


concede V ] at 
is nec ssary in order to the enforcement of that act, whic! 


drugs be 


imposes cer 


Nort 


tain penalties if penalties ar 
ever 
is the act itself, that section being w 


facie uncons 


titutional, and if 


¢ 


not 


ithin t 


the power of Congres 
but I maintain ‘that whatever is not necessary to that 


bad, because 
Now, let me 
drugs from ‘ 
tins the 


read again. 


of the proposed act or the 
drugs between the States? | 
braska may answer thi 
enforcement of 
intended to reg 
drugs? 

Mr. PADDOCK. |] 
with it. 


lata 


ulal 


mine through 
probable offenses, which, 
to the proper district 
courts. Without this 
furnished, no means, 


will tell 
It has this to do with it 
which comes the machinery which is to investigate 
analysis provided for in section 7 where there ar 
when discovered, ars l 
attorney to 
authority there 
no instrumentalities 
and the expert testimony which is to be used 


it confuses subj cts 
They shall co 
various parts of the « 
results of suc h ani ily ses. 
What has that to do with the enforcement of 
regulation of commerce 
pause that 
> question. 
this provision of th 
commerce 


act is prin 
unconstitutional it would bh 
that ought to be ke pt separat 


llect 


-ountry, and publish in b 


the se cond se cti 

in food a 
the Senator from N« 
What has that to « 
which 
foo 


proposed statu 
between the States in 


sample S ‘of food and 


lo with the 


i and 


the Senator what it has to do 
It is the second section out of 
and deter- 


where 


an 


ff 


, tosecure t 


by 


» to be turned oy 
be investigated through t 
are no facili Sany re 


‘on ney in a case 


oVense 


is believed or 


is chargs 


have 
Mr. 


_ a committed. 


LMER. 


sane the 
might be 
in food and drugs between the 
derstand. 


The fourth section provides that it shall be 
districtattorney upon the reportof 


procee dings to ‘be commenced. 


plate an analy sis of the particular food or drugs which are made ! 


States Iam utterly uz 


ilts 
but what it would have 
which regulates con 


Db 


ol 


na ble ; to 
the d vy of 
a violation of this act to cau 
It does not authorize or conte1 


anal ys 


I can unde rstand that as a mere educational 
publication of bulle ‘tins of the res : 
ust ful to inform the public, 
do with the enforcement of a statute 


I 


ul supject of any pa i 
nm 1101 toat > to b 
nan to promote the aam 
Mr. PADDOCK. Ther 
for this force. One is t 
bulletins for informat 
as there may be in them a 
reat; to educate the peopl 
adulterations, and, as I have 
a sed to offend. Then the 
for the discovery, through a 
i hat is « seribs Lins ct on 7 i 
ctions. 
r. PALMER It might ¢« 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFI 
he or from Lllinois ‘ I 
Mr. PALMER. ‘¢ vi 
Mr. VEST. I infer from t 1a 
linois that he is discussing t OV 
iblishing the analy ses 
Mr. PALMER. Yes, I hav ached 
Mr. VEST. [ sho uld iike fT ( > Ve 
the matter has come to the Senator o 
other day when I discussed this matter 
power could be conferred th: that v ( 
nois is now discussing, and for this rea 
regard to all these articles of food, espe 
ited there is the greatest rivalry exist 
who own them that +t they are largely a 
of trumental is being used to bri 
“> order that thes may be purchases 
Of these inspectors there must be a gre 
supposed that in a great many instances 
desirous of advancing their ov est 
them sees proper to give an analysis enti 
food productand to withhold such an ana 
ct, what is the result? They « ve one 
absolutely give the monopoly to the fav 
effect is irresistible or inevitab just 
valry that must exist in a country like o 


M 


r. PALMER. 


[ am obliged tothe S 
making that suggestion, though my pro 
prepared to support the second section 
essential to the second s¢ ion of the b 
essential or properly auxiliar o the si 
is for many reasons entirely objectionab 

I think it is clearly demonstrated th: 
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Cee ee 


t possible to detect adulterations or the dealing 
vyhich are subjects of interstate commerce, with- 
out some power on the part of somebody to be able to command 
the samples to determine it? Now, see how carefully guarded 
his is. The Senator stops at a very important part of the sec- 
tion. The 1 who is suspected and who possibly may have been 
in iis offense is himself a part of the system provided 
i 1 the bill to determine whether it is an adulterated article 
that he has sold. He himself has control of it to a certain ex- 
las one of two others. Now, if the Senator 

will allow me, I should like to read the rest of the section. 
Mr. PALMER. I will doso with great pleasure. My object 

is to arrive at the right. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Of course in the first place there is an ab- 
solute necessity to have power somewhere lodged to get control 


_ ad ‘ atin 
nN aacultl 1LiODS 
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Mr. PADDOCK. 


The devil has got hold of the food supply of 


| this country. 


Mr. PALMER. I never thought he was any better for being 


| vrei. © ° ° * . . 
| old. This is a violation of sound principle. 


Mr. PADDOCK. 
times. 


Mr. PALMER. 


It has been sustained by courts a hundred 


It gives the right to an officer to enter the 


| premises of a citizen without his permission and to demand of 
| him to deliver a portion of his property at a price to be deter- 


of samples in the case of men who are committing these frauds. | 


That'is provided for and that the Senator has referred to. 
let us see how it is to be done: 

And in the presence of such dealer and an agent of the food section, if so 
desired by either party, said samples shall be divided into three parts. 

See how carefully guarded it is, and how the interests of the 
supposed offender are guarded 
and each part shall besealed by the seal ofthe food section. One partshall be 
left with the dealer, one delivered to the food section, and one deposited with 
the United States district attorney for the district in which the sample is 
taken. Said manufacturer or dealer may have the sample left with him an- 
alyzed at his own expense 

That is, under his own control. 
whomsoever he pleases— 


He can have it analyzed by 


iif thea, 
ana ti woel 


sults of said analysis differ from those of the food section, the 
sample in the hands of the district attorney shall be analyzed by a third 
chemist, Who shall be appointed by the president of the Association of Of- 
ficial Agricultural Chemists of the United States, in the presence of the 
chemist of the food section and the chemist representing the dealer, and the 
whole evidence shall be laid before the court 

A power could not be more carefully or thoroughly guarded 
and protected, and the interests of a man charged with an offense 
under any law could not be more carefully taken care of than in 
that section. 

Mr. PALMER. Let us see exactly what the power is. The 
power is to the agent of the food section to enter the store or 
warehouse of a citizen and say to him, ‘* You have sold a par- 
ticular article or part of a particular article.” He demands an- 
other part of the same article, and says, ‘‘I tender you the price 
that I fix,” because there is no tribunal provided to determine 
even the fair price of the property. If it was the mere taking of 
property for the public use, there would be no method by which 
just compensation could be determined. The man isrequired to 
surrender the property upon the demand of the agent of the 
chemical bureau, and if he refuses to surrender it he is liable to 
indictment and imprisonment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Isit not a matter of established fact that in 
the case of every dealer in these articles there is a special and 
particular price fixed upon each article which is exposed for 
sale? Is it not a matter of public knowledge in the town and 
with the people who deal with these dealers and by the different 
dealers that the price is an established price? There is no 
trouble in finding out what the price is. He is to pay the full 
value, whatever it is. 

Mr. PALMER. If the tender was not sufficient he might sue 
for a price which he could prove to be sufficient. The property 
of the citizen would be taken upon a compensation to be fixed by 
this irresponsible public officer. And that is notall. He would 
be required to furnish evidence against himself. 

Mr. President, has it come to this, that after our race have 
for centures struggled to protect their papers and what might 
afford evidence of their guilt from unlawful seizure, and after 
the many constitutional provisions made to protect private 
rights, we are now to be told that it is competent for Congress 
to authorize a subordinate officer to enter the place of business 
of a citizenand take his property because it may furnish evidence 
against him? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator deals with this as if it was an 
exceptional thing. It is in all the statutes that have been en- 
acted upon this subject, which have passed the tests of judicial 
determination in England and Germany, and in Massachusetts, 
the Senator’s own State, as I think, and all the way 
through. The Senator's own State has substantially the same 
provision, as [ remember. 

Mr. PALMER. * Thou canst not 

er voted for it. 

Mr. PADDOCK, That may be, but the Senator speaks of it as 
if it was a new and extraordinary piece of legislation. I say it 
is a very old piece of legislation, taken bodily from the existing 
statutes of States 

Mr. PALMER 


the world the devil 


in Illinois, 


appeared in the Garden of Eden. A very old 


say that I did it.” I have | 


Now, | 





| sponding provision in the Illinois statute. 





mined by the purchaser, the violent purchaser. 
Mr. PADDOCK. It is not to be determined by the purchaser 
at all. 
Mr. PALMER. 
Mr. PADDOCK. 


How then? 
It is to be determined by the general value 


| of the property. 


Mr. PALMER. Who is to try the question? 
Mr. PADDOCK. It is the subject of judicial investigation. 
Mr. PALMER. Who is to try the question? Mr. President, 


I care not how often such examples of despotic legislation may 


| have occurred or where they can be found, I maintain that it is 


unsound in principle, and I do not think public justice demands 
such an invasion of individual rights. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Public judgment demands thatsome bounds 
shall be set against this wicked business of adulteration. There 
has got to be some drastic measure passed to reach it. 

Mr. PALMER. If the ninth section of this proposed act is 
sound in principle, the Senator is right in his reasoning, because 
by the ninth section possession is made proof of guilt. The man, 
therefore, according to the ninth section, might be said to have 
no rights, because if the property is in his possession he is guilty, 
and, being guilty, he has no right that any man is bound to re- 
spect. 

Mr. President, I am not familiar with the legislation on this 
subject. I should regret to find that my friend from Nebraska 
is right. He says the State of Illinois has such a law. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is my impression that there is a corre- 
It may not be there. 

Mr. PALMER. Ido not know how itis. It is possible, but I 
do not know what the law is. If it were written in Holy Writ 
[ would submit to it, but no human authority would control my 
judgment upon a proposition like that. If it was the law of the 
land I would submit to it as a matter of course, but when it be- 
comes a question of making the law I will not be responsible 
for it. 

Mr. President, I had not intended to occupy so much time, 
but I have objections, independent of the special objection to 
these two provisions, one of which reverses the ordinary rule of 
evidence, that rule which we are taught as students of the law, 
that a man is to be presumed innocent until his guilt is estab- 
lished. It makes the possession of property, I was about to say, 
conclusive evidence of guilt, because while it is true that the 
bill allows a party to disprove his guilt, it reverses that rule. 

But it is said there is urgency for this legislation. I take it 
upon myself to say that there is no such urgency for any legisla- 
tion to accomplish any object that makes it necessary to disre- 
gard well-established principles, the rules that lie at the founda- 
tion of the just administration of justice. I know once ina while 
it has been held in the history of our race that the torture might 
be resorted to to compel confession, not somuch, perhaps, in Eng- 
land as over the border, and that has been defended by Chris- 
tian men and statesmen. Many invasions of popular rights have 
been sanctioned by wise men upon the ground that they were 
necessary. There is no necessity for the violation of sound prin- 
ciples. It is a maxim as old as common sense itself that error 
is always dangerous, that wrong never produces right results; it 
must be wrong, it must be evil, and evil continually. Thatisa 
fundamental proposition in morals as well as in the law. 

Now I go back to my original proposition, Is this legislation 
necessary to the enforcement of this proposed act? An article to 
be amenable must be shipped or delivered for shipment. Those 
arefactseasily established. Itmustbe adulterated or misbranded 
food or drugs. Whether the article is adulterated or not may be 
determined by the simplest processes known to business men. 
Whether it is misbranded or not may be determined by means 
equally simple. The fact of its transportation, that the article 
is in charge of a carrier, may be easily established. The fact of 
its delivery may be easily established. The fact that delivery is 
paid for may be easily established.. If those facts are made out 
the offense is complete under the law. What more is desired? 

I know it is said that a portion of this measure is to be defended 
under some other provision of the Constitution. I do not know 
how that is. I know of no provision of the Constitution that 


| would justify these clauses if they have the construction that I 
believe that very soon after the creation of | 


There is no clause of the Constitution which 


insist they have. 
There 


will compel a man to furnish evidence against himself. 


is no clause of the Constitution which will give aparty the right 
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to take the property of a citizen against his will. I make that 
proposition broadly. Property may be taken for public uses 
upon just compensation, but not that the party should go him- 
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| 
| 


self, claiming it is true to be a public officer, and seize the prop- | 


erty, because it amounts to that in effect. The party is com- 

lled to give it up under penalty, and it might just as well 
authorize him to go and seize it; and if it can be defended at all 
the seizure can be defended. 

I grant that if affidavit was made, such as is required for some 
other purposes, and if a search was made, perhaps that might 
afford some protection to the citizen; butthere isno Constitution 
that will justify, I say, the seizure of the property of a citizen, 
and there is no principle of justice (I do not mean to say it may 
not be law, because I will not concede more than I am obliged to 
in that direction) which would even support the ninth section. 

But after all is it necessary to the regulation of commerce be- 
tween the States and with foreign countries that any of these 
sections shall be adopted by the Senate? If they are not neces- 
sary, why make them a part of the bill? Why confuse the pro- 
visions of a bill that seems to be susceptible of defense upon just 
and proper grounds? Why invoke doubtful powers? 

Mr. President, my belief is that legislation predicated upon 
the doubtful powers of a Government is necessarily vicious. I 
have believed, and I repeat here, that our Federal and State 
systems of government are harmonious, and when the powers of 
the two systems are rightly understood they can not collide. 
The States have their appropriate sphere of action. [am not 
insisting upon what are called the rights of the States, because 
that is not quite the way to speak at this day; but I insist that it 
is the right of the people to be governed by their own laws where 
they can. The methods ofthe Federal Government are preferred 
often because they are despotic in the manner of their execution. 
I know that many important rights have been transferred from 
the jurisdiction of the States to the Federal Government be- 
cause the jurisdiction of the States is more popular; it is exer- 
cised by means over which the people have more complete con- 
trol, while the powers of the Federal Government are executed 
in a more decisive and swift and direct means by officers who 
are not responsible to the people. I approve of that when the 
Federal Government is kept within its own sphere of action. 

Tinsist that the people of the States can take care of all their own 
rights with respect to the local use of drugs and food. I grant 


that they can not control the carrying of food from another State | 


or from a foreign country into a particular State. The power of 
Congress to regulate commerce between the States is a most salu- 
tary power. It needs but to be kept within its just limits, and it 
will always be productive of good. ButI protest against this at- 
tempt to organize a system of inspection, and one as minute as 
can be imagined, because recollect, under one of the provisions 
of this proposed act, this corps of chemists and examiners are re- 
quired to examine specimens of foods and drugs anywhere in the 
country, and they are required to issue bulletins in regard to the 
composition of food and drugs. I have spoken of their right to 
enter anybody’s warehouse or storehouse and take from it the 
specimens of food and drugs. Itis an attempt at establishing the 
most rigid inspection of food and drugs under the pretense of a 
bill to regulate commerce in food and drugs between the States, 
and to that extent it is objectionable. 

I know the people of the country favor a pure-food bill. I re- 
ceive petitions constantly urging me to support such a bill, this 
particular bill perhaps, although the measure has been greatly 
modified since the petitioners had their attention drawn to it. | 
am anxious to meet the public expectation; I am anxious that a 
proper law shall pass; but I protest that Iam not willing that 
there shall be established inspectors and agents all over this 
country, detectives, men to go prowling around through people's 
stores and houses and subject them to penalties. We have seen 
enough of the cursed system of detectives. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator is treating this matter as a 


very exc>ptional thing all the way through, and he is for meet- 
ing the public expectation by not doing anything. That is about 
the size of it. He is for it, only he is not for any essential part 
of it or any measure or means that will help to carry out this 
work of the detection and punishment of adulterations in this 
country. Now he inveighs against this section. Here the 
New York act, which is.exactly the same in its terms as the one 
under consideration, a section that has been adjudicated upon by 
the courts of the State of New York, as the same section has 
been adjudicated in Massachusetts, and soon. This is the s« 
tion: 


is 


C- 


Every person selling, or offering or exposing any article of food or drugs 
for sale, or delivering any article to purchasers, shall be bound to serve or 
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appointed under this act, who shall apply to him for the purpose, and on his 
tendering the value of the same, witha sample sufficient for the purpose of 
analysis of any article which included it 


That same provision runs through all ‘ts of this country 


and all the acts of other civilized countric Now, How is the 
Senator going to get at a point where he can accomplish any- 
thing in the way of detecting these people? You say you want 
to provide the necessary means to accomplish something, but you 
do not; you do not propose to furnish the me and the facilities 
| for doing anything. It is one thing to make declarations on the 


supply any public analyst or other agent of the State or local board of health ' 


floor of the Senate, and it is anofher thing to 
tion that will insure the 
stop this business. 


ote for a proposi- 


results that are necessary in order to 


Mr. PALMER. I submit myself to the reprehension of my 
friend from Nebaska with great meekness. In New York the 
power of the State may be as broad as that act seems to go. I 
am not discussing the New York law: I am discussing the par- 


Senate. 


senator ai 


ticular measure before the 

Mr.PADDOCK. But the es the principle. 
He says it is an outrageous principle, unknown, unheard-of, ex- 
ceptional in all respects, and that the framers of this bill have 


tavoniz 
lil 
done amost extraordinary and wicked thing framing and present- 
ing this proposition, when it runs through all previous legisla- 
tion and has been adjudicated upon many times. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
will please address the Chair and see whether the Senator who 
is entitled to the floor yields to him, which is a fact not difficult 
to determine. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam entirely satisfied that the Senator from 
Nebraska shall interrupt me whenever it suits his pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The orderly way of doing so, 
however, is to know that the Senator on the floor consents to it. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir; [doin advance. Iam really seek- 
ing to mature this bill according to my conception of what the 
bill ought to be. The Senator from Nebraska taunts me that I 
am for the bill, but opposed to the means of enforcing it; in other 
words, that I would be in favor of a prohibition law but, against 
its enforcement. 

[ mean to say to the Senator that this bill is brought here as 
a bill—I will read the title: ‘‘A bill for preventing the adultera- 
tion and misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes.” 
That is the title of the bill, but in stating the object of the bill 
I suppose the proper words would be ‘‘A bill for the purpose of 
regulating the commerce in food products and drugs between the 
several States and Territories of the United States,” ete. I have 
said, and I repeat, that to the extent that this bill goes beyond 
the declared object it is objectionable. In some of the States it 
has been found necessary—in the State of L[llinois, I think prob- 
ably in the improved constitutions of all the States—it is re- 
quired that the object of a bill must b out in its title, and in 
some of the States it has been held that so much of a bill 
not embraced in the title is void. 

Mr. BUTLER. And it must relate to one subject. 

Mr. PALMER. And it must relate to one subject, as the 
Senator from South Carolinasuggests. Now, IthinkifI tell the 
Senator from Nebraska that I am for all of his bill which I be- 
lieve regulates commerce between the States in respect to food 
and drugs, and I am for all that is auxiliary to that purpose, I 
think [ act in fair good faith. Butif the Senator thinks that 1 
am bound to accept this bill with all that is irrelevant to its ob- 
ject, that I ought to submit to unconstitutional enactments to 
prove the sincerity of my declaration that I favor his bill, I ean 
only say that I must submit to whatever ce 
impose upon me. I donot understand that 
that I should take all that is offered to me. 

| repeat that these are objections to the bill that are with me 
serious, and I submit to the Senator from Nebraska and I tell 
him now distinctly that if this bill fails, if on the adjournment 
of this Congress no bill passes to regulate the commerce in food 
and drugs between the States, the country will say it is because 
it has been loaded down with unconstitutional.provisions and 
additions. The Senate will pass a bill to prevent the introduc- 
tion of adulterated or misbranded drugs or food into any State 
or Territory from any other State or Territory, but if the 
tor imposes upon the Senate the additional burden of accepting 
all the irrelevant matter here sponsibility 
of the failure of the measure will rest upon him and not upon us 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishall be entirely willing to take that re- 
sponsibility, having an act drawn on exactly the lines of the acts 
of Massachusetts, New York, Illinois, Michigan, and so on. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, if I were in the State Legis- 
lature of my own State I should feel that a much wider scope 
was allowed me. I should feel that I would have the right to 
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> set 
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nsure he chooses to 


since rity res 


requi 


Sena- 


proposed, then the re 


favor a law which would regulate the sale of adulterated prod- 
ucts in the State, and that I could confer upon the police author- 
ity of the State all proper and needful powers to make the 


law 
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Isis 


; 


ere, seeking to enforce a single pro- 
vision of the Constitution, I insist that when we do that we hav: 
discharged our duty, and we can afford to leave to the States 
the power to regulate their own internal affairs. 

Did I say’we can afford it? We are obliged todoit. Happily 

t rden is not thrown upon us. We may differ as to 

what are the relative powers of the State and Federal Govern- 
ments, but when we have found the line that separates them we 
at once yield to each sphere all that is within its own organism. 
They move harmoniously; they never collide: each has its sphere, 
and we concede to each the performance of its own duties. 

Mr. President, lam practically through, but I want to make 
one remark as the result of my experience 

Mr. PADDOCK rose 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator wish to make a remark? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to interject just one word on the line 
in which the Senator has been speaking. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


++ ? ‘ ; } 
effective. but standing he 


Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure, so that I can hear what 
he says. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to say that the States that now have 
these food-adulteration acts are the ones that are the most 
clamorous of all for the passage by Congress of just such a meas- 
ure as this. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not surprised at that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understood the Senator to say—— 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not surprised that a State which has 
protected itself against adulterated food and drugs, which has 
regulated for itself the whole subject within its own jurisdiction, 





terated food and drugs from other States, and I suppose that is all 


respect, is exceedingly anxious that this bill shall pass to protect 
it against the introduction of adulterated food and drugs from 
other States. I sympathize with that feeling, and I am eager 
that the State of New York shall have such a law. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then why object to the instrumentalities 
which New York herself employs? 
mentalities that Massachusetts employs, when they say to us, as 
I read here the other day in a letter—— 

Mr.PALMER. May lask the Senator, if the States have such 
instrumentalities what do we want with them? 

Mr. PADDOCK. But I understand the Senator to admit that 
they may properly call upon us to help them on interstate-com- 
merce lines to prevent the introduction into the States of adul- 
terations. Now, what does he mean by thisopposition? Ido not 
understand him. 

Mr. PALMER. 
and dangerous. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
aema 


But your machinery is entirely unnecessary 


The Senator said they are entitled to make 
ds, and we do not wonder at it. Now, he says if they have 
machinery then why do they want this proposed legislation? Dr. 
Abbott, from whom I read here on Friday, who has had charge 
of the administration of the pure-food law in Massachusetts, says, 
‘* You must give us a Congressional enactment on these lines to 
save us from this flood of stu 
We can not succeed otherwise in the effort we are making here. 
We have already saved very largely in the food supply ”—— 

Mr. PALMER. If this bill was stripped of these improper sec- 
tions, it would give them what they want. Whether they want 
to import the provisions which I have objected to, Ido not know, 
nor do I think the Senator knows. 


Mr. President, lam through. I want to add, however, that I 





deplore the necessity for new laws. My ideal of a good Govern- 
ment is where the laws are sufficient, but where the people them- 
selves obey the laws and are determined and eager to enforce 


them against others, and by their ownaction. Iregretany stat- 
ute which is intended to relieve the people from that burden, be- 
cause the burden, as we may term it, is a duty, and the duty is 


one that when performed elevates citizenship. All of this bill 
that is beyond the mere narrow scope that 1 admit is proper, | 
think is re pre hensibl , and a earer as lam for the passage of 
an act to rerulate commerce between the States in food and 


drug's, unless the bill is amended to the extent I have suggested, 
I shall feel compelled to vote against it when the hour comes 
when [ shall be required to speak definitely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


ment propose 
amendment in the nature of a substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
pending amendment to the amendment of the committee. 
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MARcH 7, 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out sections 7 


» 


| and 8 of the substitute, in the following words: 


SEC. 7. That every person manufacturing or exposing for sale or delivering 
to a purchaser any drug or article of food included in the provisions of this 
act, Which is a subject of interstate commerce, shall furnish a sample of 


| such drugs or articlesof food to any person duly authorized by the Secretary 


of Agriculture to receive the same, and who shall apply to such manufac- 
turer or vender, or person delivering to a purchaser such drug or article of 
food for such sample for such use, in sufficient quantity for the analysis of 
any such article or articles in his possession, and shall tender him the full 
value thereof. And in the presence of such dealer and an agent of the food 


section, if so desired by either party, said sample shall be divided into three 
' 


parts, and each part shal! be sealed by the seal of the food section. One part 


| shall be left with the dealer, one delivered to the food section, and one depos- 


ited with the United States district attorney for the district in which the 
sample is taken. Said manufacturer or dcaler may havethe sample left with 
him analyzed at his own expense, and if the results of said analysis differ 
from those of the food section, the sample in the hands of the district. attor- 
ney shall be analyzed by a third chemist, who shall be appointed by the pres- 
ident of the Association of Official Agricultural Chemists of the United 
States, in the presence of the chemist of the food section and the chemist rep- 


| resenting the dealer, and the whole evidence shall be laid before the court. 


Sec. 8. That whoever refuses to comply, upon demand, with the require- 
ments of section 7 of this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon 
conviction, shall be fined not exceeding one hundred nor less than ten dol- 
lars or imprisoned not exceeding one hundred nor less than thirty days, or 


| both. And any person found —T of manufacturing or knowingly offering 


for sale or selling an adulterated, impure, or misbranded article of food or 
drug under the provisions of this act, which is a subject of interstate com- 
merce. Shall be adjudged to pay, in addition to the penalties heretofore pro- 
vided for, all the necessary costs and expenses incurred in inspecting and 


| analyzing such adulterated articles which said person may have been found 


Vhy object to the instru- | 


guilty of manufacturing, selling, or offering for sale. 
Mr. PADDOCK. [ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment now before the Senate 


| be stated, not read again, but fully stated. 
should be eager to be protected from the introduction of adul- | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is to strike 


| out sections 7 and 8 of the substitute reported by the committee. 
the Senator means. I suppose he means that New York, which | 
has a law entirely adequate to its own local government in this | 


Mr. PADDOCK. Their being striken out will render the bill 
valueless. 

Mr. BATE. I understand we are to vote on the motion of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is that 
offered by the Senator from Texas. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I have a general 


| pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], who 


is absent from the Chamber on accountof illness. I do notknow 
how he would vote on this proposition, and I therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] on all 
qu stions. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name wascalled). I am paired gen- 


| erally with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. If he were 


f that comes to us from other States. | 


d by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] to the | 


Mr. PADDOCK. Let the amendment to the amendment be 


present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when hisname wascalled). The 
present occupant of the chair is paired with the Senator from 
Vermont[Mr. MORRILL]. He would vote ‘‘ yea” if the Senator 
from Vermont were present. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr. KENNA’S name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. KENNA] is detained by sickness and is paired wit 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. I do not know 
how he would vote upon this question, and therefore withhold 
my vote. I make this announcement in regard to all questions. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs]. If he were here, 
I should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. CASEY]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘*‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called), Upon this vote I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY], who is absent. If he 
were present, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote ‘*‘ nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If he were pres- 


ent, I should vote ‘“‘ yea.” I do not know how he would vote. 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]}. If he 
were present, I should vote “* yea.” : , 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
| the Senator from Montana [Mr. PowER]. If he were pregent,I 
| should vote “ yea.’ 
The roll call was concluded. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I understand he ogre vote ‘* yea” on 
this amendment if present, and I would vote ** nay 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the senior Senator from Mar y- 
land [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. IrRBy] on all politic ‘al questions. Thisseemsto assume 
the shape of a political question, and so I decline to vote. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. JONES 
of Arkansas] is reed 1 with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock]. If my colleague were present, he would — ao 

Mr. PADDOCK. If it be in order to do so, I movea call of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not at this time 
in order. 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—13. 


Barbour, Chilton, Palmer, Voorhees. 
Bate, Cockrell, rurpie, 
Berry, Coke, Vest, 
Call Colquitt, Vilas, 

NAYS—15. 
Allison, Paddock, Proctor, Teller 
Davi Peffer, Sawyer, Washburn, 
Gallinger, Perkins, Shoup, Wilson. 
Kyle, Pettigrew, Stockbridge, 

NOT VOTING—60. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Higgins, Platt, 
Allen Dubois, Hill, Power, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Hiscock, Pugh, 
Blodgett, Felton, Hoar, Quay, 
Brice, Frye, Irby, Ransom, 
Butler, George, Jones, Ark. Sanders, 
Cameron, Gibson, La. Jones, Ney. Sherman, 
Carey, Gibson, Md. Kenna, Squire, 
Carlisle, Gordon, McMillan, Stanford, 
Casey, Gorman, McPherson, Stewart, 
Chandler, Gray, Manderson, Vance, 
Cullom, Hale, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Daniel Hansbrough, Morgan, Warren, 
Dawes, Harris, Morrill, White, 
Dixon, Hawley, Pasco, Wolcott 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum —s voted. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move acall of the Senat 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre ter y will call the roll 
of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 46 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 8, 
1892, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, March 7, 1892. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev 
W. H. MILBurRN, D. D. 

FREE COINAGE OF GOLD AND SILVER, ETC. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I desire to call up for consideration the 
report of the Committee on Rules, made last Monday, fixing 
March 22 for the consideration of what is known as the “‘free- 
coinage bill;” and on that I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Cle rk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows 


Resolved, That on Tuesday, a 22d day of March, immediately after th 
morning hour, the House proceed to the Sonabieration of H. R. 4426, being a 
bill for the free coinage of gold and silver, for the issue of coin not and for 


other purposes, and should said bill be not sooner disposed of the Houses) ’ 
continue the consideration thereof, beginning on each day immediately aft 
the morning hour, during Wednesday, the 23d, and Thursday, the 24th, day 
March. 


Mr. TRACEY (before the reading was concluded). I rise toa 
point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair is of o n 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that « stion is raised I desire to ask 
whether the Chair has ruled t th ‘eport fré Commit 
tee on Rules can be considered b House be { Journa 
has been read? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair h ! 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the same |} ( » conference 
report; and does the Chair hold that a. fer eport could 
be presented before the reading of t Ji na 

The SPEAKER. The same provision ¢ 3 not cover a con- 
ference report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the language is the the provision 


is that such a report ey be presented at any time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken; there are « 


“oA A” 
press limitations as again st a conf ference report. The language 
of the rule with reference to cal up a report from the Com- 


mittee on Rules is the same as w ith reference to a motion to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I only desired the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would not question the right 
of the House to adjourn without the reading of the Jo 
the language authorizing the calling up of this report is the 
same as that which makes a motion to adjo irn in order at any 
— 

DINGLEY. Then the Chair decides that business can be 
sian before the reading of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides: he decides that the 
conside ration of this re port is now in order 

Mr. TRACEY. Would it be in order to take an appeal fron 
the decision of the Chair? It seems to me it is contrary to all 
the usages of the House. During the last Congressr 
repeated! y made 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to take an appeal 
— Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Ma TRACEY. I have not yielded the floor. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentl sman from New York[Mr. TR ACEY | 
will proceed. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, in taking an appeal from this 


decision I do so with reluctance, having great respect for the 


ilings were 


| opinions of the Chair and his knowledge of the rules; but my 


| 


recollection is that during the last Congress the gentlemen com- 
posing what was then the minority of the House took occasion 
repeatedly to call for the reading of the Journal, and that the 
gentleman who then presided over this age hough he 


A ii vy «ae 


| supposed to be somewhat arbitrary in his rulings, invariab! 


Mr. TRACEY. I think it would be inorder to have the Jour- | 


nal read. 
The SPEAKER. It is inorder also to call up this resolution. 
The rules provide that ‘* it shall always be in order to cal 
consideration a report from the Committee on Rules.” 
Mr. TRACEY. Well. I wish toraise the question of consider: 


1 
ret 


f . 
D iO! 
I 


tion at the proper time upon this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will finish the reading of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. TRACEY. I only desire not to be ruled out. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the resolu- 


tion. 


recognized that the Journal should be 1 anh fore any other pro- 


if“s Cc oul i pe taken 





I think, Mr. Speaker, it would be an unfortunate precedent to 
hold that the Committee on Rules, composed pract tically of 


three 
men, can come into this House of Representatives, where more 
than 330 men are assembled to represent the people of the United 
States, and can take upon themselves to bring in a rule to fore 

the immediate consideration of any measure without giving an 
opportunity to members of the House to know what proceedings 
have been taken on the previous day. It appears to me, sir, that 
4 


he Chair in this ru uing could not have considered the question 
carefully. I do not believe that members of this House, when 
they accepted these rules, had any such thought as that ar 











ly pro- 
ceedings could be taken in the House of Repres ntat fees without! 
| the ré ading of the Journal of the previous day’s proceedi gs. 

[t occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that in relation to this mat W 
ought to proceed with very great caution. The eyes of the e1 
tire country are upon the House at this ti a thi re- 
lates to a matter which concerns the people perhaps 1 than 
anv other que ion that has com p for thirty yea Ve find 
0 3 in ection of the « rom wh L« 

] COW LI | oa t ore LO at q tLol 
is the gentlema aking’? ; 

The SPEAKER, T! to an ap] { ae 
cision of the ¢ bl! 

Mr. COWLES Has: i ? l not 
so understand. 

The SPEAKER | eman toc A pea 

ir. CULBERSON We in not hea wha ’ 9 
sa 

| SPEAKER. plea 

r. TRACEY l S Cc { h this ques- 
tion of the reading o Journal before proc ding with t 
business of the House, I would respectfully call to attention 
of the am the fact that in th branch of ¢ ongress ‘at the othe 
| end of the Capitol, duri > proceedings of the last Congress 
when they he ul under cons id ration the .e 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, upon the consideration of this | 


report of the Committee on Rules I wish to raise the question of 
consideration. 


| the point of order was made against any proceeding bein; 


( ; +> y f } ~ 2 y 
yuestion Ol th Jaissayv ec 
of a bill called the force bill, a similar qu stion was raised, and 
o taken 
until the Journal of the preceding session was read and ne 


-eg- 
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sary corrections made. Why, there is no other course to be 
taken in a common-sense view of the question. 
How can a body like the House of Representatives assemble 


and go to work to carry on its business without doing what has | 
been done in every legislative body on the face of the earth— | both of the North and South, and now again we have a measure 
reading the Journal of the previous sitting, and in a regular way | 


getting to the work before them. It appears to me that this 


heard in the history of legislative bodies. 

Now, sir, there is every reason in the world why great care 
should be taken in attempting to coerce the action of a body like 
this or to take any other arbitrary measures in regard to this bill. 
As I was saying when interrupted by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, who called me to order, the people in the section of 


the country where I reside are greatly concerned about it. Itis | 


the unive rsalbelief in the great State of New York—I do not 


suppose you would find 5 percent of the population who do not be- | 


lieve the passage of the bill contemplated here would be a serious 
misfortune. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I rise toa point of order. It is 
utterly impossible to understand a word the gentleman is saying 
on this side owing to the confusion in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. The gen- 
tleman will suspend until order is restored on the floor. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I was saying that the people of 
the great State of New York look with grave concern upon the 
action now proposed to be taken respecting this bill. It is the 
opinion there among the people almost without exception, it ex- 
tends through both parties, and I think I can safely say that in 
the entire great Empire State you would not find 5 per cent of 
the voting population who would be satisfied to have this meas- 
ure incorporated on our statute books. 

Now, the party to which I have the honor to belong feels greatly 
concerned that this measure should be brought in, and feels very 
anxious that proper time and consideration should be given be- 
fore any such measure is voted upon. We of the great Demo- 
cratic party of the North look with apprehension upon the forc- 
ing of this measure through the House. Weremember well that 
more than thirty years ago—— 

Mr. TERRY. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman is not discussing the matter be- 
fore the House. I understand the only question to be a question 
of appeal from the decision of the Chair. The gentleman is not 
confining his remarks to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1, When any member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the House, 
he shall rise and respectfully address himself to ‘‘Mr. Speaker,” and, on 
being recognized, may address the House from any place on the floor or 


from the Clerk’s desk, and shall confine himself to the question under debate, 
avoiding personality. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will confine 
himself to the question before the House. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, the question before the 
House I understand to be an appeal from the ruling of the Chair 
that it is in order to bring up for consideration this report from 
the Committee on Rules and have it considered previous to the 
reading and approval of the Journal of the last day’s sitting. 

Now, I have endeavored to express the reason why I believe 
that the Chair is in error in so deciding. It would be my hope 
that the Chair, after hearing arguments that might be made in 
regard to the matter, that the Chair, whom we all recognize to 
be a just man, in case he determines that he had in undue haste 
ruled in an erroneous manner would gladly reverse the ruling 
and allow us to proceed with the regular business of the House 
in the regular way, and not force upon the House an innovation 
which might be used in the most mischievous manner in times 
to come, and which would at once give to the Committee on 
Rules such power as was never claimed by the Committee on 
Rules of the Fifty-first Congress, a committee wiich was sup- 
posed to be very arbitrary, and which, when it took action and 
was supported by the Chair on questions not anything like as 
important as this, we felt ourselves bound to get up from our 
places on this floor and appeai, not always perhaps in an orderly 
manner, our anxieties at the idea of being trampled upon being 
so great that our disposition to keep calm under such circum- 
stances sometimes was not possible. 

Now, it appears to me that itis fair and legitimate for me to 
call the attention of the Speaker to the fact that the people of 
this country are looking upon the action of this House with great 
interest and much concern, and to warn the Speaker that it 
would be very hazardous to attempt in this unusual way to dis- 
turb the people and the business interests of the country and to 
do a permanent injury to the great body of the Democratic party. 


In that view of the case I was addressing the Chair. I say that ' my friend from New York [Mr. TRACEY] 


| 





some thirty years ago we had control of both branches of the leg- 


| islative body, and because we were disappointed, hasty action 











was taken, whereby the great bulk of the Democratic party was 
driven out of power, great suffering came upon the Democrats 


brought up to be forced upon the party, which to my mind will 


| tend to again bring about practically such an unfortunate divi- 
ruling of the Chair is one of the most extraordinary that was ever 


sion as will cause our people ofthe great Democratic party of the 
North to be at the risk of losing the hold that they have upon 
the people of the country, which will insure a majority for the 
Republican party, and will fill the seats of gentlemen on the 
other side only in greater number than in the last Congress, 
which will retain possession of the body at the other end of the 
Capitol in opposition to us, and risk the possibility of securing a 
change in the Executive authority,whereby may come upon us a 
renewal of that era of misfortune. 

Ms. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. FITCH. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIP- 
MAN] is recognized to state his point of order. 

Mr.CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. TRACEY] is no doubt making a very interesting speech, but 
we can not hear a word of it. 

Mr. FITCH. That is our difficulty also. 

The SPEAKER. The point is well taken. The House will 
please be in order. The Chair can only appeal to members to 
conform to the rule. Gentlemen will please be seated and cease 
conversation. [After a pause.] The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. TRACEY]. 

Mr. TRACEY. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, it appears to me 
very important that no action should be taken which will tend 
to disturb the country; that no ruling should be made here, and 
no effort made by the Committée on Rules, to act in a way to 
create indignation throughout the country, and to bring about 
such a disastrous result to the great Democratic party as was 
caused sO Many years ago, simply by a comparatively few men 
being hot-headed and not listening to the wiser counsels of their 
party. Mr. Speaker, will it be inorder for me to yield a portion 
of my time to my colleague? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle- 
man from New York. . 

Mr. TRACEY. I desire to know whether it will be in order 
for me to yield a few minutes of my time to one of my colleagues 
on this question of debating the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman can yielda portionof his time. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, I will take advantage of the kind per- 
mission of the Chair presently; but before doing that I wish sim- 
ply to say this in regard to this question of reading the Journal. 
Here we find ourselves on Monday morning, members knowing 
that it is customary to have the Journal read before any business 
is transacted, in accordance with a precedent of half a century or 
more; and they, knowing that, do not feel it necessary to hasten 
to the House of Representatives, expecting that the usual pre- 
liminary business will be transacted, feeling that in case any effort 
on the part of the Committee on Rules is made to force this meas- 
ure time would be given, many of them have delayed in coming 
here, and on that account we have many members missing. 

Now, there is every reason why a fair opportunity should be 
civen for the members of the House to be here when a vote upon 
this question is taken. This being suspension day, is a day of 
great importance to members, a day when gentlemen expect to 
be recognized by the Chair and to have their bills which have 
been reported called up and acted upon; and it will be a great 
misfortune tosome of them—undoubtedly they will so regard it— 
to arrive here and find no opportunity for having the ordinary 
vote, no opportunity given to them to vote on the question of 
putting aside this greatand important privilege. Mr. Speaker, 
I desire now to yield ten minutes of my time to my colleague 
from New York [Mr. Frrcu]. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I would like to know what time the gentlemen from New York 
has? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asked the 
Chair whether he would be allowed to yield a portion of his time. 
The Chair recognized his right todosoand sostated. The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TRACEY. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. Howmuch more time has the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] to farm out? _ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that question at the 
proper time. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FiTcuH] is 
recognized. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Speaker, in rising to second the remarks of 











1892. 





Mr. TRACEY. Mr. nee I desire to reserve the balance 
of my time. I stated it, but the Chair was not listening. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Speaker, in rising to second the remarks of 
my friend from New York in regard to this appeal, I desire to 
preface what I have to say with the statement that I have the 
utmost respect for the fairness of the Chair. But I concur fully 
in what has been said in regard to the danger of this precedent. 
Those of us who stood here, over and over again, demanding the 


reading of the Journal in the last Congress know that that | 


privilege was always granted to us. That in a Democratic 


House, in a contest like this one, we should be refused the con- | 


sideration of the Journal before this question is sprung upon us 
is as unfair, to my mind, as anything that was done in the last 


journal before it goes on with the work of another day. And if 


the rule does authorize any such decision as that, then the rule | 


makes an innovation and ought to be changed. [Applause. | 
Mr. Speaker, there is a good deal of talk just now in the State 
from which I come about premature or ‘‘snap” conventions. If 


there ever was anything that was premature or unexpected to | 


those of us who oppose, as it is our right to do, what we believe 


it is the snappihg of this resolution on us here ‘before even the 
reading of the Journal, and this attempt to cut off debate. It 
must be understood in this House that those of us in New York 
who believe this silver legislation dangerous will defend the 
rights which we think we have, and the real interests of our 
party in our State, with the same steadfastness and the same 
courage with which we stood with you, Mr. Speaker, in the last 
House, protesting against procedures that, to our mind, were no 


House, before the Journal is read, to bring in this resolution for 
consideration and force it through. 

Mr. Speaker, the party owes something to us, a as we owe 
something to the party. [Applause.] We shou 
chance to make our protest against legislation which will weigh 
this side of the House down in the doubtful State of New York, 
and lead, perhaps, to such results as you will regret as long as 
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| a vote. 
to be unjust legislation, and dangerous legislation for our people, | 
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with the delegation, when one of them from New York, and an- 
other from Massachusetts, comes here and says no delay or fili- 
bustering would be had, that they should come in here this 
morning with this filibustering business. What is the rule we 
are considering? It isa rule that was adopted in the Democratic 
caucus, and voted for by the House. Why? Because it was 
claimed then that it would have precisely the effect that the 
Speaker holds it will have. The House invested the Speaker 
with power to rule on this question; that this question might be 
taken up for consideration, before reading the Journal. Why? 
Because it says a report from the Committee on Rules ‘‘ shall be 
in order at any time.” Now, sir, if we should proceed to the 


| reading of the Journal, with the temper that the gentlemen from 
House. Every parliamentary body in the world corrects its own | 


New York have shown upon this question, they could move to 
amend that Journal from now until next Christmas. 

Mr. BOWERS. And will do it. 

Mr. BLAND. And in that way defeat the operation of a rule 


| that was made to prevent that very thing, and to prevent the 
| very predicament we would have here to-day. 


That rule was 
made for a purpose, and that purpose was to bring the House to 
It can be reported at any time, and the question con- 
sidered at any time, before or after the reading of the Journal. 
What is the difference. Now, the effect of the rule is to prevent 
filibustering, and to bring the House to a vote; and if considera- 
tion of the rule is postponed, and the Journal is read and amended, 
itis postponed indefinitely; and thatis what the gentlemen want, 
There is nothing extraordinary in the ruling on the part of this 
Speaker. It is a plain rule, adopted by the Democratic party in 
caucus: and when gentlemen lead us to believe no filibustering 


| would be had, and undertake to shield themselves in this way, 
more unjust than is this attempt,at the very meeting of the | 


d have a fair | 


you live. Gentlemen, I ask you to be careful what you are do- | 


ing. You do not know, some of you, the dangers which you are | 


facing, and those who know seem to be determined to force this 
issue upon us. I say to you that you have noright to load down 
the people who can and will save your party with any such burdens 
as you propose to put upon us; and when you inaugurate this con- 
test by coming here in the morning, without allowing the Journal 
to be read, and attempt to force us to a vote without debate, you 
must expect what you deserve, the most emphatic protest of the 
New York Democracy. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, it does seem to me an extraordi- 
nary proceeding 

Mr. TRACEY. [rise to a point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TRACEY. I said to the Chair that I reserved the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood; and recognized 
the gentleman from Missouri, because the gentleman reserved 
his time. 

Mr. TRACEY. I have not yielded to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserved his time, therefore 
the Chair recognized the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope I will have order for a few moments. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. 
gave all his time to his colleague. 

Mr. FITCH. Oh, no; he gave me ten minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, this seems to me the most ex- 
traordinary proceeding that I ever witnessed since I have beena 
member of this House. The Committee on Rules last Tuesday 
intended to report this rule, and I believe it reported iton Tues- 
day, for the purpose of bringing it up then for consideration; 
but the gentlemanfrom New York came to me and the Committee 
on Rules and insisted that this should be postponed until to-day, 
in order to give them an opportunity to be here to vote and not 
to filibuster. This was the conversation with gentlemen from 
New York themselves; if it was not taken up last Tuesday and 
they were given until to-day they would get here with their 
forces and, after consideration, vote on this rule without filibus- 
tering. 

Mr. FITCH. Which gentleman from New York do you mean? 

Mr. BLAND. I mean the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COCKRAN]and the gentleman from Massachusetts[Mr. ANDREW] 
and gentlemen in opposition to this scheme. 

Mr. TRACEY. i the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. BLAND. Of course I do not mean the gentlemen from 
New York who have addressed this House—either one. 





The gentleman from New York | 


I think it is well that the House and the country should know 
that the rule is being violated. This, I say, Mr. Speaker, is a 
most extraordinary exhibition upon this floor. I move to lay the 
appeal upon the table, and hope it will bedone. [Criesof** Vote!” 
‘Vote! ”] 

Mr. TRACEY. I desire, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not debatable. 
will state the question. 

Mr. TRACEY. I trust the Chair will not take me off the floor 
in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not on the floor. What 
does ‘he gentleman mean by that? [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 


Mr. TRACEY. 


The Chair 


[ mean, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 


| New York is very well aware of what he means, and he will take 


| Chair in that manner. 


an opportunity to answer the Chair in a respectful and prompt 
manner- 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. TRACY. 





The Chair hopes he will. 

And he does not desire to be looked at by the 
[Laughter.] In the last Congress the 
gentleman, who was then ‘‘the gentleman from Georgia,” pro- 
tested against the Speaker looking at him in a certain manner. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. TRACEY. I reserved my time; and no one can take me 
off the floor. The Speaker can not take me off the floor to give 
it to anyone else. 

The SPEAKER. 
the House. 

Mr. TRACEY. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment 

Mr. TRACEY. 

The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman must conform to the rules of 


I ask the Speaker—— 
If the gentleman will suspend one mo- 





[ desire to submit a point of order. 
The Chair will state the question; and the 


| Chair thinks the gentleman himself will recognize the propriety 


I supposed that they did so after having aconference with their | 


colleagues; and I think that it is not fair play and fair dealing 


of the position of the Chair. 

Mr. TRACEY. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserved his time, where- 
upon the Chair recognized the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND]. The gentleman from Missouriduring his time makes 
a motion which cuts off debate, and that, if sanctioned by a ma- 
jority of the House, deprives the gentleman of the time he re- 
served. If not sanctioned, the gentleman is not deprived of it. 
So that the Speaker is not depriving the gentleman of any- 
thing. 

Mr. TRACEY. [I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TRACEY. My pointof order is that when I took the floor 
I was entitled to one hour; that I yielded ten minutes to my 
colleague from New York [Mr. FiITcH]; that when he sat down 
I commanded the floor and had the right tocontinue. The floor 
was taken away from me by the Speaker, who remarked that | 
had the balance of my time reserved—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman— 

Mr. TRACEY. Now, that was clearly the understanding 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not tell what the gentleman’s 


understanding may have been; he can only state what the fact is 
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from the record. The gentleman stated that he reserved his 


time, and because he reserved his time the Chair recognized the | 


gentleman from Missouri. To reserve one’s time means to hold 
it back for some future period when a gentieman wishes to use 
it 

Mr. TRACEY. But, Mr. Speaker, I contend that, under the 
rules governing our debates, I had the right to the floor for one 
hour. The Chair yielded my place to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri; and desiring, when that gentleman got through, to again 
take my place, | was assured by the Speaker that he allowed the 
gentleman from Missouri to speak, but that I had my time re- 
served. Now, I submit, it is not in order for the Chair to enter- 
tain a motion taking me off the floor. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the matter 
in that way. Ifthe House will be in order the Chair will state 
the questic n. 
Mr. BLAND. I wish to make this statement in justification 
of myself. In making the motion to lay on the table I had sup- 
posed the uniform rule to be that, indebating a motion to lay on 
the table, only such time is allowed as the Speaker in his dis- 
cretion may permit. No gentleman is allowed an hour. 

The SPEAKER. There is no hour rule for debate on an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BLAND. 


ceed further; but I understand that the gentleman from New 


disposition of the subject he would not interpose any objection. 
The question of filibustering was never discussed between him 
and me; and I say now to this House 

Mr. BLAND. I say you told me you would take a vote on it 
without filibustering. I havea very distinct recollection of that. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I state now to the gentleman from Missouri 
|Mr. BLAND], in the presence of this House, that my recollection 





| does not cover any such conversation. 


I did not know the gentleman wanted to pro- | 


York [Mr. CocKRAN], to whom I alluded personally, desires to | 


make some remarks concerning this matter. Ido not wish to 
cut him off. 

Several MEMBERS. Then withdraw your motion. 

Mr. BLAND. Therefore, I shall not insist just now upon the 
motion to lay on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], in charge of the report. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not desire to speak until I am to close 
the debate. 

Mr. TRACEY. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TRACEY. The Speaker has just stated, as I understood 
him, that a member, when he takes the floor under these circum- 
stances, is not entitled to an hour in debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that, so far as he was ac- 
quainted with the usages of the House in the consideration of an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, there is no fixed rule allow- 
ing a member an hour in debate, and, so far as the Chair recollects, 
there is no precedent to the effect that in the debate on an ap- 
peal a gentleman can yield to another. 

Mr. TRACKEY. The Chair has ruled upon that question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has permitted it in this case with 
an express declaration that should the point be made against the 
right to yield the floor, the Chair would consider it. 

Mr. TRACEY. But [do not want to have it go on the record 
of the House that the Speaker has ruled it is not in order for a 
gentleman who takes the floor under these circumstances to have 
an hour for debate. If the Speaker at any stage of this proceed- 
ing desires to make such a ruling, I would like most respectfully 
to appeal from that ruling 


The SPEAKER. There is an appeal already pending. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I will detain the House but a moment. 
The gentleman from Missouri has thought proper to state, and 


[ have no doubt that his statement proceeds from an honest 
recollection of what transpired, that in an interview between us 
on last Monday I undertook to bind any portion of this House as 
to its action upon this question to-day. As a matter of fact, I 
appealed tothe gentleman from Missouri to consent that the vote 


on this resolution might be taken to-day. The gentleman from 
Missouri refused to make any agreement whatever in reference 
to the matter, and none was made. 


That conversation occurred in the presence of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts |Mr. ANDREW], the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts |Mr. HOAR], and I believe that both can bear witness to 
the fact that | was forced to apply to the Committee on Rules fora 
disposition of the matter, for the reason that the gentleman from 
Missouri refused to consent to any arrangement. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 

Mr. COCKRAN. With much pleasure. 

Mr. BLAND. I would ask the gentleman from New York if 
I did not have a conversation with him behind the screen over 
there, when the gentleman stated that there would be no fili- 
bustering if this matter went over until to-day? And I appeal 
to the gentleman from Mississippi if I did not state in his pres- 
ence that if the committee thought proper to make this report 
I would interpose no other objection? I know that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi will bear out what I have said. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Iwill state tothe House, Mr. Speaker, that, 
in so far as I know, the gentleman from Missouri never gave his 


consent to do that. He did say that if the committee made that 


4 
\ 
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Mr. BLAND. 
phatically. 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman has stated that already; and 
having stated it once in order, he ought not to insiston stating it 
again in disorder; but I say to the gentleman from Missouri and 
to this House that it needs no assurance from me that I am op- 
posed to all filibustering. WhenI filibuster it will be when inmy 
judgment and in my conscience the Government of this country 
is endangered, not when any mere question of financial adminis- 
tration comes before the House. [Applause.] 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that this veer which has been made 
here to-day, and from which an appeal is now pending, is a dan- 
gerous one, because until the Journal of this House be read I 
have no means of knowing whether this House has come together 
pursuant to a resolution or toarule. I do not know but thata 
recess of three days may have been ordered at its last session. 
[ know not the condition under which the legislative day should 
open, and for that reason I think the ruling of the Chair is an 
erroneous and dangerous one, and one that ought to be cured 


Well, mine does, very emphatically—very em- 


| here by the action of the House if it can not otherwise be re- 
| scinded; but that ruling, whether it stand or whether it fall, 


| question of privilege. 


will make no difference in the attitude which I shall take toward 
this or any other question which comes fairly before the House. 
I do not believe the gentleman from New York, my colleague 


| |Mr. TRACEY], had the slightest intention of filibustering upon 


this question of approving the Journal. 

Mr. TRACEY. Certainly not. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Ido not believe there is any intention on 
the part of the Democratic majority of this House to paralyze its 
operations by descending to any system which will obstruct the 
orderly procedure of business. I hope the Journal will be read, 
and as soon as it shall have been read [ stand ready to vote upon 
its approval and upon this question of consideration and upon 
any other question that the orderly procedure of the House may 
bring before its attention, and that it is the wish of the major- 
ity to have decided by the vote of all the members. [Applause.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS and Mr. ANDREW addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. ANDREW. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to rise merely to a 
As my name has been brought in here in 
relation to some alleged agreement between the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COCKRAN] and the committee, I desire simply to state that my 
recollection of the conversation between the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the committee and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. COCKRAN] and myself is exactly the recollection 
of the gentleman from New York {Mr. COCKRAN]. I know of no 
agreement in regard to filibustering, and I never heard before 
that there was any intention on the part of this House to fili- 
buster in regard to the Journal. 

Mr. COCKRAN. How could we? 

Mr. ANDREW. I do not think we ever intended—I never 
heard anyone suggest—filibustering upon the Jourmfal. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ANDREW. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. Why can we not take a vote before reading the 
Journal as well as afterward, if there is no intention here to fili- 
buster? 

Mr. COCKRAN., 
orderly, that is why. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will please iake their seats. 
There is no occasion for all this excitement. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER. If no other gentleman desires to speak, the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from New York[Mr.TRACEY]. 

Mr. TRACEY. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, with regard to 
this discussion that has just taken place,that it may be well 
known and probably is known to the members of this House that 
when the question regarding the consideration of a bill is brought 
up and any discussion takes place, or any conference between 
the friends and opponents of the measure, it has always been the 
custom to bring into such consultation the members of the com- 
mittee having charge of the measure. Now, Mr. Speaker, what- 





Because one is orderly and the other is dis- 


ever may have occurred between a portion of the committee, the 
chairman and certain irresponsible gentlemen—to use the term 
respectfully—gentlemen who would not be held responsible for 
the managementof this measure, lam not aware what may have 
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taken place further than I have heard on this floor; but so far 
as the question at present before the House, the appeal from the 
decision of the Speaker, is concerned, I want to say that my mo- 
tion has nothing whatever to do with filibustering. 

The gentlemen who are interested in opposition to this meas- 


ure were kind enough to designate me to make certain motions | 


in regard to the bill; but it was not their intention, nor was it 
my intention for one moment, to filibuster against the reading of 
the Journal. So that I think the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CATCHINGS], from the Committee on Rules, has been rather 
unfortunate in bringing into this House his resolution in the way 
he did, and to place the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives in the attitude that we find him here at this present mo- 
ment. Now, Mr. Speaker, with regard to the future conduct of 
the committee, I will say that it has not been regarded as a de- 
grading movement on the part of members of this House, when- 
ever they think it is wise to call to the attention of the country 
the danger that we are driving into, to delay occasionally the 
enactment of certain measures, or to postpone action upon them, 
and the ‘‘ gentleman from New York” takes one view of it and 
other gentlemen may differ with him. 

I remember very well, Mr. Speaker, in the Fiftieth Congress 
it was deemed proper by one of the leading gentlemen of this 
House to delay the business for, I think, nearly two weeks 
order to prevent an iniquitous measure passing; and I am pleased 
to say, although that measure did pass eventually, it is not 
to be found upon the statute books of this country, to the dis- 
credit of the Democratic party, and that the party who were 
willing to force through a measure of that kind sulfered some- 
what for that proceeding and measures similar to it. And I 
warn the party of the majority now that they are going to fa 
the country just as that other party faced the country four years 
ago. The country is watching the proceedings of this House, 
and the whole great financial and commercial interests in the 
United States have their eyes upon this Congress—upon this 
Democratic Congress. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TRACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri. 
question at the last election? 

Mr. TRACEY. That would be properly—— 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The point of order is this; As 
I understand it, the gentleman from New York was recognized 
to speak upon the pending question, which is an appeal from th: 
decision of the Chair. But he is now speaking on the merits of 
the silver question; and I hope the Chair will call him to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has had the rule read, and ap- 
pealed to the gentleman to conform to it; and that is all the 
Chair can do. 

Mr. TRACEY. I endeavoreda short time ago, when another 
of my friends called my attertion to this fact, to indicate why I 
thought certain existing conditions of the country and apprehen- 
sions of the people had a bearing upon the ruling of the Chair; 
and I hoped that it might have such an effect upon the ultimate 
decision of the Chair that he would reverse his ruling. There- 
fore, it seems to me that itisin order. ButI will endeavor to 
proceed in order. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has no more time than he 
uses. 

Mr. TRACEY. Does the Chair now hold that it is not my priv- 
ilege to yield to another gentleman? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asked the 
Chair if he would permit him to yield to one of his colleacues, 
and the Chair said that he would do so. The Chair further said 
that he would not regard such permission as a precedent; but if 
the point was made he wouid rule upon it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. L[rise toa point of order. I would like 
to have clause 4of RuleI[read. Itexpressly provides that a mem- 
ber shall not speak more than once on an appeal 

Mr. TRACEY. This is only once. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair only recognized the gentleman 


from New York the second time because no other gentleman ros 


in 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


Did not the country settle this 


Mr. TRACEY. Ido not think that would be construed as be- 
ing the meaning of the rule. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. lLask the reading of the rule so that it 


may be seen whether it applies. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


4. He shall sign all acts, addresses, joint resolutions, writs, warrants, an: 


1 
f 


subpoenas of, or issued by order of, the House, and decide all questions of 
order subject to an appeal by any member, on which appeal no member shall 
speak more than once, unless by permission of the Honse. 
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| Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I will not occupy 
| time. 


py much 
I hat I deem it of very 
that the ruling be not sustained; 
and I hope our friends on both sides of the House will look at it 
simply with a view of having rules such as will guide it with 
wisdom. If I have made any remarks or any 


more 
I simply wish to say, in conclusion, t 
great importance to this House { 


isions that have 





given any Offense to gentlemen | g to assure them that I did 
not want togive any offense to any one; and so far as my remarks 
to the Speaker are concerned, in the allusion that I made, I wish 
to express my regret for having said anything that might have 

| appeared in any way disrespectful. 

Mr. CATCHINGS addressed the Chair 

Mr. HATCH. IfI can be allowed one minute, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missi CATCH 
INGS] is recognized. 

Mr. CRAIN of Texas. I trust the gentlema Mississippi 


will allow me a momentto propound a parliamentary inquiry. I 
wish to ask the Chair whether a motion to adjourn would be in 
order before the reading of the | 
The SPEAKER. Ithasalways been 
far as the Chair is aware; and the 
resolution as to a motion to adjourn. 
sissippi will proceed. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I will permit an interrupti 
| ment by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE}. 
Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say with reference to 
the controversy between the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COCKRAN], the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ANDREW], 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], that [ was pres- 
ent and heard the conversation between the gentlemen; and the 
substance of it as stated by the gentleman from Missouri is cor- 
rect just as he stated it. [heard every wordt 
| them. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I will yield 
The SPEAKER. TheChair 
to yield the floor further. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. If the Chair will permi 
| the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUN' 
cupy only two minutes. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair 
from Georgia in his own right. 
Mr. COVERT. LIrise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
know by whatright and on what ground the gentleman fro 
Georgia is permitted to speak in his own right. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has a rightt 
tleman—— 


Mr. COVERT. 


Journal: 
hala - : 
so heid rque tioned 


18) applies to this 


same 
The gentleman from Mis: 


m for a mo- 


hat passed between 


can not recognize the gentleman 


t, I will yield to 
I, wl j oc- 


10 wishes to 


recognize the gentl 


will 


o recognize the gen- 


a 
? 


[ und: 


‘rstood the Chair to declare some time 

ago that discussion on this proposition had closed. 
The SPEAKER. That was on the motion tolay the appeal on 
the table, which was withdrawn. The que stion now pending 1s 


on the appeal itself. No motion to lay the appeal on the table 

. 8 ry ~~ ° 

is now pending. The gentleman from Georgia will proceed. 
Mr. BLOUNT. The Chair has already very properly an- 

nounced to the House that there is no occasion for excitement 


in reference to the per 
simply to the proper construction of the ru 


proposition. Whether the rule 


iding matter; thatit is a 
les applicable to the 


is right or n 


juestion relating 


rt is not the que 














tion we are to consider at this time. but what is the rule, wha 
is its true construction? Examination, it seems to me, must s 
isfy any one that this is an easy questi fo solve On pi 13 
of the Rules the following language i nd 
It shall always be in orde1 
Mark the language 
It shall always be in or: to call up for cons rati » rep n the 
|} Committe Ru i nding th r may enter 
in one m« on tha l adjour! ul inced 
he shall not entertain her dilat I t re 
have been fu y Gispost 
Then we have this further lancuag 
Any commission authorize ) H 
have leave to repol ich bil ume up for 
sideration as provided in the fift 
Mark the distinction between a report from the Committee on 
Rules and a privileged report from a commission, which 1 tb 
considered under t) fifth clause of Rule XXIV. Now, rn- 
ing to page 16 we find it pr vided that 
A motion to fix the day to which the Hou hall adjourn 
rn, and totake a recess shall always be in order nd the 
the House adjourns shall be entered on the Journal 
Now, we find in the rules the very same language 
the consideration of a report from the Committee on Rules that 
is used in reference to a motion to adjourn. it questionabl: 


i 


Is 


in the mind of any gentleman in this House whether or not a 
motion to adjourn would be in order before the reading of the 
‘Journal? Then, Mr. Speaker, with identically the same lan- 








iy 
if 
Yi 
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guage employed by the rules in reference to a report from the 
Committee on Rules, why should a different construction obtain? 
It seems to me that when you take into consideration further 
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not true that the Committee on Rules has manifested a dispo- 


the purpose of this rule, and that it stands by itself disconnected | 


from anything else—with a nature and purpose of itsown—there 
can be no @ifficulty. The obvious effect of the provision is that 
whenever the Committee on Rules shall see fit they may exer- 
cise this extraordinary power vested in them.of calling up their 
report and having it considered at once. 

Mr. CATCHINGS was recognized. 

Mr: LOCKWOOD. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my recollection is that in 
the Fifty-first Congress no appeal was made tothe Speaker for 
the reading of the Journal, but without its being insisted upon 
on this side of the House it was granted and the Journal was 


read. I would like to know whether the rules adopted in this 


sition to deprive them of a privilege or to take from them an 

advantage which they possess, because I state now, what this 
House knows as well as I do, that it was extraordinary on the 
part of the Committee on Rules, in submitting this report, to give 
notice for one week in advance of the time that it would be called 
up for consideration. Everybody was notified a week in advance 
that it would be taken up to-day for action. Notice was served 


| on every member of the House who chose to be present to be here 


to consider the matter to-day. 
I say, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that in the seven years that I 
have served in this House I have never known such a privilege 


| extended to an opposition as that which has been extended by 


the Committee on Rules. And yet gentlemen get up in this 


| House and would have the country believe that this House pur- 


Congress are more arbitrary in their operation than the rules of | 


the Fifty-first Congress? [Applause.] 

Mr. CATHINGS. I make the point of order that there is an 
appeal already pending. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New York that if he will take the trouble to read the rules he 


will find that they are different in respect to reports from the | 
| mere pretense. 


Committee on Rules. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The question is, are they more arbitrary 
in their application than were the rules of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress as administered by the gentleman from Maine? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is hardly a parlia- 
mentary question. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. It struck me that it was. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I hopeI can have the atten- 
tion of the House for a few moments. 


poses calling up to-day, before the Journal is read, a resolution 
which, if adopted, will deprive some gentleman of some right or 
take him by default. The notice was given a week in advance; 
it was sent by telegraph to all parts of the country. Everybody 
knew it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Ifthe gentleman will permit me to suggest, 

was only anxious for the reading of the Journal. I was en- 
deavoring to procure that. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That will notdo, Mr. Speaker. Thatis a 


Mr. TRACEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I object to his 


| imputing motives to me. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, I draw inferences from the fact that 


nine out of every ten words uttered by the gentleman from New 


York had no reference to the reading of the Journal, but what 
he considered the extraordinary fact that any man on this floor 
should think that the passage of a silver bill would prove to be 


| beneficial to the country. 


The performance witnessed here this morning is the most un- ] rh q t L 
| can be but one question. The language provided in this rule, 


usual and extraordinary I have ever witnessed on the floor of the 
House. These gentlemen who expect to vote on the 24th day of 
the month against the measure provided for in the report of the 
Committee on Rules will have no opportunity which the rules 
of the House give them to defeat that proposition taken away 
from them by the adoption of this order. 

Mr. TRACEY. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. There is an appeal pending. 

Mr. TRACEY. I rise toa question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TRACEY. My pointof order is that the gentleman from 
Mississippi has already had the floor and had yielded it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Thatcomes with very poor grace from the 
gentleman from New York— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi was recog- 
nized, but did not address the House. Another gentleman was 
recognized. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, it comes, I repeat, with very 
poor grace from him. 

Mr. TRACEY. I withdraw it. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. The gentleman from New York has already 
exercised that privilege himself, and it does not lie in his mouth 
to make the point against me, even if it was correct. 

Mr. TRACEY. I withdraw it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. You had better never have made it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, that is for me to judge. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I say that those gentlemen whoexpect to 
vote against the silver bill are, as I understand this most ex- 
traordinary performance to-day, lashing themselves into a most 
unwarrantable state of excitement because of the proposition 
presented here for the adoption of this report of the Committee 
on Rules. 

There is nothing contained in this resolution to deprive them 
of their rights or any right they may have under the rules, 
whether it be to defeat the silver bill, to fix a future day for its 
consideration, or to postpone it indefinitely when it comes up for 
consideration on the 22d of thismonth. There is no effort to take 
any judgment by default against them or any gentleman who 


Now, sir, so far as the parliamentary right is concerned, there 


under which the order is called up, specifies that— 
It shall always be in order to call up for consideration a report from the 
Committee on Rules. 


No word of more extensive signification could be used in this 
connection than the word ‘‘ always.” I meansat any time, atall 
times. 

Mr. TRACEY. Not in the middle of the night. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Between the assembling of the House and 
the adjournment; at any time, it shall be in order to call upsuch 
reports for consideration. And this same language precisely is 


| used in that rule, as in section 5 of Rule XVI, where it is pro- 


holds the views that they hold. It is impossible that a judgment | 


by default should be taken against them. 
Suppose this resolution or report of the Committee on Rules is 


adopted and this bill comes up for consideration at the time fixed, | 
it is in order for my friend from Ohio [Mr. HARTER] to move its | 
postponement to December, if he chooses todo so. When itdoes 


come up for consideration they will have every parliamentary 
right to interpose every parliamentary objection that they may 
see proper to resort to to defeat the measure entirely; so that 
the adoption of this rule will not deprive them of any right that 
they now possess. 

It is suprising to me, therefore, I repeat, that these gentlemen 
allow themselves to be worked up to such a pitch of excitement. 
They have been treated with the greatest consideration. It is 





vided that— 
A motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, a motion to ad- 
journ, and to take a recess shall always be in order. 


It can hardly be questioned that it is within the power of the 
House to adjourn at any time even prior to the reading of the 
Journal. Often times that motion has been made before the 
Journal was read. 

The Speaker always entertained the motion and put it to the 
House because it was a proper motion, made at the proper time, 
under the rules of the House; so that this rule stands precisely 
upon the same parliamentary footing as a motion to adjourn or a 
motion to take a recess. Itis in order at any time to make this 
motion to adjourn or to make this motion to take a recess, and 
so it is in order at any time to call up for consideration a report 
from the Committee on Rules. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not be- 
lieve I have much more to say, but I do want—— 

Mr. RAYNER. Will you allow me to ask you a question for 
information? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, this appears to be a question of 
the construction of this rule. Now,I ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] how he reconciles Rule XXIV of 
this House, which provides 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I appeal for order. There is so 
much confusion that what is being said can not be heard. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair has repeatedly appealed for order. 
The House will please be in order. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend, for one, either 
to filibuster against the motion or to filibuster against the bill 
if it can be helped; and I simply rise now to ask a question for 
information as to whether or not the Speaker of this House has 
placed the proper construction upon this very important rule. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Go on with your question. 

Mr. RAYNER. Let me ask the question. You will not let 
us debate it; let us ask it. All I want is an answer. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Do not talk so much before you ask your 
question. 

Mr. RAYNER. Ihave not talked much yet. I quote from 
Rule XXIV. 

After the Journal is read and approved each day, the Speaker shall lay be- 
fore the House, for reference, etc. 
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Now, sir, there is no business before this House; there is no 


business at all in order except a motion to adjourn, before the | 
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| that question the gentleman from New York 


Journal of the previous day’s proceedings is read. Now, this new | 





rule is brought in for the first time 

Mr.CATCHINGS. I didnot yield for aspeech. 
for the gentleman to ask me a question. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will ask you the question, then. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ask your question and [ will answer it. 

Mr. RAYNER. Was not this rule, of which the Speaker has 
given this construction—this rule that you may call up for con- 
sideration the report from the Committee on Rules, pending th 
consideration of which the Speaker will entertain one motion 
that the House adjourn—was not that rule adopted for the sole 
purpose of stopping motions to adjourn, motions to fix a day, mo 
tions to take a recess; and was it not to permit the Committee on 
Rules to call up their report at any time, and then permit 
House to make one motion toadjourn? Wasthere any intention, 
when you adopted the rule, to bring about any conflict with the 
rule which provides for the reading of the Journal every morn- 
ing when the House meets? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will answer that question by saying that 
when that rule was adopted by this House it was adopted for the 
purpose of placing in the power of the Committee on Rules to 


IT only yielded 


| question, as its answer may affect my vote? 


call up for consideration by this House at any time it might | 


choose to do so a report made by that committee, and if the 
House does not wish to consider it, it is under no obligations to 
doso. The rule means exactly what it says, and when thatrule 
was adopted here it;was expressly stated, not once but forty times, 
that it meant what it said, and if that rule was adopted 1t would 
be in order at any time during the day’s proceedings to call up 
for consideration a report from the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the appeal of the gentleman from 


Now, | 


New York[Mr. TRAcy]onthe table. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” | 


Mr. RAYNER. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. 
state the question. 


I call for the yeas and nays on that, Mr. 


The Committee on Rules having submitted 


If the House will be in order the Chair will | 


a report some days ago, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. | 
CATCHINGS] this morning, immediately after the prayer of the | 


Chaplain, and before the reading of the Journal, called up that 
report for consideration. 
TRACEY] made the point thatsuch report could not be called up 
until after the reading of the Journal. The Chair held that it 
might be called up before the reading of the Journal, and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] appealed from the de- 
cision of the Chair. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the House to the rule of the House, because the Chair has no 
purpose, no object, no intention except to carry out and affectu- 
ate the orders of the House. Whether such rules are good or 
bad, whether they are arbitrary or otherwise, the Chair must 
execute them, if he is a faithful officer of the House. 
provides that it shall always be in order to call up for considera- 
tion a report from the Committee on Rules. The rules of the 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. | 


The rule | 


House also provide that it shail always be in order to move to | 
adjourn, to fix a day to which the House shall adjourn, or to take | 


a recess. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair hopes gentlemen will not inter- 
rupt the Chair. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not be interrupted. The 
rules also provide that it shall always be in order to entertain a 
motion to adjourn, or to take a recess, or to fix aday. It hasal- 
ways been held, so far as the Chair knows, that the House may 
adjourn before the Journalis read. The Chaircertainly hasseen 
it done frequently during his service in the House. The Chair 
calls attention to Rule XXIX, as illustrating the intent and pur- 
pose of this other rule. 

That rule provides that ‘‘the presentation of reports of com- 
mittees of conference shall always be in order, except when the 
Journal is being read, while the roll is being called, or the House 
is dividing on any proposition.” Now, where respecting con- 
ference reports, the words ‘‘shall always be in order” are used, 
and we desired to put any limitation upon it, such limitation is 
expressed in the rule. 
Journal is being read, when the House is dividing, or when the 
rollis being called. 
the Committee on Rules there is no limitation of the words ‘‘ al- 
ways in order.” The rule says *‘ that it shall always be in order.” 
If that be arbitrary, it is the action of the House, not mine. 

The Chair has undertaken to enforce the rules of the House as 
he findsthem. The Chair mightsay in passing, however, that in 
the last House there was no such rule as this, providing that re- 
ports of the Committee on Rules might be called up at any time. 

The question is, Shall the appeal be laid on the table? and on 


XXHI——115 


It is always in order, except when the | 


But in the rule providing for areport from | 
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[Mr. TRACEY] de- 
mands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Will the Chair permit a 
The Chair, as [ un- 
derstand it, holds that it is in order to consider a report of the 
Committee on Rules before the reading of the Journal. The 
question that I desire to ask is this: Journal of Sat- 
urday’s proceedings contained an abrogation of that rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not 1 
man’s question. 

Mr. WILSON of We 


Suppose the 
VI 


: 
ot understand the gventle- 


Th 7] 


st Virginia question I asked was: 
Supposing that the reading of the Journal of Saturday's proceed- 
ings should show it to contain an abrogation of that rul 
The SPEAKER. Attention might be called to it Does the 
centleman think that it is absolutely essential that the Journal 
shall be read before the House can proceed? 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That is the question upon 


which I desired information. 
The SPEAKER. Why,there have beenn 
the Journal has not been read for a day or two, during 


imerous cases where 


long ses- 
sions and all-night sessions. The Chair thinks that there is no 
impropriety in this proceeding. 
A MEMBER. Was not that done on motion? 
Mr. DINGLEY. That was when there were continuous ses- 
sions. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on laying upon the table 


the appeal of the gentleman from New York, upon which ques- 
tion the gentleman from New York demands the yeas and nays 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken: and there 
voting 63; as follows: 


were—yei , nays 73, not 


YEAS—195 


Abboit. 
Alderson, 


Pendleton, 
Perkins, 


Johnson, Ind 
Johnson, N. Dak 


Crawford, 
Culberson, 


Alexander, Cutting, Johnstone, S. C Pickler, 

| Allen, Daniell, Jolley, Pierce, 
Arnold, Davis, Jones, Post, 
Babbitt, De Armond, Kem, Powers, 
Bailey, Dixon, Kilgore Price, 
3aker, Doan, Kribbs, Randall, 
Bankhead, Dockery, ixyle Ray, 

| Bartine, Dolliver, Lanham, Richardson 

| Beeman, Dungan Lapham, Robertson, La. 

| Belden, Durborow, Lawson, Va Rockwell, 
Beltzhoover Edmund Lawson, Ga Rusk, 
Bergen. Elis Layton, Sayers, 
Blanchard, Enloe, Lester, Ga Shively, 
Bland, Enochs, Lewis, Smith, 
Blount, Epes Lind, Snodgras 
Boatner, Everett Livingston Snow 
Bowers, Fithian, Long, Stackhouse 
jowlman, Flick Mallory, Stevens, 
sranch, Forman Mansur Steward, Il] 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, Martin Stewart, Tex 

| Bretz, Fowler, McClellan Stockdale 
Broderick, Fyan, McCreary Stone, Ky 
Brookshire, Gantz, McKaig, Stump, 
Bryan, Geary, McKeighan Sweet, 
Bullock, Goodnight McKenna Tarsney. 
Bunting, Gorman, McMillin, Taylor, E. B 
Butler, Grady, McRae, Taylor, J. D 
Bynum, Greenleaf, Meredith Taylor, V. A 
Byrns, Grout, Meyer. Terry, 
Caminetti, Halvorson, Montgomery Tillman, 
Capehart, Hamilton, Moore ‘Townsend 
Caruth, Hare, Moses, Wadsworth 
Catchings, Harmer, Norton Warwick 
Cate, Harries, Oates, Washington, 
Chapin, Hatch, O'Donnell W eadock 
Chipman. Haugen, O'Ferral! Wheeler, Ala 
Clark, Wyo Haynes, Ohio O Neill, Pa White, 
Clarke, Ala Heard, O'Neill, M Whiting, 
Clover, Henderson, N. ¢ Otis Williams, N.C. 
Cobb, Ala. Herbert, Outhwaite Williams, Il) 
Cobb, Mo. Hermann Owens Wilson, Wash 
Cogswell, Hitt, Page. Md Wilson, Mo 
Compton, Hooker, Mis Parrett, Winn, 
Cowles, Hopkins, Il Patterson, Tenn Wise 
Cox. Tenn Houk,. Ohio Patton Wright, 
Craig, Pa. Huff, Paynter, oumans 
Crain, Tex. Hull, Pearson 

NAYS 

Amerman, Covert, Little Sperry, 
Andrew, Cox, N. Y Lockwood, Stahinecker, 
Barwig, Crosby McDonald, Storer, 
Bentley, Dalzell, McKinne} Taylor, I! 
Boutelle, De Forest Miller, Tracey 
Brickner, Dunphy, Milliken, Tucker, 
Buchanan, N. J English, Mitchell, Turner, 
Burrows, Fitch, Newber Van Horn. 
Busey, Griswold () Neil, Mass Walker 
Bushnell, Hall, Page, R. I Warner, 
Cable, Hallowell, Payne, Watson, 
Campbell, Harter, Quackenbush Wheeler, Mich. 
Castle, Hayes, lowa Kaines, W ike, 
Causey, Hempbill, Rayner, Williams, Mass. 
Clancy, Hoar, Reyburn Wilson, Ky 
Coburn, Hooker, N. Y Rife, Wilson, W.Va 
Cockran, Johnson, Ohio Scott, 
Coolidge, Ketcham, Seerley 
Coombs, Lagan. Shonk. 

















NOT VOTING—63 

J ! Curti Lester, Va. Sanford, 
LB Dickerson Lodge Scull, 
Beliknay Dingley, Loud, Shell, 
Bingham Donovan Lynch, Simpson, 
Brawley, Elliott Magner, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fellows, McAleer, Stephenson, 
Brosit Funston McGann Stone, C. W. 
Brown Geissenhainer Mills, Stone, W. A. 
Brunner Gillespie Morse, Stout 
Buchan Va Henderson,Iowa Mutchler Taylor, Tenn. 
By H lerson, Ill Pattison, Ohio Turpin, 
Cadmus Holman Peel Waugh, 
Caldw Hopkins, Pa Reed, Wever, 
Che 1m Hou enn Reilly, Willcox, 
Ce er Kendall Robinson, Pa Wolverton 
C ng Lane Russell 

So the appeal was laid on the table. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the vote re- 
capitulated. 

»>SPEAKER. As this is an important vote the Chair will 

a t the Clerk to recapitulate the names, so that members may 
kn how they are recorded 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote, being 
paired with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. Isup- 
posed he would vot ‘vea,” and L voted onan.” 


The SPEAKER. On the request of the gentleman from New 
York the Chair will cause the vote to be recapitulated. 

x Clerk recapitulat d the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the pairs. 

Mr. FELLOWS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, Mr. DICKERSON, on the main question. He, 
if present, would vote *‘ ay,” andI would vote ‘‘no.” I presume he 
would prefer that the pair should relate to all collateral questions 
crowil gy out of this de ba 2, and therefore J do not vote on this 
cal) 

The following-named members were announced as paired until 
further notice: 

lr. MAGNER with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. WOLVERTON with Mr. ATKINSON. 
Mr. BUNN with Mr. SCULL. 
lr. GILLESPIE with Mr. SHONK. 

Mr. LANE with Mr. Houk of Tennessee. 

Vir. TURPIN with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Stout with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. POWERS with Mr. PATTON. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. REED. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. WRIGHT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. BINGHAM. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. COOPER with Mr. SANFORD. 

The following as paired on the silver question: 

Mr. KENDALL with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. If present, Mr. 
PEEL would vote ‘‘ ay” in all stages of the question. Mr. HEN- 
DERSON would vote ‘‘no” on the main question. 

} Mr. Brostus. If present, Mr. SHELL would 
vote for consideration; Mr. BROSIUS would vote against it. 

Mr. GORMAN with Mr. COBURN; if present, Mr.GORMAN would 

e toconsider the silver bill and Mr. COBURN would vote ‘‘ no.” 

ir. DICKERSON with Mr. FELLOWS; if present, Mr. DICKER- 
SON would vote for consideration and Mr. FELLOWS would vote 


rY +} 
SHELL Wit! 


r, BROWN of Indiana with Mr. LODGE; if present, Mr. BROWN 
would vote for consideration; Mr. LODGE would vote against it. 


Ir. WILLCOX with Mr. MORSE; if present, Mr. MORSE would | 


vote for consideration; Mr. WILLCOX against it. 





noes a The ayes have it, and the appeal from the decision 
of the't * is laid upon the table. 
Ir. ¢ HINGS. I demand the previous question, Mr. 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise— 
ir.C rR Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary 
in uiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COVERT. Would not a motion that the Journal of Sat- 

day’s proceedings be now read be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. What is the statement of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEy]? 

Mr. TRACEY. I raise the question of consideration, Mr. 
S) Canker, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the question of consid- 
eration can not be raised upon the report. 

Mr. TRACEY. Why, Mr. Speaker? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides that— 


It shall always be in order to call up for consideration a report from the 


CONGRESSIONAL 


SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 194 and the 
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| Committee on Rules, and, pending the consideration, the Speaker may enter 


tain one motion that the House adjourn, etc. 


| Mr. TRACEY. Permit me to call the attention of the Chair 
| to Rule XVI, clause 3, which provides that— 
i 


When any motion or proposition is made, the question, Will the House now 


| consider it? shall not be put unless demanded by a member. 


ae 
| Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand that the question shall be put, 


Will the House consider this proposition? Now, if the Chair 
| before ruling will permit me to be heard upon that point—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the gentleman, of course. 

Mr. TRACEY. Inthe Journal of the Thirty-fifth Congress, 
page 1083, referred to in the Digest, I find this: 

And it is competent for a member to raise the question of consideration 
upon a report though a question of privilege is involved in the report. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not understand why there should be any 
doubt as to this question of consideration being in order, and I 
trust the Chair will indicate the reason. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will do so with great pleasure. 
"he language of the rule itself makes it plain. The language is: 

It shall always be in order to call up for consideration a report from the 
Committee on Rules 

But, if there were any doubt about the meaning of the rule, the 
Chair would look to the intention of the House, and the Chair 
thinks there can be no dispute that the intention of the House in 
framing this rule was, that reports from the Committee on Rules 
should be voted upon by the House without any dilatory motions 
being entertained, other than one motion to adjourn. 

Mr. REED. Is the question of consideration held to be dila- 
tory? 

The SPEAKER. In the last Congress it was held-—— 

Mr. REED (interposing). Does the Chair indorse the last 
Congress. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Some parts of it he may and some parts he 
may not. The Chair can not indorse its Speaker. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. And its Speaker begs leave to say that he never 
expected or desired such an indorsement. 

The SPEAKER. Then we are entirely agreed. The Chair 
was going to say, though, that Mr. Speaker REED in the last 
Congress held, under what was substantially the old rule upon 
this subject, that the question of consideration could not be raised 
against a resolution respecting the order of business. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to have any- 
thing to do with the rules of the Fifty-first Congress. [Laughter. | 
The rules of the Fifty-first Congress should not be alluded to in 
this House, except possibly by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED]. enebsie) We will permit him to refer to them occa- 
sionally. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not quarrel with the gentle- 
man from New York about that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TRACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. OWENS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OWENS. You do, however, rely upon the other side for 
votes? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TRACEY. We like to have the assistance of the other 
side when they are disposed to do right, and when they vote 
with us we naturally consider them right. [Laughter.] Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I have cited this rule or this decision from the Di- 
gest, and I now raise the question of consideration upon this 
proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Can the gentleman cite any precedent? 

Mr. TRACEY. I find the precedent that I have read. 

The SPEAKER. That was on a contested-election case, | 
think. 

Mr. TRACEY. Ido not know, 

The SPEAKER. The impression of the Chair is that that 
was on a contested-election case. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, itappears to me that there 
| is no question but that my motionis inorder. Inthefirst place, 

to go back a little, the Speaker awhile ago made an allusion to 
| “dilatory motions.” Now, we on this side of the House hold, in 
a Congress which I do not like to allude to more particularly 
[Laughter], and it has been held by the present occupant of the 
chair, that no Speaker should undertake to judge the motives of 
a member, that that wasfor the member himself. When amem- 
ber states that he rises and makes a motion in good faith he is 
entitled to have it treated as made in good faith. Now, Mr. 
| Speaker, I state upon my honor as a Representative and a gen- 
tlergan that I raise this question of consideration, not for the 
purpose of delaying business, but for the purpose of getting a 
vote upon the question whether this House desires to consider 
this report or not. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire the gentleman 
| from New York to understand that the refusal to entertain his 

motion is put upon the ground that the motion is dilatory. It is 
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refused because the Chair understands the rule to expressly ex- 
clude it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, of course I can only know what the 
Chair means from what he says. 

Mr.HEARD. Isuggest tomy friend from New York whether 
the clause of Rule XV to which he refers here is not rather a 
limitation upon the power of the Speaker than a positive direc- 
tion. It provides thatthe Speaker shall not do so and so unless it 
is demanded by a member, but if does not say that he shail doit 
even if it be demanded by a hundred members. It simply pre- 
scribes that he shall not put the question of consideration unless 
upon a certain condition. 

Mr. TRACEY. There is no question about it inmy mind that 
whenever any member wishes he can raise the question of con- 
sideration upon any report coming from any committee. 

Mr.BLAND. Regularorder, Mr.Speaker. There is nothing 
before the House. 

Mr. TRACEY. TIraise the question of consideration. I mak 
that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules it. 

Mr. TRACEY. I desire respectfully to appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the appeal. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. TRACEY. I do not yield the floor, Mr. Speaker. Of 
course I expect the Chair to protect me just as much as if I were 
speaking on the other side. I would like to yield the floor now to 
the gentleman from New York[Mr. WARNER], who wishes to be 
heard upon the question of this rule, and I hope there will be no 
objection. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TRACEY] has not any time to yield to anybody. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr.WARNER. Mr. Speaker,I wish to occupy but a few mo- 
ments. It has been called to the attention of the House by my 
colleague from New York [Mr. LocKWoop] that we are on the 
point, as a Democratic House, of enforcing a more arbitrary rule 
in a more arbitrary manner than any that was made or enforced 
by the Fifty-first Congress, by virtue of whose crimes most of us 
are here. [Laughterand applause.| The Speaker has very prop- 
erly called our attention to the fact that the rule is one which 
has been made not by him but by this House, and has stated that, 
whatever may be his personal opinion, it is his duty to enforce 
the rulesof the House ashe reads them. If that be the case—and 
{ think that no one for a moment can deny it—it thereupon be- 
comes, and it is, the duty of this House to construe the rules which 
it has made and by which it requires its Speaker to be guided. 
Therefore, no matter what may be the personal opinion of the 
Speaker or his view of his duty, we, the Democratic majority of 
the Fifty-second Congress, have upon us now the responsibility, 
which we can not shirk, which we can not put elsewhere, of de- 
ciding, not whether we have faith in our Speaker—we do have 
that—but when there is relegated to us the interpretation of 
our own rules, whether we made, whether we intended to make, 
a rule which, as has been called to our attention, is more arbi- 
trary than anything which we denounced and which the people of 
this country sustained us in denouncing. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I appeal to this House, in the name 
of the constituency which I represent, to authorize us to go back 
to them and say that when attention was called to the fact that 
in the opinion of the Speaker this House had made such a mis- 
take as that, the House upon the very firstopportunity remedied 
that mistake. 

A MEMBER. The Speaker did not say anything of the kind. 

Mr. WARNER. I yield tothe gentleman from Maryland[Mr. 
RAYNER], reserving the rest of my time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. RAYNER. I ask the Chair to give me five minutes upon 
the question of the construction of this rule. Will not the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] consent to that? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of priv ilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RAYNER. I would like to present to the House, with 
great respect and deference to the Speaker, a decision of Mr. 
Speaker CARLISLE directly contrary to the decision made by 
the Chair to-day in reference to the construction of this rule. 
Will the gentleman |[Mr. CATCHINGs] let me present it? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwill not. I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. RAYNER. Well, I ask to have the decision of Speaker 
CARLISLE read. 

The SPEAKER. TheHouse will beinorder. The Chair will 
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the que LO! il {’ L 4 from } I 
Committee on Ru , has called » for consideration a repe 
from that committee, under section 51 of Rule XI, providin: 
that 

It ill always be ino rtocall u nsidei y report from tl 
‘om eon Rules, and pending the consi sation 1 Speaker may en 
tertain one motion that the House ad r! it aftert result is announced, 
he shall not entertain any other dilat ion until t l report sha 
have been fully dispos« 

When the report is so calle »p, the centlen mn New 
York [Mr. TRACEY] raises the qu on of considerat and the 
Chair decides that, by the rule t read, the Ho dete! 
mined that whenever a report of this charact d up it 

ill proceed to consider it, and therefore the « ( consid- 
eration can not be raised. The ntleman from Ni York ap 
peals from the decision of the Chair, and the gent f 
Mississippi moves to lay the appeal on the table. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from Mississip 

Mr. FITCH. Tellers. 


The SPEAKER. The gen 


cdemands te 


llers on the motio! 


Several MEMBERS. Yea 


The SPEAKER. The 
Mr. REED 


while 


ordering the yeas and nays). 


sippi will permit some discussion. 


The SPEAKER 


and nays). 


1nd nays. 


yeas and nays are demanded. 
Speaker was putting 


he question on 


I hope the gentleman from Missis- 


having put the question on ordering the yea 
A sufficient number, in the opinion of the Chair; and 


he yeas and nays are ordered. 


Mr. REED (as the Clerk proceeded to call the roll). I hop 
the gentleman from Mississippi will ask unanimous consent to 
permit some discussion on this question. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative 
yeas 178, nays 82, not voting 71; as follows: 


Abbott 
Alderson, 
Alexander 
Arnold, 
Babbitt 
Bailey 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Bartine 
seeman 
Beltzhoover 
Blanchard 














Bland, 
Blount 
Boatner 
Bower 
Brat 

Bre 

Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan 
Bullock, 
Butlet 
Byrns, 
Caminetti, 
Capehart 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Cate, 

{ Lapin 

( 

{ ) 
{ ‘ i 
Clover 
Cobb, Ala 
( » Mo 
Co well 
Compton 
Coop 

‘ 4 

( x, Tenn 
( Pa 
Crawford 
{ ] son 
Ou 
Amerman 
Andrew, 
Barwig 
Belden, 
Bentley, 
Bergen, 
soutelle, 
Bowman 
Brickner 





| Clancy, 
Coburn, 

| Coolidge, 

| Coombs 


* Covert 


YEAS—178 
Daniell Kyle 
Davis Lanham 
De Ari L on, Va 
Dixon, La G 
Dockery Lia 
Dungan, Le r.Ga 
Durborow, Lewis 
Edmunds, Lind 
Elliott Livingston 
I Long 
E pes Loud 
} e 2 
' 


I 
Forney 
ont 
I 





Halvorson 
Hamilton 
Hare 
Harries 
Hatch 
Haynes, Ohio 
Heard, 
Hemphill 


Henderson, N. C 


Herbe 
Hermanr 
Hooker, Miss 
Houk, Ohio 
ohnson, In 





f 


Cox 
Crain, Tex 
Cr ’ 

t 


De Forest 
Doan 

Dunphy, 
ring h 
noch 





I ‘ 

Funston 
Greenleaf 
Hal 

Hallow 
Harter, 
Haugen, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, N. Y 
Hopkins, Pa 
Hopkins, 1. 
Huff, 





(owe 5 
Part 
Pattersor n 
Pattor 
> 

n 

et } 

lal 





i 

Lagan, 
Lapham 
I 

I 


sckwood 


McKinney 
Miller 
Mitch 


ewberry, 
O'Donnell, 


O'Neil, Mas 
O'Neill, Pa 
Page, R. L 
Payne, 
Quackenbush, 
Raines, 

Ray, 

Rayner, 


Reyburn, 


Richardson, 
Robertson, La. 
Rockwell, 
Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
Seerley, 
Shively 
Simpson 
Smith, 
Snodgrass 





Stackhouse 
Stephenson, 
steward, Lil 
stewart, Tex. 
Stockdal 
Stone, Ky 

~~ f lm 

wee 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, EF. B 
Taylor, V 
Terry 

Tillm 
Townsend 
Tucker 

Wad 

Varwi 

W asl 

Wat l 
Weadoc!) 
Wheeler, Ala. 
White 
Whiting 
Williams, N.C 
William Lil 
Wilson, Wa 
Wilson, Mo 
Wi W. Va 
Winn 

Wise 

Youmar 





Turner, 

Van Horn 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Waugh, 
Wheeler, Mich 
Wike, 

Williams, Mass. 
Wilson, Ky 
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NOT VOTING—‘“1. 


Allen, Cheatham, Holman, Post, 
Atkinson Cockran, Houk, Tenn Powers, 
Bacon, Cummings, Hull, Reed, 
Belknap, Dalzell, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Pa 
Hingham, Dickerson, Kendall, Russell, 
Brawley, Dingley, Lane, Sanford, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dolliver, Lester, Va Scull, 
Broderick, Donovan, Little, Shell, 
Brosius, Enloe, Lodge, Shonk, 
Brown, Fellows McDonald, Springer, 
Brunner, Flick, McGann, Storer, 
Buchanan, Va Gillespie, McMillin, Stout, 
Bunn Griswold, Mills, Turpin, 
Bunting, Harmer, Morse, Wever, 
Bynum, Hayes, Iowa Mutchler, Willcox, 
Cadmus, Henderson, Iowa Page, Md Wolverton, 
Caldwell, Henderson, Ill. Pattison, Ohio Vright. 
Causey Hitt, Peel, 


So the motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. TRACEY (before the result of the vote was announced). | 
would like to have a recapitulation of the vote. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
is confined to his room on account of sickness, and I ask indefi- 
nite leave of absence for him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that indefinite leave of 
absence has already been granted. 

The Clerk will recapitulate the vote, at the request of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY]. 

The vote having been recapitulated, 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. SANFORD, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above siated. 

Mr. WARNER. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. It is whether the motion made by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to take up the report of the Committee on 
Rules and to have the previous question ordered thereon, before 
the reading of the Journal, is understood to be his individual 
motion or to be made by direction and on behalf of the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, that is nota 
parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman from Mississippi de- 
mands the previous question on the report of the Committee on 
Rules. As many as are in favor—— 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker- {Cries of ** Regular order!”} 
[ move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not inorder pending the de- 
mand for the previous question. The Chair will cause the rule 
to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[t shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous question 
hall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and sub- 
n : motion to commit, with or withoutinstructions, to a standing or select 


} 


and a motion to lay upon the table shall be in order on the sec- 
ond and third reading of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New York that the gentleman from Mississippi having been 
recognized to demand the previous question, the gentleman can 
not take him off the floor by interposing another motion until the 
vote is taken on the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will permit me—— 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi for the previous question. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. Now, I am willing to withdraw that motion if I can be 
heard. 

The SPEAKER. That motion isin order, but isnotdebatable. 

Mr. TRACEY. I will withdraw the motion for the present 
and desire to offer the following. 

TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman from New York has not 
the floor to offer anything. 

Mr. TRACEY. Why not? 

The SPEAKER. Because the gentleman from Mississippi has 
demanded the previous question. 

Mr. TRACEY. But this is in order under the rule. 
submit a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order after demand for the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. TRACEY. 

The SPEAKER. 
tee? 

Mr. TRACEY. It is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it up. 

The gentleman from Mississippi demands the previous question 
on the adoption of the report of the Committee on Rules, pend- 
ing which the gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] submits 
a motion to recommit. which the Clerk will read. 





mittee 


I wish to 


Or at any other time. 
Is this a motion to recommit to the commit- 


I wish tostate that my colleague[Mr. MILLs] | 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That the resolution be recommitted to the Committee on Rules with in- 
structions to report it back with the date Tuesday, March 22, changed to 
Monday, December 12; and Wednesday, March 23, to Tuesday, December 13; 
and Thursday, March 4, to Wednesday, December 14. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TRACEY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty-five membersonly have seconded the 
demand—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like tochange my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can change his vote if he 
cesires it. 

Mr. TRACEY. 


Ido. I demand the other side. 


The other side, those opposed to ordering the yeas and nays, 
having been counted, the SPEAKER announced that the yeas : 


and nays were ¢ 


rdered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 70, nays 202, not 


voting 59; as fol 


Amerman, 


| Andrew, 





Barwig, 
Beitzhoover 
Bentley, 
Brickner, 
Bunting, 
Bushnell, 
Cable, 
Campbell, 
Castle, 
*hapin, 
*hipman, 
ancy, 
‘oburn, 
Cockran, 
Coolidge, 
Coombs, 


rR 


Abboit, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Babbitt, 
Bailey, 
Baker, 
Bankhead, 
Bartine, 
Beeman, 
Belden, 
Belknap, 
Bergen, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, 
Bowman, 
Branch, 


| Breckinridge, Ark. 


Bretz, 


| Broderick. 


Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Bullock, 
Burrows, 
Butler, 
Bynum, 
Byrns, 
Caminetti, 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Cate, 
Clark, Wyo 
Clarke, Ala 
Clover, 
Cobb, Ala. 


| Cobb, Mo. 


Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 
Cox, Tenn. 
Crain, Tex 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Curtis, 


Atkinson, 
Bacon, 
Bingham, 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, N. J. 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bunn, 

Busey, 

Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Causey, 


lows: 


YEAS—70. 


Covert, 

Cox, N. Y. 
Craig. Pa. 
Crosby, 
Daniell, 

De Forest, 
Dunphy, 
Elliott, 
English, 
Fitch, 
Geissenhainer, 
Greenleaf, 
Hall, 
Hallowell, 
Harter, 
Hayes, lowa 
Herbert, 
Hoar, 


Hopkins, Pa. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kribbs, 
Lapham, 
Little, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
McAleer, 
McDonald, 
McKinney, 
Meyer, 
Miller, 
Mitchell, 
Newberry, 
O'Neil. Mass. 
Page, R. I. 
Page, Ma. 
Pearson, 


NA YS—202. 


Cutting, 
Daizell, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Dingley, 
Dixon, 

Doan, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Dungan, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, 

Enloe, 

Epes, 
Everett, 
Fithian, 
Flick, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 

Gantz, 
Geary. 
Goodnight, 
Grady, 
Griswold, 
Grout, 
Halvorson, 
Hamilton, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Harries, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Haynes, Ohio 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hermann. 
Hitt, 

Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker. N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Houk, Ohio 
Huff, 

Hull, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnstone, S. C. 
Jolley, 


Jones, 
Kem, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Kyle, 
Lagan, 
Lanham, 
Lawson, Va. 
Lawson, Ga. 
Layton, 
Lester, Ga. 
Lewis, 
Lind, 
Livingston, 
Long, 
Loud, 
Mallory, 
Mansur, 
Martin, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McKeighan, 
McKenna, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Milliken, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Moses, 
Norion, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Otis, 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, 
Parrett, 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Patton, 
Payne 
Paynter, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Pierce, 

Post, 

Powers, 
Price, 
Quackenbush, 


NOT VOTING—59. 


Cheatham, 
Cummings, 
Dickerson, 
Donovan, 
Durborow, 
Enochs, 
Fellows, 
Forman, 
Gillespie, 
Gorman, 
Henderson, Il}. 
Holman, 
Houk, Tenn 
Kendall, 
Lane, 


Lester, Va. 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
Mills, 

Morse, 
Mutchler, 
Pattison, Ohio 
Peel, 

Reed, 

Reilly. 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Robinson, Pa. 


Pendleton, 
Rayner, 

Rusk, 

Seerley, 
Sperry, 
Stahinecker, 
Stevens, 
Stump, 

Tracey, 

Van Horn, 
Warner, 
Wheeler, Mich. 
Wike, 
Williams, Mass. 
Wilson, Ky. ‘ 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Raines, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Richardson. 
Robertson, La. 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
Shively, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stackhouse, 
Stephenson, 
Steward, Ill. 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Ill. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, V. A 
Terry, 
Tillman, 
‘Townsend, 
‘Tucker, 
Turner, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, N. C. 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, Mo 
Winn, 

Wise, 
Wright. 


Rockwell, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Scull, 
Shell, 
Shonk, 
Snow, 
Springer, 
Stout, 
Turpin, 
Wever, 
Willcox, 
Wolverton, 
Youmans. 
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So the motion to recommit was rejected. : vi 

Mr. REED. I did not vote, Mr. Speaker, being paired with 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. If he had been 
present I should have voted ‘‘no” on this question. 

I am requested to state that the gentleman from Massachusetts 


this House will be held responsible for what is done and for what 
is not done. 

I desire to remark here that the gentleman from Maine spoke 
on that subject in words of soberness, and he uttered a truth, of 
which he is not by any means the discoverer, but the existence 
[Mr. LopGE], if present, would have voted “‘no” on this proposi- | of which he and his party learned in the school of an unpleasant 
tion. experience, an experience which, though it has greatly lessened 

Mr. CAUSEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote re-| their numbers on the floor of this House, may we not hope has 
corded on this question. also increased their wisdom and respect for the rights of the 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman within the Hall at the | minority. 5 ; 
time his name was called and failed to hear it? : As one of the independents on this floor, L have sat and pa- 

Mr. CAUSEY. I came in immediately after my name was tiently listened to the words of fatherly advice that have come 
ealled. from the lips of that gentleman [Mr. REED] for the benefit of my 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request untutored mind; but itis a question whether we will be governed 
under the rule. by it when we reflect that this gentleman and his associates 

Mr.CAUSEY. Ishould have voted for the motion to recommit. | failed to profit by it themselves, when we reflect that it was un- 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, on the resolution reported from sought on our part; neither was it given in a manner calculated 
the Committee on Rules in reference to the consideration of the | to impress us with the belief that it was even well intended. 





silver bill I agreed to pair with my colleague, Mr. MUTCHLER, The question of setting a day for the consideration of the re- 
who is necessarily detained from the House. If present he would | port of the committee has been left to this House, and we find 
vote ee” and I would vote ‘‘no” on the pending motion. a disposition here to postpone its consideration lest it might 

Mr. WALKER. lLask a verification of the vote. affect the interests of some political party or the chances for the 


The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the vote. success of some political candidate. [would that I could believe 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- that is the only reason for desiring a postponement; but I can not 


pense with the recapitulation. disabuse my mind of the idea that other influences are at work 
Mr. WALKER. I withdraw my demand. upon this body. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts. I object, Mr. Speaker, _ That the influence of two great creditor nations of the world, 
and ask a verification of the vote. England and Germany, is opposed to this kind of legislation 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the recapitulation. there can be no question. That the influence of the creditor 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | classof our own country is now being brought to bear upon mem- 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the demand for bers of this House, who are being importuned to forget the pledges 
the previous question. and to break the promises that they have made to a confiding 
The previous question was ordered. people who have given them seats on the floor of this House, is 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule thirty minutes will be al- | 4ls0 not to be questioned. cf eS 
lowed for debate, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman | [ do not care to discuss or argue the question of free coinage 
from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] to control fifteen minutes of | &t this time, but I desire to call the attention of the members of 
that time, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] fifteen min- this House and, through the RECORD, the attention of the people 
utes on the other side. of the country to one of the methods that is being made use of, 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I will yield the fifteen minutes which I that is, of sending circular letters to the different posts of the 
am allowed to control to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. | Grand Army of the Republic throughout the country, an organ- 


BLAND] ization in which I have the honor of membership, an organiza- 
Mr. REED. I would like to ask unanimous consent that gen- NThe SPEAKER. The nape pg ed has expired 

Oe a ee Mr. MCKEIGHAN. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed to 
Mr. REED. In the RECORD ’ extend my remarks in the RECORD. 


The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Maine asks unanimous | ,, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Mc- 
consent that gentlemen who address the House may extend their KEIGHAN] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection. we A he pees s caiintieatia teen case 
Mr. OWENS. Will other gentlemen have the right to print | {yt HAS) there ebiect. ; 
e *ks j > CO 2 3 > issj ners . 4 . é aN TUE. . 
oe in the REcoRD? Is that permission to be general or The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
7 : : ; : Mr. BLAND. I hope that unanimous consent will be allowed 
a I did not make that request, but I have no objec- to all gentlemen who desire to do so to print remarks in the 
PAN 4 ‘ 5 RECORD. There is no time for debate upon this question. 
~ ye wees ace submit that request The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted that request and there 
Unanimous consent is asked that all gentlemen desiring to sub- oe I hope that consent will be made general 
see a“ ao. — ——" be allowed to print them in the The SPEAKER. The Chair has already submitted that re- 
Mr COWLES “' aa = quest, but will submit it again. Unanimous consent is asked 
The SPEAKER Objection is made that all gentlemen who desire to do so may be allowed to print 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, what is the pending | "€™@Ts upon this question in the RECORD. 


question? Mr. WALKER. I hope there will be no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER. he Clerk will read the pending report. eee, some. ceten of * Hagular order!) 
The Clerk read as follows: i; aa . : 





Mr. RAYNER. Ido not object to gentlemen who have made 
Resolved, That on Tuesday, the 22d day of March, immediately after the 


_—, oat fone h scones tho bit YE be ntae »marks on the floor extending them in the RECORD. 

morning hour, the House proceed to the consideration of the (H. R. 4426), 5 AN ees ead 7 ila 
being a bill for the free colnnae of gold and silver, for the issue of coin notes, Mr. BLAN D. I —~ ye ld three minutes to the gentleman 
and for other purposes; and should said bill be not sooner disposed of, the | from Colorado [Mr. TOWNSEND]. 

House shall continue the consideration thereof, beginning on each day im- Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, it has been a matter of sur- 
mediately after the morning hour during Wednesday, the #34, and Thursday, prise to me that there should be so much opposition to the con- 


the Mth, days of March. : > . ° . 
sideration of silver on the part of certain gentlemen. During 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri[Mr. BLAND]. | the last Congress it will be recollected by every member who 
Mr. BLAND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ne- | was a member of that Congress that the gentleman from New 
braska |[Mr. MCKEIGHAN]. York [Mr. TRACEY] and others, who were members of that 
Mr. MCKEIGHAN. Mr. Speaker, for the first time in this ses- | House, were insisting upon the consideration of the silver bill 
sion I have presumed to trespass for afew minutes upon the time | most persistently. On every vote that went to the overruling of 
of the House. As a member of the Committee on Coinage I am | the decision of the Speaker of that Congress the votes of those 
pleased to say that there have been no unpleasant feelings ex- gentlemen were promptly and cheerfully given. It was a solid 
pressed, and I believe that none have been engendered between | and united vote. Hence, I am surprised to see so much division 
the majority and the minority members of that committee. I | upon that great question. I supposed thatthe Democratic party 
took no partin the discussion or in the adoption of the rules that | was unanimously in favor of free silver; and now that they have 
now govern this House. Believing as I did that the majority | an overwhelming majority in this House and are about to enter 
ought to be held responsible for legislation, I believed that jus- | a national campaign, where it will be considered by the country, 
tice and fair dealing demanded that the majority should be gov- 


I want to see the record clearly and distinctly made. 
erned by such rules as they might see fitto adopt. In the lan- Now, we in the West believe in the free coinage of silver. We 





guage of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] the majority in ' believe it is a necessity for the whole country. We believe that 
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the act of 1873, which demonetized silver, was a most ruinous and 
fatal act. We believe that it has done great injury to the people 
of the United States; that it has brought more ills in its train 
than war, pestilence, and famine combined; and it is gratifying 
to me that the Treasury Department are beginning to look at it 
in the same manner. As I have only a moment, I desire to have 
read an extract from aspeech recently delivered by the Hon. A. 
B. Nettleton, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, referring to 
that act. It is the most sensible suggestion upon that subject 
from that Department in eighteen years. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is the hard fact of the present situation, and not controversies over an- 
cient history, that we of the present, having “ malice toward none and char- 
ity for all,”’ need to consider 

And what is the present situation? 

The policy of discarding one of the two precious metals and basing the 
finance and commerce of the world upon the other alone has been entered 
upon, but it has not been consummated; the process has not been finished, 
much less have its full results been witnessed or its cumulative fruits gath- 
ered. The question for present solution, as I understand it, is: Shail this 
movement be considered beneficent and be carried forward to its completion 
in both hemispheres, or shall it be pronounced the crowning mistake of the 
century, which ought to be cured by prompt and sweeping reversal? For 
myself there is no need to hesitate concerning an answer. So far as the 
American Republic can influence opinion and events, I believe we owe it to 
ourselves, to neighbor nations on both sides of the sea, and to all the genera- 
tions of posterity, to stand like a stone wall in the pathway of this embodied 
fallacy, turn back the tide of this destructive blunder, and in all reasonable 
ways within the lines of assured safety, but with every energy of the nation, 
work to reéstablish the theory and the policy that throughout Christendom 
gold and silver together and not one alone suall serve as the enduring basis 
of the world’s prosperity . 

I believe this answer voices the intelligent sentiment of nine-tenths of the 
American people. By tradition and conviction we are and ought to be a 
nation of bimetallists. With unimportant exceptions, whatever of division 
exists or is likely to exist among our citizens upon this question is one of 
time and method for effecting the reform, and not one of fact or ultimate 

urpose. The public man or the political party that shall act upon a dif- 

erent theory as tothe state of public opinion in this country will be promptly 
and rudely disillusioned. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. I reserve the balance of my time, until I can 
hear from the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts. It is eminently fitting, 
Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman who opened this discussion un- 
der the five-minute rule should be a member of the Farmers’ 
Alliance party, because that is the only party in the United States 
which has adopted a free-coinage platform, and which, so far as 
I know, advocates the free coinage of silver. A vote has been 
taken which shows that there are seventy Democrats in this House 
who oppose the free coinage of silver; and I take it, will oppose 
it to the bitter end. Now, Mr. Speaker, these men are the Dem- 
oecrats of this House. [Great laughter.] Yes, you may laugh. 
Bad consciences require some consolation, and you will find need 
of consolation before the Democratic party has got through with 
its explanation to the people of this country why it left the free 
coinage of silver out of its platform of 1888, refused to put it in, 
and then appealed to the people of this country upon the ground 
that it was opposed to the free coinage of silver 

Several MEMBERS. And got beaten. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts. It justified its Administra- 
tion of four years in its opposition to silver,and now appears here 
in the name of Democracy, giving the lie to those pledges made 
to the people. I tell you, Democrats of the South and West, you 
will hearfrom this business. Inthe North pledges to the people 
mean something. 

Mr. OWENS. May lLask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts. No, sir; you may not ask 
me aquestion. [Laughter.] 

Pledges in the North mean something. Upon the pledges of 





the Democracy a great majority has been made out of a minority. 
You see what is left of the Republican majority of the last Con- 
gress. How was the majority made up? 


Mr. BOUTELLE. By lying. [Laughter on the Republican 
sidk a 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts. It was made up by acces- 
sions from your party, and if you get the seceders back it will be 
because the Democratic party has been false to the pledges upon 
which they came into our party and voted with us. 

Mr. Speaker, a day of reckoning will come upon this question. 
With the establishment of free coinage by Democratic votes, re- 
form of the tariff is atanend. I tell you, Mr. Speaker, that the 
people of the North can stand taxation under unjust laws, and 
will stand it if need be, but they are not yet ready to go into na- 
tional bankruptcy and pay 70 cents on the dollar. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, that reckoning will come to those Democrats 
who are trying to make a Farmers’ Alliance party out of the 
Democratic party; but let me assure you that you have got to de- 
cide between one of two things—either the Farmers’ Alliance of 
the South or a Democratic alliance with the North. [Applause.] 
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One of the two you must come to. This question goes deeper 
into politics than anybody supposes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Youare right about that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts. And the organization of 
this House has been directed to forcing this question upon the 
House. I do not know, Mr. Speaker, whether it is more impor- 
tant that Congressmen should be returned here from Georgia and 
Mississippi or whether a Democratic President shall be elected 
in 1892. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I cordially agree for once with the 
gentleman from Massachusetts[Mr. WILLIAMS]. He has pointed 
out to this House that this vast Democratic majority which is 
now here was procured by false pledges to the people, pledges 
which are in process of being broken. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] He himself has signalized one instance already 
before us, and there is no doubt that the rest of his party will 
carefully point out by their actionstheother. Indeed, the party 
all day long has been engaged in the noble work of uncovering 
itself to the gaze of the American people. Upon the ground 
that they were going to give a sound currency, and that they 
were truer friends of gold than the Republicans could possibly 
be, they stole a march upon us in the North, and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts has fitly characterized the result. 

Upon the delusive and false statement that improper means 
had been used in the government of the House they went before 
the people denouncing actions which they have this very day sur- 
passed. [Applause and cries of “That's so!”] They themselves 
have overridden what they call the sacred rights of the minority 
with aheavier horsehoof than they were ever ridden over before. 
Look at it! Here this day, gentlemen, you have deliberately sus- 
tained the overruling of the decision of your Democratic Speaker, 
Mr. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, in the Fiftieth Congress, a ruling 
which will be found on the six hundred and seventy-seventh page 
of the ninety-ninth volume, second session of that Congress. 
You have to-day overruled the declaration of that Democratic 
Speaker that no business can be transacted until the Journal of 
the House has been adopted. In your eagerness to override 
what you call the rights of the minority, you have overridden 
the decision of a Speaker whom you have hitherto professed that 
you delighted to honor. What a strange spectacle! 

Here are two-thirds of your capital stock in the last election 
flung to the winds. {Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side.} And, as the gentleman from Massachusetts well says, 
when the people get an opportunity to expose you they will 
gladly rectify the frightful mistake which they made in the 
year 1890. Never since the world was created was there such an 
instance of the swift flight of lying victorious over the slow 
march of truth. [Applause on the Republican side and laugh- 
ter.] But, in the long run, truth overtakes the lie and tramples 
it to the ground, and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] already hears the tramp of the march of the grand 
army of truth, sometimes delayed, sometimes defeated, but in the 
end eternally triumphant. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. TERRY. You ought not to grumble at our mistakes. 

Mr. REED. Idonot. [anticipate them. [Laughter.] I now 
yield five minutes to my colleague from Maine | Mr. BOUTELLE}. 

" Mr.BOUTELLE. Mr.Speaker, in accord with the overwhelm- 
ing majority of the Republican party I am opposed to the free coin- 
age ofsilver. Iam equally opposed to assisting certain gentlemen 
to perpetuate upon this country the fraud of 1890, which has been 
proclaimed here to-day by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. WILLIAMS], although he failed to state that he not only pro- 
claimed it but represented it here. [Applause and laughter.] In 
the campaign of 1890, in the States of Maine, Massachusetts, and 
elsewhere, the Republican party were arraigned for unscundness 
on the silver question, and Boston Democractic newspapers felic- 
itated the country upon the election of this Democratic House 
upon the ground that sounder legislation upon the silver ques- 
tion from the Eastern standpoint might be expected from an 


| overwhelmingly Democratic House than had come from the Re- 


publican Fifty-first Congress. 

{ am in favor, Mr. Speaker, of deciding the question of free 
coinage now, if we are to be called upon to decide it all. [Ap- 
plause.] I would be glad of an opportunity to vote upon it and 
to vote against it. I am not in favor of obscuring, in a great 
Presidential campaign, one of the leading issues that ought to 
go before the people for the sake of aiding the State of Massa- 
chusetts to maintain a Mugwump kindergarien at the expense of 
the United States. [Laughter and applause. |} 

These gentlemen have unmasked their batteries here to-day. 
They have advertised by their own motion that all they want is 
a postponement of this question until December 5. Mr. Speaker, 
the safest time to free thiscountry from the danger of free silver 
coinage is the present. Everybody knows that that question is 
weaker even on the Democratic side of this House now than it 
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will be in December, after the pressure of the political and busi- in which the weal or woe of this country is invol\ 


ness interests of the East, of New York and other antisilver sec- 
tions, is taken off from the free-silver Democrats on the other 
side. While I hope and believe that the Senate of the United 
States is ready to interpose a Republican obstacle that can not 
be overcome, I know and we all know that a free-coinage bill 
passing Congress to-day or at this session is absolutely sure to 
meet itsdeath blow at the hands of the Executive elected by the 
Republican party. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen from Massachusetts, these 
guileless political infants [laughter] and prodigies of statesman- 
ship, are not going to persuade the Republican party into the 
old-fashioned business of pulling chestnuts out of the fire for their 
delectation; and I give notice here and now that, opposed as | am 
to free silver coinage, I will not consent, either by my inaction 
or by my vote, in any possible way, toaid the postponement of this 
question so as to enable the Democratic party to go before the 

ple evading this great issue, so as to enable the gentleman 
an Massachusetts to go on the stump in his State and say, as 
he said afew moments ago, that the votes of 70 Democrats on 
that side represented the views of the Democratic party; that on 
the silver question the Democratic party occupied the position 
of hostility to free coinage taken by that minority of 70 votes. 
We shall have a square issue on this question, and if it is neces- 
sary by my vote to bring the question to a direct vote in this 
Congress, so that the American people can have before them a 
square, unmistakable record of the Republican and the Demo- 
cratic party—an indisputable record of the vote of all parties in 
this House, Republicans on one side against free coinage and 
Democrats on the other in favor of it, I shall, in accordance with 
the principle which governed me in the last Congress, give to 
the majority elected to this House, a majority that has been so 


loudly boasted as representing the sentiment of the country, an | 


opportunity to disclose their idea of what they were sent here to 
do. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. BLAND. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE}. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, [conceive that there is but one 
course, and that is the right course, for Democratic members 
on this floor, to keep faithfully the pledges they made to an over- 
whelming majority of the people of this country, that they 
favored and have ever favored a bill for the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver. Gentlemen on the other side talk about what the 
action of the Democratic party has been in the past. Do they 
know that within the last three years twenty-eight different Dem- 
ocratic State conventions have in their platforms declared for 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver? 

You say that the Democracy has no record on this question. 
The people have spoken on this question in overwhelming ma- 
jority through their State conventions and through their action 
in sending here their representatives on this floor. The majority 
that we have here torday is a rebuke to the methods of the gen- 
tleman from Maine and to the platform upon which in 1888 his 

arty deceived the people when declaring in their national plat- 
orm that they favored the coinage of gold and silver. Your 
party [addressing the Republican side] is the one that deceived 
the people of the country on this question. The Democratic 
party having pledged itself to the people in favor of the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver in the platform of 1884, the one on 
which President Cleveland was elected, and having ignored the 
question in the platform of 1888, your party took it up and upon 
it won the election and secured a majority on this floor. 

The Representatives of the Democratic party now on this floor 
propose to keep faithfully the pledges that they made to the 
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solve itself into the simple question whether the ‘mocratic 


party or the Republican party is goin rain a political advan- 
tage, whether a Democrat in Maine or Massachusetts, or a Re- 
publican somewhere else, will be hurt 


| say, Mr. Speaker, this is a question of 
and importance to be treated in such a ner. Lama Demo- 
crat, and I expect to vote for the free coinage of silver. A gen- 
tleman may be a Democratelsewhere and vote against it. I have 
no quarrel with him. I do not undertake to read him out of the 
party, and I do not intend to be read out myself. This is a mat- 
ter on which Republicans and Democrats alike differ. Itisa 
great public question that ought considered outside of and 
independent of any party exigency connected with it. Itshould 
not be a party question in any way. 

Now, the gentleman from Maine | Mr. REED] has alluded some- 
what to the proceedings of the last Congress, comparing it with 
this in arbitrary ruling. The Speaker of this House is simply 
enforcing a rule of the House—a ri that was made for what 
purpose?’ In order to prevent dilatory motions, filibustering tac- 
tics, and for the consideration of great public questions like this. 
He has referred to how this report was called up before the Jour- 
nal was read, how the Speaker entertained the motion to take it 
up for consideration before the reading of the Journal. If it was 
not in order then, and it was called up, or attempted to be called 
up, after the Journal was read, any gentleman here or any num- 
ber of them might get up and offer amendment after amendment 
and continue this House in session or compel it to adjourn from 
day to day, no business being transacted unless we laid this aside 
altogether. 

In this manner the rule itself would defeated and rendered 
anullity. We had nosuchrule when Mr. CARLISLE was Speaker, 
and his ruling on that occasion to which reference was made 
does not apply to this question at all. 

Now, f hope we may have a vote on the question, and when 
the time comes for the consideration of the proposition on its 
merits [ will ask to be heard. 

Before taking my seat I renew the request of the gentleman 
from Nebraska | Mr. MCKEIGHAN] to print. The gentleman tells 
me that the objection to extending his remarks has been with- 
drawn. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”) 

Mr. REED. We must have consent for all or for none. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. REED. Have [ not one minute left of my time? 

The SPEAKER. According to the. time taken at the 


too great magnitude 


mat 


to b 


1\a 
Lif 


pe 


desk, 


| the gentleman used five minutes himself. 


Mr. REED. I had an impression that I had used but four. 


| But events were somewhat crowded. 


A MEMBER. 
ter.] 

Mr. WALKER. I ask once more, Mr. Speaker, the privilege 
of submitting a request for unanimous consent to allow gentle- 
men to submit remarks on this question and have them printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. PIERCE. 
order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is equiv- 
alent to an objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
to amend the rule? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
understanding. 


You used to count better thanthatonce. [Laugh- 


[ join in that request. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 


Would it be in order, Mr. Speaker, to ask 
The previous question has been ordered. 


I know; but we all want to arrive at a fair 
I want to ask the gentleman who introduced the 


| resolution if he is willing to amend it so as to provide for a day 


peopleall over thisland. [ask any Democratic Representative— | 


a majority of this House propose to keep these pledges—in 


what attitude will you be as a Democrat when you go back to | 


your people before whom you advocated the free coinage of sil- 


ver, if to-day you vote to postpone this question or vote not to | 


consider it. Do you think that the people can be deceived? 
you think that they are fools,that you have simply to make pledges 
and promises at home and then when you come here upon this 
floor, being in the majority and responsibleas a party to the people 
of the country that you can sneak off and not face this question 
as Democrats should do at any and all times? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
is entitled to the floor for four minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. I regret, Mr. Speaker, that so important a 
question as this, one that divides political parties, one that the 

2ople of the United States during the last eighteen years have 

iscussed in all sectionsof the country, one that ought to receive 
the unbiased attention of this House without regard to party, 
should be brought down in its consideration to the low plane of 
party expediency. I say it is to be regretted that a great issue, 


Do 


certain when this question shall be voted upon? 

Mr. BLAND. We will have a vote on it when the proper time 
comes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
‘* Regular order!”} 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the 
port of the Committee on Rules. ' 


Why not put it in the rulenow? [Cries of 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts. On that I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 190, nays 85, not 


voting 56; as follows: 


YEAS—190. 
Abbott 
Alderson 


Alexande1 


Belknap 
sergen, 


slanchard 


Brookshire 
Bryan, 


Sullock, 


Cate, 
Clark, Wyo 
Clarke, A 


Allen, sland, Burrows Clover, 
Arnold, Blount, Busey, Cobb, Ala 
Babbitt s0atner, Butler, Cogswell 
Bailey, Boutelle, Bynum, Cooper, 
Baker, Bowers, Byrns owle 


Bankhead 
Bartine, 
Beeman 
Belden, 


Bowman 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 


Caminetti 
Capehart 
Caruth, 
Catchings 


Ce 
or Tenn 
Crain, Tex 
Cr { ] 
Cc 


ulberson, 





. 
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. 
i 
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Cutting Henderson, Iowa Milliken, Steward, D1. 
Dalzell Henderson, N.C. Montgomery, Stewart, Tex. 
Davis, Hermann, Moore, Stockdale, 

De Armond Hitt Moses, Stone, W. A. 
Dixor Hooker, Miss. Norton Stone, Ky. 
Doan Hooker, N. Y. Oates, Sweet, 
Dockery, Hopkins, D1 O'Donnell, Tarsney, 
Dolliver, Huff, O’Ferrall Taylor, E. B. 
Dungan Hull O'Neill, Mo. Taylor, J.D. 


Edmunds, Johnson, Ind. Otis, Taylor, V. A. 
Ellis Johnson, N. Dak. Owens Terry, 
Enloe, Johnstone, S.C Parrett, Tillman, 
Enochs, Jolley, Patterson,Tenn. Townsend, 
Epes, Jones, Patton, Tucker, 
Everett, Ken, Paynter, Turner, 
Fithian, Kilgore, Pendleton, Walker, 
Flick Kyle, Perkins, Warwick, 
Forman, Lanham. Pickler, Washington, 
Forney, Lawson, Va Pierce, Watson, 
Fowler, Lawson, Ga. Post, Waugh, 
Fyan, Layton, Price, Weadock, 
Gantz, Lester, Ga Raines, Wheeler, Ala. 
Geary, Lewis, Randall, White, 
Goodnight, Lind, Richardson, Whiting, 
Gorman, Livingston, Rife, Wike, 
Grady, Long, Robertson, La. Williams, N. C. 
Griswold, Loud, Sayers, Williams, Ill. 
Halvorson Mallory, Scott, Wilson, Wash. 
Hamilton, Mansur, Seerley, Wilson, Mo. 
Hare, Martin, Shively, Wilson, W. Va. 
Harries, McClellan, Simpson, Winn, 
Hatch, McCreary, Smith, Wise, 
Haugen, McKeighan, Snodgrass, Wright, 
Haynes, Ohio McMillin, Snow, Youmans. 
Heard, McRae, Stackhouse, 
Hemphill, Meredith, Stephenson, 
NAYS—85. 

Amerman, Cox, N.Y Houk, Ohio Ray, 
Andrew, Crosby, Johnson, Ohio Rayner, 
Barwig, Curtis, Ketcham, Reyburn, 
Beltzhoover Daniell, Kribbs, Rusk, 
Bentley, De Forest, Lapham, Sperry, 
Brickner, Dunphy, Little, Stahinecker, 
Buchanan, N. J Durborow, Lockwood, Stevens, 
Bunting, Eliott, Lynch, Stone, C. W. 
Bushnell English, McAleer, Storer, 
Cable, Fitch, McDonald, Stump, 
Campbell, Funston, McKinney, Taylor, Il. 
Castie, Geissenhainer, Miller, Taylor, Tenn. 
Causey Greenleaf, Mitchell, Tracey, 
Chapin, Grout, Newberry, Van Horn, 
Chipman, Hall, O'Neil, Mass. Wadsworth, 
Clancy, Hallowell, O'Neill, Pa. Warner, 
Cobb. Mo Harmer, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Mich. 
Coburn, Harter, Page, R. I. Williams, Mass. 
Cockran, Hayes, lowa Page, Md. Wilson, Ky. 
Coolidge, Herbert, Payne, 
Coombs, Hoar, Pearson, 
Covert, Hopkins, Pa. Powers, 

NOT VOTING—5S. 
Atkinson Compton, Lester, Va. Reilly, 
Bacon Craig, Pa. Lodge, Robinson, Pa. 
Bingham, Cummings, Magner, Rockwell, 
Brawley, Dickerson, MeGann, Russell, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dingley, McKaig, Sanford, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Donovan, McKenna, Scull, 
Brosius, Fellows, Meyer, Shell, 
Brown, Gillespie, Mills, Shonk, 
Brunner, Henderson, [1] Morse, Springer, 
Buchanan, Va Holman, Mutchler, Stout, 
Bunn, . Houk, Tenn Pattison, Ohio Turpin, 
Cadmus. Kendall, Peel, Wever, 
Caldwell, Lagan, Quackenbush, Willcox, 
Cheatham, Lane, Reed, Wolverton. 


So the report was adopted. 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. BACON with Mr. DINGLEY, on this vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
paired with the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. 


I desire to state that I am 


were present, he would vote *‘ ay ” and I should vote *‘ no.” 


Mr. REED. I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, 


Mr. SPRINGER. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ no.” 


Mr. FITCH. At the proper time I should like to ask a reca- 


pitulation of the vote. 


The SPEAKER. Now is the proper time. 


If he 


Mr. FITCH. I make that request. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. REILLY. Idesire tostate, Mr, Speaker, that Iam paired 
with my colleague, Mr. MUTCHLER. If he were present, I would 
‘‘aye” and he would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. TUCKER. My colleague, Mr. BUCHANAN of Virginia, is 
unavoidably detained from the House. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, the motion to reconsider the 
last vote taken was laid on the table. 

THE JOURNAL. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday. [Laughter.] 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

THE IMMIGRATION LAWS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 

Secretary of State, transmitting a copy of acommunication from 
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the United States minister at London, calling attention to an 
error in the act of Congress approved March 3, 1891; which was 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the Select Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


WORLD'S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


_ The SPEAKERalso laid before the House aletter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates for an 
appropriation for the board of lady managers of the World’s Co- 
lumbian Exposition for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893; 
which was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, WAR DEPARTMENT, FISCAL 

YEAR 1892, 

The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting,in compliance with section 193, Re- 
vised Statutes, a report of the receipts and expenditures of the 
War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2568) for the relief of the inhabitants of the town 
of Chelan, in Okanogan County, State of Washington; and 

A bill (H. R. 3933) to set apart a tract of land in the State of 
California for the use of the Lick Observatory of the astronomi- 
cal department of the University of California. 

Italso announced that the Senate had passed the following oon- 
current resolution: 

Concurrent resolution to print on See Abstract of the United States 
or . 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 12,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for thi 
year 1891, prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department, 3, 
copies for the use of the members of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use of the 
members of the House of Representatives and 3,000 copies for the use of the 
Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department; in which concurrence was ré- 
quested. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. CUMMINGS, on motion of Mr. FELLOWS, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave of absence on account of sickness. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of the 
court in the French spoliation claims arising out of the seizure 
of the schooner Betsey and the brig Russell; which was ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. SHELL, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. KENDALL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. : 

To Mr. WRIGHT, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. CraiG of Pennsylvania, for twelve days, on account of 
important business. ; , 

To Mr. Brostus, until Tuesday next, on account of important 
business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
orted that the committee had examined and found truly enrolied 
nills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, sr. 

A bill (S. 821) to provide for a term of the circuit and district 

court at Littleton, x. Hi. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the regular 
order be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Messachanotts. Mr. Speaker, I call up the pen- 
sion appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
O’NEIL] calls up the pension appropriation bill. The Clerk will 
report the pe amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 25, on page 2 of the bill, insert the following: 

‘Provided further, That no fee shall be paid to any member of an examin- 
ing board unless personally present and assisting in the examination of ap- 
plicant.”’ 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, on this amend- 
ment the yeas and nays were called last Saturday, evidently be- 
cause there was not a quorum present. I now ask unanimous 
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consent that the order for the yeas and nays be vacated, and that 
we act upon the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
O’NEIL] asks unanimous consent that the order requiring the 
yeas and nays to be taken on the amendment be vacated. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. FITCH. I ask what the amendment is. 

Mr. GROUT. I have just at this moment entered the Hall, 
and I do not know what the pending question is. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, J ask that the amendment be 
again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to ask somebody who ought 
to know whether that amendment is not exactly the existing 
law; and if it is, why we should be bothered for a day and a half 
in reénacting it? ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for unani- 
mous consent for the order requiring a roll call on the amend- 
pent be dispensed with? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I want to say, in reply to the 
gentleman from Maine, that I understand it is the existing law. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered, 
and debate is not in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does not the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts so understand it? 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROUT. I move to recommit the bill with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. That will come a little later. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Idemand the previous ques- 
tion on the final passage of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Massachusetts demands 
the previous question on the final passage of the bill; and, pend- 
ing that, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] moves to 
recommit the bill with instructions. 

Mr. GROUT. Imove to recommit with the instructions which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out on page 2, in lines 5, 6, and 7, the words ‘‘one hundred and 
thirty-three millions and forty-eight thousand three hundred and sixty-six 
dollars’? and insert the words “one hundred and forty-four millions nine 
hundred and fifty-six thousand dollars.”’ 


Mr. GROUT. On that I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont moves to re- 
commit with instructions, to what committee? 

Mr. GROUT. To the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GROUT. 
recommit. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I desire to offer a substitute. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont to take the vote on this proposition by yeas 
and nays. . 

Mr. DE ARMOND. 
tion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered, and a substitute would not be in order. 

Mr. DEARMOND. I tried to get recognition before the vote 
was taken on ordering the previous question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


I do. 


I demand the yeas and nays on the motion to 


[ desire to offer a substitute for the mo- 





Bullock, 
Bunting, 
Busey, 
Bushnell, 
Butler, 
Byrns, 
Cable, 
Caminetti, 
Caruth, 
Castle, 
Catchings, 
Cate, 
Causey, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo 
Cockran, 
Coolidge, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, 
Cowles, 
Cox, N. Y. 
Cox, Tenn. 
Craig, Pa. 
Crawford, 
Crosby, 
Culberson, 
Daniell, 
De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dixon, 
Dockery, 
Dungan, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 


Atkinson, 
Bacon, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Boatner, 
Brawley 
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Elliott, 

Ellis, 
English, 
Enloe, 

Epes, 
Everett, 
Fellows, 
Fithian, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Gantz, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Greenleaf, 
Hallowell, 
Hamilton, 
Hare, 
Harries, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, lowa 
Haynes, Ohio 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, N.C 
Herbert, 
Hoar, 
Hooker, Miss 
Houk, Ohio 
Johnson, Ohio 
Johnstone, 8S. C 
Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, Va. 


i 

I 

Le 

Little 
Livingston 
Lockwood 
Long 
Lynch, 
Mallory, 
Mansur, 
Martin 
McKaig, 
McKinney, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Miller, 
Mitchell, 
Montgomery, 
Moses, 
Norton 

O' Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass 
O'Neill, Mo 
Outhwaite, 
Owens, 
Page. R.I. 
Page. Ma. 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, 
Pierce, 
Price, 
Richardson, 
Sayers, 


NOT VOTING—99. 


Compton, 
Covert, 
Crain, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Dickerson, 
Donovan, 


Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bunn, 

Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Capehart, 
Cheatham, 
Chapin, 
Chipman, 
Clover, 
Coburn, 
Cogswell, 


Flick, 

Fyan, 

Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillespie, 
Harmer, 
Heard, 
Henderson, lowa 
Henderson, Il. 
Hermann, 
Holman, 
Houk, Tenn 
Kendall, 

Kyle, 

Lagan, 

Lane, 
Lanham, 
Layton, 


Lester, Va. 
Lodge, 
Magner, 
McAleer, 
McClellan, 
McGann, 
McKenna, 
MeMillin, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 

Moore, 

Morse, 
Mutchler, 
Newberry, 
Vates, 
Patterson, Tenn 
Pattison, Ohio 
Peel, 

Pickler, 
Quackenbush, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 

Reed, 

Rife, 
Robertson, La. 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of 


the day: 
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Scull, 

Seerley, 

Shively, 

Snow, 

Sperry, 

Stackhouse, ; 
Stevens, { 
Steward, Ill. } 
Stewart, Tex. ht 
Stockdale, 

Stone, Ky 

Stump, 

Tarsney, 

Terry, 

Tillman, 

Tracey, 

Tucker, 

Turner, 

Van Horn, { 
Warner, ‘ 
Washington ‘ 
Watson, 

Weadock, 

Wheeler, Ala. 

Wheeler, Mich. 

Whiting, 

Wike, 

Williams, Mass, 

Williams, N.C. 

Williams, 111. 

Wilson, Mo 

Wilson, W. Va. 

Winn, 

Wise. 


Robinson, Pa. 
Rockwell, 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Shell, 
Shonk, 
Snodgrass, 
Springer 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Stout, 
Taylor, Il. 
Taylor, E. B. 
ee 
Wadsworth, 
Warwick 
Wever, 
Willcox, 
Wolverton, 
Wright, 
Youmans 





The question was taken; and there were—yeas 70, nays 162, not 
voting 99; as follows: 


Baker, Doan, Jolley, Reilly, 
Bartine, Dolliver, Kem, Reyburn, 
Belden, Enochs, Ketcham, Scott, 
Belknap, Forman, Lind, Simpson, 
Bergen, Funston, Loud, Smith, 
Boutelle, Griswold, McCreary, Stone, C.W. 
Bowers, srout, McDonald, Sweet, 
Bowman, Hall, McKeighan, Taylor, Tenn. 
Broderick, Halvorson, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D. 
Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, V. A. 
Burrows, Hitt, Otis, Townsend, 
Clancy, Hooker, N, Y. Patton, Walker, 
Clark, Wyo. Hopkins, Pa. Payne, Waugh, 
Curtis, Hopkins, 111. Perkins, White, 
Cutting, Huff, Post, Wilson, Ky. 
Dalzell, Hull, Powers, Wilson, Wash. 
Davis, Johnson, Ind. Raines, 
Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. Ray, 

NAYS—1€2. 
Abbott, Andrew, Barwig, Blount, 
Alderson, Arnold, Beeman, Branch, 
Alexander, Babbitt, Bentley, Bretz, 
Allen, Bailey, Blanchard, Brickner, 
Amerman, Bankhead, Biand, Bryan, 


YEAS—70. 


Mr. BYNUM with Mr. MCKENNA. 

Mr. LANHAM with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. MCGANN with Mr. HARMER. 

On this vote: 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. STORER. If present, Mr. STORER would 
vote “aye,” and Mr. LAYTON would vote *‘ no.” 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the demand for the 
previous question on the final passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. O°’NEIL of Massachusetts, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE TRIBE OF INDIANS. 


Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 3594) for the relief of the 
Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians in the State of Wiscon- 
sin: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTION 


OF DECLARATIONS 


SION 


AND OTHER PAPERS IN 
CLAIMS. 


PEN- 


Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2713) in relation to the ex- 
ecution of declarations and other papers in pension claims; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I movethat the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: and accordingly (at5 o’clock and 17 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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ause 2of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
si ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
} a t} { ttee of the W ) Hi sé is follows 
| Mr. SCOT the Commi on War Claim s 
bill (H. R. 2153) for the relief of Levi Starn, with a resolu- 
tion that the same b eferred to the Court of Claims. Report | 
No 3.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5382) for the relief of Cyrus Martin, with a 
resolution that the same be referred tothe Courtof Claims. (Re- 
port No. do4. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Cli s: A bill (H. R. 4566) to reimburse the several States for | 
interest on money expended by them on account of raising troops 
em yed in aiding the United States in suppressing the late 
rm ion. Re port No. 5d5. 

B Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims: A 

H. R. 4827) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to | 
hear and « determine the claim of the heirof Hugh Worthington, 
for s interest in th teamer Eastport. Report No. 556.) 


By Mr. BL: AN( HARD, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors: A bill(H. R.3519) granting the right to erect and main- 
ain dams across the Kansas River, within Shawnee County, in 


the State of Kansa Re port No. 557. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were severally dis- 
c) ved from the consideration of the following bills; which 
we re spectively re-referred, as follows: 

\ |(H. R. 6552) to grant an honorable discharge to Christo- 
pher C. Cumins e Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged 
i red to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


H.R.6480) for the relieZ of a Hernandez, of Texas— 
the Committee on Appropriations discharged and referred to the 
Cor nittee on War ¢ aims. 

H.R. 6553) for the relief of Wiliams Gregory 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharg 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


the Com- 
\d and referred to the Com- 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 














Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of t following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and 
’ ( is fo lov 

BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6948) providing for the 
on of the southwest quarter section 34, township 12 
no ange 3 west, in Oklahoma Territory, to the public 
( a ‘ for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands 
CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 6949) to promote the efficiency 
‘ ul Cutt Si rvice—to the Committee on Interstate 
anid 
AINES H. R. 6950) to exempt veterans from 
cal itions in the classified service of the Unit 
Stat { Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
IWERS: A bill (H. R.. 6951) releasing the right, tit 
of t United States to the piece or parcel of la 
ki as the Cuartel lot to the city of Monterey, Cal, wo the 
( tee on the Public Lands. 
\STLE: A bill(H. R. 6952) to provide for official st: 
mi aphers inthe United States circuitand district courts—to t} 
( t on the Judiciary 
iy Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 6953) to carry out and into 
‘ t of ¢ 8s ap (pril 25, A. D. 1890, entitled 
\ or ce wating the four-hundredth anniver- 
of America by Christopher Columbus by 
a i ti of art ll Stl S, manu- 
\ ‘ Ay = 4 en ¢ nd se he c 
‘ t ate of Illinois,” and appropriating money 
the to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 
by M OST: A b H. R. 6954 to provide for the free de- 
and collection of ma in rural or farming communities 
t Comr tee « he Post-Oft and Post-Roads. 
CAMPBELL: A 1 H. R. 7001) repealing the duty 
‘ : { to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
‘ 11 (H. R. 7002) to amer ‘tion 23 of the administra- 
of 1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
LIND: A bill( H. R. 7003) to amend an act entitled ‘ ‘An 
Q entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ 
a M th 2, IS89—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Fo i 

By M IANKHEAD (by juest): A bill (H.R. 7004) to abolish 

the national banking syst ar id to authorize the loaning of 


money on agricultural lands—t 
| i! ren¢ 


» Committee on Banking and 


| creating ‘the 


Marcu 7, 


By Mr. O° ae ILL of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 7005) 
fice of foreman of presswork at the Government 
Printing Office and defining his duties—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr.SHI vee A joint resolution (H. Res. 101) to construe 
he act of Congress approved February 14, 1885, relative to al- 
lowances of retired enlisted men of the United States Army and 
Marine Corps—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: A memorial of the State Legislature of 
Wisconsin, in relation to the navigation of the Upper Missis- 
sippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
praying for the election of United States Senators by the vote of 
people—to the Committee on Election of President and Vice- 
President and Representatives in Congress. 

jy Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: A memorial of the General 
Assembly of Iowa, asking Federal legislation to prevent the 
manufacture and sale of compound lard—to the Committee on 
Agricultur 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: A concurrent resolution prd- 
viding for the compilation of the labor laws of the various States, 


Territories, and the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
Labor. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXT, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 6955) for the relief of Lewis 
J. I’. laeger—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6956) increasing the pen- 
sion of Titus F. Wiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6996) for the relief of Thomas Moonlight— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 6957) fo the relief of Mary 
Cox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6958) to increase the pension 
of John White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 6959) for the relief of Karoline 

rs aieininteatess -to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 6960) for the relief of William 
L. oe the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (3. R. 6961) for the relief of Louis O. 
Farnighy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6962) for the relief of Martin Mullins—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6963) for the relief of Robert Henderson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6964) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Michael McCann—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 6965) to perfect the mili- 
tary record of Warren Alonzo Alden—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 6998) granting an increase of 
pension to James Anderson~to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6999) granting a pension to Miss C. C. Ryan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 7000) to grant an honorable discharge to J. 
W. Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FYAN: A bill (H. R. 6966) to restore Eugene Wells to 
the Army — the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 6967) granting a pension to 

Harriet MI. Scott, an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

B Mr. HOPKINS of th linois: A bill (H. R. 6968) for the relief 

f P ar a as T. Tu ~ e to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By . HAUGE oa bill (H. R. 6969) for the relief of Elisha 
Bre ite n—to the Cor caieeaes on Pensions. 

By Mr. KILGORE: A bill (H. R. 6970) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Montgomery M. Tuttle—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6971) for the relief 
Hat <e—te the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6972) for the relief of the 
heirs of T. B. Robertson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6973) for the relief of John W. *kley and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6974) for the relief of Malvina Maxwell, ad- 


of Charles 





ministratrix of John Churchman—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6975) for the relief 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Charles H. Stunkle— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


Nathaniel G. Sanford— 





1892. 





Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6977) 
Wallace W. Keys a oie Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILL KEN: 
of pension to Thomas Benson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. O’NE ILL of Missouri: 
of John L. Peters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6980) for the relief of Charles Balmer—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE of Maryland (by request): A bill (H. R. 6981) for 
the relief of Alexander Seymour, by placing his name on the pen- 
sion list—to the Committee on Inv alid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H. R. 6982) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of Charles B. Steward—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 6983) for the relief of John 
W. Swan—to the Committee on Miltary Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 6984) for the relief of the heirs of 
Asa O. Gallup—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6985) for the relief of Anson E. Webb—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6986) for the relief of Mary 
Hudepohl and minor children—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. TAYLORof Hlinois: 


A bill (H. R. 6979) for the relief 


A bill (H. R. 6987) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet Broad—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6988) for the relief of 
George J. Campbell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By “Mr. WILSON of Kentuc ky: A bill (H. R. 6989) granting a 
pension to Sarah J. Bledsoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6990) for the relief of G. W. Sterns—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6991) directing the Secretary of War to cor- 
rect his records in case of Lieut. Joseph T. W. Barnett—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6992) for the relief of Tyni B. Turpin—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6993) increasing the pension of Sally Heath, 
widow of William Heath, of the Revolutionary war—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6994) placing the name of Joel B. Ellis on 
the rolls of Company H, Thirteenth Kentucky Volunteer Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6995) granting a pension to Martha Monroe 
widow of Abner Smith, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid 
pensions. 

By Mr. ENOCHS: 
Robins thas the 


A bill (H. R. 6997) for the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


relief of John 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1, Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

3y Mr. AMERMAN: Petitions of Madison and Moosic Granges, 
of Pennsylvania, favoring the pure-food bill and encouragement 
to silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free distribution of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, favoring the pure-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, to prohibit contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, petition of Madison Grange, to prevent gambling in farm 

roducts—to the Committee on Agriculture. _ 

By Mr. BELKN AP: Petition of Courtland Grange, of Michi- 
gan, to prevent gambling farm products and favoring pure 
food and drug bills—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, for distribution of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. B. Johnson and 83 other residents of the 
Fifth district of Michigan, to restrict immigration—to the Select 
Committee on 4 ee? and Naturalization. 

Also, pe tition of J. B. Johnson and 82 other 


in 


residents of the 


Fifth district of Michigan, referring to the slum population of 
cities—to the Committee on Labor. 
Also, petition of same body, in regard to gambling in farm 


products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Allendale Grange, No. 421, for silk culture— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. — 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to rural mails—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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granting a pension to | 


A bill (H. R. 6978) granting an increase | 


Also, two petitions of same body, in regard to pure food and 
pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture 
Also, petition of Browne Center Grange, No. 219, in regard to 
egal-tender currency—to the ¢ ‘ommittee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 
Also, petition of same body, for pure lard—to the Committe 
on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of same body, in regard to silk culture—to the 
| Committee on Agriculture 
Also, petition of same body, in regard to rural maii—to the 
| Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
Also, petition of same body, in regard to pure food—to the 
| Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petitions of Pomona, Alpine, South Boston, Allegan Cen 


| to the Committee 


| the Post-Office 


ter, Harmony, and watton Granges, of Michigan, favoring pure 
food and pure-lard bills, to prevent gamb ling in farm products 
and to encourage silk culture—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails. 

Also, petitions of the Alpine, Watson, Allegan Center, and 


Pomona Granges to prohibit contracts discrediting legal-tender 
currency—to the Committee on C oinage, We sights, and Meas- 
ures. 

By Mr. BEEMAN: 


Petition of Robert L. Smith, for reference 


of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BENTLEY (by request): Petition of citizens of Utica, 
N. Y., for adoption of amendment to Constitution prohibiting 
State aid to sectarian religious institutions—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of 25 citizens of Montgomery 
County, Iowa, against the passage of House bill 2699, known as 


the Hatch bill, and similar bill 
on Agriculture 


petition of 54 citizens 


known as the Washburn bill 


Also, of Adrian, Guthrie, and Cass 


Counties, in favor of the passage of the Washburn-Hatch anti- 
option bills—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRETZ: Petition of 188 citizens of eet ind., 
asking for the passage of Senate bill 254, extending tl > pri ivi 
leges of free delivery of mail—to the Committee on th e Post 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Resolution adopted by the Milwaukee 
Chamber of Commerce, ae ing of the free-silver biil—to 
the Committee on Coinag Weights, and M ires. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Pp etition of E. W. Simpson and ma: 


others, of Brown County, Kans., 
tion of postmasters of fourth-cl 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, nand memorial of Charles J. Harned and many 
others, against public appropriations for private and religious in- 
i —to the Committee on the 


in favor of increasing c 


to the 


ym pensa 
Committee 


ass offices on 


netit 
PeLLtLLO 
i 


Judiciary 


Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of various churches of Pennsy] 
vania, against opening the Worl id’ s F air on Sunday—to the S« 





Committee on the Columbian Exposition 

By Mr. BRYAN: Petition in favor of House bill 395, in fa 
of pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey: P* yn Of citizens 
Brigantine, N. J., in favor of increased pay for the Life-Savi 
Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comm« 

Also, petition of citizens of Great Egg Harbor, favoring in 
creased pay for Life-Saving Servic to the Committee on Int 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 59 citizens of Mercer Count Madag avo 
of legislation r ae. n atio to t Committ 
on Immigration and Naturalization 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petitition of Hom > Grange, of M igan 
for fre » delivery of rural mails to the Committ on th Po 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition from the same body, favo lard bi to 

| the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petit ions of Fruit, Han hilton, and } labor Grang 
of Michigan, to prevent gambling in farm products; to promot 
silk culture, and devoting pan food a1 l dr t 6 the Com 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodics. favoring free delivery o 
rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
Also, petitions of the same bodi: pure-lard bi 

to the Committee on Ways and M 

Also, petitions of the same bo ) ~ontracts ¢ 

crediting legal-tender currency on Coina 
| Weights, and Measures. 
| Also, petition of Coldwat Gran 137 higan 


against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Ag 


' culture. 
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Fae SRR 











1836 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. MARCH 7, 











Also, petition of the same, for free delivery of rural mails—to | courts of law in and for the Indian reservations—to the Com- 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. mittee on Indian Affairs. 
Also, petition of Coldwater Grange, No. 137, of Michigan, for By Mr. COOLIDGE: Petition of citizens of Easthampton, Mass. 
pure lard—to the Committee on Ways and Means. for asystem of courts and law for Indian reservations—to thé 
Also, petition by the same body, for pure food—to the Commit- | Committee on Indian Affairs. 
tee on Agriculture. By Mr. COVERT: Petition of Jane O’Dwyer, widow of the late 


By Mr. BUSHNELL: Resolution of the Chamber of Com- | Maj. O’Dwyer, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on 
merce of the city of Milwaukee, Wis., against the free silver | Invalid Pensions. 
coinage bill, and asking Wisconsin Representatives in Congress | By Mr. COX of New York: Petition of Chamber of Commerce 
to vote against it—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and | of New York City, against free coinage—to the Committee on 
Measures. Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BUSEY: Petition of Gordon Grange 1698, of Illinois, | _ Also, petition for free delivery of mails in country districts of 
favoring the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. | Greene County, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

Also, petition of same, urging the importance of extending free | Post-Roads. 
delivery of mails to rural districts—to the Committee on the Post- By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of 950 citizens of Allegheny 
Office and Post-Roads. _ County, Pa., for an amendment of immigration and naturaliza- 

Also, memorial to Congress for a national alphabet—to the | tion laws so as to prevent pauper immigration, etc.—to the Se- 
Committee on Education. lect Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Memorial from General Assembly of Iowa, | By Mr. DANIELL: Petitions of Walpole, Sutton, Hollis, Na- 
favoring the passage of a law to prevent selling or manufactur- | shua, Sunapee Lake, and Sunapee Mountain Granges, of New 
ing compound lard—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | Hampshire,to prohibit gambling in farm products,favoring pure- 

Also, petition of citizens of Winneshiek County, Iowa, praying | food bill, and to encourage silk culture—to the Committee on Ag- 
for the passage of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution of | riculture. 





the United States, prohibiting enactment of any law establish- | Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 

ing religion or prohibiting exercise thereof, ete.—to the Com- | mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

mittee on the Judiciary. Also, petition of same bodies (except Walpole), favoring the 
By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of citizens of Orell, Jefferson | pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

County, Ky., in favor of the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills— | Also, petitions of Walpole, Nashua, Sutton, and Sunapee Lake 

to the Committee on Agriculture. _Granges, to prohibit contracts discrediting legal-tender cur- 


Also, papers to accompany House bill 6847, granting an increas: | Pency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. a 
of pension to John Matlock—to the Committee on Pensions. _ By Mr. DE FOREST (by request): Petition of sundry citizens 

Also, petition of citizens of Louisville, Ky., favoring an amend- of Fairfield County, Conn.., for a law restraining immigration— 
ment to the Constitution forbidding the giving of Government | to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
aid to any religious denominational or sectarian organization or | By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Lisbon, Androscog- 
society—to the Committee on the Judiciary. gin County, Me., praying for better remuneration of the post- 

By Mr. CAUSEY: Petition of citizens of Sussex County, | ™ster at that place—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Del.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. “’ | Post-Roads. — : . 2 . 

Also, petitions of Capital, Midland, Fruitland, and Washington | _ 4/80, petition of Dromose Grange, of Maine, favoring silk cul- 
Granges, of Delaware, to prevent gambling in farm products—to | t’re and to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Commit- 
the Committee on Agriculture. tee on Agriculture. : : ' 

Also, petitions of Capital, Midland, and Washington Granges, C Also, ae on aeons in favor of pure-lard bill—to the 
in favor of the pure-lard bill, and of the Capital and Midland | °™™!ttee on Ways and Means. 





G ves. favoring the pure-food ¢ gs bill— Cc ‘ttaa | Also, petition of same body, favoring free delivery of rural 
eae ie pure-food and drugs bill—to the Committee | mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of Mercer County, 
Mo., asking passage of antioption bill—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Also, four petitions of Grange No. 397, of Missouri, in regard 
to pure lard, silk culture, and gambling jn farm products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to free rural mail de- 
livery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to contracts discredit- 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. DOAN: Protest of Van Dervent & Son, fruit growers, 
ete., against House bill 3876—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: Petition of certain citizens of the city 
of Chicago, protesting against the removal of the Ute Indians— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of certain citizens of the city of Chicago, in favor 
of spelling reform—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, we petitions of Board of Tradeof Chicagoand prominent 
corporations and citizens of Chicago, representing shipping in- 
terest, asking repeal of H. Res. 104, first session Fifty-first Con- 
gress, giving to Secretary of War license to lease pier at mouth 
of Chicago River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Also, petition of Midland and Washington Granges, to en- | 
courage silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Washington and Capital Granges, to prohibit 
contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Washington and Midland Granges, favoring 
free delivery of rural mail—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the same body, urging the importance of silk 
culture; the passage of House bill 395, defining lard, and passage 
of a law preventing gambling in farm products—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitionof the same body, topreventadulteration of pure 
food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of James L. Rowley and others, 
of Flat Rock, Mich., in regard to closing Columbian Exposition 
on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Expo- 
sition. 

Also, petition of citizens of Flat Rock, Mich., in regard to an 
amendment to Constitution prohibiting any appropriation for 


sectarian purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. Commerce. 
Also, petition of D. A. Waterman and others, of Detroit, Mich.,| By Mr. FITCH: Petition of Miss C. C. Ryan, late superin- 
in regard to same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | tendent of hospital nurses at Lincoln General Hospital, Wash- 
Also, petition of Daniel Scotten and others, of Michigan, to ac- | ington, D. C., to accompany bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
company House bill 5956, fora tax on paper-wrapped cigarettes— | Pensions. 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. By Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of Robinson Grange, No. 826, Illi- 


By Mr. COBB of Missouri (by request): Petition of citizens of | nois, favoring pure food, pure lard, and silk culture, and also 
St. Louis, Mo., protesting against sale of intoxicating liquors | against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
within grounds of World’s Columbian Exposition—to the Select | culture. 


Committee on the Columbian Exposition. Also, by the same body, for free delivery of rural mails—to the 
Also, petition of Company F, St. Charles County Home Guards, | Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Missouri Volunteers, asking to be credited in full for military Also, petition of Olive Grange, No. 347, Illinois, for pure food, 

service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. pure lard, and silk culture, and also against gambling in farm 





By Mr. COBURN: Petition of E. O. Miller and others, against | products—to the Committee on Agriculture. ; 
reduction of the duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways and Also, by the same body, for free delivery of rural mails—to the 





Means. Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of M. O. Lockway, against a reduction of the Also, petition of Lebanon Grange, No. 348, Illinois, for pure 
duty on barley—-to the Committee on Ways and Means. food, pure lard, and silk culture, and against gambling in farm 


By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of D. P. Leroyd and others, for | products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Also, resolution of Mills Prairie Grange, Edwards County, IIl., 
for free delivery of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. : 

Also, petition of citizens of Wayne County, Ill., in favor of 
—- of House bill 5892—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of citizens of the Third 
Congressional district of New Jersey, for the passage of a law to 
restrict immigration—to the Select Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr.GORMAN: Papers to accompany House bill 5508, rela- 
tive to Mrs. Sabra A. Wolcott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of citizens of the Twenty-sixth 
Pennsylvania district, regulating immigration—to the Select 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Summit, Erie County, Pa., for the | 
freedelivery of mail in country districts—to the Committee on the | 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sparta, Crawford County, Pa., pro- 
hibiting gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sparta, Crawford County, Pa., de- 
fining pure lard and imposing a tax thereon—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of citizens of Sparta, Crawford County, Pa., | 


| 


against discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on | 


Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sparta, Crawford County, Pa., for 
free delivery of mails in rural districts—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Bloomfield Grange, No. 958, of Pennsylvania, 


prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the | 


Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Bloomfield Grange, No. 958, of Pennsylvania, 
urging the passage of House bill 395, defining lard and imposing 
a tax thereon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Bloomfield Grange, No. 958, of Pennsylvania, 


urging the encouragement of silk culture—to the Committee on | 


Agriculture. 


Also, petition of Bloomfield Grange, No. 958, Pennsylvania, | 


asking for the free delivery of mails in rural districts—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Springfield, Erie County, Pa., for 
the free delivery of mails in country districts—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Crawford County, Pa., relating to 
immigration and importation of aliens—to the Select Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 


| pensation to postmasters of the fourth class—to the Committee 


Also, petition of 423 citizens of Pennsylvania, in regard to silk | 


culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to pure lard—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body,in regard to legal-tender currency — 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition in regard to dealing in options—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to rural mail delivery — 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, two petitions of Grange No. 936, of Pennsylvania, in re- 
gard to pure lard and pure food—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to dealing in options— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to rural mail—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to legal-tender cur- 
rency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of same body, about silk culture—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, — of Grange No. 947, of Pennsylvania, in regard 
to pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to dealing in options— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to free rural delivery— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


| 


| Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


Also, petition of Grange No. 89, in regard to free rural deliv- | 


ery of mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 816, of Pennsylvania, about silk 
culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard tofree delivery of mail to 
rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


Also, petition of same body, in regard to pure lard—to the | 


Committee on Agriculture. 


| 
| 
| 


| 
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Also, petition of same body, in regard togambling in farm pro- 
ducts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Woodcock Center, Concord, Phillipsville, 
Conneaut, Saunders Granges, of Pennsylvania, to prevent gam- 
bling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, except Conneaut, for in- 
coraging silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Woodcock Center, Conneaut, Saunders, and 
Concord Granges, to prohibit contracts discrediting legal-tender 
currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of same bodies, favoring the pure-lard bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Woodcock Center Grange, favoring the pure- 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr.GROUT: Petition of New York Chamber of Commerce, 
for a law to prevent dealing in options—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, affidavit of Harland O. Peabody, to go with House bill 
1279, for relief of Byron Stickney—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ira D. Eggleston and 34 citizens of East Burke, 
Vt., in favor of the option bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, two petitions of J. D. Egleston, one containing names 
of 32 and the other of 33 citizens of Burke, Caladonia County, 
Vt., for pure lard and for the option bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HALLOWELL: Petitions of Saratoga Grange, of Penn- 
sylvania, favoring pure-lard bill; favoring pure-food bill; to en- 
courage silk culture, and to prevent gambling in farm products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from the same body, for the free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition from the same body, to prohibit contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Memorial of the lowa Legislature, ask- 
ing the prohibition of the manufacture or sale of compound 
lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HARRIES: Numerous petitions protesting against the 
repeal of any duty on barley or any modification thereof—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition to accompany a bill praying for increased com- 


on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the governor of Minnesota, for a system of law 
and courts for Indian reservations—to the Committee on Indian 
A ffairs. 

By Mr. HARTER: Papers to accompany House bill 5707, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Amelia Graham—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of G. N. Bierce—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wis., against the free coinage of silver—to the 


Also, protest of 46 farmers of Clark County, Wis., against any 
reduction of the tariff on barley as fixed by the McKinley act— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of 30 farmers of Eau Claire County, Wis., against 
any reduction of the tariff on barley as fixed by the McKinley 
act—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYNES of Ohio: Petitions of La Carne Grange, of 
Ohio, favoring pure-lard bill and to: 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, 
of rural mails—to the 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HEARD: Remonstrance of citizens of Saline County, 
Mo., against opening Columbian Exposition grounds on Sunday 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petitions of 22 
Buchanan County, lowa, urging passage of antioption bill 
the Committee on Agricul 

Also, paper from Mr. T. B. Taylor, Hampton, Iowa, in favor of 
closing Columbian Exposition on Sunday 
mittee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of 224 citizens of Cascade, Iowa, asking for an 
increase of salary for fourth-class postmasters—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Elmer Reves, of Waverly 
House bill 3876—to the Committee on 


neourage silk culture—to the 


favoring free distribution 
the Post-Office and Post- 


Committe 


ce on 


the Committee on Coinage, 


22 citizens of 


—to 


ture 


to the Select Com 





iow a. ¢ pposing 


Agricw ture. 





——— 


By Mr. HENDERSON of I1linois: Petition of Joseph Barrett and 
44 other cit of Illinois, asking for passage of the Hatch- 
Wa antioption bills—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. HOAR: Petition of citizens of Cambridge, Mass., for | 
a ( and courts for Indian reservations—to the Com- 
m Di I \ fairs. 

boy Mr. HO! IAN Pet on of Whitcor » Grange, No. 402 
Indi the passage of a law to prevent the adulteration 
of ant s—to Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, pet .of W Gran . 402, of Indiana, urging 
t AS5ave ( tne ** acti aking ce “tein i issues of mone ‘y full le ral 
1 ‘in pay nt ola ] del 3” i the ( ommittee on Bankii cy 
i Curr y 

S of WhitcombGran No. 402, of Indiana, urging 
th Dass ‘ Hou Diii No. 395 Lo the Committee on W ays 
al \ 

\lso, petition of Whitcomb Grange, No. 402, of Indiana, urging 
the.extensii ‘ I deilvery system to the rural districts—to 

he Co t on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Whitcomb Grange, No. 402, of Indiana, urging 
the passage of a law to prevent gambling in farm products—to 
t) Co i1T on ericul eS. 

\iso, petition of Whitcomb Grange, No. 402, of Indiana, urg- 
in rislation for the yuuragementof silk culture—tothe Com- 
I 4 i \ j utul 

\lso, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Mrs. Nannie 


Shafer and the children of James M. Alley—to the Committee 





on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: Two petitions of E. R. Allen and 


others in favor ofasixteenth amendment to the Constitution, and 
another petition of O. S. Clayton and others for the same—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Iil., 


Also, petition of citizens of Capron, against the opening 
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crediting legal-tender currency 
and Currency. 

Also, petitions of the same , favoring free delivery of 
rural mails—to the¢ ees ttee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of Rev. R. H. Travis and 15 others, of New York, 
‘a constitutional am: ten prohibiting the appropriation of 
money for sectarian purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


—to the Committee on Banking 


bodies 


: 


By Mr. LAYTON: Three pe titions of Valley Grange, No. 374, 
of Ohio, in regard to pure lard, silk culture, and gambling in 
farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, 
mail- 


petition of same body, 


asking free delivery of rural 
to the Committee on tl 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


i 


Also, petition of same body, in regard to contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—io the Committee on Banking and 


| Currency. 


\lso, three petitions of Grange No. 909, of Ohio, in regard to 
gambling in farm products, silk culture, and defining lard, etc. 


to the Committee on aow een 
Also, petition of same body, in regard to contracts discrediting 
legal-tender currency—to the e Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

Also, petition of same body, asking free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitionof Grange No. 400, of Ohio, in regard to contracts 
liscrediting leg al-tender currency—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. y 

Also, petition of same body, in favor of free rural delivery of 
mail—tc the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, three petitions of same body, in regard to silk culture, 
gambling in farm products, and pure lard—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of citizens of New York, for a six- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, pro- 
hibiting the establishment of any form of religion or appropri- 
ating any money to any institutlon wholly or in part under 


sectarian control—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. MANSUR: Petition of James Bowden and 55 other 


citizens of Randolph County, Mo., to pass a law regulating spec- 
ulation in ficticious farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of I. Tarpy and 23 other citizens of Grundy 
County, Mo., asking for appropriation to mark and preserve the 
battle lines at Gettysburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs. 


| erick County, Md., 


| of the city of Milwaukee, 


on Sunday of any exhibition where United States funds are ex- 
pend to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By . HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of 556 citizens 
of Pennsylvania, for an amendment to the Constitution that no 
St shall give the right of suffrage to any person not a citizen 
of the Un ite 1 States—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

so, petition of Beech Creek and Valley Granges, in favor of 

e lard—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of same b dies, encouraging silk culture, topre- | 
vent gambling in farm products, and to prevent the adulteration 
of pure food—to the Conanlise » on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of same bodies, extending free delivery of ru 
ma -to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

\lso, petition of same bodies, prohibiting contracts discrediting 
legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petitions from citizens of 
Richland, Pembina, and Ramsey Counties, in North Dakota, 
and of Big Stone County, Minn., against removal of duty on bar- | 
le} » the ¢ mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Welsh County, N. Dak., favoring 
free delivery of r ral mails—to the Committee on the Post-Of- 
i and Post-Roads 

Mr. JOLI EY: Petition of citizens of Vermillion, S. Dak., 
asking Ci ess to pass the Washburn-Hatch antioption bill 
t Committee on A —_ ilture. 

Also, protest of citiz f Minnehaha County, S. Dak., against 

the repeal of the impor b duty on barley—to the Committee on 
Vay ind Means. 

\ petition of citizens of Br ‘ulé County, S. Dak., a re- 
peal of duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petition of Salem Grange, No. 1046, and 
Girard Grange, No. 788, for silk culture, free delivery of rural 
0 re lard, and against gambling in farm products—to the 
Cr e on Agriculture. 

t ume body, against contracts discrediting legal- 
tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petitions of Benner Grange, of Pennsylvania, to prevent 
gambling in farm products and to encourage silk culture—to the 
Committee on Ag ilture. 

(iso, petition of the same body, favoring the pure-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
n S$ © the Com! omen the P ost-Office and Post- Roads. 

ti of thx » body, for law prohibi ting contract 
discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Ban! 
ing a ( rrency 

\} ition of Salem and Girard Granges, of Pennsylvania, 
favoring silk culture and to prevent gambling in farm products 
to the Committee \griculture. 

Also, petitions of same bodies, in favor of the pure-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, prohibiting contracts dis- 


By Mr. " ARTIN: Petition of Daniel B. Moore and 21 other 
citi Jay, Delaware, and Blackford Counties, Ind., for pas- 
sage of Hatch-Washburn antioption bill—to the ¢ ‘ommittee on 
Agriculture. 
Mr. M¢ 


ize ns of ‘ 


By ‘KATIG: Petition of George C. Mehrling, of Fred- 
praying that his war claim be referred tothe 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
\lso, petition of Elizabeth E. 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. MITCHELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
disapproving of the the free-coinage 


Tyson, for relief—to the Com- 


bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrance of citizens of Maine against 
the Lapham bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 


Fisheries. 

Also, petitions of Dirigo, Somerset, Winthrop, Morning Light, 
Clinton, Victor, Starling, Readfield, Seaside, and East Madison 
Granges, of Maine, favoring the pure-lard bill, the encourage- 
ment of silk culture, and to prevent gambling in farm products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions from the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post- yoo and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions from the Winthrop, Clinton, Sedgwick, Read- 
field, Starling, Mount Pleasant, and Groton granges, to prohibit 
contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. O’DONNEL L: Petition of Girard Grange, Michigan, 
preventing the adulteration of pure food and to prevent gambling 
in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails 
and prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency- 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of a iwi: Protest of voters of St. Louis, 
against bill to remove the S yuthern Ute Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on ae Affairs. 

Also, tions of The Farm Implement and Vehicle Assem- 
bly of St. Louis, in favor of bills to prevent option dealing —to the 
( cmamalttos on Agriculture. 

‘Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania: Protest against the pas- 


reso! 


we. of Senate bili 1755—to the Committee on Commerce. 
ge, prohibiting 


By Mr. OWENS: Petition of Coshocton Gr: 
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contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Comm .lso, pe of Aarons a ‘ ( 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. Ind.; of John H. Bartlett a ( {G 
Also, petition of the same body, encouraging silk cultur »} and of John H. B a 1 ‘Ikhart ¢ 
the Committee on Agriculture. Ind.,in favor of ana 
Also, petition of the same body, to prevent gambling in fa: ibiting any State from p: - 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. ment of 1 ion, .—to t 
Also, petition of the same body, from Jefferson Grange (135-2 By Mr. SNODGRASS: } 


Ohio) and Coshocton (No. 1313), urging an immediate passage « fenn., for the relief of Cai \ the ( 
House bill 395, defining lard—to the Committee on Agricult ilita \ 


Also, petition for prohibiting contracts discrediting le By Mr.SPERRY: Pt ‘ 
tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, : y restrictions to immigrat ( ‘ 
Meas ires. on [mmis ra mand Na al 


Also, petition of the same body, urging the importance of f By Mr. STEVENS: Petit of 20 
delivery of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office a lass., praying for the « 


Post-Roads. ‘ in and { the Indiar a | 
By Mr. PAG iE of Rhode Island: Petitions of Border Grange, te | dian Affai: 
prevent gambling in farm products, to encourage silk e re, Iso, } ion of Jordan ( 1698, « av 
and favoring pure food and drug bill—to the Commit on Ag against options—to the Ce ( 9 
riculture. 30, ] of ( ton Gra 4 f 
Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of mails in “lar el lragement o 
rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post va pro 5s, and: ‘ 
Roads. ( nmit on l 
Also, petition of same body, favoring pure-lard bill—to ( y ( ‘ 


Committee on Ways and Means. 1ils—to the Commi Pi O >and Pr 
By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Mount Mansfield Grange, No. 170, \lso, petition of 1 sam woody, | 





= é I . . a. pt ey “> av ‘ pPPasoas U i 
Vermont, praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- authori r the use il U d States customs serv ( 
teration of food and drugs—to the Committee on Agricultur: 1 netric 8) ‘ ot wel ts and i a j 1» 

Also, petition of the same body, praying for the passag f | to the Committee on Coinage, We Measure 
House bill 395, defining lard and imposing a tax thereon—to 1 iy Mr. STEW ARD of LI] & 
Committee on Ways and Means. of Illinois, pure food and « ill a 

Also, petition of same body, praying for free delivery o e Co oO 
in rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- .lso, petition of the sam«e ly, 1 very la 
Roads. Lo e Committee on the t°o Office and Post-Roa 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Anson E.Webb, for removal of ch: 30, p yn of t] j 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs to the Con eon Ways an Viea 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Elizabeth Hays, for relief—to tl Also, petition of the National Woman's C tian Ts ‘ 
Committee on War Claims. Union, : tha a : 

Also, papers in the claim of Aaron Marrs, of Viney Grove, | priations are made by Congré Ye Opened on Sunda 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. the Select ¢ tee on the Co ibian Exposition. 

By Mr. REED petition of Saco Grange, of Maine, for free « By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of the legal representative 


livery of rural mails—to the Committee onthe Post-Office ar ubeth Boyer, « 





_ LOL ‘ { ‘ ~ T } 
Post-Roads. the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Cl: 
Also, petition of the same body, favoring the pure-lard bi By Mr. STONE of Pennsylvania: Pape: the cla 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. la \ son $s pension, to accom I 
Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discredit- | 5453—-to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and \lso, petition of dred Gra ~~: nia, to 
Currency. gam gr in fa uct a ‘ od a 
By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of 60 patrons of Ocheyedan, lowa, to the ¢ ( 
in favor of a law giving to fourth-class postmasters fair pay fi \lso, petit ( 18 Sa y, for { tribution of ru 
good service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | ma to the ¢ itt t Pr © Roa 
Roads. 
Also, protest of Young Peoples’ Christian Endeavor Society, | 1 Co 
Congregational Church, Hull, lowa, against opening Columbia \lso, petition of Brok traw Gr: , of Pen L, 
Exposition on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Colum- | couragi gs 1 ud ation o re food 
bian Exposition and to} ent ga Ly Co t 
Also, petition of 78 citizens of O’Brien County, Iowa, agains eu 
repeal or modification of duty on barley—to the Committee or ilso, petit yf 1 same be 
Ways and Means. g 0 the ¢ on Coina vi \ 
3y Mr. PICKLER: Petition of the Methodist, Presbyterian Measures. 
Baptist, and Evangelical Churches of Miller, 5. Dak., again t ) . 
opening the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select Comm ted on Ways and M 
on the Columbian Exposition. Als ( a 
Also, report to accompany House bill 4040, for th: lief of | mails—to the Committ n t , O P te 
Hatcher and Hiram Short—to the Committee on War Claims By M1 ro? of K 2 
Also, report to acconipany House bill 3667, for the relief of | Knights of Labor, at Paducah, | pra 
John W. Epps—to the Committee on War Claims. tio ( ypulat 
By Mr.SANFORD: Petition of 46 citizens of Johnstown. N. Y.. | of cities of over 200.000 populati Oo L 
indorsed by the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, asking ‘ la itizens of Carlisle ¢ , Ky., praying the 
for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the opening on Sun- assage of a bill known as t ‘ { } e Com 
day of any exposition where United States funds are expended on Agriculture 
to the Selest Committee on the Columbian Exposition. By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR: Memoria t f 1 t 
By Mr. SEERLEY: Petition of citizens of Fairfield, Iowa, in | evil results of indiscri 1a igratic a ‘ fo 
favor of prohibiting the dealing in futures—to the Committ enactment arta 
Agriculture. tions, signed by 23 A : ( 
By Mr. SHELL: Papers to accompany a bill for granting pen- | Ohio—to t 3 ( und : 
sion to Perry G. Ware, Florida wa to the Committee on Pen- | tior 
sions. \lso, petition 1 , ( I 
By Mr. SHIVELY: Petitions of Clay and Carlson Granges, of | for the passage of a bill to provi fo ie f deli yO 
Indiana, favoring pure-lard and pure-food bills, encouraging silk | in smaller « 3, Villag a rura { to the ¢ Lm 
culture, and to prevent gambling in food products—to the Com- | on the Post-Office and | 7 
mittee on Agriculture. Also, mem« tt fi 1 il resu of lise? i 
Also, petition from the same bodies, for free delivery of rural | immigration, and praying; *t act nt of laws 1 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. immigration under certain conditions, sign by 30 A rica 


Also, petition of the Clay Grange, to prohibit contracts dis- 


citizens, residents of Cadiz, Harrison Cou O A S 
creditfhg legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking | Committee on Immigration and Naturalizatio 
and Currency. Also, petition of 44 citizens of Jefferson Co O} 


° 
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for the passage of House bill 401, introduced by Hon. WILLIAM A. 
STONE, of Pennsylvania—to the Select Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition bearing the signature of 16 citizens of Jefferson 


a aa — ———— = 


i 
| 


County, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 401, intro- | 


duced by Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE, of Pennsylvania—to the Se- 
] Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

so, memorial and petition proposing the following amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States: ‘‘ No State shall 
pass any law respecting an establishment of religion or prohibit- 
ing the free exercise thereof, or use its property or credit, or any 


or 


t 
Al 
n 


money raised by taxation, or authorize either to be used for the | 
purpose of founding, maintaining, or aiding by appropriation, | 
payment for service, expenses, or otherwise, any church, religious | of Michigan, for passage of House bill No.* 395, defining lard, 


demonination, or religious society, or any institution, society, or 
undertaking which is wholly or in part sectarian or under secta- 
rian or ecclesiastical control,” and praying for the passage of the 
same, and bearing the signatures of 28 citizens of Scio, Harrison 
County. Ohio—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Bricklayers and Masons’ International 
Union, No. 10,of Ohio, comprising the jurisdiction of Columbiana 
County, praying for the passage of House bill No. 257—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of Harrison Grange, of Ohio, to encourage silk 
culture and to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from same body, favoring the pure-lard bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from the same body, favoring free delivery 
of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


Also, petition from same body, to prohibit contracts discredit- | 


ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of citizens of Ashtabula 
County, Ohio, in favor of the antioption bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of Brimfield (Ohio) Grange, in favor of antiop- 
tion—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to silk culture—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a petition of same body, in favor of a law prohibiting con- 
tracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of same body, in favor of free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petitionfof same body, in favor of pure lard—to the Com- | 


mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Albert G. Riddle, Caroline B. Winstow, Ma- 
rilla M. Ricker, Emma J. Woodard, and Sarah Ella Blackwell, 
yraying for relief of Anna Ella Carroll—to the Committee on 
Var Claims 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois: Petition of 35 citizens of Minonk, 
Ill., against the Hatch bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from Union City, Ind., against the Hatch bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 24 citizens of Marengo, Iowa, against the 
Hatch bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitionfrom Attica, Ind., against the Hatch bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from Atlantic Iowa, against the Hatch bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, two petitions New York City, against the Hatch bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from Halstead, Kans., against the Hatch bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition from Waterman, S. Dak., against the Hatch 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Resolution of the city council of the 


city of Denyer, Colo., indorsing the action of the irrigation con- | 


gress held in the city of Salt Lake, Utah, on September 17, 1891— 


to the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the | 


United States. 

Also, resolution of the Bricklayers’ International Union, No. 1, 
of Denver, Colo., indorsing House bill 257 and urging its pas- 
sage—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of Eagle, Fruita,and Loch Lomond Granges, of 
Colorado, favoring silk culture, pure-food bill, and to prevent 
ibling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


‘ 


\lso, petitions from same bodies, favoring the pure-lard bill— 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petitions from same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petitions of the Loch Lomond and Eagle Granges, to pro- 
hibit contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Com- 
mitee on Banking and Currency. 


By Mr. WIKE: Letter of Mr. Nash, accompanied with an affi- 
davit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, sworn petition and statement of Capt. A. D. Nash—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Claim of Drutie Nettie Bar- 
nett, with affidavits—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hamilton County, Ill., for free mail 
delivery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, claim of William Duckworth, of Gallatin County, with 
aflidavit—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, claim, with affidavit, of A. J. Cowen, of same county—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Michigan: Petition of Grange No. 689, 


etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same body, in regard to pure food—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Hesperia Grange, No. 495, Michigan, for pure 
food, pure lard, and silk culture, and against gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, by the same, for free delivery of rural mails—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Barnard Grange, No. 689, for silk culture and 
against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, by same, against discrediting legal-tender currency—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, by the same, for free delivery of rural mails—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 8, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, as directed by the 
joint resolution investigating mining d¢bris in California, a copy 
of the report of Lieut. Col. W.H. Benyaurd, Corps of Engineers, 
accompanied by a letter of the Chief of Engineers; which, on 
motion of Mr. FELTON, was, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND. MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair presents a memorial of 
the governor and Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, 
petitioning Congress to set aside 60 acres of the east end of Fort 
Douglas military reservation for the University of Utah; which 
will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have some doubt about the petition going to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. It is for the disposition of 
a number of acres of land, it is true, now used for sallitery pur- 
poses, but the land would go to the Interior Department, to be 
disposed of as other lands if the War Department were ready to 
surrender the use and control of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is land belonging to a military 
reservation, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I know it island belonging toa military reser- 
vation, but the Committee on Public Lands uniformly dispose 
of the lands of military reservations. If it isa mere right of 
way, &@ mere easement over a military reservation, interfering 
| to some extent with the military use of it, then, as a rule, all 
those things go to the Committee on Military Affairs. I am not 
very particular about the reference, but I do not like to waive 
the question of jurisdiction. The petition can go to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and they can either consider it or 
send it to the Committee on Public Lands as they see fit. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Thatissatisfactory. I was merely going to 
say that we do not understand whatis the recommendation of the 
War Department as to that portion of the reservation. It seems 
to me that the opinion of the Department should first be ascer- 
tained. 

Mr. DOLPH. That may be, but the Committee on Public 
Lands can ascertain that. We have a number of bills now before 
the Committee on Public Lands in the same way. We refer them 
| to the Secretary of the Interior, and he reports that the Depart- 

ment is not informed that the War Department has surrendered 
the use of the lands. Then a communication goes to the War 

Department. In many cases we have ascertained that the lands 

have been turned over to the Interior Department, but it has been 
done so recently that the record did not show that fact and the 
' Department of the Interior did not notify the committee to that 
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effect. But before so large a tract of public land is disposed of 


by grant to the Territory of Utah I shall certainly insist that the | 


bill shall go to the Committee on Public Lands. I would not con- 
sent that the Committee on Military Affairs should have the dis- 
position of it? 

Mr. PADDOCK. What military reservation is it? 

Mr. DOLPH. It is a military reservation in Utah. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What is the name of the reservation? 

Mr. DOLPH. Fort Douglas. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let the indorsementof the petition be again 
stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. ‘‘ Memorial of the governor and Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Utah, petitioning Congress to set 


aside 60 acres of the east end of the Fort Douglas military reser- | 


vation for the University of Utah.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It ought to go to the Military Commit- 
tee. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then perhapsit will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands subsequently. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That reservation, as is very well known to 
several Senators here, is an extremely valuable one, and the land 
is not to be considered in the sense of being sold at $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will inform the Senator from Ohio that under 
the general law none of the military reservations are sold at 
$1.25 anacre. They are appraised and sold to the highest bidder, 
unless Congress makes some other disposition of them. Where 


they are not peculiarly valuable, but are lands that should be sub- | 
ject to settlement and sale, Congress has been in the habit for a | 
number of years of passing special laws providing how they shall | 


be disposed of, and generally, where they have not been donated 


= 7 . ¥ ‘ 1 
to the States or Territories for some public purpose, Congress has | 


directed that they shall be entered under the homestead law 
only. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Surely the preliminary inquiry here 
must be whether the 60 acres of land proposed to be cut off from 
this military reservation can be spared by the military forces in 
the Territory. 

Mr. DOLPH. Exactly. Ido not insist on the petition going 
in the first place to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Therefore the preliminary inquiry should 
be made by the Committee on Military Affairs. I move its refer- 
ence to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the governor 
and Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, praying that 
the ground and building in Salt Lake City known as the Indus- 
trial Home be donated to the Territory for school uses. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that should go to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. I understand that that committee has always 
had control of this peculiar institution for the care of Mormon 
women. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There has been a change in that practice 
during the present session. The Committee on Territories has 
taken jurisdiction of the whole Mormon subject, and the petition 
might as well go there, or directly to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr.HALE. Theonly committee thatI know ofthat has looked 
into the subject of the uses and benefits of this industrial school 
at Salt Lake City is the Committeeon Appropriations. It has 
considered the entire question of the establishment of that insti- 
tution and fostering it and maintaining it by moneysof the Gen- 
eral Government from the inception. I should not, believing as 
I doin the value of the institution, be in favor of the donation 
proposed without a thorough examination by some proper com- 
mittee of the whole subject. There has been a certain hostility 
to it from the beginning, and a desire to put an end tothe enter- 
prise andconvert it to some other purpose. Without in any way 
impugning the motives of this petition, I presume that is at the 
bottom of this movement. Now, Ido not care what committee 
looks into it. The question whether it shall be granted to th 
Territory is not particularly a question that the Committee on 
Appropriations should consider, although that committee has 
more knowledge of the subject than any other committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why not send it to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor? Is not that the proper committee? 

Mr. HALE. Well, let it go to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senate will allow me, I will state that 
the Committee on Territories has had a protracted hearing at 
the present session covering the whole subject of Utah affairs, and 
as this relates toa Territorial transaction, it seems to me it is 
proper that it should gothere. It is quite probable that the very 
subject may have entered into the consideration of that commit- 

e. 
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It seems to me that ought to go to the Com- | 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 





Committee on Territories if there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I think there is great force in the suggestion of 
the Senatorfrom Nebraska. Ifthe Committee on Appropriations 
takes it, it will go, as it has gone heretofore, outside of the scope 
of that committee’s work. The Senator from Nebraska, I think, 
has taken an interest in the matt retofore, and I hope he will 
follow it up and see that it is thoroughly examined before that 
committee. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam opposed to the proposition, and I have 
been opposed to all propositions looking to the disestablishment 

| of that institution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred tothe 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. VANCE presented a memo: ial of citizens of Southern 
Pine, N. C., remonstrating against the passage of the bill for the 
removal of the Southern Ute Indians from their reservation in 
Colorado: which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. BATE presented a memorial of the Memphis (Tenn.) Cot- 

| ton Exchange, remonstrating against the passage of the Wash- 
| burn-Hatch antioption bills: which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. TURPIE presented a resoiution adopted at a meeting of 
the Marion County Farmers’ Institute, held in the city of Indian- 
f mails in rural district 
Post- 


Post-Off 


os ymmiees 


apolis, Ind., favoring the free delivery of 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads. 

He also presented the following petitions of Enterprise Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for 
couragement of silk culture ferred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petition praying for the enactment of 
gambling in farm products—referred to the 
Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the passage of House 
lard and imposing a tax thereon 

Petition praying for the passagé 
teration of food and drugs- 

Petition praying for the mails in rural 
referred to the Committe on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in paymentof a rred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of P. H. Walker and other 
citizens of Clearmont, Mo., praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting the States from 
passing laws establishing any religion or prohibiting the free ex- 
ercise thereof: which was referred to the it 
diciary. 

He also presented the petition of G. A. Guymon and other citi- 
zens of Harris, Mo., praying for t! f what is known 
as the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the following petitions of Prairie Gr 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Misso 


and 


the en- 


vent 


] tclati ; 
legisiation to A 
the 


pre 


Committee on 


bill 395, defining 
on the table. 
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ordered to lie 
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table. 


of a bill to pr 
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Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the e1 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the ¢ nittee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


Petitions praying o 


for the passage of House bill 395. defining 


lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered t« on t} ible, 
Petition praying for the free dé ry of mails i ral dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 
Petition praying for the passace of a bill making tain issues 
of money full 


legal tender in payment of all debts—refe ed to 


the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ipresentthe petitionof Albert G. R € an 
sundry other citizens of the United States, pra r for the re 
lief of Anna Ella Carroll. This 1 claim that has b efor 
Congress for a great many year [ move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Military Aft: ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented t petition of G. M. Nease,. and 
18 other citizens of Mason County. Ww Va praving for the pas 
sage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the following petitions of Vernon 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry. of Vermont: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation f 
couragementof silk cult ire—referred to the Committe: ‘ - 
culture and Forestry. : 








. 











Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for free delivery of mails in rural districts— 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 





‘ 


resent a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the city of Port Townsend, r« spectfully s stting forth 
that the present status of the Bering Sea fishery works a griev- 


Mr. SQUIRE. I] 


ous hardship to our 





ishermen by depriving them of rights and 
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pri f they enjoy in the North Atlantic Ocean, in | 
which they ncouraged and protected by the Government of | 
the United s. Therefore the Chamber of Commerce re- | 
spectfully asks in this petition that some action be taken by 

Congress by which the same laws which are now in operation on | 
the North Atlantic regarding. fisheries shall be extended to the | 


waters of the North Pacific, bering Sea, and the Arctic Ocean, 
and all waters bordering upon American territory; that the 
products of the open sea be declared free and open to all, and that 
American fishermen have the same rights in the waters of the 
North Pacific that they now enjoy in the North Atlantic Ocean. 

I will state that this is only one of a series of petitions of this 


character. I think it is of great importance that this subject 
should be fully considered, and I move that the petition be re- 


ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and that it bs 


ted as a acocument. 








> motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Port Townsend, Wash., praying that a suitable appro- 
priation be made to enable the Government to erect the towers 
and finish the public building in that city in accordance with 
the original designs of the Supervising Architect. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STANFORD presented the petition of Goodall, Perkins 
& Co., agents of the Pacific Coast Steamship Company, and 102 
other vessel-owners of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill to transfer the Revenue Cutter Service to the 
Navy Department; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
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passage of such legislation as will insure the early and economi- 
cal building and navigation of the Nicaragua Maritime Canal, as 
recommended by the President in his last annual message; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Seattle branch of the Jour- 
neyman Stonecutters’ Association of North America, praying 
that in the construction of public buildings contracts shall be so 
amended and laws so enacted as to enforce the eight-hour system; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE presented a petition of the Board of Trade 
of Detroit, Mich., praying for an international congress for the 
consideration of the coinage of silver as a circulating medium; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the following petitions of Easton Rapids, 
Harmony, Hesperia, Lafayette and Emerson, Medina, Allegan, 
Central, Fruit, Watson, Pomona, Keene, Charlotte, Alton, Mount 
Tabor, Pipestone, Baltimore, Girard, Olivet, South Boston, Eas- 
ton, and Dailey Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Michigan: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 


| culture and Forestry. 


Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
to Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CASEY presented the petition of 26 members of the 
Adrian (N. Dak.} Farmers’ Alliance, praying for the passage of a 
bill imposing a tax upon compound lard, such as was passed by 


| the House of Representatives of the Fifty-first Congress, known 
| as the Conger lard bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. HALE presented a memorial of the Augusta (Me.) Board | 
of Trade, remonstrating against the passage of the free-coinage | 


bill: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the following petitions of Mount Pleasant, 
Green Ridge, Mystic Tie, Winthrop, Advance, Saco, Starting, 
Verona, Albion, Monmouth, Sebasticook, Harmony, Independ- 
ent, Resolute, Victor, Pioneer, North Star, Morning Light, 


He also presented a petition of 26 members of the Adrian (N. 
Dak.) Farmers’ Alliance, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 5353 of the Fifty-first Congress, commonly known as the 
Butterworth option bill: which was referred to the Committee 


| on the Judiciary. 


Clinton, Maple Grove, Dirigo, North Newport, Sedgwick, East | 


Dover, and Hampden Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for passage of House bill 395, defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain 
issues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented the petition of F. D. Newhouse, 
and 80 other citizens of Huron, S. Dak., praying for the passage 


of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States pro- | 


hibiting any legislation by the States respecting an establish- 
ment of religion or an appropriation of money for any sectarian 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented the petition of John W. Walker, and 36 other 
citizens of Dell Rapids, 5S. Dak., praying for the passage of the 
Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN. I present a petition of the Klickitat Business 
Council, Patrons of Husbandry, of Goldendale, Wash., praying 
for the free delivery of mails in rural districts, and also contain- 
ing the following resolution: 


Whereas a change in the fourth-class mail matter would benefit also the 
farmer: Therefore 

Resolved, That we, the grangers of Klickitat County, State of Washington, 
in council assembled, favor an increase in the volume of forth-class mail 
matter from four to six pounds, and a decrease of postage on the same class 


from 16 to 8 cents per pound 


{ move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of E. R. Butterworth and 
many other citizens of Lewis County, Wash., praying for the 


i 





He also presented the petition of 119citizens of St. Thomasand 
Drayton, N. Dak., praying for an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States providing that ‘‘No State shall pass any 
law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the 
free exercise thereof, or use its property or credit or any money 
raised by taxation, or authorize either to be used for the purpose 
of founding, maintaining, or aiding, by appropriation, payment 
for services, expenses, or otherwise, any church, religious de- 
nomination, or religious society, or any institution, society, or 


| undertaking which is wholly or in part under sectarian or eccle- 
| siastical control;” which was referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 


Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Edward Gregory and 
22 other citizens of Lewisport, Ky., praying for the passage of 
the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHOUP presented the petition of Richard Z. Johnson and 
7 other prominent citizens of Boisé City, Idaho, directors of the 
Board of Trade, praying that Congress will promptly enact such 
legislation as is necessary to insure the early and economical 
building and operation of the Nicaragua Canal as recommended 
by the President in his last annual message; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a memorial of certain citizens of 
Louisville, Ky., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 
1755, relative to the carrying into effect of certain recommenda- 
tions of the International Maritime Conference; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I present a joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Kentucky in the nature of a petition, praying for an in- 
crease of the pay for life-saving crews of the United States, and 
I ask its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the petition lie on the table if the Senator 
pleases. A bill has been reported giving the increase. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let the petition lie on the table, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lalso present a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Kentucky, in favor of a constitutional amendment 
empowering the people of the several States to elect United 
Senators by a popular vote, and I ask its reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would call the attention 
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of the Senator from Kentucky to the fact that petitions of thi 
character have heretofore gone to the Committee on Privileges 


and Elections. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


I will ask that reference, ; 
The petition will be referred to the 


Committee on Privileges and Elections. : 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of Our Young Peop 


Society 


of the United Presbyterian ( 
remonstrating against the opening of the 


then. 


lumpbi 


Fair on Sunday; which was re ferred to the Committee on the 
Quadro-Centennial (Select). 
Mr. CULLOM presented a memo wial of citizens of Logan 


bills wh 


County, Colo., re monstrating 
“have appeared before Congress having for t 
claiming of the so- 
which was refe 


Mountains; 


‘alled arid land 


and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 
He also presented the following petitions of Perry and Leb- 


anon Granges, 


Patrons of Husbandry, 


against 


_ 
heir 


east < 


any 





+ lying 


rred to the Committee 


of Illinois: 


object the re- 


of 
on 


the R 


Irrigati 1 


Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


gambling in farm products—referred to th 


Judiciary. 


Petitions praying for the 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the 


passage 


of House bill < 


e Committee 


oO" 
} 


on the 


5, defining 
table. 


Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—orde red to lie on the table 

Petition praying for the free deli 
tricts—referred to the Genmnitineen Penta )ffices and Post-Roads. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a memorial of the Tonawanda(N. Y. 


Lumber 


present duty on C anadian lumber and asking that the 


rate of $2 per hundred be restored; 
Committee on Finance. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Fairfield-Newport, | 


in Herkimer County, N. Y., 


ivery of mails 


in rural dis- 


Association, remonstrating against the removal of the 


forme. 


which was referred to th: 


praying Congress to pass some 


Law 


similar to the so-called Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; which 


was referred to the Committee on the ; 


Judiciary. 


He also presented a petition of the Grand Council of the Royal 
Templars of Temperance of the State of New York, represent- 
ing 11 ye rsons, praying that no appropriation be made for the 


World’s 
the Exposition be 


Col _— Exposition e xcept upon the condition 


that 
Lilat 


losed on Sunday; 


which was referred tothe 


Committee on the Gunes! Centennial (Select). 
He also presented a petition of citizens of New 


senting the 


York, r 


First Presbyterian Church of Lowville, 


pre- 


N. Y., pray- 





ing Congress to favor the World’s Columbian E xposition with 
additional appropriations if needed, provided said Expositio 
which was referred to the Com- 


1all not be opened on Sunday; 


enittes on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 


He also presented a petition of 200 citizens of Fredonia, N. Y., 


and other places, praying Congress to close 


Sunday fostered by Government appropriations; 
ferred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 


He also presented a memorial of the Chamber 


the State of New York, remonstrating 


any bill to prevent dealing in futures and options; 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. HISCOCK presented the petition of John Davenport and 


18 other citizens of New York City; the petition of L. P. 


and 25 other 


citizens of New 


York 


all exhibitions on 
which was re- 


of Commerce of 
against the 


passage of 


which was re- 


Dosh 


City; 


the petition of 


Scudder and 16 other citizens of Walden, N.Y.; the 


Louis R. Foote and 2 


petition of 


9 other citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y.: the pe- 


tition of A. H. Eatonand 12 other citizens of Green Island, N. Y.: 
the petition of James H. Percival and 12 other citizens of New 
23 other citi- 


York City; 


the petition of John ¢ 
zens of Oswego, N. Y.; 
citizens of Jeffersonv ille, N N. 
son and 41 other citizens of Kenwood Mills, 
of J. M. Knap and 6 other citizens of New York City; 


. Churchill and 


ae 


the oe of Ste phen Potts and 22 other 
Y.; the petition of Charles F’. 


Wi il- 


the petition 


the peti- 


tion of William W. I 


the petition of C. 


Springs, N. Y.; the petition of Charles E. 


citizens of N 


H. 


syon and 37 
Holden and : 


Quinn and 


other c itizens of New York City; 
25 other citizens of Saratoga 


26 ot 


ier 


the petition of 


H. Davis and 27 other citizens of North Lawrence. 


petition of C. W. 
the petition of 


Darling and 18 other citizens of Utica 
Albert J. Lyman, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; the peti- 


Yew York City; the petition of He snry M. Cox — 21 
other citizens of New York C ity; the petition of T. W. 
bers and 14 other citizens of New York City; 


Cham- 
Dan 
N. Y.; the 
N. 7 


tion of James M. Smith and 122 other citizens of Little Falls. N. 
Y.; the petition of George S. Stanton and 20 other citizens of 


Brooklyn, N. Y.; the petition of D.C. 


zens of Perry, N. 


Herrell and 110 other citi- 


Y.; the petition of George Abele and 108 other 
citizens of Br ookly n, 'N. Y. ; the petition of Alson A. Grant and 


Chureh of F indl ay, Ol ¥ », | 
World’s Col 
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ending June 30,1893, and for other purposes; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: ; 

A bill (S. 821) to provide for a term of the circuit and district 
court at Littleton, N. H.; and 

A bill (AH. R. 914) for the relief of Aquilla Jones, sr. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
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was referred the bill (S. 1793) to legalize the deeds and other | 


records of the Office of Indian Affairs and to provide and au- 
thorize the use of a seal by said office, reported it with amend- 
nents. 

He also, from the same committee, reported two amendments 
intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse 
reports thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 861) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers; 

A bill (S. 2052) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers; and 

A bill (S. 1928) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1588) for the relief of Charles 
B. Stivers, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1213) toencourage coéperation 
and to provide for the formation of associations in the District 
of Columbia for the purpose of conducting any lawful business 
and dividing the profits among the members thereof, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 1741) to 
vest the title of public square 1102, in the city of Washington, D. 
C., in the trustees of the Fourth Street Methodist Episcopal 
Church, and for other purposes, heretofore reported by him. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1999) for the relief of John G. 
Rose, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

PRINTING OF BILLS, ETC. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER January 
28, 1892, reported it without amendment; and it wasconsidered, 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That there be printed, in document form, 100 copies 
each of the following: Senate bills Nos. 357, 358, 359, 1268, and 1269: also Mis- 
cellaneous Document No. 18 and Senate joint resolution No. 32, to be placed 
in the document room. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2497) to repeal the 
license tax of $25 per year now imposed upon produce dealers in 
the markets of the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 2498) to authorize the sale 
of the old custom-house and post-office in Wilmington, Del.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2499) authorizing the survey for a 
ship canal from the Chesapeake Bay to the Delaware River; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 


on Commerce. 


Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (S. 2500) for the relief of | 


Edward Clemmens; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2501) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Edward Allsworth; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2502) to reimburse the State of 
Kentucky for arms, ordnance, and ordnance stores issued to volun- 
teers and militia organizations, and United States ordnance of- 
ficers and used in aiding to suppress the rebellion against the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STANFORD introduced a bill (S. 2503) in relation to the 
duty on opium; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2504) for the relief of certain 
employés of the United States mint at New Orleans, La.; which 
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was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2505) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Lasher; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. FELTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2506) to create “ 
the California débris commission and to regulate hydraulic min- 
ing; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2507) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Joseph C. Ponceler; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2508) granting a pension to Nettie 
C. Constant, of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2509) granting a pension to Rich- 
ard J. Hukle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2510) for the relief of timber cul- 
ture claimants in the United States: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GIBSON of Maryland introduced a bill (S. 2511)for increase 
of pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Russell Thornton; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2512) for the relief of William 
Webster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2513) granting an honor- 


| able discharge to Joseph Gardner; which was read twice by its 


title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES introduced the following bills, which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2514) for the relief of Betsey Worthington; 

A bill (S. 2515) for the relief of Johanna Fitzgerald; 

A bill (S. 2516) providing for increasing the pension of Edmund 
Noble; 

A bill (S. 2517) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vosburgh; 
and 

A bill (S. 2518) granting a pension to Sheldon Norton. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2519) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell certain lands in the city of Spring- 
field and Commonwealth of Massachusetts; which wasread twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2520) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes;” which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2521) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to procure and present suitable medals to the survivors of 
the ‘‘forlorn-hope storming party,” of Port Hudson; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Another bill for the same object is on the 
Calendar now, already reported. 

Mr. DAWES. Then this bill may lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go to the committee, however. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; it will do no harm to have it referred to 
the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2522) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Charles Martin; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2523) for the 
relief of Henry M. Swann; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART. [I introduce a joint resolution providing for 
the preparation of a subject and author's catalogue of the books 
in the law library of the Supreme Court of the United States. I 
offered a resolution some time ago to have this catalogue printed, 
but I think it is a matter that should be investigated by the 
Judiciary Committee. I ask that the joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary to examine the question and 
see what ought to be done. 

The joint resolution (S. R.59) providing for the preparation of 
a subject and author's catalogue of the books in the law library 
of the Supreme Court of the United States was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 60) to provide 
for the completion of bronze doors for the south wing of the 
Capitol; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
' ad by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
Toone to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
- Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the urgency deficiency appropriation bill; which 
lwas referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. VEST submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE SITE. 


Mr. CULLOM. I submit the following resolution, and ask for 
its present consideration: 

Resolved, In pursuance of the legislation heretofore taken for the acquisi- 
tion of a suitable site for a Government Printing Office, that the Committee 
on Printing, acting jointly with the House committee, be, and the same are 
hereby, empowered and instructed toascertain the most suitable site for that 
purpose (in the District), looking to the future growth of the country and 
the growing demands upon the printing establishment, ascertain the fair 
value of the same, and make report of such investigation and result; and all 
authority heretofore given in this respect is hereby revoked. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that the last clause will not be left in, 
stating that all steps heretofore taken are hereby revoked. I 
shall object to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to those words being 
stricken out, as they are suspended at any rate, I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are suspended. 

Mr.CULLOM. The words indicated by the Senator from Iowa 
may be stricken out from the resolution, as far as I know. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the words: 

And all authority heretofore given in this respect is hereby revoked. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


PORTRAIT AND BUST OF ADMIRAL PORTER. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Whereas the heirs and legal representatives of the late Admiral David D. 
Porter having signified their desire to present to the United States Govern- 
ment the portrait of the said admiral, painted by Carl Becker, and also his 
bust in marble, by William Simmons: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be, and is hereby, instructed 
to consider and arrange for the proper acceptance of said portrait and bust, 
and for the positions to which they shall be assigned in the Capitol. 


NICARAGUA CANAL COMPANY. 


Mr. HIGGINS. I call the attention of the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MORGAN] to the resolution of inquiry which I intro- 
duced some time ago directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
communicate certain information in respect to the Nicaragua 
Maritime Canal. At the time of the introduction of that resolu- 
tion the Senator from Alabama suggested that it be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. I now ask that that action 
be taken, with the understanding that the inquiry directed by 
the resolution to the Secretary of the Interior will be made the 
subject of full inquiry by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Committee on Foreign Relations really 
considered themselves instructed by the first resolution adopted 
to the full extent of the resolution presented by the Senator from 
Delaware, and I am very glad that he has put it in specific form. 
Let that be sent to the Committee on Foreign Relations as being 
superadded in the nature of instructions for the inquiry, because 
that committee, in entering upon this investigation, are acting 
solely and only for the people of the United States, and they pro- 
pose, and they have the power to do it, I think, to control any 
agency or any corporation that stands in the way as an obstruc- 
tion in the slightest degree to the rights and interests and wel- 
fare of the people of the United States. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask that the resolution as it stands be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. HicGins February 10, 1892, 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby. instructed 
to obtain and transmit to the Senate, at the earliest convenient day, a de- 
tailed statement, properly certified by the chief engineer of the Nicaragua 


Canal Company, of the amount and kind of work done, and of the materials. 
seam, and supplies furnished upon the said canal, and the cash cost of the 
ame. 

Also a detailed statement, properly certified by the appropriate officer of 
the canal company, of allcontracts and obligations now in existence between 
the said canal company and all other governments, persons, or companies, 
and the actual cash received and expended by it, and for what purposes; the 
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amountof cash paid in upon subscriptions to its stock and bonds; the amount 
of cash now on hand available for the prosecution of its work; the amount 
of bonds and stock issued, to whom, and for what purposes; the amount sub- 
scribed, for and by whom, and upon what terms, together with a complete 
balance sheet showing the said company’sresources, assets, and liabilities of 
every name and nature, all as of January 1, 1892 

Also a detailed statement showing the capital and organization of any con- 
tracting or constructing company with whom the said canal company may 
have entered into a contract or contracts for constructing any part of its 
canal, or furnishing any labor, services, machinery, materials, or supplies 
for the said canal, and setting forth the amount of stock and bonds issued by 
the said contracting company, to whom and under what terms, the amount 
of cash received by the said contracting company from all the 
amounts paid out, and to whom and for what purposes; theamount of stock 
or bonds subscribed for, and by whom and upon what terms; the amount of 
cash on hand available for carrying out its contracts with the said canal com 
pany and others; the amount and cash value of its assets of every kind, and, 
finally, a complete balance sheet as of January 1, 1892, showing the said con- 
tract company’s assets, resources, and liabilities, of every name and nature. 

The Secretary of the Interior is also requested to furnish copies of all con- 
tracts made and entered into by either of the companies hereinbefore de 
scribed, together with any other information he may have or can obtain in 
reference to the operations or responsibility of either of the said companie 


sources, 


EDWIN GOMEZ. 

Mr. PLATT. Early in the session I presented the petition of 
Edwin Gomez, of New York City, praying compensation for 
losses, etc., andit was referred to the Committee onClaims. On 
the 10th of February the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] re- 
ported back the petition asking that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration. I was not inthe Senate 
at the time the vote was passed discharging the committee. It 
is too late, of course, to move a reconsideration, but I ask unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that that action may be reconsidered, 
and that the petition be recommitted to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Connecticut? The Chair hears none, 
and the petition will be recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT. Some papers that [I have in my hand I wish also 
to go to the Committee on Claims in connection with the peti- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


HOUSE 


It will be so ordered. 
BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6875) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1893, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

THE ¢ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business4 

Mr. SQUIRE. [ask that the Senate proceed to consider the 
bill (S. 617) providing for the erection of a public building at the 
city of Spokane Falls, in the State of Washington. 
the Chair to state that we have 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Rule VIII. 

Mr. SQUIRE. 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the Calendar in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that those bills which | 


ALENDAR. 


[ understand 
arrived at the Calendar. 
The Calendar is in order under 


This bill was passed over without prejudic« 


nave 
passed over under objection will lie over until to-morrow morn 
ing. Let us get at the unobjected cases this morning anyway, 
and then I shail have no objection to-morrow morning. 
several others bills in the same situation. 


been 


There are 


Let them be taken up 

then, but let the unobjected cases have a showing this morning. 
Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill indicated by the Senator 

from Washington was passed over owing to the temporary ab- 


sence of that Senator. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
prejudice. 


Itis true that it was passed over witho t 


Mr. SQUIRE. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri, and assent that the bill may be passed over until to- 
morrow, unless it shall be reached to-day. _ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let us have the regular order 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say that the bill was passed ove 
unanimous consent without prejudice, with the express under- 
standing that it did not lose its place upon the Calendar, and 
that it should be taken ip on the ret rn of the Senator from 


Washington to the Chamber. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That isall true. there 
did not observe it at first: 
the other cases that have not been called. 
Mr.SQUIRE. I consent to the bill going over until to-morrow 
Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the 
military post on the line of 
Highgate, Vt., be taken up. 


isno doubtabout it: I 
put let us go on this morning with 
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of the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
who now informs me that he withdraws his objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is in the same condition that the 
other bill is. Let us commence with the Calendar where cases 
have not been called up, and give somebody who has had no op- 
portunity an opportunity, and then in the morning hour to-mor- 
row let it be understood that cases passed over w ithout prejudice 
shall be called up. There are a number of cases on the Calendar 
which have not been called at all, which have had no hearing, 
and I _— > this suggestion because it will create less trouble 
and everybody will be better satisfied. 

Mr. PROC TOR. Very wel . 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first business on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 24) to provide for an international 
bimetallic agreement was announced as first in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. That had better go over for the present. It 
can not be considered now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed 
over without prejudice. 

JOHN W. LEWIS. 
TY hi1) 


Ai1C Dili 


5S. 1106) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pay to John W. Lewis, register of the land office at The Dalles, 
Oregon, $521.97, being the amount of his maximum compensa- 
tion in addition to his salary from April 17, 1890, to July 7, 1890. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this bill was reported by a bare 
majority of the Committee on Public Lands. It is a bill that a 
large minority of that committee thought ought not to pass. It 
does not carry a great deal of money with it, only providing for 
an appropriation of $500 to be given toa register of the land office 
in Oregon. 

The facts are these: The law provides that the register and re- 
ceiver shall each receive a salary of $500 a year, but it also al- 
lows them certain fees, and if those fees do not exceed $3,000 
a year they retain them. If the fees do exceed that sum then 
they are paid into the Treasury. During the quarter from April 
to July, 1890, there were no fees received in this office. This 
register or 


yT 
received his salary for that time, and there were no fees during 


that quarter. The rea son why no fees were paid him was because 
there was a vacan ‘Vy in the other office and busine ss could not be | 
done until both offic s were filled, and therefore no fees were 


received during that quarter. The ruling of the Comptroller of 
the Treasury was, and properly, that there being no fees recejve: 
in that quarter, he was only e ntitled to the salary provided ~ 
law, and that he was paid. 

This bill seeks to give this officer $500 for that quarter because 
no fees were bE aid him by reason of one of the offices being vacant. 


it is all thereis in the bill. He says that if the other office 








hit +} Yh 


tled to no fees unless fees are paid him during the quarter. He 
salary which the law authorized him to receive, 
and this is a proposition to give him %500 because no fees were 
received during that quarter, the reason being, asI have stated 
hat there was a vacancy in the other office. If this officer be 

r, then there was a vacancy in the receiver's office, 
and if he be the receiver, then there was a vacancy in the regis- 
ter’s office. 





Mr. HARRIS. Ish dl like to ask for my own information, 
as to the failure to receive fees during that quarter, whether 
those fees would not come in another guarter when the other 
off is f ‘ 

Mr. DOLPH. No 

Mr. HARRIS. W< i not the same work have to be done at 
an er day when that office was filled, for which fees would be 
recei' a? 

BERR\ = aw is that the receiver or register shall 
I eive ore than $3,000 a year for both fees oon salary, and 
this is pa rt ,each quarter depending upon itself. That 
is the law, and if there are no fees received during one quarter, 
then under the law the officer is entitled to no fees, but he is en- 
titled to his salary whether any work is done or not. If no work 
is. no fees come in, and the n he receives Only the salary. 


He did nut receive any fees for thin quarts or, and therefore the 





p $500 upon the supposition that the 
{ ‘ ave en received if the other office there, which was 
va ud bee isan absolute gift out of the Treasury 
to ich money, to which he is no more enti- 
tle an a n in the United States of America. 

} DOLP should like to be able to be heard for a mo- 
Ine his ve ‘ ull at 


, the time of his appoisstment resided 
at a point distant from this land office. He qualified on the 17th 
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of April, 1890. After he qualified, but before he entered upon 
the duties of the office, the receiver of the land office in that dis- 
trict, Thomas W. Slusher, died. The President failed to make 
an appointment or the Senate to confirm a successor to the re- 
ceiver until the 7th day of July, 1890. Mr. Lewis left his busi- 
ness and went to the place where the land office was located. He 
received and filed the applications which were made to him, re- 
ceived the money and deposited it in bank until the 7th of 
July, when a receiver was appointed, when the papers and the 
money which had been received were turned over. Heattended 
to the business of the office, kept the office open, and was con- 
stantly employed in the transaction of such business as could be 
transacted without the presence of a receiver. His salary was 

$500 per annum, not enough to pay his board during the time, and 
the fees received during ‘the entire year would not pay his full 
compensation during the time. This is as meritorious a measure 


| as ever came from the Committee on Public Lands. 


I do not think that the committee was divided as the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] has stated. I think at least one 
member of the minority, the Senator from Louisiana[Mr.WHITE], 
favored the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the Senator is mistaken. I think the 
committee was divided five to four. 

Mr. DOLPH. No. The case the Senator has in mind is the 
case of refunding the dollar and a quarter an acre to those who 


| purchased within railroad limits. 


Mr. BERRY. 
posed to this bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator himself was opposed to it. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator intends to state that I am the 
only member of the committee who was opposed to it, then the 
Senator is wrong. 

Mr. DOLPH. No, I do not so state. 

Mr. BERRY. AsI remember, the Senator from Mississippi 
|Mr. WALTHALL] who sits near me, was opposed to it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, I do not know that it is 
at all material, but I can state that the committee on this bill, 
according to my distinct recollection, divided on party grounds. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state to the Senator that he is mistaken 
about that. It is the bill torefund adollar and aquarter an acre 
which he hasinmind. The Senator from Louisiana[Mr. ne 
voted for this bill and he now nods his assent, so that the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi is mistaken. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third 


I think the minority of the committee was op- 


| time. 


Mr. BERRY. Upon the passage of the bill I ask for the yeas 


| and nays. 


been fill ed te would have receive dd fees amounting to this | 
h; bu office was not filled, and under the law he is enti- | 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr.Gray]. Isee he isnot 
in his seat, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Pennslvania [Mr. Quay], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 


, | the Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. I do not see him in 


his seat, and therefore withhold my vote. I should vote “‘yea” 
if he were present. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who is not is his seat. I 
therefore withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. If he were 
present, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CAMERON]. Not knowing how he would vote if pres- 
ent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. H: ANSEROUGH. I am paired with the Senator from 
Illinois . PAL ME R]. Were he present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. Rz AN SOM. Lam paired generally with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE]. He is not present,and I decline to vote; 
otherwise I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair, as I stated, with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], but with an understanding 
that where a question is not political, in order tomake a quorum 
either of us may have the right to vote. I therefore venture to 
cast my vote in ‘favor of the bill. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. PALMER. I am not familiar with the » question before 
the Senate, but to make a quorum, I will vote “‘ nay. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. e Senator from Mingis {[Mr. PAL- 


MER] now being present, I shall vote ‘‘ yea. 
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The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 20; as follows: 
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Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Sawyer 
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NOT VOTING—37. 
Higgins, 
Hill 
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ESTATE OF ISAAC P. TICE, DECEASED. 

The bill (S. 972) for the relief of the administrators of the es- 
tate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes toconfer jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to retry and determine according to law and in equity 
the case of the administrators of Isaac P. Tice, deceased, against 
the United States, decided by the Supreme Court at the October 
term, 1878, and also to try and determine according to law and 
in equity the claims of Tice for money collected, but not paid 
over to him, under the regulations of the Treasury, based upon 
his contract with the United States. In the retrial the statute 
of limitations shall not be available against the rights and claims 
of Tice, but the United States may offer in evidence any evidence 
given and filed in the prior trial. The court may render ajudg- 
ment in favor of the administrators of Tice for such sums as may 
be found to be due and unpaid to him on any of the accounts 
named. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM M. KEIGHTLEY. 

The bill (S. 978) for the relief of William M. Keightley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
William M. Keightley, postmaster at Durango, Colo., $1,350, be- 
ing amount of clerk hire paid by him from January 4, 1881, to 
March 31, 1882, during which period the office was in the fourth 
class. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, rgad the third time, 
and passed. 

ROYAL M. HUBBARD. 

The bill (S. 975) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Royal M. Hubbard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides for the payment tothe legal representatives of Royal 
M. Hubbard, late postmaster at Longmont, Colo., $600 for rent 
of post-office during the period from April 1, 1881, to June 30, 
1883. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HORACE A. W. TABOR. 

The bill (S. 976) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor was con- 
sidered as is Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Horace A. W. Tabor, of Colorado, $3,869.94, or so much thereof 
as shall appear to the proper accounting officer of the Govern- 
ment to have been paid by Tabor for necessary expenses in the 
Leadville post-office over and above the allowances made for that 

yurpose. , 
, The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

B. F. ROCKAFELLOW. 

The bill (S. 977) for the relief of B. F. Rockafellow was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the pay- 
ment of $614.11 to B. F. Rockafellow, on his account as postmas- 
ter at Canyon City, Colo., or so much of that amount as shall ap- 
pear to the proper accounting officer of the Government to have 


been paid by Rockafellow for necessary clerk hire in the Canyon | 


City post-office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN ERICSSON. 

The bill (S. 838) for the relief of the estate of John Ericsson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pay to the personal representatives of John Ericsson $13,930, 
for the balance found due Ericsson by the Court of Claims, in 
February, 1857, for his services in planning the United States 
war steamer Princeton, and planning and superintending the 
construction of the machinery of that steamer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

J.C. IRWIN & CO., AND OTHERS. 

The bill (S. 21) for the relief of J. C. Irwin & Co. and C. A. 
Perry & Co. was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill being adversely reported, let it 
be passed over. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPOKANE FALLS, WASH. 

Mr. SQUIRE. lLask that Order of Business 100, Senate bill 
617, which was passed over without prejudice, may be now con- 
aacr< 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S.617) providing for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Spokane Falls, in the State of 
Washington. 

By unanimous consent the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. SHOUP. I ask for the present consideration of a bill 
which was passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. CULLOM. [ insist upon the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is called for. 

Mr.CULLOM. Wecan get along better with these bills in 
that way, I think. 

The bill (S. 1674) incorporating the Society of American 
Florists was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. That bill was reported by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. PADDOCK], who is not in his seat at this moment. I 
do not know that I object to it at all, but I wish that it may go 
over, so that I may examine it. > 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have an explanation or at least 
have the Senator point out under what clause or section of the 
Constitution this comes. 

Mr. PLATT. I had that in mind, and therefore I asked to 
have it passed over. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


OTTO A. RISUM. 

The bill (S. 232) for the relief of Otto A. Risum was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the allowance to 
Otto A. Risum, postmaster at Pulcifer, Wis., of $78, lost in tran- 
sit by reason of the robbery of the mail. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


REVENUE CUTTERS ON THE GREAT LAKES. 


The bill (S. 1681) making an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of two United States revenue cutters for service on the Great 
Lakes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALAMEDA, CAL. 


Mr. STANFORD. I desire to call up the bill (S. 1207) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Alameda, in the State of California 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 1207) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Alameda, in the State of California, was considered asin Com- 
| mittee of the Whole. 

Mr.STANFORD. This bill has been reported favorably. Ala- 
meda has a population of 11,165; the postal receipts during 1889 
were $7,648.71 and the net revenue $5,878.40. The town has en- 
tirely outgrown the accommodations. The accommodations are 
such as when the town had only two or three thousand inhabit- 
| ants. Now the building is entirely insufficient to accommodate 

a population of over eleven thousand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President,only a moment ago the Sen- 
tor from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] asked to call up a bill on the Calen- 
dar which was in the same condition as this bill and the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] called for the regular order. 

Mr. DOLPH. The bill of the Senator from Illinois has passed 
since. 

Mr.COCKRELL. He called for the regularorder. The ques- 
tion is, what is the regular order? I asked the Senator from 
Idaho, the Senator from Washington, and one or two other Sen- 
ators to allow their bills to be passed over until we had acted for 
some time upon the regular order of the Calendar. Now, I have 
no objection to the Senator from California getting up his bill, 
because it comes upon the Calendar without objection; but then 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHOUP] and the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. PROCTOR] ought to be treated in the same way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill was passed over heretofore 
without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So was the bill of the Senator from Idaho, 
and so with the bill of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. STANFORD. This bill was passed without prejudice. I 
can see no impropriety in considering and passing the bill now, 

‘as it was heretofore passed over without prejudice. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will just stop his speech the 
bill will be passed. Nobody has objected to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MILITARY POST BETWEEN BURLINGTON AND HIGHGATE, VT. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iask that Senate bill 1233, Order of Busi- 
ness 150, may be taken up. i 9, 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was passed over without prejudice, 
was it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed over without preju- 
dice. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 1233) to establish a mil- 
itary post on the line of railway between Burlington and High- 
gate, Vt., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BOISE CITY, IDAHO. 


Mr. SHOUP. I now ask for the consideration of Senate bill 
393, which was passed over without prejudice. : 5 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 393) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon | 
at Boisé City, in the State of Idaho, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. . ‘ 1? 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with amendments. The first amendment was, on 
nage 2, line 12, after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘ which sum | 
s hereby appropriated;” so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and | 
directed to acquire by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and cause 
to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators and approaches, for the use and ac- 
commodation of the United States post-office and other Government offices 
in Boisé City, and State of Idaho, the cost of said site and building, including 
said vaults, heating and ventilating eens, elevators, and approaches, 
complete, not to exceed the sum of $200,000, which sum is hereby appropri- 
ated. ° 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert at the end of the bill the 
following paragraph: 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open space of at 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 
COLLECTION DISTRICT OF PUGET SOUND. 
Mr. DOLPH. Order of Business 125, Senate bill 722, is an im- 
portant general measure, but very brief, which went over on the | 
objection of one of the Senators from Washington. That objec- | 
tion is withdrawn, or at least no further opposition is made to | 
the bill. I ask to have it taken up for action at this time. 
Mr. VANCE. Iask for the regular order. 
Mr. DOLPH. This is a very brief bill of general importance. 
| 
| 


Mr. FRYE. This is the regular order. 
Mr. DOLPH. It can be disposed of in a moment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was passed over without 
peas 
Mr. DOLPH. Let it be reported for information. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
The bill (S. 722) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to reorgan- 
ize and establish the customs collection district of Puget Sound,” 
approved August 28, 1890, was read, and, by unanimous consent, | 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
it. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
FORLORN HOPE STORMING PARTY. 


The bill (S. 692) authorizing the Secretary of War to procure | 
and present medals to the survivors of the ‘‘forlorn-hope storm- 
ing party” of Port Hudson was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that that bill may be passed over in 
order that the Senator from Wyoming may have an opportunity 
of examining it, without losing its place on the present Cal- 
endar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). | 
It will be so ordered, if there be no objection. 

ROPES PASS, TEXAS. 

The bill (S. 1295) to authorize the construction of jetties, piers, 
and breakwaters at private expense in the Gulf of Mexico, at the 
mouth of Ropes Pass, in the State of Texas, was considered as in | 
Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, on page 2, section 3, line 11, after the word ‘“‘ de- 
sired,” to insert ‘‘ by the Government of the United States;” so 
as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That at any time after said improvements and works have been 
completed as herein provided, and a depth of 20 feet has been obtained, the 
United States shall have the right to pay the said company, or their assigns, 
successors, or legalrepresentatives, the value of the worksconstructed under 
this act or under or by virtue of any authority granted by the State of Texas, 
and on such payment being made by the United States all rights to said work 
on the part of said parties shall cease; but nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued as compelling or requiring the Government to take possession of and 
pay for said works unless so desired by the Government of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


HOSPITAL CORPS OF THE ARMY. 

The bill (S. 552) to amend the act approved March 1, 1887, re- 
lating to the Hospital Corps of the Army, was considered as in 
Committee of Whole. It proposes to amend section 6 of the act 
approved March 1, 1887, entitled ‘‘ An act to organize the Hospi- 
tal Corps of the Army of the United States, to define its duty, 
and fix its pay,” so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That the pay of privates of the Hospital Corps shall be €19 per 
month, with the increase on account of length of service as is now or may 
hereafter be allowed by law to other enlisted men. They shall be entitled to 
the same allowance as a corporal of the arm of service with which they may 
be on duty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF ADELICIA CHEATHAM, DECEASED. 

The bill (S. 43) for the relief of the personal representatives of 
Adelicia Cheatham, deceased, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It provides for the payment to the personal repre- 
sentatives of Adelicia Cheatham, deceased, of $32,074, with in- 
terest from October 29, 1868, in full diseharge of all claims for 
money illegally assessed on the 10th of May, 1867, and again on 
the 15th of March, 1868, by the assessor for the fifth collection 
district of the State of Tennessee, under the internal-revenue law 
of the 30th of June, 1864, chapter 173, on crops of cotton raised in 
Louisiana during the years 1861 and 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


| passed. 


AUGUSTUS BOYD. 


The bill (S. 256) for the relief of Augustus Boyd was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 5, before the word ‘‘ place,” to insert 
‘‘appoint and;” and in line 9, after the word “ disability,” to in- 
sert ‘‘and the retired list is hereby increased in number to that 
extent;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and hereby is, authorized to nom- 
inate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint and 
place on the list of retired officers of the United States Army the name of 
Augustus Boyd, with the rank of captain of staff, this being the actual rank 
in the regular Army held by him when in the service he received the injury 
from which he suffers permanent disability; and the retired listis hereby in- 


| creased in number to that extent: Provided, Thatno pay or allowances shall 


accrue or be paid to said Augustus Boyd under this act prior to his confir 
mation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


| ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS KOOTENAI RIVER, IDAHO. 

The bill (S. 1668) to authorize and regulate the construction of 
a bridge across the Kootenai River, at the town of Fry. County 
of Kootenai, State of Idaho, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in section 4. line 6, after 
the word “‘ purposes,” to insert— 


Equal rights and privileges shall be given to all telegraph and telephone 
companies to place their wires on said bridge, and any railroad company de- 
siring to use said bridge for the crossing of its cars and trains thereon shall 
have the right to do so upon such terms as may be agreed upon by the par 
ties, and if they shall be unable to agree, the Secretary of War shal! fix the 
terms upon which said bridge may be so used— 
so as to make the section read: ‘ 

Sec. 4. Thatany bridge constructed under the provisions of this act and 


according to its limitations shall be a lawful structure, and shall be reco 


1ized as @ post route, upon which no charge shall be made for the transmis 


I 
sion over the same of the mails of the United States or for the right of way 
for United States postal-telegraph purposes. Equal rights and privileges 
shall be given to all telegraph and telephone companies to place their wires 
on said bridge, and any railroad company desiring to use said bridge for the 
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crossing of its cars and trains thereon shall have the right to doso upon 
such terms'as may be agreed upon by the parties, and if they shall be unable 
to agree, the Secretary of War shall fix the terms upon which said bridge 
May be so used 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 2, after the word 
‘‘such,” to strike out ‘‘ bridges” and insert “‘ bridge;” so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec, 5, That all parties owning, occupying, or operating such bridge shall 
maintain, at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise, throughout the 
year. such lights thereon as the United States Light-House Board may pre- 
scribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 1, after the word 
“shall,” to strike out ‘‘ take effect immediately after its pas- 
sage” and insert ‘‘be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and 
completed within three years from the date hereof;” so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA K. STARR. 

The bill (S. 1220) granting a pension to Eliza K. Starr was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line &, tostrike out *‘ Fifth” and insert ‘* Sixth,” 
and in line 9, after the words ‘‘ rate of,” to strike out “fifty” 
and insert ‘‘ thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby 

“author ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions s 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza K. Starr, widow of 
Samuel H. Starr, late colonel Fifth New Jersey Volunteers, and major and 
brevet colonel Sixth United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of 80 a month 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY POST NEAR LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 


The bill (S. 113) to establish a military post near Little Rock, | fu 


Ark., was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, I ask 
that the regular order may be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope that the bill the title of 
which has been stated may be disposed of. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Allow me to have the re ‘rular order laid be- 
fore the Senate, and, when that isdone, I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which isthe bill (S. 1) for prevent- 
ing the adulteration and misbanding of foods and drugs, and for 
other purposes. 

JONES of Arkansas. 
informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks that the unfinishe il bi isiness may be temporarily laid aside 
until the consideration of the bill the title of which has been read 
shall be concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I yield to the Senator for that purpose. 

By unanimous consent, theSenate, asin Committee of the Whole. 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 113) to establish a military post 
near L itth » Rock, Ark. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in section 2, line 6, after the words “ sum of,” 


1 


to strike out ‘‘two hundred” and insert “ fifty;’ so as to make 


I ask that the regular order may be 








the section read: 

Sec. 2. That forthe purpose of defraying the expenses of locating said army 
post as afor: ua and of constructing barracks, quarters, kitchens, mess 
halis, stables, s ehouses, magasines, and other necessary and suitable build- 
ings , ereby appr ited, out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appro] ated, the sum of 856,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, the 


as 
same to be drawn from the Treasury and applied to said purposes under the 
direction of the Secretary of War: Provided, That no part of said sum hereby 
appropriated shall be expended until the aforesaid tract of land shall have 
bee nveyed to and accepted by the United States 

amendment was agreed to. 

‘ted to the Senate as amended, and the 





The bill was ordere dt to be » engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICT OF TAMPA. 


The PRE SIDING OF FICER. The Senate, as in Committee of 
the W hole, resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, 
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the pending question being on the motion of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. COKE] to strike out sections 7 and 8 of the commit- 
“se e SED, upon which the yeas and nays have been or- 
aeret 

Mr. FRYE. Before that is conside ered, I should like to have 
the next bill of the Calendar, Order of Business 185, passed over 
without prejudice, so that it may not becalled up first at the next 
meeting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1956) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act establishing a customs collection district in Florida, to 
to be know nas the collection district of Tampa, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 1, 1889. 

Mr. FRYE. Now let that bill be passed without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


FOOD AND DRUG ADULTERATION. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


| sideration of the bill (S. 1) for preventing the adulteration and 
| misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes, the pend- 


ing question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. COKE 
to strike out sections 7 and 8 of the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to strike out lines 1 and 2 of the 
seventh section and part of line 3. down to the word ‘‘shall,” 
and insert the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 7, beginning in line 1, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words— 

That every person manufacturing or exposing for sale or delivering toa 
purchaser any drug or article of food included in the provisions of this act 
which is a subject of interstate commerce 

And insert in lieu thereof: 


That every person who manufactures for shipment and delivers for trans- 
portation from any State or Territory to any other State or Territory any 
drug or article of food, and every person who exposes for sale or delivers to 
a purchaser any drug or article of food received from a State or Territory 
other than the State or Territory in which he exposes for sale or delivers 
such drug or article of food, and which article is in the original unbroken 
package in which the same was received 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


| ment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 


NER} 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to say for myself that I very cheer- 
lly accept that amendment. It improves the phraseology and 
I do not think it weakens the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not catch the point where the amend- 
ment is proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. FAULKNER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia to 
the matter proposed to be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let that section as amended be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section as amended will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That every person who manufactures for shipment and delivers 
for transportation from any State or Territory to any other State or Terri 
tory any drug or article of food, and every person who exposes for sale or 
delivers to a purchaser any drug or article of food received from a State or 
Territory other than the State or Territory in which he exposes for sale 
or delivers such drug or article of food, and which article isin the original 
unbroken package in which the same was received, shall furnish a sample 
of such drugs or articles of food, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, that amendment has been 
agreed to, has it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ithas. 

_ Mr. COCKRELL. Now I move to amend, after the words 

shall furnish,” in line 3, by inserting *‘ within wana Wy hours 
and u pon tender and full payment of the selling price,” and by 
striking out, in line 9, the words ‘‘ and shall tender him the ful! 
value thereof.” That will obviate a serious objection made by 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. So far as I amconcerned I will accept that 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ furnish,” in line 3 of sec- 
tion 7, it is proposed to insert the words - = bus ines ss hours 
and u pon tender and full payment of the selling price;” and i 
line 9, after the word ‘‘ possession,” to strike out the words ‘ ‘and 
shall tender him the fuli value thereof.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
two amendments will be considered as one, and the guestion will 
be put on them as one amendment. 
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r. VEST. Pe 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I do not see exactly why you should go 
1 manufacturer fora sample, b cause while the thing r 

hands of the manufactu it is not a thing in inte 


gone into the hands of the 








Mr. WHITE. In consequence of this change it will be neces- 
sary in the first section, in line 14, after the word ‘“‘ manufactured,’ 
to inse - ‘« Provided, The same be in the original or unbroken | to : 

ackag in 1 

Mr. *OCKRELL. That does not pertain to this amendment. | commerce. When into 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, I think it does. carrier on its way t fi lestination and has been received by 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has nothing to do with the amendment | the common carrier I understand it to be a subject of inte rsts 

ending. commerce and it continues in interstate commerce untilit reac 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- | its destination. 
ment moved by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to I desire to know if this system ofde andi aples is broad 





} 


common 





LCS 


the matter proposed to be stricken out. cast in respect to manufactories and productions of States while 
The amendment was agreed to. in the States and before they have b2« e things actually in in 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President,as the amendment offered by the | terstate commerce, because in the one case [ think the legislation 


Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] hi is been adopted, | would be constitutional, and in the other lam quite satisfied it 


I move to insert, after ‘the word *‘ manufactured,” in section 1, | would not be. 
line 14, the words I before indicated. Mr. VEST. Mr. President, of course I do not hold myself at 


1 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state that the | all responsible for this amendm nt, b it it passed the Senate with- 





























original motion before the Senate is to strike out sections 7 and 8, | out any negative vote. I simpl call the attention of its friends 
and that amendments are now b ing offered to perfect those sec- » the fact that the ype ration of it is confined exclusive ly to the 
tions before the motion is taken upon striking them out. nanufacturer. Under this amendment, as adopted, if a manu- 

Mr. WHITE. Very well. facturer in a State sells an article Manufactured to another party, 

Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire of the Senator from West | and that party ships it or makes it the subject of interstate com- 
Virginia if it is his intention to confine the operation of his | merce, puts it into the hands of the common carrier, then this 
amendment to persons who manufacture for shipment and de- | amendmentdoesnotapply. That isthe meaning, asl understand, 
liver for transportation? It seems tome that would be the mean- | of the Senator from West Virginia. In other words, an article 
ing of it. I ha¥e not the amendment before me, and of course | may be adulterated and deleterious to health and life; but if it 
IT am dependent upon = I hear from the desk, but it struck | passes out of the hands of 1 unufacturer to another citizen of 
me that that would be t e ope ration of the amendment. Itsays, | the State and he b mes the shipper to another State or Terri- 
as I remember, *‘ eve ce rson who manufactures for shipment | tory, then the article shipped is not subject to this amendment 
and delivers for tr snapertation:” Then, of course, it would be Mr. F AKNER. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis 
only the manufacturer, —_ if a person in a State was the ma 30uri whether he thinks, if the manufacturer adulterates an arti 
facturer and then shipped he would be excluded from the opera- | cle and sells it in the Sta any wa nsibie for 
= ow amendment. its transportation fron iat State into another State, he can be 

. FAULKNER. T! 1e object and purpose of th: amendment |} made crin inally respons b ind any Federal statute? 
is, as stated by the Senator from Missour1, to limit the right of Mr. VEST. J do not know. 
the investigation as to,samples of drugs sold or transhipped from Mr. FAUI ER. My ideais that he can not be, and for that 
one State tu another, or of articles of food ship from one eason | have imited it tot manufactu who adulterates in 
State to another, so far as the manufacturer is concerned, to the | the manufacture of the article and delivers for transportation to 
fact that he had brought the article by his own act under the | another State. 
interstate-commerce clause: and until the manufacturer had de- Mr. VEST. I ) Mr. P t, as to the scope 
livered it or entered, as stated in different decisions of the Su- | and purpose of this prop i legislation, but it has been my im- 
preme Court, the article for transportation, it does not become | pression, and nothing in the debate has removed it, that the 
a subject of interstate commerce under the provisions of the Fed- | friends of this isure intended it toapply toall products which 
eral Constitution. I donot think, and never have thoucht. it was | were being sh 9) d from one State or T itory to another o1 
the right of Congress to pass any act authorizing its agents to from this country to a foreig: juntry: that it was not ap 
go in toa State and investigate and inquire into the ] rity of | statute alone intended to punish the adulteration of food or drugs, 
an article, which article had not come within the interstate- | but that it was intended to get rid of a confessed abuse which 
commerce clause of the FP ederal C onstitution. now exists inthisc intry in regard to adulteration. The amend- 

This amendment of mine brings the article before it can be | ment of the Senator from West Virginia, I simply suggest, con- 
touched in that relation tothe FederalGovernment. ThenI think | fines the operation entirely to the manufacturer, andin any event. 
it becomes the right of the agent of the Government to goandask | huwever much adulteration th: may be in an article of food or 
of the parties a sample of the articles soshipped. The latter | 1 cine, if it passes out of his hands in the State and then is 
part of it refers to individuals, and that limits the right of the | shipped to another Stat ‘ Territory, this proposed law does 
agent of the Government to go-to a party who has received ar- | not affect it. But I am not posing here as a friend of the meas- 
ticles of food or drugs from another State and demand a sample ; make th roestion. 
of those while they exist as a subject of interstate commerce, Mr. KENNA. I should like to ask the Senator whether it is 
which is up to the time that they remain in the original pack- | his understanding if a manufacturer of any particular article of 
age, unbroken, and before they become mixed with the great mass | food manufactures such article in such manner as to bring it 
of property in the State. When that time comes then the State | within the terms of th rill it be any the less an article of 
laws come in and operate upon the question of purity and the | interstate commerce because i old to a second or third party 
examination and inspection of the article. The purpose of my | who ships it to another State thanif hes sithimself? And if 
amendment was to make that clear and distinct. Perhaps the | he ships it or sells it to ly « 10 ! ,¥ t not 
bill meant really the same, but I believe we should be very clear | still be just as much a matter o as an 
in this matter and leave no room for doubt. article of interstate comm: ulterated as ift a 

My amendme nt covers the case where there is asale of anartick ifacturer shipped it hi f 
in the original package. The article is still subject t )intersiat Mr. VEST. 1 
commerce regulations, but as soon as it becomes subject vi KENNA Cha g : pro 
jurisdiction of the police power of the States, up to the time that | sion—and I make the same sugg i oO ag apply 
it passes from t the hands of the party w horeceived it from anothe ist as well in that part ir case 1 lanufa as to th 
State by sale or by the breaking of the package and mixing it t 
with the mass of property in the State, it is still th subject « Mr. VEST. Lam not talking about t is 
interstate commerce. ianufacturer, but | ‘ f 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, let the amendment be reported | 1 anufacturer. O ‘ 
again ad 

“The : PRES! DING OFFICER. The amendmentalready adopted | a common ca 
will be read. State or Ti 

The Secretary read section 7 as amended on the motion of Mr. | Whet we 4 © the bill or aga i 
FAULKNER. © tha 

. BUTLER. Is that a substitute? Th 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the section as it has | Lj] is of f 
amended, which has been r¢ ad as far asthe Secretary proceeded | inter ( ‘ 
with the reading. rey Senate ' ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask th S nator from Missou acturer has s n tl ¥ l 
or the Senator from West Virginia, for I have not kept up wit and takes it to acommon carrier, sti ym tha ‘ 
these amendments, if the taking of these samples and the ahi is | anothe Thatis the ation of the ame i he 
of them is confined to the thing that has entered into interstati intention of it, very well. 
commerce? The PRESIDING OFFIC R t he i- 





Ys 
ns 


= Lane 2 
eee 


2 vane S 


a 


1852 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 8, 





ments intended to perfect the sections, the question recurs on the 
motion to strike out, on which the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I think Me. Veal the con- 





struction put by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] upon the 
amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] is correct, and because it is correct I think it isa 
very meritorious amendment to the bill. I regard this whole 
legislation as vicious. As the bill now stands it can have no 
operation upon any shipper except the manufacturer, and for 
that reason I hope that no amendment will be made which will 
enlarge the scope and operation of that part of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to ask a question as to the opera- 
tion of this amendment. Suppose a manufacturer manufactures 
adulterated goods and sells them to a third party, and that third 
party ships them before the original package is broken, would 
they come under the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. FAULKNER. If in the hands of the consignee in the 
State to which they are shipped in the original or unbroken pack- 
age, they come under the terms of this bill, and not until then. | 

Mr. WHITE. Then the criticism made by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST] is not well taken. As I understand the 
amendment, it only makes the shipment wrong when it is done 
by the manufacturer. Therefore, if he sells the goods to a third 

erson and that third person ships them, the provisions of the 
ill do not apply. 

Mr. VEST. Of course not. 

Mr. WHITE. That makes the section wholly inoperative. | 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, it strikes me that there | 
can not be any misunderstanding about my amendment. I, of | 
course, intend to limit it to the action of the manufacturer in | 
shipping an article and making it an article of interstate com- 
merce, because if he sells an adulterated article to any one in the 
State where manufactured, then the State law takes care of that 
matter and will punish him; butif hesellsittoa third party and 
that party then ships it into another State, the consignee who | 
receives it would be required under the terms of this amendment 
to give asample of it to the officers of the Government and have 
it analyzed, and if it were found to be adulterated he could be 
punished. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator from | 
West Virginia illustrate the operation of this bill better than | 
anything I have said about it. He says if an article is adulter- | 
ated by the manufacturer and sold in the State, then the State | 
laws will take hold of it. The very object of this legislation is 
to do what the States are presumed not to have done, or else to | 
make this legislation apply to an article that becomes the sub- | 
ject of interstate commerce. Now, it is very evident that if the | 
State laws are enforced in regard to the adulteration of food or 
drugs there can be, except the ordinary defects which arise in 
all human legislation, no shipment from one State to another of 
adulterated food or drugs. If the State does its duty and enforces 
its statutes, as a matter of course there will be nothing the sub- | 
ject of interstate commerce which is adulterated. 

But we are attempting here now to supplement, or, in other 
words, to do what the State ought to doby the instrumentalities 
of the General Government and under the interstate-commerce | 
clause of the Constitution. I think he is a very bold legislator 
who will rise here and say that the police powers of the States do 
not apply to the quarantine and inspection laws. I take it that | 
no Senator will doso. But we are now attempting under the | 
interstate-commerce clause of the Constitttion tosupplement the | 
police power of the States. If what the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia contemplates should be done, and the police power of the 
State is fairly and honestly exercised upon all the articles of food 
and drugs within its limits, there will be nothing to be shipped to 
any other State or Territory from that State which is adulterated. 
The whole meaning and object of this bill is to do by the General 
Government what the States have already done or what they 
should have done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the | 


motion to strike out sections 7 and 8 as they have beenamended. | 
On this question the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘yea.” I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], and therefore am not at 
liberty to vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. I am 
informed by the Senator incharge of this bill that he has author- 
ity to state that the Senator from Pennsylvania is in favor of the 
bill. That being so,I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT, when his name was ! 


called). The Gees occupant of the chair is paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR]. He would vote “nay” 
if the Senator from Virginia were present. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If he were here I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If at liberty 


| to vote I should vote “ yea.” 


Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


| the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power]. If at liberty I should 
| vote ‘* yea.” . 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. JONES 
of Arkansas] is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock]. My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAREY. I am paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina |Mr. IrBy]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but I am informed that the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] is not paired on this question. I 
will therefore pair him in his absence with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Colquitt, Kenna, Turpie, 
Berry, George, Morgan, Vance, 
Carlisle, Gibson, Md. Palmer, Vest, 
Chilton, Harris, Pasco, Vilas. 
Coke, Hawley, Ransom, 

NAYS—31. 
Allen, Frye, Morrill, Stanford, 

| Allison, Gallinger, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Casey, Hale, Perkins, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Sanders, Warren, 
Davis, Higgins, Sawyer, Washburn, 
Dawes, Kyle, Sherman, Wilson, 
Dolph, Me Millan, Shoup, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Manderson, Squire, 
NOT VOTING—38. 
Aldrich, Culiom, Hiscock, Power, 
Barbour, Daniel, Hoar, Proctor, 
Blackburn, Dixon, Irby, Pugh, 
| Blodgett, Dubois, Jones, Ark. Quay, 

Brice, Felton, Jones, Nev. Stewart, 
Butler, Gibson, La. McPherson, Voorhees, 
Call, Gordon, Mitchell, Walthall, 
Cameron, Gorman, Peffer, White. 
Carey, Gray, Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Hill, Platt, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move tostrike out section 9. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 


| from Missouri will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 9, as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 9. That in prosecutions for violations of any of the provisions of this 
act proof of the act done shall be held to imply knowledge and intent on the 
part of the accused, unless such knowledge and intent shall be disproved on 
the trial. If it be shown that said dealer is innocent of any intentional fraud, 


| then the action in court shall lie against the dealers having furnished the 


accused the articles in question, and these dealers shall be parties to the 
suit. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What is the amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tostrike out section 9. The ques- 


| tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 


souri. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 
The ayes have it, and the amendment to the amendment is 
agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, is that vote on the adoption 


| of the amendment? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis. The Chair will put the ques- 


| tion again. The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
| from Missouri to strike out section 9. [Putting the question.] 


The ayes appear to have it. The ayes have it, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I understood that my friend 
the Senator from West Virginia[Mr. FAULKNER] desired to offer 
a modification of the section. Idonot think he quite understood 
the stage of parliamentary progress. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understood very well the stage of the 
question, but the President did not give me a chance to offer my 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair put the question the second time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not think the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will affect the bill very much, and therefore 
[ did not insist upon recognition by the Chair in order to offer 


| the modification which I proposed to offer. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I think, under the circumstances, the Sena- 





Peeetent etn: Dhtthairs:i silunrs bonnes ea 





Pereine 








1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1853 








tor, if he desires, ought to be in a situation to have a vote upon 


it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair observed the Senator 
from West Virginia rise. Then he took his seat again, and the 
Chair supposed the Senator did not wish to submit any motion. 
The Chair afterwards again put the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair put the question the second time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to offer another amendment, in 
section 2, on page 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the question the vote upon which 
has been announced to be considered as open? What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The section has been stricken out. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion has been carried, and the ninth 
section is stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatis the understanding of the 
Chair. 

Mr. FAULKNER. My purpose is to offer another amendment 
to another section, not to the section stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
has been recognized. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move, insection 2, line 11, after the word 
‘‘nerson,” to insert the words ‘“‘in original unbroken packages.” 





The language of this section as it stands in the bill would | 


make it a criminal offense for anyone to ‘ knowingly deliver, 
for pay or otherwise, or offer to deliver, to any other person any 
such article so adulterated or misbranded.” I conceive that 
that would carry the question too far and allow acriminal offense 
to be founded on this statute, even though the delivery and sale 
were made after the original package had been broken and the 


article had been mixed with the general mass of property of | 
the State. I therefore move to insert the amendment which I 


suggest in line 11, after the word “‘ person.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 11, after the word * per- 
son,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘in original unbroken packages;” 
so as to read: 


other person, in original unbroken packages, any such article, ete. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is in consonance with my own view, 
which I have often expressed. I therefore accept the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ask leave to offer another amendment. 
In section 3, line 4, after the word ‘‘drugs,” I move to insert 


‘sold or offered for sale in original or unbroken packages inany | 
“ | suit of and in the name of the United States. 


State or Territory other than where manufactured.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 4, after the word ‘‘ drugs,” 
insert: 

Sold or offered for sale in original or unbroken packages in any State or 
Territory other than where manufactured. , 


Mr. PADDOCK. I accept that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from West Virginia to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. Insection 1, line 14, after the word ‘‘ manufac- 
tured,” I move to insert: 

Provided, The same be in original or unbroken packages. 

This amendment will simply make the section conform to the 
other sections of the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The object of the amendment is simply to 
harmonize this section with the other provisions of the bill? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Louisiana to the amendment of 
the committee. : 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.FAULKNER. In section §,line8, after the word ‘ drug,” 
I move to strike out the word ‘‘ under” and to insert ‘‘in viola- 
tion of,” so as to read: 


Impure or misbranded article of food or drug in violation of the provi 
sions of this act. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in looking over the provisions 
of this bill in reference toits enforcement I see, at least I so un- 
derstand it, that all of the penalties which are in the bill are of 
a criminal nature and are to be inflicted upon persons who vio- 
late the law through the agency of indictments and proceedings 
before petit juries. They are all criminal. 

We know the difficulty in almost any community in the United 
States of convicting a man who is engaged either in the vending 
or in the manufacturing of an article which he does not consider 
to be adulterated within the vicious sense of that word, but upon 


Oo epmntilhieessinatamtaiasibtaniialsatzainasietebiin 


which he thinks he has a right to make himself a little margin 
of profit, and that the communities sympathize with him for his 
adroitness and skill in getting an article before the community, 
such as oleomargarine, or something of that kind, which is not 
exactly first-rate in its ingredients, but still answers the de- 
mands of a very large class of people who are not very exquisite, 
perhaps, in their tastes. In these cases I think we should find 
the utmost difficulty in having convictions; the juries would not 
convict men in such cases, and this law would sleep upon the 
statute book virtually a dead letter because of that fact. 

There is a remedy, however, which is very simple, which is 
used by the Government of the United States in respect of the 


| importations of obscene literature and other articles of that kind, 


which while it is not criminal is very effective, and that is a libel 
in the courts in the nature of an admiralty proceeding, when the 
article itself is seized. The article carries the offense with it, 
and it is condemned because it has been put up, and having been 
put up has been transported or is being transported in violation 
of the statute. I am surprised that this committee, if they are 
really in earnest in getting a law upon the statute book that can 
be enforced, have omitted entirely to make a provision of that 
kind, a proceeding of seizure and condemnation of the article 
itself for the adulteration that is found in it. 

The lawyers of the Senate, and they are very numerous (al- 
most the whole body is composed of lawyers), will recognize pre- 
cisely what I mean by this point without my going into any am- 
plification of it. I think that all members of the Senate will see 
that we are overlooking a remedy which would be the most ef- 
fective for the prevention of the shipment and transportation of 
adulterated food and drink in the United States. 

So I have thought that I would offer an additional section to 
the bill by way of amendment which I will send to the desk, and 
I ask that it be read for the information of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After section 8 of the substitute of the com- 


| mittee it is proposed to add: 
Shall knowingly deliver, for pay or otherwise, or offer to deliver,to any | 


Sec. 9. Any article of food or drink that is adulterated within the meaning 
of this act, and is transported, or is being transported, from one State to an- 


| other for sale, and is still in the original or unbroken packages, shall be 


liable to be proceeded against in any district court of the United States 
within the district where the same is found, and seized for confiscation by a 
process of libel or condemnation; and if such article is condemned as being 
adulterated, the same shall be sold, and the proceeds thereof, less the legal 
costs and charges, shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States. The 
proceedings in such libel cases shall conform as near as may be to proceed 
ings in admiralty, except that either party may demand trial by jury of any 
issue of fact joined in such case; and all such proceedings shall be at the 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if we intend really to have a 
law here against the adulteration of food and drink which shall 


| be conformed to what the Supreme Court says is the power of 


Congress to regulate commerce and to prohibit adulteration by 
such means, I do not see how we can omit to put that feature in 
this proposed statute. If we are putting a law upon the statute 
book that we do not intend to execute, that the country will not 
execute, that in all of its features and phases when it comes to 
be put into execufion is a law for the punishment of individuals, 
we shall not make any progress in the direction of relieving the 
country against adulterated food and drink. We shall get a 
great many prosecutions up, a great many very troublesome and 
irritating quarrels and controversies between different manu- 
facturers and competing rival establishments, but we shall not 


| accomplish anything towards preventing illicit trade contrary to 


the statute in articles of food and drink that are really adulter- 
ated. 

gut the simple remedy that I offer now is one which can be en- 
forced against the article itself, and a man who is conscious of 
having adulterated food within the meaning of the statute cer- 
tainly never will venture to send his goods beyond a State line 
for sale and disposal. 

I think that there can be no objection to this remedy. I think 
the Senator in charge of the bill will probably recognize the fact 
that the remedy is needed, that it is a part of the system, and ] 
think an indispensable part of it if the system is to amount to 
anything. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The presumption of those who have been 


responsible for formulating and presenting the bill has been that 
the ordinary statutes cover the case. ButI think the amend- 
ment is a good one, and as far as [ am concerned I shall very 


cheerfully accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, there is a great deal of force 
in some of the objections which have been made to the frame- 
work of the bill, and two of them are particularly forcible. The 
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; dered, an l 


o) tof t as it seems to me, not to protect interstat 
Cc uut to prevent the adulteration of food and medicines 
a t food. Furthermore, in the ad- 
n stra re is a provision for what may 
be : of ass is really no limit to tl 
nun ol o may be employed to assist in the admin- 
j l t I S isinits a objectionable featur 

which has be« is that in the enforce- 
l V ights w i ‘eserved to indi- 
\ S be « So far as that is 
Cc I [ ce, for I believe that 
to i i ( ( ( Cl purpos excepting 
I y tha il go I State lines will b 
practica T ( ] 

Now, w , arks, I wish toc ae natn 
ment. It has been prep l somewhat hurrie fly. that I will 
ye 1 | ' trilre + a] f wy. 1 nd 3 and 
rea it my . i lOve SErLKReC OULD All O1 sections ane >and 
to insert 

That for the purpose of protecting commer n articles of food and drugs 
an the } Pp f th \ States and Terri ories and the araroes - 
Columbia iint Ladd } scretary of Agriculture by a1 
citi ‘f the Uni States tt aut ‘e Within the United States, — 
ing the pla ny per or per iaming him, her, or them, is or are 
1 wet r I 1 in adulterated or impure articl 
oO or dr na r de ns uch arti ‘les and forwarding sam 
ple tl Sal i hall be th the Secretary to direct the chief of- 
fice f the is ‘ n i ‘the Department of Agriculture to ex 
an such samp Lu same to be analyzed and the analysis to 
be reported t 1e Se ary in any and every case where the Secre- 
ta Agric 1 have 1 on to belie ve that impure or adulterated 

Ss are bD 





g manufactured or sold within the United 
ure samples of such artic ‘les and cause the same to be 











analyzed in the division of chemistry ar 1¢ analysis reported tohim. If 
it shall appear from such examination that any of the provisions of this act 
ha en violated, the Secretary of Agriculture shall at once cause a report 
of fact to be made to the proper United States district attorney, with a 
cop ft results of the analysis, duly authenticated by the analyst under 
oa 

part of this amendment is a copy of the latter part of section 
3. The words copied appear on page 3 of the amendment of the 
committee, in line 11, ‘‘if it shall appear,” ete. Thatpartof the 
section is copied in this proposed amendm nt. 


The object of the amendment is to avoid two of the objections 
to which I have already briefly alluded, one the organization of 
a large force of assistants who might be used for improper pur- 









poses without the intention of any particular officer of the Goy- 
ernment being involved, and the other the interference with the 
reserved rights of the States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment tothe amendment 
will be rea 


The Secretary read Mr. PEFFER’S amendment to the amend- | 





. PADDOCK. Ihope the amendment to the amendment 


will not prevail. In theframingof this measure we have been so 
careful about the publication of analyses as to prohibit the men- 
tion of the name of the person, firm, corporation, etc., under sus- 
picion whose property is so analyzed as to provide that there 
shall be no publication of such analysis until after the trial and 


conviction of the person. An authority of the kind proposed by 
my friend from Kansas would be an invitation to competitors in 

ls who might through spitework feel like en- 
st others who are manufacturing differ- 





ent commodities, to inform against them. This would result in | 


the absolute destruction of many branches of business. It would 


operate to destroy the rule of open and fair competition between 


competing manufacturers and dealers. Certainly such a method 
would not do at all 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes, 8; noes, 
li 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum having voted, the roll 
o! I ‘ al \ ) ed 

] Secretary called roll, and the following Senators an- 
SW 4 1 t ! . 
Allen Dawes Kyl Shoup, 
Sate I ! Mande i Stanford, 
Ber Faulkne Morgal Stewart, 
Blackburn Fryi Paddock Stockbridge 
Ca Gallinger Palmer Teller 
Car Ge " Pasco Turpie, 
Car G n, Md Peffer, Vance, 
Cc ! Perkins Vest, 
C Hat Pettigrew Vilas 
© Ha ' Platt Voorhees 
( i Ransom Walthall 
Co ] Sanders Washburn 
Oo Sawyel Whit« 
D: Sherman Wilson 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have responded 


MAROH 8, 





Mr. PADDOCK. lIeall for the yeas and nays on tl 
idment to the amendment of the committ 

Th » yeas and nays were ordered. 

M -C OCKRELL. Now let the amendm« 


be rea Y-. ase. 


Tl v ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 


be again re ad, 


le pending 





nt tothe amendment 


Th cretary again read the amendment to the amendment. 
"he VICE-PRE SIDE NT. The roll will be called. 


l 
Mr. SANDERS. Ishould like to hear from the author of this 
amendment un 


ler what ?woviaior £4) Constit 





ision Of the mstitution the Con- 
gress of the United States assumes to take possession of com- 
merce that is not interstat , but is infrastate, and regulate it 
[ understand that the bill appertains exclusively to interstat 
commerce. Th amendment takes hold of everything that is 


man ufacti wed in any State, and I should like to know on what 
bi asis of a i stitut! mand law we are to stand here. 

aoe CK. L believe the yeas and nays have been ordered 
on agreeing ‘the amendment to the amendment. 

The VIC E. PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been or- 
th S ‘cretary will call the roll. 

The Secreta y procee ded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with th 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PR CTOR]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am — wi t 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr.GRAy]. I should vote “ nay’ if 
he were present. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I announce again my pair with the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. _If he were here I should 
vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded 

Mr. PLATT. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. BARBOUR]. If he were present I should vote ‘ nay.’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did the Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON] 
vote? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He did not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does any one know how he would vote? 

Mr. TELLER. He would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I vote “ nay,” with the understanding that 
the Senator from Iowa with whom I am regularly paired would 
vote ** nay.” 

The result was announce 








d—yeas 3, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—3 








Colquitt Morgan Peffer 
NAYS—46 
Allen Frye. Manderson Stockbridge 
Bate Gallinger, Paddock, Teller, 
Berry George, Palmer, Turpie, 
Oarlisle, Gibson, Md., Pasco, Vance 
Casey Hale, Ransom Vest 
Chilton, Hansbrough Sanders, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Sawyer, Voorhees, 
Coke liggins Sherman Washburn, 
Davis Hil Shoup White, 
| Dawes Jones, Ark Squire, Wilson 
Dolph Kenna Stanford 
Faulkner McPherson, Stewart, 
NOT VOTING—39. 
Aldrich Chandler, Pettigrew, 
Allison Cullom Platt 
Barbour, Daniel, Power, 
Blackburn Dixon, Irby, Proctor, 
Blodgett, Dubois, Jones, Ney.., Pugh 
Brice, Felton Kyle, Quay, 
Yr Gibson, La McMillan, Walthall, 
a Gordon, Mitchell, Warren, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morrill, Wolcott. 


Carey, Gray, Perkins 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to th: 
amendment of the committee as a d. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator from Ohio would yield a 
moment before he makes that motion. I wish to suggest that 
the bill with the amendments be printed. I donot know what 
it is now; it has been amended very considerably, and the copies 
on our desks show nothing. If the bill is going over until to- 


| morrow, let it be printed with the amendments. 


Mr. BATE. Yes; let it be printed as amended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that will be done. Let the bill as 
amended be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask unanimous consent that 
a vote may be had at 2 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall dispose of the bill, but I do not 
think anybody wants to agree to such an understanding now. 
There is no obstruction being made to the bill. Has the order 
been made to print the bill as ame nded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be soordered. The bill will 


be printed as amended. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion. Tomepay Mai a. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of ane Ss Py = 
the Senator from Ohio that the Senate proceed to the consider- Th +t at 12 
ation of executive business. 








































Ch li R V\ fo 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the ing prayer: 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and fiv O Eternal God, once mo 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. One of our brethren, a member H ' v a 
ATH OF REPRESENTATIVE KENDALL. fo was with us, has be« Ken an now bey 1 1 
A message from the House of Representatives, by 1 ir. T.O AS eee eS J aro and G , 
TOWLBES, its Chief Clerk, conveyed to the Senate the intelli- | (“ pulses ggg ay ene nee on gies _ 
gence of the death of Hon. John W. Kendall, late a Representa- ; = urage, idelity, falth, and 10 ' " a 
. . . yf hun ni ‘ \checkere ( e ¢ } . "mc 
tive from the State of Kentucky, and transmitted the action o aa ; ere ; —— : ae i ‘ 
the Hous » thereon. bLbat when our time shail Come Ww may ever ( 
ar ’ : ys supreme trust of our ‘d ar ir Jes 
sACKBURN. lIask that the message which has com ty : of our Lon ae ae , 
from the House of Repr sentatives may be read. a oe _— ee —ee:: 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. am Chair lays before the Senate Nera a eee ee : ; a 
r lutions of the House of Representatives, which will be read. an seen vee Fee ey oe 
The » Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: ere : : * ~3 fee 
’ May the blessed hone of‘everlasting life and of the resurrectio 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 8, 15% which T - eT ' 
Resolved, That the members of the House of Re presentatives have heard vee Sa al gospel of iby ee oo? th 
with deep regret and profound sorrow of the death of Hon. John W. Ken cheer and stay in tl and when mortal ilfe 1s end 
dall late | a Representative from the State of Kentucky with us all, reeeive 1 ion which Thou hast promis 
Resolved, That a committee of seven members of the House be app inted | te all wi haw ¢ love T j 14 ; 

oO § whe ) yan love Thee, we dey 17 ray. Jesus he 
by the Speaker, toact with such Senators as may be selected, to at i th be er . — d love devoutly pr “ys ) aie 
funeral of the deceased, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House our Lord, Amen. 
take order for superintending the funeral and for escorting the remal of r" JO nal of the proceedings of yeste A 
the deceased to his home; and the necessary expenses attending the execu : . es ce 
tion of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House LEAVE TO PRINT. 

solved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these reso Mr. O'’NEIL of Massac! tts. by 1 iny Ss ¢ nt. obta 
ms tothe Senate . ea : +} . : ; 
ved, That, as a further mark of respect, the House do now adjour! ave to extend in the RECORD his remarks on the pension a 
wane y 7 ‘ fain ie propriation bill 
r. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, it isnot my purpose at this | PPOPM“tton bul 
° ° } ef ._ = 1 T 
hour to indulge in any remarks upon the life, character, or ] . ss 
ile services of my colleague who has justdied. Ataproper tim: Mr. McMIL yea n ¢ t wi will b 
in the early future I shall, in obedience to a long-observed cus- | acterized by & n nh makes proper t postp 
tom of the Senate, ask to have a day set apart forthe observance | ment of the tarif to [ give not vel 
of those ceremonies which shall be appropriate. At this time I | the Ways and t will ask House to pro 
simply ask leave to offer for consideration and adoption the res- | With its consideratign to-morrow morning 
olutions which I send to the desk. THE J PiIEp SIT A ry ' RJ rt 
rr TOD . . . . THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE KENDALL OF KENTUCK’ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. Me MCCREARY W ' ' 4 ood 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: es a REAR Ree 2 stil ieee mange hoe pes 
« ) . he | f i rt ate enllenao wr ? e | eT } VAT ¢-. : 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the announce n¢ ca the death ¢ I my late league, th Hon. Je hn W. Kenda 
ment of the death of Hon. John W. Kendall, late a Representative from the | @ Representat from state Or J t me died } 
State of Kentucky. city yesterday evening at 10 0 K > K } 
Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Presi lover Oo ] or him He w “unt 
Officer, to jom the committee appointed on the part of the House of Repre dhcig ed ; aie 
sentatives, to attend the funeral of the deceased county for eight years. He was a member of the Kentuc 
Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the Hous lature four years H is Commonwealth's attorney ol 
of Representatives . : 
ry > . . . teenth judicial district Six years, and he was serving hDis |! 
The VICI rPRESIDENT. The questions is on agreeing to the | term in the Corgress of the United States when he was stric 
resol utions . s 3 ; : ss h aeath n all | po LO! of he or and to whi l 
The res lutions wi re agreed to unanim ning Tage the Vic is elected he was alwavs cons for al tv. integri A 
Pre: ident appointed as th * COI nmittee on the part of the Si nate devotion to ¢ V. Later in tl ( y ask th House o 
under the second resolution, Mr. PASco, Mr “HANSBROUGH, Mr. R tative o seta at ) ate action i 
CHILTON, Mr. WARREN, and Mr: GIBSON of Maryland. revard to the death of my deceased « a now as 
Mr. BLACK BUR N. Mr. President, L offer the following res- |; tion of the tions which I send to the ¢ ( 
ati . A il A i K aes 
olution: lhe resolutions wer as fo 
Resolved, That as anadditional mark of respect the Senate do now adjourn Resolved, That the members of the House of Representatives have } 
mT } : : . . wit? an r a yar ae . “) : age ! ® ne 
The resolution was agreed to unanimously, and (at 4 o’clock | W'th deep regret and profound sorrow of the death of the Hon. John W. K 
[oF of ee : “, - dall, late a Repr tive from the State of Kent 
and 27 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Resolved, That cumeninaen ot - ven mem ene suse be appointe 
Wednesday, March 9, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. the Speaker, to act with such Senators as may be selected, to attend the fu 
aa nera of the dec ased; and that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Hous : \ 
T. order for superintending the funera i for « r the re i of ‘ 
NOMINATIONS. ceased to his the necéssary expenses attending the execution 
: ; ; this order shall be p: it of the cont e1 re rouse 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 8, 1892. Resolved, That the Clerk be directs , : Senat 
of these resolutions 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. lved, That, as a fur l t } »now ad ! 
William R. Re mington, of New York, to be collector of cus- The resolutions were adopted unar 8 
toms for the district of Oswegatchie, in the State of New York, Pending the adjournment 
a succeed George M. Gleason, resigned, to take effect March 31, The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
892. 


committee under the resolutions: Mr. PAYNTER of Kentucky. M 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. \LDERSON of West Virginia, Mr. AMERMAN of Pennsylvania, 
Infantry arm. Mr. Batley of Texas. Mr. FELLOWS of New York, M Vi 
Second Lieut. Henry P. McCain, Third Infantry, to be first | ° Th ; He a “ 12 ; BELK val ; M no 
lieutenant, February 24, 1892, vice Farrow, Twenty-first Infan- re House then (at 12 o'clock and 13 minutes p. m.) adjourn 


try, resigned. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. REPORTS OF COM 








First Lieut. Frank L. Denny, United States Marine Corps. to Under clause 3 of Rule XITI, private bills a solutions we 
be assistant quartermaster in the Marine Corps, wit] = ‘rank | severally reported from commi deli o the Clerk, and 
of captain, from the 26th February, 1892, to fill a vacancy. reierred to the Co ¢ se, aS follows 

a ; By Mr. LYN¢ from the Ce 1ittee on Indian Affairs: 
CONFIRMATION. bill (H. R. 3594) for the relief of the Stockbridge and Munsé 
tribe of er in the State of W isconsir Report No. 55% 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senat Wirch & 189? By * t AIN a>. rom ti Co mittse on Invalid Pensions 


TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. ay a = =e ee 
: and othe apers in p S10 ( ms oO th House ¢ 
John H. Burford, of Oklahoma Territory, to be associate jus- (Report No. 559. 
tice of the supreme court of the Te rritory of Oklahoma. By Mr. SCOTT 


; from the Committee on War Clai 





ab 


ry 
we 
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A bill (H. R. 1397) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat. (Re- 
port No. 560. 
A bill (H. R. 3543) for the relief of Thomas W. Wright, with 





aresolution referring same to the Court of Claims. (Report No. | 


561.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were severally dis- 
charged from the consideration of the following bills and reso- 
lutions; which were respectively re-referred, as follows: 

A bill (S. 211) for the relief of the sureties of Dennis Murphy— 
the Committee on Claims discharged and the same was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6861) for the relief of Nasario Gonzales—the Com- 
mittee on War Claims discharged and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was 
introduced, read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. WEADOCK: A bill (H. R. 7014) to repeal all laws or 
part of laws allowing a drawback or rebate on duties paid on im- 
ported salt used in curing meat for export—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Inder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | _. " ‘ 
Under clause of Rule XX = ea > = | Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 


By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 7006) for the payment | 
of Capt. Robert E. Bryant for his services as commissary of sub- | 
sistence on the staff of Brig.Gen. Lew Wallace—to the Commit- | 


tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H. R. 7007) for the relief of A. 
D. Hodam—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 7008) for the relief of Mrs. Susan 
C. Byrd, widow of Hugh L. Byrd, deceased—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 7009) to relieve Francis R>- 
menlein from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 7010) granting a pension to 
Amanda M. Castleberry, of Tarrant County, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, & bill (H.R. 7011) granting a pension to James H. Jones, 
of Chattahoochee County, Ga.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7012) granting a pen- 
sion to Felix Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 7013) for the relief of the 
estate of Isaac Jones, of Adams County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of Dr. H. P. Bowditch, of the 
Harvard Medicine School, Boston, Mass., praying that the met- 
ric system of weights and measures be used exclusively in the 


customs service of the United States after July 1, 1893—to the | 


Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 5728, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Williams—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Five petitions upon subjects as fol- 
lows: Gambling in farm products, pure lard, pure food, and silk 
culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition for free delivery of rural mails—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition for free delivery of rural mails—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of T. A. Ferguson, of Company E, Ninety-ninth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, asking for the 
removal of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. F 

lso, petition of Fulton Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Penn- 
sylvania, for legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of 
Mercer County, N. J., in favor of restricting immigration—to 
the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of the citizens of the town of 
Edwardsburg, Cass County, Mich., for better remuneration to 
the postmaster of said place—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BUSHNELL: Resolution of Legislature of the State 
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| of Wisconsin against free coinage of present silver dollar, and 














asking members from that State not to vote for same, etc.—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BYRWNS: Petition of John Belmar, Missouri, pray- 
ing that his claim for property taken by the Army during the 
late war be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Laurence Powers, to accompany House bill 


| 6846—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, petition of Charles Bursnitz, to accompany House bill 


| 6844—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BUSEY: Three petitions of Grange 949, of Illinois, in 
regard to pure food, pure lard, and gambling in farm products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition for free delivery of mail to rural districts—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 1698, about pure lard—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: Resolution pertaining to the Nicara- 


| gua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
| merce. 


Also, resolution of the Council of Federated Trades pertain- 
ing to Chinese immigration—to the Select Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COOPER: Two petitions of Grange No. 36, of Indiana, 
in regard to pure food and gambling in farm products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition in regard to free rural delivery of mails—to the 


Also, petition in regard to legal-tender currency—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 1399, of Indiana, in regard to pure 
food, pure lard, gambling in farm products, and silk culture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition in regard to legal-tender currency—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition in regard to free delivery of mail in rural dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 504 members of the various churches in Frank- 
lin, Ind., in favor of closing the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the 
Select Committee on the Cohumbian Exposition. 

By Mr. CHAPIN: Memorial and petition of R. B. Kelsey and 
45 others, for the passage of an amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting the establishment of any religion, ete., and favoring 
an amendment known as the sixteenth amendment—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COBURN: Petition of J. E. Schade and others, against 
a reduction of the duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of J. Farlin and others, in regard to same—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William Neisburk and others, in regard to 


| same—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of G. J. Adams—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARTER: Papers to accompany House bill 5616—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: Petition of Mrs. L. M. C. 
Askew and 167 other citizens of Edwards, Hinds County, Miss., 
praying that the gates of the Columbian Exposition shall not be 
opened on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 
Exposition. 

By Mr. JOLLEY: Petition of farm voters of South Dakota, in 
favor of the Washburn antioption bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Three petitions of Grange No. 254, of Penn- 
sylvania, about silk culture, pure lard, and gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition about legal-tender currency—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition about free delivery of mail in rural districts— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, two petitions of Grange No. 345, of Pennsylvania, about 
gambling in farm products and silk culture—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition about currency—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, petition about rural mail delivery—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of Girard Grange, of Michi- 
gan, in favor of passage of the bill providing for the free deliv- 
ery of mails in rural communities—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OTIS: Three petitions of Grange No. 232, about gam- 
bling in farm products, pure food, and pure lard—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 
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Also, petition about currency—to the Commitiece on Banking | 
and Currency. coe 

Also, petition about free delivery of mail in rural districts—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ss 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 593, of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of bill amending naturalization laws—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Four petitions of Heyworth Grange, No. 1162, 
of Illinois, in regard to silk culture, pure food, pure lard, and 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition in regard to legal-tender currency—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. } ia? 

Also, petition in regard to free delivery of mail in rural dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of Dr. J. J. Higgs and | 
others, of Swanwick, Perry County, Ill., relative to the pro- 
posed form of asixteenth amendment to the Constitution—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition containing 70 names, for legislation regulating 
speculation in farm products—tothe Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 27 citizens of Preston, Randolph County, [Il., 
for free rural mail delivery—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Rev. William Wallice and others, of Carbon- 
dale, Jackson County Ill., favoring the proposed form of a six- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS (by request): Petition of Mrs. Caroline 
Irvin, for pay for quartermaster stores—to the Committee on War | 
Claims. 

By Mr. STACKHOUSE: Papers in the claim of Christopher 
W. Dudley, of Marlboro County, S.C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Memorial of citizens of Station Creek, 
Grange, No. 543, of Mississippi, asking Congress to make all 
money issued by it a legal tender—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of the same body, for free delivery of mails in | 
rural districts—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | 
Roads. 

Also, two petitions, one for pure lard and the other against 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Jane R. Stanton, administratrix of Robert 
Stanton, of Adams County, Miss., asking reference of her claim 
to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition and resolution of William H. Lytle 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, making amendments respect- 
ing the civil-service law—to the Select Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Petition signed by B. Brown, Oscar De 
Long, and others, for regulating speculation in farm products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Iuka, 
Marion County, Ill., for increase of pay for fourth-class postmas- 
ters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, March 9, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. | 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a reference of the 27th of January last, a letter from 
William D. Renner,of Hackensack, N. J., relative to the con- 
struction of a canal across the Colorado River Indian Reserva- 
tion, in California, a report from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs containing the information sought by Mr. Renner: which. 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting 
the conclusions of fact and of law in certain French spoliation 
claims relating to the sloop Nancy; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was, on motion of Mr. COCKRELL, referred to the | 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
__Mr. TURPIE presented the following petitions of Hawpatch | 

Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- | 
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couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 


| sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 


to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BATE presented the following petitions of Providence 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Tennessee: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 


| of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred to the 


Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of citizens of Claire County, 
Wis., praying for the speedy passage of the Paddock or the Ed- 
munds pure-food bill or some similar measure to protect the 
people against the adulteration of food and drugs; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented two petitions of citizens of Indiana, 
praying for the passage of an act construing the law forfeiting 
certain lands within the limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad 


| Company’s general route from Wallula, Wash., to Portland, Ore- 


gon, according to its original and true purpceses to forfeit all the 
lands within the 40-mile boundaries, and between the terminal 
limits drawn at right angles with the general course of the un- 
constructed road for 25 miles next 


ref 


to such terminals: whieh were 
erred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Indiana, praying for 
the passage of what are known as the Washburn-Hatch antiop- 
tion bills; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the following petitions of West Hendrieks, 
Sugar Creek, Liberty, Harmony, O. K., and ¢ 

*atrons of Husbandry, of Indiana: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. _ 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 


rystal Lake Granges, 


| teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table 


Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money legal tender in payment of all debts—referred to 
the Committee on Finance 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of citizens of Adair County. Mo., 
praying that an increase of pension be granted to soldiers who 
lost an arm, leg, hand, or foot in battle during the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of citizens of Humboldt 
and Churchill Counties, Nev., and a petitionof the Reno (Nev..) 
State Board of Trade, praying Congress to enact legislation ced- 
ing to the States and Territories of the arid region the unsold 
public lands within their borders for the purposes of irrigation 
and reclamation; which were referred to the Committee on Irri- 
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. DAWES. I presentapetition of citizens of Massachusetts, 
numerously signed, in fz -of an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States prohibiting the States from legislating re- 
specting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free ex- 
ercise thereof, or appropriating money or credit in aid of insti- 
tutions wholly or in part under sectarian or ecclesiastical control. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 











— 
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Mr. DAWES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Arling- 
ton, Mass., praying for the passage of Senate bill 254, extending 
the privileges of the free delivery of mails; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the following petitions of Ludlow Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Massachusetts: 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented the following petitions of Rumford and 
Topsham Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragementof silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
rambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
j idiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
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of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred to | 


the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Frederic A. L. Seaver 
and 20 other citizens of Hartford, Conn., and the petition of Jacob 
L. Greene, of Hartford, Conn., praying for the passage of an 


amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting | 


any legislation by the States respecting an establishment of re- 
ligion or an appropriation of money for any sectarian purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present memorials of a large number of cit- 
izens of the State of Oregon, consisting of church organizations 
and other bodies, remonstrating against the passage of a bill leg- 
alizing saloon-keeping in Al 
be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented two petitions of citizens of Illinois, 
praying for an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting any 
State using its money or credit to aid any religious undertaking; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the following petitions of Princeville and 
Hickory Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 

ration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
t s—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

‘+, SHERMAN presented a petition of the Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, of Mendon, Ohio, praying for the free deliv- 
er f mail in rural districts; which was referred to the Com- 


' 4 ‘ 4 Dar cae 
mitt on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 





laska. I move that the memorials | 
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Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FELTON presented a petition of the Los Angeles (Cal.) 
Chamber of Commerce, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the National Military Home at Los Angeles, Cal.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Eureka (Cal.) Chamber of 
Commerce, praying for the passage of legislation for the safety 
of seamen and the protection to commerce on the north coast of 
California; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of W. E. Martin Post, No. 
101, Grand Army of the Republic, of Vermont, praying for the 
passage of the Quay-Wheeler bills relative to marking the battle 
lines at Gettysburg, Pa.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the following petitions of Farmers’ Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Vermont: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presenta petition of the Granite Cut- 
ters’ National Union, representing 9,700 members. They com- 
plain that in some cases the letting of Government work is given 
to convict labor, and they call attention to the fact that this has 
been notably the case with the public buildings at Lansing and 
Detroit, Mich., where the labor on those buildings, itis affirmed, 
issolet. They pray that a law be enacted providing that in all 


| contracts for public work a clause be inserted prohibiting the 


employment of the convicts of any State on any Federal build- 
ings to the injury of free citizens. 
| know nothing whatever as to this matter beyond what the 


| petitioners represent; butif itis as this organization claims, it 


fe also presented a memorial of the Presbyterian Church, of | 


Hayesville, Ohio, remonstrating against the opening of the 
W orld’s Columbian Fair on Sunday; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 


He also presented a petition of 56 citizens of Fostoria, Ohio 
praying for the passage of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States prohibiting any legislation by the States re- 
specting an establishment of religion or an appropriation of money 


seems to me it ought to be corrected at once by appropriate leg- 
islation, as the Government can not afford to strike down the in- 
terests of free labor in this country by employing convicts on 
public buildings. I am just informed by the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. MCMILLAN] that there is now a bill (S. 785) presented 
by him pending before the Committee on the Judiciary designed 
to remedy the evil complained of. I trust the intreduction of 
this petition may lead the Judiciary Committee to speedily re- 
port the bill, to the end that the rights of the petitioners may be 
adequately protected. 

[ move that the petition be r 
Judiciary. 

The motion was arreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the following petitions of Eze- 
kiel, Webster, Bartlett, and Eureka Granges, Patrons of Hus- 


ferred to the Committee on the 


| bandry, of New Hampshire: 


tarian purpose; which was referred to the Committee | 
< e Ju ic a Vv. 
He a presented the petition of Albert Garum, of Newbern, | 
C., praying Congress to grant him compensation for injuries | 
received during the late war; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Pensions. 
He also presented the following petitions of Browns, Ludlow | 


Falls, Union, Flat Rock, North Star, Salem, Mount Carmel, 


Washington, Charity, Hampden, Austin Town, Jackson, and | 


Fulton Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Ohio: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 
for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


tions prayin 


< 





Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 


| Judiciary. 


Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adu!- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 
Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 


| sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 


to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. MCMILLAN presented the petition of James B. Angell, 
president, and the members of the faculty of the University of 


| Michigan, of Ann Harbor, Mich., praying that the Naval Observa- 


ra in farm products—referred to the Committee on the | 
7 Udit - 

Pe r ¢ for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard a a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petiti g for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- | 

n of lood and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 

tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ' 


tory be placed under the charge of a practical astonomer, in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of the Catholic Total Abstinence 
Society of the archdiocese of Baltimore, Md., praying for the 
passage of a high-license law for the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the following petitions of Hope, Clayton, 
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peeing Bruce, and Armadee Granges, Patrons of Hus- 
andry, of Michigan: ; 
Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. ; 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 

ambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the | 
Fadictary. Be, vi J 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard andimposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. | 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues | 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred to | 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of Henry Hurford and 
25 other citizens of Yates County, N. Y., and the pe®ition of Kd- 
win M. Wilcox and 18 other citizens of Genesee County, N. Y., 
praying for the passage of the Paddock pure-food bill; which were | 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of David B. Stover and 21 other 
citizens of Stockton, Utah, praying for the passage of what are 
known as the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the memorial of F. H. Brown and 
other citizens of the Third Congressional district of Kansas, re- 

onstrating against the immigration and importation of Chinese 

0 the United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the following petitions of Morning and 
Summerfield Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Kansas: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 

ambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the 
adulteration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PEFFER. I also present a petition of citizens of Kansas, 
setting forth that they represent the cattle raisers and other 
farmers, and are interested in the success of farming generally; | 
that during the past five or six years they have been made 
painfully aware of the fact that farming has been unprofitable, 
and that this, in their opinion, is especially due to the circum- 
stance that the markets for cattle and horses and other farm | 
products have been continuously going down, and that by rea- 
son of this depreciation the farmer who has fed the products of 
his farm, especially to cattle and horses, has received but little | 
or nothing for his labor. This condition is due largely, they 
represent, to the fact that wealthy syndicate people and corpo- 
rations are using the public domain in the Territories and other 
unsettled portions of the United States to fatten and raise cattle 
upon, using feed that costs them nothing, and where they escape 
the burden of taxation. 

Ihave thus at length read the first paragraph in the petition 
in order to call the attention of the Committee on Agriculture, 
if that be the best committee, especially to the facts stated in 
the petition and to the character of legislation which the peti- 
tioners desire by way of remedy. 





riculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition of 13 citizens of South 
Dakota, praying that the compensation of fourth-class postmas- 
ters be increased; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the following petitions of Harmony 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Wisconsin: 


| 
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amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting 
any legislation by the States respecting an establishment of re- 
ligion or an appropriation of money for any sectarian purpose; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented a memorial of the Cincinnati (Ohio) Cham- 
f 


| ber of Commerce; a memorial of Garfield Post, No. 136, Grand 


memorial of Cabot Post 


Army of the Republic, of Ohio, and t, 
No. 126, Grand Army of the Republic, of Gallipolis, Ohio, remon- 
strating against the passage of the bill for the free coinage of sil- 
ver; which were referred to the Committee on Finance 

He also presented a petition of the Buckeye Assembly, No. 
2444, Knights of Labor, of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution providing for the elec- 
tion of United States Senators by direct vote of the people; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Buckeye Assembly, No. 2444, 
Knights of Labor, of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the passage 
of laws restricting immigration; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented the memorial of Jeff Nelick and other 
citizens of Sparta, Ohio, and a memorial of 4 professors of the 





| Theological Seminary of Xenia, Ohio, remonstrating against 


the opening of the Worid’s Columbian Fair on Sunday; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
of Findlay, Ohio, and a petition of the Bricklayers’ Union, No. 
5, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill 257, 
constituting eight hours a day’s work; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of Ohio, pray- 
ing that steps be taken to provide for an estimate and survey of 
the Ohio Canal from Portsmouth to Cleveland; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the farmers of Greene County, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of what are known as the Wash- 
burne-Hatch antioption bills; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the following petitions of Milton, Hamer, 
Jefferson, Brimfield, Blendon, Oxford, Mount Nebo, German, 
Hoaglin, Valley, Bowling Center, Green, Sugar Valley; Union, 
and Yale Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Ohio: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment 
gambling in farm products—referred 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 


Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 


f legislation to prevent 


( 
~ +} ( . 4 4} 
LO LUC OoOmmittee on 


he 


teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 
Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 

tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 

sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 


to the Committe on Financ 

Mr. COKE presented a memorial of citizens of Texas, remon- 
strating against the passage of Senate bill 362, providing for the 
removal of the Southern Ute Indians from their present reserva 
tion in Colorado; which was r« ni 
Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented the petition of George Parr and 





certain other citizens of Marshall County, Minn., praying for the 
passage of the Washburn-Haich antioption bills; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr. PALMER presented : ition « | ite 
of Will County, Lll., praying the { ( ry of 1 en 
States daily mails with free collection of mail matter; which was 


| referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roa 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Ag- | 


Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on th 
Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. BRICE presented a petition of 24 citizens of Toledo, Ohio; | 


& petitions of 35 citizens of Hilliards, Ohio, and a petition of 26 
citizens of New Concord, Ohio, praying for the passage of an 


He also presented the following petitions of Pawnee, Sou 
port, Ridott, New Lenox j 

Pierceville, Acme, and Blyton Granges, Patr 
of Illinois: 


x, Boiling Springs, Home, South Jubilee 





Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk cultur referred to the Committee on A 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm produ referred to the Committee on t 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defini 
lard and imposing a tax thereor sd to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural di 
oe ; 


Roads. 


ricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
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Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred 
te the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Rev. C. C. Cook and 
other members of the North Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Baltimore, Md., praying for a loan of $5,000,000 to the World’s 
Columbian Exposition, provided it be closed on Sunday; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

He also presented the following petitions of West River 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maryland: 

A petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 


sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred | 


to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Denver, Colo., praying for the passage of House bill 
257, constituting eight hours a day’s work; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assem- 


bly of Denver, Colo., praying for the free coinage of silver; | reportedit without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented the following petitions of the Colorado State 
and Pleasant View Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
triets—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the memorial of J. R. Harvey and 
other citizens of Virginia, remonstrating against the removal of 
the Southern Ute Indians from their present reservation in Col- 
orado; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Johnson and other cit- 
izens of Petersburg, Va., praying for the passage of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting any 
legislation by the States respecting an establishment of religion 
or an appropriation of money for any sectarian purpose; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Visitors of Wil- 
liam and Mary College, Virginia, praying for reimbursement 
for losses sustained by fire during the late war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations I report 
back without amendment the bill (H. R. 6836) making appropria- 
for other purposes. I shall call the bill up to-morrow morning 
at the expiration of the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report 
back favorably, with an amendment, the bill (S. 1857) to further 
increase the naval establishment. It is the same bill introduced 
by me January 25, 1892, providing for the construction of battle 
ships and coast-defense vessels, gunboats, and eight first-class 
torpedo boats, with an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$500,000, which may be used by the Department for experimenta- 
tion and development of torpedoes and in the procurement of 
ard torpedoes. Jask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom wasreferred the bill (S. 2424) for the appointment of con- 
suls to the Congo Free State, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1558) to remit the penalties on the 
dynamite-gun cruiser Vesuvius, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S.204) in relation to the pay of Rear-Admiral James E. Jouett, 
retired, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask leave tosubmit atsome future time 
a written report with each of these bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted. 





Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


+} 
ul 


to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 57) authorizing 
Commander Dennis W. Mullan, United States Navy, to accept a 





medal presented to him by the Chilean Government, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom wasre- 
ferred the bill (S. 1415) for relief of John Nickles, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 30) for the relief of St. Charles College, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
thereon, which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed in- 
definitely: 

A bill (S. 983) granting a pension to David Peterson; and 

A bill (S. 491) granting a pension to Jonathan H. Glenn. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1033) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. 
Boone, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1602) granting a right of way on 
the Fort Douglas military reservation, in the Territory of Utah, 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1819) authorizing the issuing and loaning of the ensigns, 
flags, signal numbers, etc., of the United States for the purpose 


| of decorating the streets of the city of Washington on the oeca- 


sion of the meeting of the encampmentof the Grand Army of the 


| Republic in the month of September, 1892, reported it with an 


amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
CLAIMS OF CITIZENS AGAINST FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 
Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported the following resolution, which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That when a claim in favor of a citizen of the United States 


| against a foreign government is presented to the Senate and referred, for 


tions to supply adeficiency in the Department of Agriculture, and | 


copes of the eighth report of the United States Civil Service Commission be 


consideration, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, said committee shall, 
in the examination of such claim, have power to examine witnesses on oath 
and to take depositions in writing, and, when the committee so order, they 
may send for persons and papers. 

PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the following concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives, reported it without amendment, and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 6,000 copies of Executive Document No. 91, to include also part 2 
of said Executive Document, containing message of the President of the 
United States respecting the relations with Chile, diplomatic correspondence, 
and evidence; 4,000 of which shall be for the use of the members of the House 
of Representatives and 2,000 for the use of the Senators. 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back favorably with amendments the Senate con- 
current resolution relating to printing the Civil Service Com- 
mission report, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, which was read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That —— 





printed, of which —— copies shall be for the use of the Senate, and 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 20,000 copies for the 
use of the United States Civil Service Commission. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2, insert the figures ‘‘23,000;” in 
line 3, insert the figures **1,000;” and in line 4, insert the fig- 
ures ‘* 2,000; so as to read: 

That 23,000 copies of the eighth report of the United States Civil Service 


| Commission be printed, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 


ate, and 2,000 copies for the use of the House, and 20,000 copies for the use of 
the United States Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This is 10,000 copies less than has here- 
tofore been printed, and it is the same number that is provided 
for in the general printing bill that has passed the Senate. This 
large number of copies, 20,000, for the use of the Commission, I 
will state, is desired by them because this seems to be the cheaper 
method by which forms and instructions can be given to those 
who desire to undergo examination. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What do the Civil Service Commission say 
in regard to the number of applications they have for this re- 
port? 

Mr. MANDERSON. They have a vast number of applica- 
tions. I think, probably, they can get along with this number. 


|It is within their power of course, out of the general printing 


fund of the Department of the Interior (which, I think, they are 
subject to), to order more, or perhaps on their own requisition. 
This, at any rate, meets the demand. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. They certainly ought to have enough cop- 
ies of the report to send the laws and regulations to applicants. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I think this is the best arrangement. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
that I understood that the number was reduced. 
less than they had in previous years? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; the number to Congress is reduced, 
but not the number to the Commission, as I recall it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nearly everybody who desires to present 
himself or herself for examination asks for a copy of this book 
and has to have it. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not know that I desire to object to 


I assented to this report, but I am not sure 
Is the number | 


this measure, but early in the session introduced a resolution on | 


what I conceive to be amuch more important subject, especially 
to the farming interests of this country. This,I believe, isa 
measure to largely increase the expense of printing as to the 
civil-service branch of this Government. I introduced a reso- 
lution to increase the number of volumes published by the Ag- 
ricultural Department on the subject of the horse. I believe the 
Committee on Printing have not deigned to take any notice of 
it whatever. They have neither reported for it nor against it, 
nor have I heard anything in regard to it. They have reported 
on various other subjects, very properly doubtless, and now inas- 
much as this report is made this morning for an increased ex- 
pense in regard to the civil service, I thought I would inquire 
what had become of my horse 





what had become ofthe agricul- | 


tural book that more people want than wantanything on the sub- | 


ject of civil service, which nobody comprehends, and on which no 
report is ever made that anybody ever read through, as faras I 
have learned. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the Senator’s horse will be 
brought out of the stable, properly equipped and groomed for 
his use, after a little while. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam very glad to hear it, although alittle 
slow in coming. 


i nere 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon L is C. Houk, late 
a Representative from the State of Tennessee, 12,500 of whi 0 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for t 16 House of 

| Representatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury be is hereby, di- 
rected to have printed, at the earliest date practicable, a rait of the said 
Leonidas C. Houk, to accompany said eulogies Tha the quota of the 
House of Representatives the Pub Printer sha ipart 50 copies which 
he shall have bound in full morocco, with edg t to be de ed 
when completed tothe family of the eased, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask for the present consideration of the 
concurrent resolution. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to strike out all after the word 
** % >> ‘Ff 1; ; . 

Tennessee,” in the fifth line, and to insert: 

Eight thousand copies, of which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to 
the Senators and Representatives of the Stat f Tenne e, and of those re 
maining 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the us f the 
house of Representatives and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to 
have printed a portrait of the said Leonidas C. Houk to accompany said eu 


I am glad to learn that it is coming, although | 


behind; and it is high time to give the subject proper attention. | 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
olution is simply for the printing of that which comes every year. 


I desire to state that this concurrent res- | 


The cost of it is comparatively trifling as compared with the | 


cost of the publication to which the Senator from Indiana refers. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The value of it is in the same proportion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The cost of this report will be $2,600. 
The cost of printing 100,000 more copies of the book known as 
‘* Diseases of the Horse” would approximate perhaps $60,000 or 
$70,000. So it is well perhaps that we should take a little more 
time to consider as to the advisability of reporting in favor of 
another large publication of that work. 
the great demand there is for it, but the Senator of course rec- 
ognizes as I do the great outcry there has been against the ex- 
penditures for public printing. I favor the printing of a liberal 
number more of the work known as the “‘ Diseases of the Horse.” 
The reason for the delay has been that we are trying with both 
Committees on Printing of the two Houses to get together upon 
a number that will meet a reasonable demand. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 


| that took place on the general printing bill. 


I recognize its value and | 


I have no doubt the Senator states cor- | 


rectly the comparative difference in the expense of these two | 


subjects. I would likewise wish to emphasize the comparative 
value. It is just as great; and I think that when the subject of 


expenditure is spoken of here the farmers will stand some ex- 
pense in regard to the publication to which I allude, especially 


as they have stood other expenses in which they are not inter- | 


ested. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendments of the committee. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
PORTRAITS OF SPEAKERS GROW AND RANDALL. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Print- | 


ing to report back favorably with an amendment the House con- 
current resolution for printing portraits of Speakers Grow and 
Randall. I will give the amendment to theclerks after the reso- 
lution is read. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies of the addresses delivered in the House of Represent 
atives on January 21, 1892, upon the presentation of the portraits of Hon 
Galusha A. GroW and Hon. Samuel J. Randall by the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania; that out of this number the Public Printer will deliver 30 
copies to Mr. Grow, 59 copies to Mrs. Samuel J. Randall, 100 copies to the 
committee of the Pennsy\vania Legislature touching said portraits, and the 
remainder to the House for the use of Members and Delegates 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
concurrent resolution. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolntion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend the resolution by in- 
serting, after the word “ portraits,” in the last line bu . 


I ask for the present consideration of the 


t one, the | 


words ‘‘ and 1.000 to the folding room of the Senate, for the e of 
Senators.” 
The amendment was agreed t 
The concurrent resolution as amended \ agreed to. 
EULOGIES ON L. C. HOUK. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Llamdirected by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back favorably with an a nd t a House con- 


current resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will t 
read, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate That u 





logies. 

This is the first resolution of this character that has come 
the Senate, and the Committee on Printing deem it well in this 
first instance to establish the precedent that it is hoped may gov- 
ern with reference to the printing of eulogies of deceased mem- 
bers of Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is this in accordance 
the printing bill recently passed by the Senate? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It adopts exactly the method and the 
number of distribution provided for in the general printing bill. 
I do not think it worth while to comment further The 
reasons for this action appear very abundantly in ission 


to 


with the provision in 


upon it. 
the dis 

Mr. HARRIS. Ithink the reform suggested by the Senator 
from Nebraska aneminently properone. L[regret, however, tha 
the first case to which it is applied should have been that of a de- 
ceased Representative from my State. Believing that the 
is necessary and proper in itself, I certainly s not 
against it. 

Mr. BATE. The as proposed 
tainly has one feature in it that is admirable 


+ 


‘eform 


hall protest 


resolution to be amended cer- 


, and that is, it 











alarge number of copies to the Senators and Representatives 
from the immediate State where they are demanded in ad of 
dividing them equally all around. That is one of the features of 
this measure, and I[ think it is a very good one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LEI 

Mr. MANDERSON. lamdirected by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back favorably with an amendment a House con- 
current resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The « ‘rent tior b 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 
be printed of theeuk sd t d ( gr ip Ho W. H. F. Lee 
Representative from Sta Virg i d« f f which 2,500 ‘ 
shall be for the us » Se al L000 y f i ‘ 
Representatives S ary of the I ‘ here 
rected to have printed at the earliest day practicable a portrait of tl al 
W. H. F. Lee to accompany said eulog 

That of the quotato the House of t , , 
set apart 50 copies, which he shall have bound in full: ct 
the same to be delivered when mpleted totl i f the 

The Senate, by unanimous conse D ‘ 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [1 to vord 
‘Virginia’ and insert: 

Fight thousand copies, of w nun r 2,090 cop all be delivered 

»* Senators and Representat 5 [ the state of nia . ad 
maining 2.000 shall be for the fthe Sen a! $000 for the f 
House of Representative ul y of the Treasur 
have engraved and printed a portrait of the said W. H. F. Lee ) 
the said eulogties 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed t 
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COLLECTION DISTRICT OF PUGET SOUND. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate passed the bill (S. 722) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to reorganize and establish the customs-collection district of 
Puget Sound,” approved August 28, 1890. I do not wish to have 
the motion to reconsider acted upon now, but I shall ask consent 


to have the bill resume its place on the Calendar, because I was 
temporarily absent yesterday when it was passed. I shall ask 
that it keep its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which Senate bill 722 was passed. I do not care to have the mo- 
tion to reconsider acted upon now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have some reason given by the 
Senator for a reconsideration. The bill was reported from the 
Senate Committee on Commerce at the last Congress and passed 
by the Senate. Itis recommended by the Department. The only 
thing that it does is to transfer the north bank of the Columbia 
River, from the Willametite River down, to one of the collection 
districts of Oregon. It isan unheard-of thing that the two banks 
of ariver, where there is no office in one State, should be sepa- 
rated, and that one bank should be on one side and the other bank 
on the other, when all the vessels have to come in on the other 
side of the river. The bill was postponed on objection for a time 
until the objection was waived, and it passed the Senate and went 
to the other House. It was again objected to when it came up, 
and by the Senator’s colleague, but yesterday he informed me 
that he did not desire longer to keep the matter back. I am sure 
there is no possible reason why the bill should not pass. It does 
not take any patronage whatever from the State of Washington; 
it does not affect the rights of anybody; it simply allows the busi- 
ness to be transacted by giving jurisdiction to the same collec- 
tion district on both sides of the river. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will simply state that my colleague and my- 
self have consulted upon the matter. The bill was passed with- 
out my knowledge, as I have stated, although I have been look- 
ing forward to attend to it. Now I should like to look into it. 
My colleague agrees with me that this is a proper motion to be 
made at this time in behalf of our State. By this measure the 
collection district has been severed and a portion of it taken and 
added to the collection district of Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. What portion has been taken? Simply the 
bank of the river. It does not extend any further back. It is 
impossible thatthere should be any jurisdiction extended or any 
control exercised; there is no collection district over there; no 
officer, and all the entries are made on the other side of the 
river. But simply oneside of the river was left out of the con- 
trol of the officers of customs by a mistake in the original act. 
The bill has twice received the consideration of the Committee 
on Commerce of the Senate; it has been twice held up by objec- 
tion, and it has twice passed the Senate after objection and gone 
to the other House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SQUIRE. It seems to me that debate is out of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to know whether the bill referred 
to by the Senator from Washington is in the possession of the 
Senate? Has it been sent to the other House? 

Mr. SQUIRE. It was passed yesterday in the morning hour. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still in the possession 


of the Senate, the Chair understands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then a motion to reconsider can be made. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is morning business in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This matter is still pending. The 
Chair understands the Senator from Washington simply to enter 
a motion; he does not ask action upon it at this time? 

Mr. SQUIRE. No, sir; I do not enter the motion for present 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 

Mr. DOLPH. lask for a vote on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to it now; it is out of order. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It is out of order, I understand. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not know how it is out of order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to introduce a bill. 





—? ome 


Mr. MORGA N. I ask that the bill be read at length. 
The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 
Be it enacted by the Senale and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America, That all laws and parts of laws are hereby declared to be inopera- 
tive which exempt from the payment of duties any articles of commerce 
which are not on the free list, when the same are entered in the custom-houses 
of the United States for transit or transportation through the United States 
to the Dominion of Canada or any British possession on the continent of 
North America or from the same toany foreign country: Provided, That this 
legislation does not apply to article 33 of the treaty with Great Britain, 
concluded May 8, 1871, or to that part of any act of Congress which gives le- 
gal operation or effect to said article. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move the reference of the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2525) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to lay off in lots, blocks, parks, streets, 
and alleys certain lands in the Indian Territory and to sell the 
same; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2526) for the relief of Jacob 
Wolf, late a private in Company C, Eighth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2527) to pay 
John Pope Hodnett for services rendered as counsel to the Gov- 
ernment in the investigation into affairs of the District of Colum- 
bia, acting as such counsel by order of a resolution of the House 
of Representatives; also for acting as counsel for the workingmen 
of the District of Columbia for fifteen years last past; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. PALMER. [I ask that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the bill should go to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. It involves some investigation, and I 
trust the Senator from Illinois will allow it to take that course. 

Mr. PALMER. I know nothing about the bill in its substance 
except that I was requested to introduce it, and I was requested 
to move that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Having stated my connection with the bill, it will be for the Sen- 
ate to determine what reference shall be made of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. It is a claim, and it should go there. 

Mr. ALLISON. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. PALMER. It is to be referred to the Committee on 
Claims, I understand? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2528) to confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of 
David Ryan against the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2529) providing for the irri- 
gation and reclamation of arid lands, for the protection of forests 
and utilization of pasturage, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (S. 2530) to amend section 237 
of ‘‘An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, 
and for other purposes,” approved October 1, 1890; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 2531) to provide a postal cur- 
rency, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lintroduce a bill by request of the author 
not only of the bill but of the scheme of spelling that the bill 
refers to. I ask that it be read twice and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. ’ 

The bill (S. 2532) to test and try the science of spelling and to 


| provide for establishing one hundred schools for that purpose, 
| and to establish a spelling school in the World’s Columbian Ex- 


Mr. DOLPH. The motion itself is out of order if it can not 
be considered. * 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider has been 
entered, and the Senator from Alabama rises to introduce a bill. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2524) to enforce the pro- 
visions of tion 2866 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
in respect of article 29 of the treaty of Washington, of May 8, 
1871, with the Government of Great Britain; which was read the 
first time by its title. 


position to be held in Chicago in 1893, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2533) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Daniel Merritt; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2534) for the 
relief of William M. Dunklee, administrator; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2535) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Gurden Chapin; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 2536) to appropriately mark and preserve the bat- 
tlefield of Gettysburg (by request); 
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A bill (S. 2537) to promote the efficiency of the militia; and 

A bill (S. 2538) for the relief of the legal representatives of Jo- 
seph A. Mower. 

Arr. HAWLEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2539) to pro- 
vide for the payment of certain claims heretofore settled and 
allowed by the Third Auditor and the Second Comptroller of 
the Treasury; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2540) for the relief of the estate 
of Andrew J. Duncan, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2541) to construct a road to the 
national cemetery at Dover, Tenn.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. 
R. 61) for the relief of claimants of moieties of penalties recov- 
ered by the Government under the internal-revenue laws; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted five amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CAREY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED TRANSFER OF THE REVENUE MARINE. 


Mr. HALE. LIask that Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 
86, being a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, be reprinted 


with the alterations and amendments which accompany it, and | 


which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution, which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatwwes concurring), That there 
be printed 35,000 copies, in cloth bigding, of the annual report of the Com 
missioner of Labor relating to cost of production, earnings, efficiency of 
labor, and cost of living, 16,000 copies for use of members of the House of 


Representatives, and 8,000 copies for use of members of the Senate, and 11,000 
copies for the use of the Department of Labor 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE SITE. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I move to reconsider the vote by which 


the Senate yesterday passed a resolution submitted by the Sena- | 


tor from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], providing certain duties to be per- 
formed by the Committee on Printing of the Senate acting jointly 
with the House Committee on Printing. It is very evident that 


the Senate Committee on Printing would be powerless to act | 


jointly with the House committee unless the resolution assumes 
the form of aconcurrent resolution of the two Houses of Congress. 
I therefore move to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted by the Senate that the correction may be made. 


Mr. CULLOM. My own judgment is that the resolution ought | 


to have been made concurrent. I did noi notice it particularly 
when I introduced it, and I am perfectly willing that the resolu- 
tion shall be changed in that respect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Nebraska to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. MANDERSON (to Mr. CULLOM). Will you move the | 


amendment or shall I? 


Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. MANDERSON). You can move it if you 


have the memorandum there. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is the resolution at the Secretary's desk? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I can call attention to it in the REcoRpD. 
After the words ‘Resolved by the Senate” I move to insert the 
words ‘‘ the House of Representatives concurring.” 


Mr. CULLOM. That is all that will be necessary to make it | 


a concurrent resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so | 


as to read: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Re prese ntatives concurring , In pursu- 
ance of the legislation heretofore taken for the acquisition of a suitable 


site for a Government Printing Office, that the Committee on Printing, act- 
ing jointly with the House committee, be, and the same are hereby, empow 


ered and instructed to ascertain the most suitable site for that purpose (in | 


the District), looking to the future growth of the country and the growing 
demands upon the printing establishment, ascertain the fair value of the 
same, and make report of such investigation and result. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I now ask for the adoption of the con- 
current resolution. 


The concurrent resolution was agreed to 


| to have been the inventor of a particular shell used larg 


| officers, to the United States. under resolution of Congr 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning bu 

Mr. COCKRELL. L call for the Calendar. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there b ) further morning 
business the Calendar under Rule VIII in order. 

Mr. PADD( CK, Lf the iho ning 2) siness is conc! re a I d 
sire to ask unanimous consent that the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 1. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not do that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to couple with the request I have 
made the suggestion that after the bill has been disposed of the 
remainder of the day may be devoted to the Calendar. Ido not 
think it will take very long to pass the bili; cer 
not to require much time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion made 
by the Senator from Nebraska that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. 1) for preventing the adulteration 
and misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, if I can have the attention of 
the Senate, I wish to state that yesterday morning by common 
consent I understood it was agreed that certain bills on the Cal- 
endar, which had been passed over without prejudice, should be 
considered this morning. If I amcorrectin that understanding, 
I should like to have the benefit of the understanding to proceed 
with the bills in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question first in order will be 
upon the motion made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAp- 
DOCK]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator 
from Illinois that if consent is given as indicated by myself to 
proceed with the consideration of the pure-food bill, I shall yield 
for the purpose indicated by him if it will not take long. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the remnant of the morning 
hour after the routine business of the morning is about all the 
consideration the general Calendar of bills and resolutions gets, 
and I think the Senator from Nebraska, who with his bill has 
occupied the attention of the Senate for exactly how many days 


Si? 
siness 


menate proceed to the 


tainly it ought 


y 
or weeks I can not tell after 2 o’clock in the day, ought to be 
reasonably well satisfied with the length of time he and his bil! 
have consumed. [ shall insist upon the consideration of the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PADDOCK. TheSenator, perhaps, did not catch the sug- 
gestion I made, which, I think, if understood, would receive the 
unanimous consent of the Senate. Itis that after the conclusior 
of the consideration of the pure-food bill the remainder of the 
day shall be devoted to the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, judging the future 
past—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is a good way to judge it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The conclusion of the Senator’s bill may be a 
week hence. I can not tell. We are entitled to the time from 
now until 2 o'clock to consider the Calendar, and the Senator has 
the control of the time after that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, lam not going to speak at 
ail out of order about this matter, but there is another side toit 
besides the one the Senator from Tennessee presents. There has 
been a good deal of labor on the part of the friends of this meas- 
ure, and a good deal of time and of watchfulness required i 
taking care of it. I confess to a very earnest desire to get it out 
of the way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made the Calendar, 
under Rule VIII, is in order. 


41 


by 


JOHN B. READ. 
Mr. PALMER. I ask that Order of Business 119, Senate bil 


1312, may be taken up, it having b2« heretofore I Lo 

without prejudice =e - 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in ¢ iittee of th 

W hole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2) for the re- 





lis f of Dr. John B. Read, w i h proposes to appropriate $17,000 


to pay Dr. John B. Read Lis claim as royalt; rifle projec- 
tiles with iron sabots, furnished, as found by the boa E 


a oe ow 
Ls L OL arm 


Mr. VEST. Is there a written report 


rl mh that DLuIsF 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no written report. 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear so explanation of the 
bill. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, t bill ha en before tl 
Senate repeatedly, and has passed this body a number of tim: 


I think. Although there is no written report with the bill from 
the committee now, there is a previous report with the paper 
on file, the substance of which is that Dr. John B. Read clain 


i 
el r- 


re 


ing the late civil war. His claim was referred to a board of 


army Officers and allowed, and it ther 
' ground. 


( 
fore stands upon that 








ALLISON. I think this bill has been before the Senate 
two or three times. Is the sum mentioned here the same that 
has hitherto been included in these bills? 

ir. PALMER. It is the sum allowed by the board of army 
olficers 
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Mr. PUGH. I will “y to the Senator from Iowa that the | 


whole matter was referre ed to a board of army officers created by 
a joint resolution of the two Houses of Congress, in accordance 
with the contract made by the Government with Dr. Read by 
which the Government got possession of these shells. The board 
of army officers investigated the whole matter and made a report 
in favor of allowing hima royalty of $17,000. The Military Com- 
mittee of the Senate has reported in favor of the bill four times; 
it has passed the Senate three times; it has passed the other 
House twice, and was once « ngrossed to be sent tothe President, 
and it has nevermet with any opposition except the opposition to 
consideration. Ithink the Senator will notoffer any obstruction 
toits present consideration now. 
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mony furnished by very many letters as to the value of the in- 
vention. I had a good deal of personal experience of its value 
when being employed on the other side, and had some opportu- 
nity of knowi ing its value when it was employ ed on the side that 
| was. Without reference to that, I became satisfied that it had 
been referred to a board of officers, fully considered, and the 
amount allowed, and I knew of no other way but to pay the claim 


| according to the report. 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to offer any obstruction. The | 


question I asked was simply whether the sum named here now 
is the sum that has usually been named in these bills, because 
this is an old story. We have had Dr. Read and his shells here 
a great many times. 

Mr. PUGH. There is no change in the amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is all I desire to know. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, if it had not been for a remark 
dropped by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], I had made 
up my mind to say nothing with reference to the passage of this 
bill; but when the Senator from Alabama says there is no oppo- 
sition to it, I do not propose to accede to that by keeping silent. 

I have no idea that Dr. Read was the first inventor of this 
shell. I believe, from all my investigations of the subject, that 

the first inventor was Dr. William E. Woodbridge. A measure 
like this was opposed by Senator Edmunds at the last session of 
the Senate and in previous Congresses. It has been referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and they recommended that 
it should go to a board of army officers, and the board of army 
officers has found that Dr. Read should have $17,000. It has 
been persistently pressed, and some way or other it never seems 
to elicit any objection from those Senators who are usually op- 
posed to pay ing anybody a claim for the use of a patent by the 
Government. [am convinced that it is useless to oppose it. I 
am opposed to it, but Iam convinced that any opposition that I 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I do not know whether my 
good friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] referred to me asop- 
posing payments for patents, but I apprehend he did, because I 
am always willing to take all the responsibility of objecting to 
and obstructing all patentrightsand paymentsforthem. If this 
case were in the condition of ninety-nine out of every one hun- 
dred of the cases reported by the Committee on Patents, where 
they propose to give remuneration, I should be found unequivo- 
cally arrayed against it; but when the United States Govern- 
ment, which has granted a patent, comes in and recognizes the 
right of a patentee and makes afirm written contract with him 
to pay him as the patentee of itself, then I do not propose tocon- 
test it any further: and that is the case here. There was acon- 
tract between the United States and this gentleman as the pat- 


| entee of the United States. 


Mr. PLATT. There is no evidence of that. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is the contract, and there it is in the 


| reports which have been made here half a dozen times. There 


may make is entirely futile,and I should havesat still this morn- | 


ing and have seen it passed in silence if it had not been for the 
statement that there is no opposition to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will make another inquiry in view of what 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT} has stated, and that 
is whether the Committee on Military Affairs has examined this 
case so as to be satisfied that Dr. Read is the inventor of this 
shell? Ido notsee why we should pay him if he is not. 

Mr. BUTLER. The bill has passed four times 

- HAWLEY. I do not remember that the question as to 
the originality of the invention was ever raised before the com- 
mittee. When the bill was called up the other day, I learned 
then for the first time that there was a question, a claim, ora 
proposition of some sort pending in the Committee on Patents, 
which disclosed a contest over the originality of this affair, and 
disclosed the claim that a Mr. Woodbridge instead of Dr. Read 
wasthe inventor. That was the firstI had ever heardofit. That 
question was not before our committee at all. 

Mr. BATE. That question, as I understand, was before the 
military board, which took action upon the case and recom- 
me nded this amount, and the Committee on Military Affairs 
adopted the report of that board, as I understand. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I never heard of the claim un- 
til I came he re it was referred to me for examination. . From 
the relation of all the — s to the controversy my prejudices 
were not in iia of the laimant. I gave the case a very care- 

i 1ation. 


ful and eritical exam 
Mr.CULLOM. Wil “olleague allow me to ask him whether 





there is a written report in s thecnas? 
Mr. COCKRELL. There have been half a dozen reports made 
l er wentere. 
. PALMER. I made no report because I had the former 
reports. 
Mr. CULLOM. My colleague relied upon the reports made 
( tofore 4 
Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir. I had never heard the suggestion 
that the originality of the invention by Dr. Read was questioned. 
I find there was a contract between Dr. Read and the Govern- 


ment, and his claim was referred to a board of army officers, and 
the t board allowed this identical sum of money. That being, in 
my judg t, sufficient evidence in support of his right, I re- 

ad th hill favarahi, 
porte d the bili favorably. 


Th he 


is no question aboutit. Itis based upon contract. I have not 
had time to go through all the papers and examine all the de- 
tails, for it never has been referred tome as asubcommittee, but 
it has always been reported favorably by the committee, and I 
have not opposed it because the question of the patent right never 
came up. The Government made a contract with this man as 
patentee and recognized him as its patentee, and promised to pay 
him, and it was concluded, and there was no question as to who 
was the patentee or who was entitled to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DENTISTRY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the consideration of the next bill 
on the Calendar, Senate bill 661, which was passed over without 
prejudice during my temporary absence. 

There being no obje ction the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 661) for the regulation 
of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, “and for 
the protection of the people from empiricism in relation thereto. 

The bill was reported from the Committee of the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 3, line 14, after the word 

“dentistry,” to strike out ‘‘or by the presentation of evidence 
of know ledge acquired by course of study and practical training,” 
so as to read: 

Third, to test the fitness and pass upon the qualification of persons desir- 
ing to commence the practice of dentistry in said District after the passage 
of this act and certify to the health officer for registration such as prove, 
under examination in theory and practice of dentistry such qualification as 
in the judgment of the board is equal to the standard of qualification re- 
quired of their graduates by the better class of dental schools. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, atthe end of section 3, to add the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That all graduates of dental colleges which require a three years’ 
course of study shall be entitled to have their names registered as dentists 
apes pay ment of the registration fee,and without examination as to their 
qualifications. 

Mr. GALLINGER. By unanimous consent I desire to offer a 
substitute amendment for the amendment just read. The word 

‘registration’ is used in the amendment offered by the commit- 
tee, and that word does not appear in the body of the bill. 
‘* Certification” would be the proper word, and by unanimous 
consent I desire to substitute that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lieu of the proviso which has been 
read it is proposed to insert— 

Provided, That all graduates of dental colleges which require a three years’ 


course of study shall be entitled to certificates upon the payment of the cer. 


tification fee, and without examination as to their qualifications. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, in section 8, line 8, after the words ‘‘ paid into the,” 
to strike out ** school fund of the District of Columbia” and insert 
“Treasury of the United States, to the credit of the District of 
Columbia,” so as to read: 

Said fines, when collected, to be paid into the Treasury of the United States, 


} to the credit of the District of Columbia. 


se are all the facts within my knowledge, except the testi- ' 


The amendment was agreed to 
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Mr. GALLINGER. The committee recommend that section 
7, line 2, be amended by striking out the words ‘‘ prima facie. 
I think in reprinting the bill that amendment does not appear. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 7, line 2, before the word 
‘‘ evidence ” it is proposed to strike out the words “‘ prima facie; 
so as to read: 

SEC. 7. That certificates issued and indorsed under the provisions of this 
act shall be evidence of the right of the person to whom granted to practice 
under this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 3 of section 2, I move tostrike out the words 
‘‘raduates of,” and, in lines 3 and 4, to strike out the words 
: dental colleges” and insert ‘‘ dentists.” 

Mr. President, this bill as it comes from the committee ex- 
cludes any one from practicing here as a dentist unless he passes 
the examination of a board of five dentists, all of whom are grad- 
uates. I know personally dentists practicing their profession 
who are not even graduates of any dental college and who are 
entirely competent. You might just as well say that every law- 
yer who practices his profession in the District of Columbia shall 
first have the certificate of five lawyers who are graduates of 
some law school. It is unjust. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think I can speak for the 
committee, and say that if I understand the amendment there 
will be no objection to it on the part of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 3, after the word “ five,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ graduates of ” and in the same line 
after the word “ reputable,” tostrike out ‘‘ dental colleges” and | 
insert ‘‘ dentists;” so as to read: 

SEc. 2. That a board tocarry out the purposes of this act is hereby created, 
to be known as the board of dental examiners, to consist of five reputable 
dentists, resident of and for three years last before appointment actively en- 
gaged in the practice of dentistry in the District. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. VEST. It excludes a monopoly to college graduates. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 16, of section 3, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘ such qualification as” and insert the word ‘‘ qualified:” 
and in line 17 to strike out the words ‘‘is equal to the standard 
of qualification required of their graduates by the better class of 
dental schools” and insert the words “ to practice dentistry in 
said District.” 

These amendments are based upon the same idea as the amend- | 
ment I have already offered which has been adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There can be noobjection to that amend- 
ment. I think it is proper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 16, it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘ such qualification as’ and insert the word “ qual- 
ified;” and, in line 17, after the word ‘‘ board” to strike out the 
words ‘‘is equal to the standard of qualification required of their 
graduates by the better class of dental schools” and insert ‘‘ to 
practice dentistry in said District;” so as to read: 

Such as prove, under examination in theory and practice of dentistry, quali- 
fied in the judgment of the board to practice dentistry in said District. - 


| 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 9, line 4, before the word ‘ dollars,” I 
move to strike out ‘“‘ twenty ” and insert “ ten,” so as tomake the 
fee $10 instead of $20. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is a proper amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 


SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire at this time to call up for con- 
sideration Calendar No. 99, Senate bill 698, which is a bill that 
was passed over without prejudice some days ago. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 698) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to carry out, in part, the provisions of ‘‘An 
act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure the 
relinguishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1889, and making appropri- 
ations for the same, and for other purposes, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment, to strike out section 2, as follows: 

SEc. 2. For providing each head of family or single person over the age of 
18 years who have or may hereafter take his or her allotment of land in 
severalty with two milch cows, one pair of oxen with yoke and chain, or two 


mares and one set of harness in lieu of said oxen with yoke and chain. one | 
plow, one on, one harrow, one hoe, one ax, and one pitchfork; also for '! 
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the payment of 850 in cash, to be expended for the erection of houses and 
other buildings suitable for residence, or improvement of their allotments 
in accordance with section 17 of the above-mentioned act of March 2, 1889, 
$380,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the necessity for this legislation? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, previous to 1889 the six 
tribes of Sioux Indians owned a reservation jointly in South Da- 
kota having an area of 34,000 square miles. In the summer of 
1889 a treaty was made with these Indians by which they re- 
ceived a little less than half of the reservation from the Govern- 
ment and the rest was thrown open to settlement. Each of the 
six tribes relinquished its rights to any interest in the land re- 
tained by the other tribes. In other words, each tribe was as- 
signed to a reservation of itsown withanexclusive title in itself. 
The bill which they ratified passed Congress, and they had no 
choicein the matter. When the commissioners went out to make 
the treaty some of the bands of Indians objected that they were 
not treated equally well with the others, and the Indians resid- 
ing upon the Crow Creek Reservation said that their reserva 
tion had been cut down so that it was too small. 

The commissioners therefore recommended that the difference 
between the size of their reservation and that of the lower Brulés, 


| which was the smallest of the other five reservations, be paid to 
| them by an appropriation, depositing the money in the Treasury 


for their benefit, and in the report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior transmitting the bill two years ago he said: 


In the division made by the act the per capita amount to Pine Ridge is 
about 563 acres: to Rosebud, about 550 acres; to Standing Rock, 645acres; to 


| Cheyenne River, 972 acres; to Lower Brulé, about 442 acres, and to Crow 


Creek, 260 acres 

They therefore recommend that 167,000 acres at adollar an acre 
may be made up to these Indians in this way, making their res- 
ervation equal to that of the Lower Brulés, who belong to the 
same tribe but have a separate reservation, and in their report 
on page 7 they make this recommendation: 


Fourth. An appropriation of #187,039 is recommended for the benefit of the 
Indians residing on the Crow Creek Reservation. The Crow Creek and Lower 
Brulé Indians are given less land per capita than thos« any of the other 
reservations, as is shown in the report. The number of Indians upon the 
Crow Creek Reservation is as great as those on the Lower Brulé Reserva- 
tion, yet the former are given 187,039 less acres of land than the latter. Es- 
timating the land at #1 an acre would give them the amountasked for. The 
ee, if made,should be added to the “ permanent fund” of the 
Crow Creek Indians and expended for their benefit, as is provided in section 
17 of the act of March 2, 1889. 








of 


Two years ago the Committee on Indian Affairs reported this 
bill and it passed the Senate, but it failed to pass the House of 
tepresentatives. It passed the Senate with several other pro- 
visions appropriating quite alarge sum of money for other bands 
of these Indians. 

After the Sioux war broke out the Indians who were engaged 
in hostilities received their money; Congress made an appropri- 
ation to satisfy them, but these Indians being at peace with the 


| Government and offering to enlist and defend the Government 


against the hostile Indians were treated as good Indians gen- 
erally are and their item was left outof the bill. This bill is for 
the purpose of repairing this injustice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does this legislation close up this whole 
matter now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is the last item and closes up the 
whole matter—#187 ,000. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WEST VIRGINIA DIRECT TAX. 

Mr. FAULKNER. l[ask that Order of Business 74, being Sen- 
ate joint resolution No. 9, which was passed over without preju- 
dice on the Calendar, be taken up. I do not think there will be 
any discussion about it now, as it is pretty well understood. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 
9) to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the governor 
of the State of West Virginia the sum appropriated by the act of 
Congress entitled ‘*An act to credit and pay to the several states 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected 
under the direct tax levied by the act of Cor Au 
gust 5, 1861.” , 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending « 





press approved Au- 


juestion is on the mo- 


tion to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. DANIEL. I withdraw that motion, Mr. President. but I 
beg leave to offer an amendment to the joint resolution in the 
form of a second section. . 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of the Senate. There was a round sum agreed to be paid by Virginia 


joint resolution the following: 


r provided that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 


is : y, requestea ana instructed in respect to the bonds of Virginia held 
by the United States nake snch settlement with the State of Virginia as 
amajority of the bondholders of that State have accepted or may accept 
through the bond! ers’ committee, and upon the receipt of such securities 
of Virginia a LV issued and apportioned to be received in lieu of the 
Vi nia BR held by the United States shall deliver them to the State of 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to inquire of my friend if that 
proposition'has been before any committee of the Senate. 

FAULKNER. I think most of the committee have seen 
it, and also a great many members of the Senate. It is so fair a 
proposition that I did not feel that there was any justification on 
my part to oppose it as an amendment to the joint resolution. 

Mr. DOLPH. But the majority of us, I suppose, may be in 
the same position as I am, and I confess my utter ignorance. It 
seems that there are still bonds of the State of Virginia held by 
the General Government, and here is an instruction to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to settle with the State of Virginia, the 
makers of the bonds, or the bondholders, or somebody, upon 
certain terms. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] will explain it to the Senator from Oregon. It simply 
puts the Government of the United States in exactly the posi- 
tion of all the general creditors of the State of Virginia in the 
settlement of the State debt, which of course assigns one portion 
of the debt to the State of West Virginia. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suppose the Senator is aware that under the 
bankruptcy laws and the general laws the United States is a pre- 
ferred creditor. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, in 1861 the State of Virginia 
owed about $30,000,000. Pending the war which ensued, in round 
numbers, about one-third of her territory and population was 
taken away from that State under proceedings which are familiar 
to the historian. Subsequent to the war there were several 
efforts made by the State of Virginia to settle the accumulated 
debt and interest. Recently, and pending the presence of this 
resolution in the Senate, the Legislature of Virginia, having con- 
summated a negotiation with a large majority of the bondholders, 
has agreed upon a settlement. This debt to the United States is 
evidenced in round numbers of about half a million of bonds. 

Mr. DOLPH. Bonds to the amount of half a million? 

Mr. DANIEL. Bonds to the amount of half a million, the face 
value of which I think, to speak more accurately, is $584,000. 

Mr. DOLPH. What is the amount of the accrued interest? 

Mr. DANIEL. The accrued interest is about $1,000,000. In 
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t organizing West Virginia there was a stipulation or pro- | 


vision that that State should assume an equitable proportion of | 


the debt. Owing to differences between the two States, growing 
out of the remarkable and unprecedented state of affairs, there 
was never any settlement between the old State and the new, and 
in conversation with a number of Senators, including members of 
the committee who reported this resolution to pay to the State of 
WestVirginia the direct tax which had been paid by West Virginia 
on the part of her citizens, it was regarded as equitable and fair 
under all the peculiar circumstances of the case that the United 


States Government should simply say to Virginia, ‘‘ We will ac- | 


4 e 


ept any settlement of this old matter on such terms as a majority 
f the bondholders through their committees may accept for a 
imilar class of debt.” It occurred to me that that was a just 
and an appropriate method of disposing of this matter. 
Mr. DOLPH. The United States in accepting that of Vir- 
nia must look to West Virginia for the balance. 
Mr. DANIEL. So far as their looking to West Virginia for 
bi it is her matter or not as she may please. I am only 


4 
‘ 
8 
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ha al 
a representative character. 

Mr. DOLPH. lam simply trying to get at whether it is a 
division of the debt between the State of Virginia and the State 
of West Virginia, or whether it is a sealing down of the debt on 
account of the inability of the debtor to pay it. 

Mr. DANIEL. In 1870, at the solicitation of the creditors who 
held the bonds of Virginia antedating the war, the State of Vir- 


undertaking to speak for that interestin relation to which [have | 


of $23,000,000, to be distributed amongst the separate clesses of 
creditors who were represented by a bondholders’ committee 
who held a large majority of the debt, and the virtue of this 
proposition, if there be any in it, rests simply in the idea that 
the United States Government is willing to accept such settle- 
ment as a majority of creditors in similar status are willing to 
accept. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, I had intended to make some 
observations with reference to the pending matter, but I have 
no desire now to detain the Senate to do so. 

The first part of the resolution simply carries out the spirit, 
purpose, and object of the bill passed by Congress to refund 
the direct tax. The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] does nothing more or less, as I under- 
stand it, than to extend to the old State of Virginia the same 
terms of adjustment of the claim of the Federal Government 
against that State which are extended to the State by her gen- 
eral creditorsin relation to the ante-bellum debt. Both proposi- 
tions seem to be so fair on their face and in fact that it seems tome 
they do not require further discussion. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from West 
Virginia what necessity there is for this resolution—why it is 
that the claim of West Virginia is not adjudicated under the act 
of Congress providing for the payment of this money? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that West Virginia is the only 
State in the Union to which the money has not been paid in ac- 
cordance with the act of Congress passed at the last session, and 
the reason of it was that under a provision of the constitution of 
the State of West Virginia at the time of its admission into the 
Union as a separate State from the State of Virginia there was 
an expression which said that West Virginia would assume an 
equitable proportion of the debtof the State of Virginiaexisting 
prior to the Ist of January, 1861. 

In 1868 the question was raised in the Treasury Department on 
the payment of an indebtedness due by the Government to the 
State of West Virginia for arms and equipments and troops fur- 
nished during the war by the State of West Virginia, after its 
creation into a State, as to whether or not the Government could 
set forth under the provisions of the statute any liability or equi- 
table proportion of the indebtedness due by the State of West Vir- 
ginia to the State of Virginia, or for which the Government of the 
United States held bonds issued by the State of Virginia prior to 
the separation. The Treasury Department held that such could 
not be done; that it being an unliquidated amount, unsettled and 
unascertained, the statute was not operative, and as there was 
no power to set-off, except under the provisions of the statute, 
no set-off could occur. 

In 1891, this last year, the question arose again in reference to 
the payment of the amount charged to the State of West Vir- 
ginia and paid into the Treasury by the State of West Virginia 
as direct tax. The Attorney-General decided, when the matter 
was referred to him, that West Virginia would be liable for an 
equitable proportion of the indebtedness, but what that equita- 
ble proportion was was a matter of fact and of law, and a ques- 
tion that he could not decide. 

The Committee on Claims reported that there was no function 
or power or jurisdiction in any department of the Government 
or in the Treasury Department to convene the two States before 
the Department for the purpose of ascertaining what that equi- 
table proportion was, or whether there was any equitable propor- 
tion, and reported this resolution, directing that the money be 
paid to the State of West Virginia appropriated by the refund- 
ing act or the direct-tax law of 1891. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ishould like to ask if it is not claimed by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department that there is a 
demand existing in favor of the Government as against the State 
of West Virginia? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Only to theextent of whatever may be the 
equitable proportion; but there is no way of ascertaining that by 
any Department of the Federal Government, and the Attorney- 
Gaunel decides that that is a question of fact and law which he 


| can not pass upon; and even after that decision the Treasury De- 


ginia undertook a settlement by which it was agreed that they | 


would accept from Virginia new bonds bearing 6 per cent inter- 


est for two-thirds of the original obligation of Virginia, taking a 
ce cate from Virginia fo the other third called West Vir- 
ginia certificates, and a further stipulation on the part of Vir- | 
ginis that such amount as she might receive from West Vir- 
ginia, if the were a settlement between the two States, should 
be applied to that third, which is known in commercial circles | 
as a West Virginia certificate. 

Now, lam unable to say exactly what the United States Gov- | 
ernment would get under this settlement. I can not inform the 


partment arbitrarily determined to withhold it, or at least the 
Comptroller of the Treasury so decided. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator will permit another question, 
would the Government have any means of collecting the amount 
found finally by a proper method due the Government—would the 
Government have any way or means of collecting it should this 
amount be paid to the State of West Virginia? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I believe it has been recently held in one 
court of the United States and by the Supreme Court, in fact, if 
I mistake not, that the Government of the United States has the 
right to sue any State. That is a new and novel decision in the 
jurisprudence of the country, but atthe same time I think there 
oe been a recent decision which held that the United States had 
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the right to sue any State. 
under the terms of separation and the 
tion of the State of Virginia of 1869—whicnh is the constitution 
of to-day, under which it was restored to its rights in the Union 
after the war—it expressly provided that any amount of indebt- 
edness due by the State of West Virginia under the terms of the 
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But the Senator will at once see that | days of the time of the decision 


| 


settlement and the ordinance of separation should be paid to the | 


State of Virginia, and, acting upon that theory, the State of Vir- 
ginia has proceeded with all its creditors and settled all of thes 
questions, and it is looking alone to the State of West Virginia. 
In other words, I conceive that the Government is estopped from 
ever asking anything from West Virginia, but must look to the 
Stateof Virginia, having approved that constitutional provision. 

Mr. PERKINS. But if the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] should be accepted, would not 
that preclude the Government from ever receiving anything from 
either of the States? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No. 

Mr. PERKINS. In other words, would it not preclude the 
Government from presenting its claims as an offset for the de- 
mand which is now presented by the two Statesagainst the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think not, because the amendment sim- 
ply says the agents of the United States Government shall fund 
the debt now held against the State of Virginia upon the same 
terms, conditions, and limitations which are accepted by the 
creditors of the State in the settlement of the debt of Virginia. 

Now, Virginia—whether right or wrong is notamatter for me 
now to discuss—has in the settlement with the creditors of Vir- 
ginia issued her new bonds for two-thirds of the debt, and as- 
signed the other third to the State of West Virginia for pay- 
ment. Whether that is right or not, or the proper proportion 
for West Virginia and Virginia to settle, isa matter to be deter- 
mined hereafter between those two States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). 
time of the Senator from West Virginia has expired. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, unquestionably the present 
lien upon the State of West Virginia is just as good as that 
against the State of old Virginia, and my impression is that if 
we are to pass this resolution at the present time, releasing as w: 
should West Virginia, we should also lose all legal claim against 
old Virginia. 

Mr.KENNA. Will the Senator allow me just there to make 
a suggestion to him? 

Mr.MORRILL. Yes. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Senator is correct in that position, then 
the Government did release its entire claim against West Vir- 
ginia in 1868, because under precisely the same situation the 
Government did relinquish a precisely similar claim against 
West Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ag@inst Virginia? 

Mr. KENNA. Against West Virginia. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Against both. 

Mr. KENNA. In other words, precisely this situation was 
presented, and under this situation the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department held that they could not make th 
and paid the money over to the State of West Virginia. 

I desire to say in this connection that nobody, I think, ever 
heard or claimed that that action on the part of the accountin 
officers of the Treasury did have any such effect as to relinquish 
any claim the United States had under that obligation. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam still of the opinion that if we pass this 
resolution we shall lose all claim against either of the Virginias. 

But there is another question here presented by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Virginia, and that is binding us t 
cept the same terms as the English bankers, I suppose. So far 
as that is concerned, I have noobjection tothe passage of such an 
amendment in this resolution which does not bind old Virginia 
even to pay two-thirdsof herdebt. She hasonly been represent 
here by the Senator and may accept the proposition or not. 

B Mr. President, I rose mainly to say that the 
short for a five-minute consideration of this joint resolution. It 
ought to have a larger consideration, and therefore I shall object 
to its consideration under the five-minute rule. : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The 


> offs 


QO AC- 


time is too 


it 
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The Senator from Vermont ob- 
jects to the further consideration of the joint resolution, and 
goes over. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask unanimous consent that the i 
. 7 4 . *17 es 
resolution be fixed as a special order to follow the bill alrea 


fixed on the Calendar as a special order, which was, I believe, 
reported by the Senator from Missouri{Mr. Vest]. I am per- 
fectly willing to meet this question at any time, but I think wit} 
the Senator from Vermont that we ought to have full time to 
discuss it if there is any question of law arising upon it. I want 
to say, while on my feet, that this identical question was decid 

by the Attorney-General of the United States within tw 


ive 


1867 


of this questio n the cas 

adoption of the constitu- | Vermont, and he decided that because it was unasce i ‘ 
| unliquidated it did not come within the pre ionsof the stat 

of 1875 and could not be treated as a a ns e Stat 


i ques ) é cle ded 


Mr. Preside: [ w ti ake a rrestion to 


the identic: 


PLATT. 


Vermont 
Mr. 


the Senator from West Virginia ! think th 
‘ttlement of this whole matter Senate would be facilitated 
by referring this joint res tion as itn and »t Commit- 
tee on Finance, with the understanding that they are to make a 
| report upon it without delay, and thatit shall not lose any claim 
that it has for consideration in the Senate. I merely make the 
suggestion. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Why should it goto t Committee on Fi- 


nance, may I ask the 


| 


Senator 


Mr. PLATT. Here is a proposition now | upon the joint 
resolution to make a settlement wit State of Virginiaas to 
the bonds which the United States Government holds of the Stat 


and the billrefunding the tax to 


of Virginia upon certain term 





West Virginia originated with the Finance Committee. Itseems 
to me therefore that the whole matt« having got to its present 
shape, ought to receive the consideration of the Finance Commit- 
tee. Ido not wish to interfere at all; I merely make the sug- 
gvestion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Allow me to ask the Senator if the question i 
not more a judicial than a financial on and if referred ata 
ought it not to go to the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. PLATT. The question whether the Government should 
settle and compromis3 with the State of Virginia as to the bond 
which it holds agai State, and upon what terms ac 
promise should b and upon what conditions, if any, it 





tion for thi jommittee. 


but I simply make 


seems to me would Finance ¢ 
do not wish to interf 
the suggestion. 

Mr. STEWART. I think 
re that the Senate would all unde 
ed. I hope 


his matter at all, 
had time for an explanation 
rstand the proposition as pre- 
West Vir- 


on will be made a 


he 
sent the suggestion of the Senator from 
prevail and that the joint resoluti 


lai order. 


PIAL. Lh 


ginia will 


spec 
I 
AT . ‘ 
Vil LV no obiectior 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1).for preventing the adulteration and 
misbranding of food and drugs, and for other purposes. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, as originally reported I was 
in favor of this bill. It has been amended, however, and 
modified in such measure as in some degree to modify my own 
views about it. But there is yet—and I call the attention of the 
Senator having the bill in charge—what seems to me to be per- 
haps an unintentional omission in the bill. The bill provides 
penalties for the manufacture and sale of various products of 
adulterated food where the treatment of the subject involves 
whatis commonly called interstate commerce. It isamply broad 
in its provisions as extended toembrace also such articles of food 
when they come into the United States from outside, from for- 
eign countries. The bill does not, however, as it standsembrace 
articles of adulterated food which are shipped from this country 
to any other country. 

I do not think, sir, that with the past and recent history of the 
treatment of our food products in other countries, it would be 
either a very wise or a very honest advertisement for us that we 
should take every precautionary measure possible to prevent the 
disposition and consumption of adulterated food in our own do- 
minions and allow it to go abroad for sale whereverit can find a 
market. I propose, therefore, to offer three or four amendments, 
which I presume may be treated as one, to cover that proposition 
and that only. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 

yoses? 

Mr. KENNA. I will state exactly what I propose. In section 
lof the amendment of the committee, beginning at line 13—I 
need not read the whole section—‘‘cause to be analyzed or ex- 
amined samples of food and drugs,” there I would add ‘‘ manu- 
factured in the United States and.” Then it proceeds “sold or 
offered for sale in any State or Territory other than where manu- 
factured.” There I would insert ‘‘or in a foreign country,” so as 
to get rid of the complication growing out of the terms **‘ where 
manufactured.” 

Then, in line 9, section 2, after the word ‘“‘ Columbia,” I propose 
to insert ‘“‘ or to a foreign country,” which would make it read: 


not 


Will the Senator state exactly what he pro- 


For shipment from any State or Territory or the District of Columbia or 
foreign country to any other State or Territory or the District of Columbia 
or to a foreign country 


Then I propose a similar amendment in lines 4 and 6, on page 3, 
section 3, so as to read, ‘‘specimens of food and drugs manufac- 
tured in the United States sold or offered for sale in original or 
unbroken packages in any State or Territory other than where 
manufactured or in a foreign country;” soas to place these adul- 
terated articles of food manufactured in this country in precisely 
the same category when they are going abroad that we are en- 
deavoring to place them when they are to be sold in our own States 
and Territories. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest to the Senator that that provision 
was in the original draft of the bill, and I do not know how it 
got out. The words “ exportation to a foreign country ’I think 
were used. And they would be better now. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam not undertaking to change the substance 
of the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Many of the articles which are intended for 
exportation to foreign countries are not sold there, but are sold 
on this side for shipment to the other side. 

Mr. KENNA. I understand that. If you put in the words 
‘for exportation to a foreign country,” you will reach articles 
manufactured for exportation, and yet which never are exported. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Well, I am not particular about the phrase- 
ology. You could reach them in other ways. 

Mr. KENNA. I leave the substance of the bill precisely as it 


Sold or offered for sale in any foreign country. 


In that event if the whole article is sold we may not be able to 
reach it for analysis. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘“ Exported for sale,” I should say. 

Mr. KENNA. I prefer the amendmentI prepared. 
it covers the whole ground and also the ground covered by the 
general provisions of the bill as it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator please send 
liis amendment to the Secretary? 

Mr. KENNA. I will send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ginia |Mr. KENNA] proposes a series of amendments, which will 
be regarded as one amendment, # there be no objection. 


one amendment. The amendments will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 13, of section 1, after the word 
‘‘drugs,” it is proposed toinsert the words ‘‘ manufactured in the 
United States and;” in line 15, after the word ‘‘ manufactured,” 
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it is proposed to insert the words ‘“‘or in a foreign country;” so 
as to read: 
And analyze, or cause to be analyzed or examined, samples of food and 


drugs manufactured in the United States, and sold or offered for sale in any 
State or Territory other than where manufactured, or in a foreign coun- 


try. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, there are a good many arti- 
cles of food which will require to be analyzed which are not manu- 
factured at all—natural products. Therefore, I do not believe 
that the term ‘‘ manufactured in the United States ” isthe proper 
term at all. 

Mr. KENNA. Strike it out if it makes sense without it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What I want to suggest to the Senator is 
this: 

Food and drugs sold or offered for sale in any State or Territory, or for 
exportation to a foreign country. 

Mr. KENNA. I have no objection to putting the amendment 
in any form that will be satisfactory to the Senator, but the dif- 
ficulty is, if you attach the qualification there that the article 
must be for exportation to aforeign country, you never can prove 
it. A man manufactures adulterated food and it goes into the 
channels which are reached by the provisions of this bill, and he 
ene and the people who knowingly handle it are pun- 
ished. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Isuggest to the Senator that in line 15, of 
section 1, after the word ‘*‘ manufactured,” there be inserted ‘‘or 
for exportation to a foreign country.” 

Mr. KENNA. [think this provision would cover it, leaving 
out the first amendment entirely: 

Sold or offered for sale in any State or Territory other than where manu- 
factured or ina foreign country. 

The bill will carry with it sufficiently the interpretation that 
we are only dealing with products entirely within our own do- 
main. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
would be better. 

Mr. KENNA. I would rather not put in the provision for ex- 
portation, because we can never prove it. It would be a wholly 
inoperative clause in the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The article must be exported before itt can 
be sold in a foreign country. 

Mr. KENNA. As it stands now, it would have to be made for 
exportation, and we could not reach it unless we could prove that 
it was made for that purpose. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. KENNA. Let the same amendment apply to the subse- 


That will do, but still I think the other 


| quent provision. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The remainder of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 15, of section 1, after the word 
‘* manufactured,” it is proposed to insert the words “ or in a for- 
eign country;” so as to read: 

And analyze or cause to be analyzed or examined samples of food and 


drugs manufactured, sold, or offered for sale in any State or Territory, other 
than where manufactured, or in a foreign country. 


Mr. KENNA. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In line 6 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has not yet 
been entirely reported to the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is further proposed, in line 9 of section 
2, after the word ‘‘ Columbia,” to insert the words ‘or to a for- 
eign country;” so as to read: 

Who shall knowingly ship or deliver for shipment from any State or Ter- 


ritory or the District of Columbia or foreign country to any other State or 
Territory or the District of Columbia or to a foreign country. 


Mr. KENNA. That is satisfactory. Now omit the proposed 





| amendment in line 4 of section 3, on the next page, and after the 


word ‘‘ manufactured ” insert ‘‘or in a foreign country.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section3, line 6, after the word ‘‘ man- 
> so 
as read: 

Sold or offered for sale in original or unbroken packages in any State or 


Mr. KENNA. That covers it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, on page 6, section 6, at the 
end ofline 45, for definiteness I propose to add the words ** in the 
following cases;” so as to read: 

Provided, That an article of food or drug which does not contain any added 
poisonous ingredient shall not be deemed to be adulterated in the following 
cases. 

That is a matter of phraseology. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator wishes to change 
the punctuation also. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes; change the punctuation by taking out 


' the period and continuing the sentence. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. In the seventh paragraph of section 6 it 
is proposed to strike out the period after the word “‘ adulterated, 
and add the words “‘in the following cases.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the Senator having 
charge of this bill if the effect of the first subdivision of the 
seventh division of section 6 would not in effect destroy or re- 
peal what is known as the pure-lard bill; if, inother words, under 
the phraseology of this and other provisions, the adulteration of 
lard is not excepted? Would not the effect of that be to work a 
repealor abrogation of what is known as the pure-lard bill? 

fr. PADDOCK. I do not know of such a law as that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I refer to the law which passed during the 
last Congress prohibiting the adulteration and deterioration of 
lard. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not remember such an act, but if there 
is any such act this will not affect it at all. 

Mr. PERKINS. The fourth subdivision of the provision in 
the case of food or drink reads: 


Ifit be an imitation of and sold under the specific name of another article. 


Then the subdivision on page 5,which was amended just now, 
as I understand it, provides: 


That an artiele of food or drug which does not contain any added poison- 
ous ingredient, shall not be deemed to be adulterated inthe following cases: 

First, in the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now or from 
time to time hereafter known as articles of food, etc. 


During the last Congress, as I remember, we passed what was 
known as the pure-lard bill, to prohibit adulteration or the use 
of chieitinnabhe articles in the manufacture of lard. It seems to 
me that under the provisions of this bill as it now stands we 
are abrogating or repealing substantially that act. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If what the Senator refers to is correct, this | 
will make no change. All that is required in this bill is that an 
article shall be branded for exactly what itis. If it is branded | 
for exactly what it is and has no poisonous ingredient, no dele- | 
terious ingredient, then it may be sold; but it must be sold for | 
exactly what it is. 

Mr. PERKINS. While the ingredient may not be poisonous, | 
yet it may be objectionable. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It can be shown by the language itself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator from Kansas is mistaken 
in saying that a bill known as the pure-lard bill passed at the | 
last Congress. I think he is mistaken, for I have no recollection 
of any such bill having passed. I remember that quite a number 
of bills on that subject were introduced, but I am almost certain 
that no bill like that passed this body. I may be mistaken, but | 
I do not think I am. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the Senator from South Carolina is | 
mistaken, although I am simply speaking from recollection, for 
I have not taken the trouble to look the matter up in connection 
with what I have suggested. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If that proposition had passed the Senate it | 
would necessarily have been first reported from the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, of which I have the honor to be 
chairman, but no such bill as that was considered, except the | 
Conger lard bill, which was not passed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am sure the Senator from Nebraska is right | 
about that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. But even if it was true that such an act had | 
been passed, the article would have to be branded, and it would | 
not affect it if branded for what it really was. 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest an amendment in line 1, section 10, 
on page 9. That section reads: 

That any article of food or drink that is adulterated within the meaning of 
this act, ete. 

The word ‘‘ drink” should be changed to “drug.” I therefore 
move to strike out the word “drink” and insert the word 
‘*drug.” That is in accordance with the definition of the arti- 
cles embraced in the bill in other portions of the measure. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is correct, Mr. President. The word 
should be ‘‘ drug.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be made | 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishould like tounderstand what the amend- 
ment is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The word “ drink,” in line 1 of | 
section 10, has been changed to ‘‘ drug.” 
Mr. PADDOCK. It will be found that the term “ food,” as de- 

fined, embraces drink anyhow. 

Mr. COKE. That is all right. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I willsubmit a motion here, because I think 
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it will strengthen the bill very much and will not in any way 
weaken it, for if it did, I would not be in favor of it. [ama 
warm supporter of this bill and of this policy. I myself intro- 
duced a bill in favor of pure food for the District of Columbia 
when I first came to Congress, and got it through the Senate, 
and it is now in operation in this Distrtct. Therefore, I am 
friendly to this policy; but I think there is a word here that is 
used unnecessarily, and I therefore hope the Senator who has 
charge of the bill will consent to an amendment to strike out the 
words in the first section, line 14, ‘‘ sold or.” I can not see that 
those words give any force or effeet to the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I donot feelauthorized to accept the amend- 
ment of the Senator. It is, perhaps, not an essential amendment, 
but as there has been noactipn of the committee to authorize me 
to accept it, I do not feel at Tin. rty to do so. 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest that if that amendment should be 
adopted it would break the harmony now existing between the 
several sections of the bill, whereas if the clause is retained as 
now contained in the bill all of the provisions in the several sec- 
tions will be in perfect harmony with each other. Therefore I 





| hope that that amendment may not be made. 


Mr. COKE. I think the Senator from Iowa is mistaken when 
he says these words are in harmony with the rest of the bill. 
I think they ought to be stricken out because they are not in 
harmony with the remainder of the bill. The language used is: 
‘*The Secretary of Agriculture shall analyze or cause to be an- 
alyzed samples of food and drugs sold or offered for sale in any 
State or Territory other than where manufactured.” 

When goods are transported from one State into another and 
sold, they immediately become subject to the jurisdiction of the 
State where they are sold and become a part of the mass of the 
property of that State assoon as they are sold. Itis proper to 
say ‘‘ offered for sale,” because then they are remaining in the 
hands of the party who transported them unsold, but as soon as 
that party gets rid of them by a sale and they go into the hands 
of a purchaser in another State, the Federal jurisdiction no 


| longer follows them. Therefore, it seems to me the word “ sold” 


is improper here. 
Mr. PADDOCK. If that term were found in section 2, which 


relates to transfers, against which the bill aims to provide, it 


| would be essential and might be well toconsider: but in this see- 


tion where it occurs and in the other section where it occurs it 
does not relate at all tocommerce in any article named in the bill, 
and it has no relation whatever to the commerce of the bill. It 
is simply a scientific inquiry under the general authority to an- 
alyze. That is all there is of it, and itdoes not seem tome to be 


| essential. 


Mr. COKE. Does not the Senator see that this word “sold” 
authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to demand and receive 


| samples of goods after they have been sold in another State and 
| when they are not under the Federal jurisdiction? 


Mr. PADDOCK. I do not think that is the effect of it as used 
in this section. 

Mr. COKE. That is the plain meaning of the language. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It might be in section 7, but it seems to me 
that in this section it applies to nothing except the authority to 
get sampies for analysis that may be voluntarily sold. 

Mr. COKE. If these two words ‘sold or” are stricken out, I 
think the bill would be entirely harmonious with itself and all 
its parts. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It does not seem to me to be very essential, 
and I should be very glad if the Senator would not press the 


| amendment. 


Mr. WILSON. I would remark that that provision of section 
1 simply provides for the means by which the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture may ascertain facts and data upon which the Govern- 
ment can act in respect of any article therein named. It might 
be more convenient for him to obtain by purchase a sample of 
any given article after it had passed by sale to different handsin 
the State where it was sold, though not manufactured, than it 
would be to obtain it in the State where manufactured. So this 
is simply one of the means selected by Congress for enabling the 
Secretary of the Department of Agriculture to give effective ex- 
ecution to this proposed law. 

Mr. COKE. Does not the Senator perceive that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture goes beyond his jurisdiction whenever he 
goes after goods which have been sold after being transported 
from one State to another? 

Mr. WILSON. No, Mr. President, I do not concede that the 
Secretary of Agriculture goes beyond his jurisdiction so long as 
he is operating in any part of the United States. This is for the 
protection of the people in the matter of pure food and drugs 
through the exercise of the commercial clause of the Constitu- 
tion. This, as I have already observed, is simply one of the 
methods provided for the execution by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture of that power. . 
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Mr. COKE. But the commercial power of the United States, 
I submit to the Senator, does not exist over goods which have 
been sold in another State and become a part of the mass of the 
property of that State. Then the jurisdiction of the State at- 
taches. The jurisdiction of the National Government extends 
from the time the goods are delivered to the carrier to the time 
they reach their destination and are sold, when it ceases, or when 
the original packages are broken, when it ceases. After that, 
if the Secretary of Agriculture pursues the goods, he gets out- 
side of his jurisdiction. 

Mr. WILSON. The provision of the bill, though, is that these 
articles shall remain in the original package, so that they still 
remain a part of the interstate commerce. 

Mr. COKE and Mr. FAULKNER. Not after they are sold. 

Mr. WILSON. Sol say that may cover a variety of transfers. 
The article may be sold outside of the State to a party in it; it 
may be delivered to a party in the State who has imported it 
from another, and remain in the original package. Now, whileit 
is in that original package there is this power of the Secretary 
of Agriculture to obtain information, and, as I have said—and it 
is very clearly laid down in that noted case of McCulloch vs. The 
State of Maryland—when Congress comes to exercise a power 
that is given by the Constitution, it has the right to select the 
method through which that power shall be exercised, and thisis 
merely that selection of a means by which the Secretary of the 
Department of Agriculture can determine the facts in order that 
he may properly execute the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I do not quite like this pro- 
posed amendment, and yet I do not know that the proposed 
changeis avery material one. Still, it will not leave the amended 
provision in exactly good form, and as I conceive, without hav- 
ing time to fully consider its effect, I fear it may operate some- 
what restrictively against the procurement of samples. I hope 
the Senator will not insist upon it. I certainly can not vote for 
it myself, although it is apparently not essential from my point 
of view, nor from any other. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Now, I wish to call the attention of the 
chairman of the committee, who has charge of this bill, to the 
fact that we are discussing and we are differing upon a nones- 
sential point, and if those of us who are in favor of this bill can 
harmovize our views we ought to doit. He will see by the first 
section that there is no power given to the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture whatever, except the power that is inherent in any man 
who lives in the United States, which is, if he chooses to go and 
buy and the party chooses to sell him goods, he can get them. 
That is all the power that is given in this first section. It is 
only a general expression which authorizes him to go and buy 
where goods are offered for sale in any Stateor Territory. There 
is no compulsory power given in this section. That is given in 
the seventh section; and he could do whatis provided for in this 
clause without any authority whatever from Congress, if he 
chose to do it. He has an appropriation of $100,000 to carry out 
the provisions of this bill, and there is no designation or specifi- 
cation as to how or for what or in what manner that $100,000 
shall bs expended. He would have a perfect right to send his 
agents and to buy anywhere in the United States, if he chose to 
do so, and to assume that responsibility with this appropriation. 

The provision which gives effect to the question of ascertain- 
ing whether or not these articles are adulterated which come 
under the influence of the interstate-commerce provision of the 
Constitution, is found in the séventh section of this bill, and I 
believe, and I believed it honestly, and that is the reason I made 
the motion I submitted, that striking out those two clauses would 
not in any way affect or impair the efficiency of the provisions 
of this bill; and as the Senator from Texas[Mr. COKE] well said, 
it does make the bill harmonize from the beginning to the end 
of it. For that reason, as one who is in favor of the bill, I earn- 
estly ask that this amendment be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 14, before the word 


‘“‘offered,” it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ sold or;” so as | 


to read: 


And analyze or cause to be analyzed or examined samples of food and 
drugs offered for sale in any State or Territory other than where manufac- 
tured or in a foreign country. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That will necessitate the adoption of the 
same amendment in section 3, line 4, where I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘sold or.” In moving my amendment to that section 
without looking at the effect of the provision I copied the lan- 
guage of the first section. I move tostrike those two words out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 





| 





The CHIEFCLERK. In section3, line 4, after the word “ drugs,” 
it is proposed to strike out the words “ sold or;” so as to read: 

Examinations of specimens of food and drugs offered for sale in original 
or unbroken packages. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the 
amendment reported by the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I move that we proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The attention of the Chair is 
called by the Secretary to the fact that there is a special order 
assigned for this time. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Ido not raise the question of consideration 
as against the special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the 
Senate the special order, which is the bill (S. 427) to provide for 
the erection of public buildings for post-offices in towns and cities 
where the post-office receipts for three years preceding have ex- 
ceeded $3,000 annually. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nr. President, pending the special order, 
and not desiring at all to displace it, 1 move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 427 being the unfin- 
ished business before the Senate, the Senator from Ohio moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After two hours and fifty 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, March 10, 1892, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
> 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 9, 1892. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


George W. Miller, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the twenty-third district of Pennsylvania, to succeed 
Samuel D. Warmeastle, removed. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Stuart F. McClearn, of Massachusetts, fo be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Marblehead, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, to succeed Francis E. Pedrick, whose term of office ex- 
pired by limitation March 7, 1892. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 

Judson C. Clements, of Georgia, to be an Interstate Com- 
merce Commissioner for the term ending December 31, 1894, vice 
Walter L. Bragg, deceased. William Lindsay, who was nomi- 
noted to the above-named office on January 5 and confirmed by 
the Senate January 6, 1892, declined the appointment. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 9, 1892. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journalof the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
POST AT MOUTH OF RAINY LAKE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, with its inclosures, sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the establishment of a 
Government post at the mouth of Rainy Lake Riveryg Minn.: 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MINING DEBRIS, CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to joint resolution of 
February 25, 1892, information relative to the investigation of 


| mining débris in California; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
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OCEAN MAIL SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, giving, in response to resolution of Febru- 
ary 17, 1892, information relative to ‘An act to provide for ocean 
mail service between the United States and foreign ports;” which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SLOOP NANCY. 
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| vide for an increase of space for th 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication | 


from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of 
the court in the French spoliation claims arising out of the seiz- 


| Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ure of the vessel Sloop Nancy, David Foster, master; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT TALLEY VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of 
the court in the case of Robert Talley vs. The United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate to print the Statistical Abstract of the United 
States for 1891. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Idesire,if the Chair will hear me at this 
time, to present a privileged report in relation to printing the 
Statistical Abstract. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee have considered the letter of the Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury inrelation tothe publication of the Statistical Abstract of the United 
States, which was regularly referred to the committee on January 5, 1892, 
and direct me to reportaconcurrentresolution, which is herewith submitted, 


roviding for the yeaa 12,000 copies of said abstract, and to recommend | 


he passage of said resolution. 
The estimated cost of same is $1,600. 


| ings and Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 
| 3936) to provide a site for a public building in the city of Chicago; 


| the reclamation of the arid lands of the United States, and for 


| will be submitted by my colle 


The resolution reported from the Committee on Printing was | 


read. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Senate 


concurrent resolution on the same subject be substituted for the | 


House resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate concurrent resolution will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


r Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 12,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for 
the year 1891 prepared by the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department; 
3,000 copies for the use of the members of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use 
of the members of the House of Representatives, and 3,000 copies for the use 
of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department. 

The Senate concurrent resolution was adopted, and the House 
concurrent resolution was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER. Thestanding and select committees will now 

be called for reports. 
THIRD DIVISION, JUDICIAL DISTRICT, KANSAS. 

Under this call, 

Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported, as asubstitute for the bill (H. R. 3619), a bill (H. R. 7020) to 
create a third division of the district of Kansas for judicial pur- 


poses and to fix the time for holding court therein; which was | gation and the proper disposition of arid lands, the general trend of which 


read twice, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
The original bill (H. R. 3619) was laid on the table. 
NAVIGATION, TAMPA BAY, FLORIDA. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommendation 
a bill (S. 1498) for the establishment of additional aids to naviga- 
tion in Tampa Bay, Florida; which was read twice, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES ON STEAMERS. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2056) to repeal 
the provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 4488 
and 4489 of the Revised Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances 
on steamers,” approved March 2, 1889, so far as they relate to 
steamers plying exclusively upon any of the lakes, bays, and 
sounds of the United States; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CESSION OF LAND IN PENSACOLA, FLA. 


Mr. AMERMAN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 81) to relinquish the interest 
of the United States in a certain parcel of land in the city of Pen- 


sil 


sacola, Fla., to Escambia Lodge, No. 15, Free and Accepted 
Masons; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
INCREASED SPACE FOR CHICAGO POST-OFFICE. 
Mr. NEWBERRY, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5887) to pro- 
Chicago post-office; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN CHICAGO. 
Mr. NEWBERRY also, from the Committes on Public Build- 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

RECLAMATION OF ARID LANDS. 


Mr. LANHAM. I amauthorized by the Select Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States to report back, 
with a recommendation for its passage, the bill (H. R. 6790) for 
other purposes. The views of the minority of the committee 
ue on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ}. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LANHAM. I suppose the bill would properly go to the 
House Calendar. It does not make any direct appropriation, al- 
though it contemplates a cession of lands in what is known as 
the arid region to the States and Territories, respectively, in 
which they are situated. 

The SPEAKER. But it involves a charge upon the Treas- 


ury. 
Mr. LANHAM. Possibly that construction would be given 
to it. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will go to the Union Calendar, and 
the report be printed. 

Mr. BRETZ. I desire tosubmit the views of a minority of the 
committee upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana submits the 
views of the minority, which will be printed. 

Mr. LANHAM. Inview of the far-reaching importance of the 
bill just reported, and to the end that full opportunity may be 
afforded for an examination of its provisions, [ ask unanimous 
consent that the report of the committee and the views of the 
minority may be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The report and the views of the minority are as follows: 
IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION OF ARID LANDS—CESSION TO STATES AND 

TERRITORIES. 


Mr. LANHAM, from the Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in 
the United States, submitted the following report: 

The Select Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands in the United States, 
to which was referred House bill 6790, entitled ‘“‘A bill for the reclamation of 
the arid lands of the United States, and for other purposes,” report the same 
to the House, and recommend its passage. 

Sundry bills, resolutions, memorials, and petitions have been referred to 
this committee during the present Congress, relating to the subject of irri- 





has been favorable to the proposition of relegating these lands and the prob- 
lems involved, to State and Territorial control and administration. 

The greater number of them has been of a general character, while others 
have been of local application; but all have been marked with the same dis- 
tinct feature and uniform object, discovering a noticeable concurrence of 
opinion upon a subject-matter of vast public importance. 

The vacant public domain of the United States, exclusive of Alaska, the 
Cherokee Strip (not yet opened to settlement), and certain other lands now 
claimed by Indians, is estimated by the report of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office at 579,664,681 acres, surveyed and unsurveyed, in ap- 
proximately equal proportions. The principal amount of this land is situ- 
ated within what is known as the arid region,embracing the greater portion 
of the Territory west of the ninety-seventh meridian of longitude, and con- 
tained chiefly within the boundaries of the States and Territories named in 
the bill, to which, respectively, it is proposed that cession shall be made by 
the United States. 

According to the estimates of Government officials, the arid region, includ- 
ing the semiarid plains, embrace 1,340,000 square miles. Of this about one- 
fourth lies in the Great Plains region, east of the Rocky Mountains, which is 
principally arable land; another fourth is embraced in the Rocky Mountain 
belt, not more than one-third of which is arable; three-eighths lie in the 
great basin and plateau region between the Rocky Mountains and the Sierra 
Nevada, about one-half of which is arable, while the remaining one-eighth is 
embraced in ranges of the Sierras, and is, in the main, rocky and unsuscept- 
ible of cultivation. It is estimated that about one-fourth of the arid region 
is composed of rocky or mountainous nonarable land. 

Maj. Powell, Director of the Geological Survey, has expressed the opinion 


| that 100,000,000 acres of this arid region can be redeemed by irrigation through 
| the utilization of stream waters. Mr. Newell, as shown in census bulletins, 
| estimates that 70,000 acres of landare now irrigated in the semihumid plains 
} region, and that about 4,000,000 acres are irrigated in the arid region proper. 


It can not be stated with accuracy what amount of irrigable lands yet re- 
main unreclaimed. 
The greater portion of the land proposed by the bill to be ceded i 
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present condition, of little practical value, but is capable of being appreci- 
ated beyond computation by processes of irrigation; but to accomplish its 
reclamation and successful development will require long time, careful 
treatment, and greatexpenditure of money, It isnowcomparatively an arid 
waste, forbidding to the home-seeker, though fraught with untold possibili- 
ties. This land, urged by the necessities of our mighty civilization, the de- 
mands of our large’and constantly increasing population for homes, the 
necessary development of its latent though incalculable resources, cries out 
for redemption from its now unprofitable condition. 

It is not in keeping with the progress of the age, the growth and dignity 
of our country, and the wants of our people that it should remain in its pres- 
ent unproductive condition. It must be rendered habitable. It can not 
and ought not toremain a perpetual wilderness and destitute of useful re- 
sults. Either the United States must sooner or later accomplish its reclama- 
tion by direct appropriations from the Federal Treasury, by the construction 
and maintenance of irrigation works and the operation of the multiplied and 
manifold agencies for its development, or failing so to do, it must leave it to 
the States and Territories within which it is embraced, in their own way, to 
work out that salvation which is possible. 

If the Federal Government is to do this work, it may well take notice that 
the ultimate demands upon its Treasury will be enormous, far beyond any 


present accurate calculation, but certainly at an expense far in excess of | 


anything it has yet encountered for any specific object of internal improve- 
ment, reaching even billions of dollars. Nor can the point be overlooked and 
ignored, that if the National Government shall undertake the execution of 
this immense enterprise it must perform that function in an impartial and 
comprehensive manner; it can not afford to lavish its expenditures on any 


favored locality, but it will be constrained, in all fairness and propriety, to | 
treat the distinct, special, and local problems of reclamation in a suitable | 


way wherever they may arise, as well in one State or Territory as another. 

To do all that will be expected of it, and that the exigencies will require, 
will be simply impossible of accomplishment; nor is it believed that the tax- 
payers of the country remote from the arid region will be induced to consent 
to the outlay necessary for sucha purpose. When the magnitude and far- 


reaching consequences of such a proposition are considered and understood | 


in all their phases, it is reasonable to assume that thoughtful, prudent, and 
economic men will conclude, that the General Government essaying this ob- 
ject, has a work upon its hands from which it may well pray deliverance, if 
that deliverance can be had, ina manner consistent with sound public policy, 
just to the whole people, advantageous to the people most directly concerned, 
and upon their voluntary acceptance of the burden and assumption of the 
responsibility involved. 

If the General Government with full knowledge of the colossal undertak- 
ing, will covenant with our Western people to goahead with the enterprise, 
and prosecute the same to asuccessful conclusion,no serious objection is likely 
to be interposed by the States and Territories in the arid region. The im- 
mediate beneficiaries of such bounty would doubtlessenter no protest. But 
the people of these States and Territories, recognizing the prevailing senti- 
ment, and realizing fully all the difficulties which encompass the situa- 
tion, have reached the conclusion that the General Government will never do 
this work. They despair of any such prospect. 

It would prolong this report too much to attempt an elaborate and detailed 
review of ail the National Government has already done, the labor and money 
it has expended, the investigations it has conducted, the explorations it has 
made, the reconnaissances it has projected, the differentiation of irrigable 
lands it has disclosed, and the useful information and scientific data it has 
furnished in relation to the subject of irrigation and the reclamation of arid 
lands. 

It has maintained bureaus; it has employedexperts; it has made surveys, 
topographic and hydrographic; it has measured rainfall; it has gauged 
streams; it has defined catchment and drainage areas; it has located reser- 
voir sites; it has investigated storm waters and their utilization, torrential 
fiows and their conservation, the waters upon the earth and the waters under 
the earth; conditions of climate; the best methods of cultivating the soii by 
irrigation and the agricultural results and possibilities which follow; it has 
even bombarded the skies, and sought through explosives to wring waters 
from the reluctant clouds; it has experimented in every field and quarter 
where any promisé was offered for valuable result; it has sent out special 
and select committees who have visited and examined the uttermost parts of 
the country in search of useful knowledge, as the basis of appropriate legisla- 
tion; it has created and organized committees in both Houses of Congress, 
which have spent months of time in hearings, and yet longer periods in delib- 
eration; it has furnished exhaustive reports, compilations, statistics, and 
suggestions; ithas printed books, published volumes containing information 
foreign and domestic, and issued instructive maps; it has investigated all 
sources of research; it has reserved from settlement certain irrigable lands, 
and then, again, it has reopened the lands to occupancy which it had for- 
merly segregated; it has experimented in legislation as well as scientific ex- 
amination, until it would seem that the era of education is completed, and 
that the processes of national instruction may be discontinued without seri- 
ous detriment to the Government. 

It is not intended to underate the importance and value of the great 
body of the work done by the Government in this connection; on the con- 
trary, it must be conceded that much of it has been exceedingly useful, and 
will be beneficially appropriated in the futute. It has served to initiate 
careful inquiry, and has apprised the — of what has been and may be 
accomplished in this and other countries. It has stimulated them by the 
wonderful solicitations to development and rewards to investment of effort 
and capital which it has discovered. 

Why should the Government desire to longer retain proprietorship of this 
arid region? Why, for that matter, should it now have avast domain of un- 
appropriated public land? It only holdslands asa trustee and until they 
can be suitably settled and occupied, and is presumptively interested only to 
the extent that actual bona fide settlers may be accommodated. It is not 
supposed that it wants to retain them in order that they may be donated to 
corporations or given away as subsidies. Enough of that has already been 
done. Its administration of the land system in the past has not escaped se- 
vere censure. 

The most valuable and desirable part of the public lands has long since 
been disposed of, and the time has come when the inducements to actual set- 
Uers upon the remaining portion must be supplemented by such develop- 
ment as will render it desirable for homes. 

It must be tickled with water before it will smile in fertility and attraction 
to the homesteader. And yet the Government wants it to be occupied. The 
moment any settler perfects title to his homestead the Government cheer- 
fully makesits transfer, and that settler becomes acitizen of the State wherein 
his land is situate, adding his taxable values to the State and his contribu- 
tions to its material prosperity, maintaining his dual citizenship of the State 
and the United States. If the Government retains public lands for actual 
settlers, it is but a delusion, unless those lands are put in such condition as 
to make settlement possible. Having parted with its best lands, shall it con- 
— to hold the refuse, when it is apparent there will be but fewif any 
takers? 

Is it economical for the Government to continue the administration of the 
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arid lands, and support the expensive machinery and supervision therewith 
connected, in consideration of the proceeds derived from the sales of such 
lands for homestead ——— Is not the outgo greater than the income, 
from the standpoint of actual settlement? There is not likely to be any ma- 
terial diminution in the cost of such administration, while there is a com- 
parative eg exhaustion and will be a continued future limitation of 
lands available for actual occupancy, and must be a corresponding decrease 
of the amounts of money received from the sales of such lands. 

It would seem that the Government is now engaged in a losing business 
from this point of view, and that such loss will continually enlarge and 


| grow more serious by pursuing the existing policy, until all the supposed 


heritage in these lands will have been absorbed and consumed by the cost of 
their administration. In this view of the case, it would appear advisable for 
the General Government to reliev eitself of the embarrassment under which 
it labors, if it can find some competent authority willing to assume the re- 
sponsibility, and to which the matter can be legitimately committed. 

Attention is invited to that portion of the last report of the Commissioner 
of the Land Office under the title of “The Irrigation of the Public Lands,” 
and especially to the following recommendation: *‘A wiser plan, it seems to 
me, would be the transfer of the land and water to the direct control of the 
States, subject to such limitations and restrictions as would insure the recla- 
mation of the land by the States, and the transfer of title from the State in 
the first instance to actual settlers in quantity not exceeding, say, 160 acres of 
land to each settler.”’ Notice is also directed to his statement in the same 
connection in relation to the previous granting of ‘‘swamp lands” by the 
General Government and the unsatisfactory experience which ensued, as a 
sufficient argument in response to the alleged danger of the policy involved 
in the cession contemplated by the provisions of the bill now reported. 

After a careful review of the whole question we have arrived at the con- 
clusion that the General Government will be benefited; that it will gain 
rather than lose by the proposed cession; that it will gain in the speedy 
reclamation of and settlement upon these lands; that it will gain in the ac- 
quisition and increase of a strong and self-supporting Western population; 
that it will be benefited in the opportunity that will be afforded for an outlet 
for its present and prospective millions of landless and homeless people, 
who now crowd and willin future overfiow its dense and more populous 
Eastern States; that additions to popular well-being and prosperity will en- 
sue; that fresh stimulus will be given to the States and Tre tories imme- 
diately interested toearnest endeavor for their owndevelopment; that local 
self-government, in all the problems involved, will assert its forces; that 
civilization will be advanced; that rich waving fields and comfortable 
homes will make glad the solitary places which now abound in this dormant 
and unproductive region. 

What will, what can the Government lose? What citizen, what State will 
begrudge their proportionate contribution of the heritage remaining in this 


| fragment of the public domain to the people who are to redeem it? What 


sacrifice to either will be involved in rendering these now barren wastes 
and hills and mountains? They will not go to aliens, but to our own people. 
It is worthy of notice that no serious protests from any Eastern State against 
the objects sought to be accomplished by this bill have found their way to 
your committee, notwithstanding the long time they have had the subject 
under consideration and the public notice which has been given concerning 
the character of the measures upon which they have been deliberating. 

We have been forcibly impressed with the conviction that suitable legisla- 
tion upon this subject is imperatively demanded and can not well be longer 


| postponed. Our conclusion is that the only solution of the question will be 


found in ceding these lands to the States and Territories. ‘That this policy 
will ultimately prevail we confidently predict. 

Can the States and Territories administer the trust which it is proposed to 
commit to their hands? Will they doso wisely and well? It is not contem 
plated that the burden shall be forced upon them. Their voluntary accept- 
ance must precede the actual cession. It will be left to them, in their own 
sovereign capacity, to determine for themselves as to whether they will re- 
ceive the grant. 

Weare led to belive that they will accept, with the conditions and reserva- 
tions defined and stipulated. The Western people, almost with one accord, 
have united in asking thiscession. They have signified their purpose and 
desire, through legislative memorials, through the a of large and 
representative conventions, through the resolutions of the great irrigation 
congress, held at Salt Lake City, in last September, composed of delegates 
from ten States and two Territories, and through numerous petitions from 
different parts of the country. That they are in earnest about the matter 
there seems to be no room for doubt. 

A sufficient answer to the inquiry as to the ability and competency of the 
States to deal with this question, is the fact that they are States, clothed with 
all the paraphernalia of statehood, invested with the power and charged with 
the responsibility of conducting their own affairs and conserving the liberties, 
property, and happiness of their people. If they can not be safely trusted in 
all that concerns the well-being of their citizens within the sphere of State 
legislation, then their existence as States is a blunder and a reproach, and 
they ought to be remitted to mere dependencies upon the Federal Govern- 
ment. They are presumed to be intimately conversant with their own im- 
mediate necessities and conditions, and confidence must be reposed in the 
virtue and intelligence of their people. 

If their Legislatures are accessible to corruy® omnes the responsi- 
bility will rest upon the people who choose them. If the voters of a State 
can make a wise selection in the case of a member of Congress, no reason is 
perceived why they can not exercise the same judgment in the election of a 
State legislator. yestern men, as a rule, reflect as high types of real man- 
hood, in allits better elements, as adorn American character in any quarter 
ofthe Union. They are heroic, patriotic, energetic, and self-reliant, and can 
be depended upon for the performance of all the duties and obligations which 
devolve upon them. 

If an illustration be required of the capacity of a State to administer its 
land system, without supervision or interference upon the part of the Gen- 
eral Government, the State of Texas, with its immense area, will furnish an 
instructive ——. It has held out its own encouragement to immigration, 
it has invited capitalin its own way, it has granted its lands at its own pleas- 
ure—both in preémptions in aid of education and for internal improvement— 
it has issued its own patents, and exercised without restraint its own judg- 
ment in the disposition of its public domain. 

It is content with its own management, and would revolt at interference. 
It retained its lands when it entered the Union, without limitation or re- 
striction upon its power of administration and disposition. It is proud in 
its sovereignty of the soil, and has demonstrated its ability to regulate its 
own affairs and execute its own land policies. It may be well argued that 
with all the experience of the past, and the benefits to be derived from the 
many lessons which that experience will afford, the States to which the ces- 
sion may be made will prove themselves equal to the task they undertake. 
There is no apparent hazard in allowing them to make the experiment. 

The objection which may be urged against the cession to the Territories 
before they are admitted as States of the Union; the doubt that the people 
would act wisely in the discharge of the trust; that the legislation on the sub- 
ject might be reckless, and thus defeat the object to be attained, is largely 
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inting to the success which has attended the irrigation and reclama- 
= oF anid lane in the Territory of Utah. Irrigation in the United States 
by white men began in Utah in 1847, and has proved a most gratifying suc- 
cess under wise and conservative legislation based largely upon actual ex- 
perience. The waters have been 50 distributed and utilized by the settlers as 
to produce the very best results. Considering the searcity of water and the 
vast area irrigated, there have been comparatively few conflicts over water 
rights. 
he showing in the recent United States census of agricultural develop- 
ment, gives a fair conception of what has been accomplished in that Terri- 
tory. Crops were raised by irrigationin the census year ending June 30, 1890, 
on 268,473 acres, or 411.68 square miles, a trifle over five-tenths of 1 per centof 
the entire area of the Territory. The aggregate number of farms was 10,757, 
and of these 9,724. or about nine-tenths, depended on irrigation, the remain- 
ing tenth being either stock ranches or farms in the northern end of the Ter- 
ritory, where the climate is less arid or situated so high on the mountain 
sides that crops can be raised by what is known as “dry farming. 

The irrigated farms in Utah are small, averaging from 20 to 30 acres each 
It has not been the policy of the people of Utah to encourage the acquisition 
of large bodies of land, and the monopoly of water has been impossible. 
The laws were made to encourage and protect the settlers. The smallholder 
had an equal opportunity for his proportionate share of water with the large 
holder. ‘The greatest good to the greatest number” isthe prevailing idea, | 
and has always been strictly enforced. Water rights are considered sacred, 
and no theft is regarded more despicable than the theft of water in the irri- 
gating season; no misdemeanor is more quickly or severely punished. | 

A people, who in the past, under the most adversecircumstances, hayedone | 
so much to reclaim the arid lands, who have turned what had been consid- 
ered deserts into fruitful fields, may be trusted to manage the arid lands 
within their borders; besides the power will still remain in Congress to dis- 
approve any legislation which the Territories may enact. These considera- | 
tions would seem to remove any serious apprehensions in regard to making | 
cession to the Territories. It has not been thought advisable to impose too 
many restrictions upon freedom of action by the States and Territories which | 
may accept the provisions of the bill; all necessary power and discretion 
ought to be left with them. 

he quantum of land that may be disposed of to any person, corporation, 
or association is limited to 160 acres. his, it was believed, would have the 
effect of preventing monopolies and syndicates from securing possession of 
large bodies of these lands to the detriment of the rest of the people, and 
might serveas arestraint upon rash legislation in this respect, should the 
same be attempted. 

The mineral lands are reserved to the United States. These lands have 
not been distinctly classified, and the special localities where minerals 
may exist can not be satisfactorily designated, but must be left ina great | 
measure to the discoveries of prospectors. From the nature of the case itis 
impossible to specify the extent of these lands. They are usually found in 
mountainous localities unsuited to agriculture. Itis not believed that ma- | 
terial confusion and conflicts of jurisdiction are likely to arise in consequence 
of this reservation. Some advantage a result by the General Govern- 
ment’s maintaining a uniform system of mining laws applicable alike to all 
the States and Territories. 

The forests and timbered lands are included in the cession. The following 
extract from the memorial of the Salt Lake City irrigation congress is a 
strong statement of the relation of the forests to the subject of irrigation, 
and presents, in brief, cogent reasons for embracing these lands in the grant: 

‘‘No mention is made in the resolutions of the congress of the preservation 
of the forests, but the subject is too intimately associated with that of irri- 
gation to be divorced. The coniferous trees, such as constitute the timber 
growth on the mountains and elevated plateaus of the West, are exceedingly 
inflammable, and when once fire is communicated to them a vast destruction 
of values ensues. The loss from this cause, measured by the stumpage value 
of the timber alone, may be estimated without extravagance at 3100,000,000 
per year. The Federal Government has made some efforts to arrest this de- 
struction, but wholly without success. 

“It is from the States or local agencies created by the States that protec- 
tion must be sought. To thesettlers the preservation of the forests is a mat- 
ter of grave importance. They are dependent upon them for fuel, fencing, 
and building materials; but this is by no means the limit of their interest. 
The forests on the mountain tops are the chief conservators of the waters 
that are to irrigate the valleys below. With their destruction the reclama- 
tion of the arid lands ceases to be a problem and become an impossibility. 
An efficient and just system of preserving the forests from destruction by | 
fire and applying them under proper restrictions to the use of settlers can 
not be otherwise provided and administered than by the States.” 

These are not the only reasons which support the proposition, but are 
deemed sufficient for the purpose of this report, and to serve as a basis for | 
more extended future discussion. | 

The committee, in their deliberations, have not overlooked the difficulties | 
in the matter of interstate waters, the possible exhaustion for irrigation pur- 
poses of the waters of streams rising in and flowing through and from one | 
State to another State or Territory, before they reach the boundary line | 
which divides them. They have realized the trouble involved in equitable 
distribution and prior appropriation of such stream-waters, as well as the 
conflicting interests which may arise. Illustrations and object lessons in 
this connection, both of an interstate and international character, have not | 
been wanting. These difficulties and conflicts, inthe opinion of the commit- | 





tee, can not be removed nor obviated in any satisfactory manner by the leg- 
islative enactment. : 
One State may possess natural advantages as to water and otherwise, 
which have not been provided for its adjoining neighbor, nor can the fortu- | 
nate possessor of such natural advantages be debarred from the reasonable | 
and necessary enjoyment which they afford. No legislation can equalize 
these conditions, nor is it probable that one State, knowing its natural ad- | 
vantages, would enter into any agreement with its less favored neighbor | 
which might involve the surrender or diminution of its existing superior | 
conditions. Voluntary arbitrations of differences are improbable, and ap- 
pointive commissions could not adjust the inequalities. | 
There are periods of scarcity of water in these interstate streams, as well | 
as flood times, attributable to natural causes; in the one case, the supply is | 
wholly inadequate to the necessities of any considerable number of settlers | 
upon their courses, even near the sources; in the other case, there is such a | 
superabundance as to be even dangerous and destructive in localities re- | 
mote from the sources. Statutes can not regulate these conditions. nor can | 
interstate agreements control them. It will require more work, and greater | 
expenditure upon the part of some of the Statesand Territories than others 
to conserve and utilize the waters necessary for irrigation. More artificial | 
agencies, such as constructing reservoirs, impounding storm waters, build- 
ing dams, restraining and diverting torrential flows, and boring artesian | 
wells, will have to be employed by one State or Territory than another, de- | 
aes its ponies uation and environments. | 
on conveys the idea of supplementing and relieving natural wants | 
by artificial means. The less favor nature has extended oar given State or 
locality in affording it permanent water supply, the greater will be the burden | 
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to be overcome and the more exertion and expense will be required to cure 
the defect. Each State and Territory affected by the bill will, it is believed, 
better understand and more thoroughly appreciate its own particular con- 
dition and the specific problems which require solution, than it will be pos- 
sible for Congress to do, and when it accepts the cession proposed, it will do 
so With full knowledge of the responsibility assumed; it will take the grant, 
cum onere, and upon its wise administration of the power conferred, will de- 
pend its own prosperity and future success 

The lands which will be ceded, if the bill becomes a law and its provisions 
are accepted by all the States and Territories therein named, will amount to 
558,141,374 acres, less whatever numberof acres may have been taken up since 
the estimate in the report of the Commissioner, dated September 23, 1891, 
and deducting also the mineral lands, which, forthe reasons before stated, 
can not be differentiated nor their extent determined, and are distributed 
as follows: 





Acres. 
CO naiebabanadatien : . ; vacesncan Cae 


California -_-.--.-.- ; 52, 299, 499 


| Colorado ......-.- dean ; as ‘ 42, 167, 030 
Idaho.....-. eaten cane : : ; .... 33,781, 851 
a a ag name c ; 7 799, O78 
Montana ...... cain ; Rode 74, 372, 769 
Nebraska ......... nome a ‘ 11, 460, 436 
New Mexico .........-. sales : ... 54, 893, 679 
Co.) ae ee shies 2 53, 689, 524 
North Dakota....-- eee : : 16, 135, 440 

| Oklahoma ..... A pe nad 3, 502, 406 
I ro a a 7 5 39, 220. 151 
South Dakota.........- PAE eae annie 14, 085, 394 
Utah .. Se eR a - : 3 NS . 35, 428, 987 
Washington ....-- ae a ; ee : 20, 401, 691 


Wyoming --.--. ssn dian tna btininiiaindieie srctsoeacsaaetaamil ie ee ee 50, 842, 434 


It is deemed unnecessary to attempt any further analysis of the billat this 
time. Itis here subjoined for examination in connection with this report 

Be it enacted, etc., That, subject to all rights, inchoate or perfected thereto, 
all the lands of whatever nature or description and rights thereto, includ- 
ing water rights, now belonging or appertaining to the United States, lying 
and being situated in the States of Nebraska, Nevada, South Dakota, North 
Dakota, Montana, Washington, Oregon, Wyoming, Idaho, Colorado, Kansas, 
and California, and in the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, Oklahoma, 





| and Utah, severally, with full and complete jurisdiction thereover, be, and 
are hereby, granted, ceded, and confirmed to said several States and Terri- 


tories, the grant to each of said States and Territories to be of the lands con- 
tained within its present boundaries and territorial limits. And the Presi 
dent of the United States shall issue letters patent for the same to the said 
several States and Territories in this section designated whenever and as 
any of said States and Territories shall by an act of its Legislature accept 
the disposition of the lands as herein provided, within the time hereinafter 
specified. This act shall in no manner affect any of the lands held by the 
United States for parks, naval, military, or other public purposes, nor any 
Indian lands, nor lands held in trust for or for use by Indians, nor mineral 
lands, nor shall it apply in any manner to the Territory of Alaska. 

Sec. 2. That the governors of the Territories of Utah, Arizona, Oklahoma, 
and New Mexico shall, within areasonable time after the passage of this act, 
call special sessions, if need be, of their several Legislatures, to take into 
consideration and pass upon the provisions of this act and the questions 
herein submitted to them, and may from time to time cali such other ses- 
sions of their respective Legislatures as may be rendered necessary; and the 
benefits of this act shall not accrue to any State or Territory which shall not 
have accepted the provisions thereof within four years from its approval 

Seco. 3. That as soon as practicable after the issuance of letters patent to 
any State or Territory herein mentioned, for the lands therein situate, and 
from time to time thereafter as occasion may require, it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Interior, at the expense of the United States, to cause 
to be delivered to the proper authorities of such State or Territory all maps, 
records, books, and papers, or certifled copies thereof in case it may be nec- 
essary to retain the originals in the General Land Office, which may be nec- 
essary to such State or Territory for the proper control, administration, and 
disposition of such lands. 

Sec. 4. That no State or Territory accepting the cession of lands as herein 


| provided shall in any case sell, lease, or dispose of said lands in greater quan- 


tity than 160 acres to any one person, corporation, or association, nor shall 
any such State or Territory in any manner impair or abridge the homestead 
privileges now granted to soldiers and sailors under the land laws of the 
United States. 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY, 


The proposition of the majority of the committee is to cede to the several 
States and Territories, wherein it is situate, all that part of the remaining 
public domain known as arid lands. Nosufficient reason in the judgment of 
the minority is given why such a radical change from the well known and 
well-defined path of the past should be taken in the disposition of a great 
part of What remains of our public lands, the common heritage of all the 
people alike, and we are therefore constrained to dissent from the views of 
the majority, and oppose the passage of the bill reported. Of the public do- 


| main there yet remains undisposed of according to the report of Commis 


sioner of the General Land Office for the year 1891, 579,664,683 acres 
This estimate does not include any public lands which may now remain in 


| Ohio, Indiana, or Illinois, which is no more perhaps than a few isolated 


tracts in these States. It will also be borne in mind that the above estimate 
of the remaining public lands does not include any part of the Cherokee 
strip, containing 8,044,644 acres, nor any of the lands owned or claimed by the 
Indians in the Indian Territory west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude, 
which by act of Congress of March 2, 1889, it is intended to make a part of the 
public domain als Neither does said estimates include any part of Alaska, 
which contains 369,529,600 acres, of Which about 1,000 acres have been taken 
up as mineral lands. 

The estimated area of arid lands in the United States and Territories, ex- 
clusive of Alaska, is 1,340,000 square miles, or 857,600,000 acres. In 1890 ft was 











| estimated that 8,057,000 acres of these arid lands had been irrigated and were 


under cultivation, and that from 2,000,000 to 4,000,000 acres more were then 
under canals and ditches and would soon be under cultivation also. This 
amount has, no doubt, been largely increased since that estimate was made, 
in the early part of 1890. Of this 1,340,000 square miles of arid lands 258,070 
square miles, or 165,164,800 acre are timber lands, of which 125,770 square 
miles, or 80,392,800 acres, is valuable, merchantable timber lands. It is also 
estimated that a vast portion of what is claimed as arid lands is valuable 
pasture lands. In Wyoming alone #0 per cent of all the arid region is pas 


| ture lands. 


It is proposed by the bill reported to make an absolute cession of all these 
lands to the several States and Territories wherein it is situate, viz: Ne- 
braska, Nevada, South Dakota, North Dakota, Montana, Washington, Ore- 
gon, Wyoming, Idaho, Colorado, Kansas, and California, and in the Terri- 


tories of New Mexico, Arizona, Oklahoma, and Utah, with these exceptions: 

































































































































































































































































































































































tary, or other public purposes, nor any Indian lands, 



















































n inds held in trust for or for use by Indians, nor mineral lands, nor shall 
i i I ner to the Territory of Alaska.’’ It will be seen that the 
pr on made in the cession is the mineral lands. 
N what are mineral lands, and where arethey? What are mineral lan 
to I ON Ce to be such by reason of the exhaustion of a 
I und ¢ na r treasures have been exhausted they are at once 
a loned the State or Territory wherein these now known mineral 
la ie ¥ have make an acceptance of them by act of their respective 
Li atu r tl will re rt back to the General Government. 
in, Wh yt thought to be mineral lands to-day may to-morrow 
pr » be ver n mins dem by some discovery; so that by the 
ré vation a 1ineral lands in this bill at once a dooris opened to a 
né endl eal mtention between t Government and the State 
or Territ se newly-discovered mineral lands lie as to their 
ownershi Vet iat before this wholesale and radical disposition by 
gift of the ] iral heritage is made cool and deliberate thought 
should be ha 
The passa this i to another equally complicated and vexa- 
tious quest und j ery expensive one. It is tacitly admitted 
that not all of our ren blic domain is arid and unfitfor cultivation 
without irri T rion has by no means been strictly defined, 
so that Congres | know how much it has given, nor will any State or 
Territory know how much ‘has been ceded to it; so that at once there arises 
a cé n of facts and a dispute which to settle will require time and 
a vi ! ire of money both by the Government and the contending 
Stat tor 
It t en that the bill attempts to couple with the gift a limita- 
tior hat no State or Territory accepting the cession “shall 
in any case sell, lease, or dispose of said lands in a greater quantity than 160 
acres to any one person, corporation, or association, etc.,"’ With no kind of a 
f ture f any Violation. Now, after the cession is made and accepted 
by the several States and Territories the title to the land passes from the 
donor and vests in the donee as soon as accepted, and the Government has no 
further claim or control over it and can not prevent the sale of every acre of 
the land to one man, except in the action of the Territorial Legislatures. 
Our experience in the past, under similar grants, has taught us that such is 
not impossible 
The minority opposes the passage of the billfor another reason. The bill, 
it will be seen, proposes to dispose of about one-half of our remaining public 
don l, except aska, for it will be borne in mind that we have remaining 
but 579,664,683 acres, exclusive of the Cherokee Strip and some other | Indian 
lat now in dispute, and that the estimated area of arid lands is 277,935,317 
acres, and to the extent of the cession the bill will change entirely the here- 
tofore satisfactory management of our publiclands in the United States. It 
is true, as contended by some, that inthe management of our public lands in 
the past by the Government some frauds and abuses have been indulged in; 
but you better its management by transferring it to the States and Ter- 
rit ‘ Will you not multiply the opportunities of the land-grabber by 
eve division you make of the controlling power of the public lands? 
Heretofore Congress has been induced by arguments no more plausible 
th ) presented now to make large grants of swamp lands to several 
St claiming thatit was indispensably necessary to make the grants so 
that the land could be reclaimed by ditching, etc., to furnish homes for the 
homeless; a yet no sooner was these grants made than, without a sin 
pxception known to us, almost all of these large grants passed into the h 
of the ever-present lan rabber, and by all manner of frauds these m 
made themselves rich at the expense of the very persons intended to be ben 
efited by the grants 
[t isa melancholy y fa Llso that not even our school lands escaped the greed 
of the land-grabber Who knows but that this same régime will be resorted 
to and repeated with our arid lands with the same disastrous effects? Who 
can give that positive assurance, such asa pruder nt man would feel safe in 
acting in this matter, that these same inexcusable frauds will not be repeated 
in this instance Had we not better profit by our past experience in si ilar 
cases well as to refrain from giving away such vast amount of our pub- 
ition furn lus from areliable source shows that these arid re- 
gions are being rapi reclaimed by irrigation under the present law, and 
by consulting the records it is very apparent that the work of irrigation is 
now coing « n in almost every place in these several States and Territories 
where irrigation is possible, and that vested rights have been acquired, 
which this bill does not seek to disturb, and could notifit attempted so 
to do 
The minority oppose the passage of this 1 for another reason. The peo 
ple of all the other States and Territories have e purchased their lands, except 


‘ 
grants o! 
many hundred 


swamp lands which were a detriment 


instead of a blessing, and paid 
“ars into the Unit 


ted States Treasury, and have 


millions of d 


a right now to demand that the same policy y shall be pursued with reference 
to the remainder of our public lands instead of giving to some of the State sand 
Territories one-half of our remaining public domain for no other considera- 
tion than the mere asking for it n view of the facts the minority feels com- 
pe i to protestagainst the passage of this bill 

JOHN L.. BRETZ 


JERRY SIMPSON 
EXHIBITION 
Mr. LITTLE 


OF DOCUMENTS AT COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


[ am directed by the Select Committee on the 


Columbian Exposition to report back with amendment the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 87) authorizing the Librarian of Congress to 
exhibit « ain documents at the World’s Exposition. I ask 
unanimous consent that this resolution may be considered at the 
present 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain that request. 

The joint resolution: was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

7 NSPO] \TION OF MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS TO COLUM- 
BIAN EXPOSITION. 

On motion of Mr. HOUK of Ohio, by unanimous consent, the 
Select C mittee on the Columbian Exposition was discharged 
from the furt) consideration of f the bill (H. R. 6256) relative to 
the trans ation of military organizations to the World’s Co- 
lumbian Exposition; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and For reion Commerce. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
*“Thisact shall in no manner affect any of the landsheld by the United States SHIP CANAL BETWEEN OHIO RIVER AND LAKE 









cE ERIE. 
Mr. ENOCHS asked and obtained unanimous consent to have 
printed in the REcorD the following memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Ohio: 


House joint resolution, No. 48, by Mr. Wiggins, relating to an estimate and 
survey of the Ohio Canal from Portsmouth, on the Ohio River, to Cleve- 
land, on Lake Erie, for the purpose of ascertaining the practicability of 
having the same made into a ship canal by the General Government of the 
United States. 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress be and they are hereby respectfully and ear 
nestly requested to take such action as will result in the passage of a resolu- 
tion directing to be made an estimate and survey of the Ohio Canal from the 
city of Portsmouth, on the Ohio River, to the city of Cleveland, on Lake Erie, 
and from the city of Cleveland to Dresden, on the Muskingum River, and 
thence down the Muskingum River to Marietta, and of the Miami and Erie 
Canal from Toledo to Cincinnati, for the purpose of ascertaining the prac- 
ticability of having either or both of the same made into a ship canal by the 
General Government of the United States, connecting the Ohio River and 
the Great Lakes. 

Resolved, That the governor be requested to transmit a copy of the fore 
going resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress 

NIAL R. HYSELL, 
Speaker of the ITouse of Repre sentatives 
WM. VANCE MARQUIS, 
President of the Senate. 

Ohio Laws, volume 88, page 926 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at 12 o’clock and 
20 minutes, and the Chair will now call the committees under 
the rule for the consideration of bills previously reported and 

valled up by order of the committees from the House or Union 

Calendars. The call rests with the Committee on Rivers and 

Harbors. 

Mr. HATCH (when the Committee on Agriculture was called). 
I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on Agriculture may 
be passed over to-day without losing its place on the call. 


Adopted March 10, 1891. 


The SPEAKER. {Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE (when the Committee on Military Affairs 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Military Affairs be passed over, not to lose its place 
on the call. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MCRAE (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
called). I make the same request, Mr. Speaker, with reference 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, that it may be informally 
passed over for the present, without losing its place. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN (when the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 


called). I ask that the Committee on Invalid Pensions be also 
passed over without prejudice, not to lose its place. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (when the Committee on the District of Co- 


lumbia was called). I make the same request, Mr. Speaker r, "that 
this privilege be also extended to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT (when the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 
called). I would ask the same privilege for the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, that it may be passed over informally without 
losing its place on the call. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, my attention was attracted 


temporarily when the Committee on Patents was called. I ask 
unanimous consent that that committee may also have the priv- 


ilege extended to it which has been granted to several others 
this morning. 

There tp no objection. 

The call of committees was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker,I rise to a privileged mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My motion is to correct clause 3 of Rul 
XXII. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before thatis done, Mr. Speaker, 
to make a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is it not in order to continue the call of 
the committees for one hour? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is under the rule, and 
will continue the call for the sixty minutes provided by therule. 
UNITED STATES COURTS, EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when the Committee on the Judiciary was 
called). I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 5176) tochange 
the time of holding the courts in the eastern judicial district of 
Texas. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sessions of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the eastern district of Texas shall begin and be held at the 


T wish 


| city of Tyler on the first Monday of January and September of each year. 

















1892. 


At the city of Jefferson on the fourth Monday of January and S¢ ptember of 


each year. , E . . — 
At the city of Galveston on the third Monday of February and October of 

each year. ‘ ab NT 
At the city of Paris on the first Monday of April and third M nday of N 


vember of each year, 

Src. 2. That this act shall take effect and 
day of July, A. D. 1892. 

Sec. 3. That all process issued from the clerk’s 
recognizances taken therein shall be taken and considered as returnable to 


in force on and after the ist 


the term or terms hereby established, in lieu of the term or terms existing | 


at the time such process was issued or such recognizances were taken 

Mr. CULBERSON. This bill affects only the eastern judicial 
district of Texas, and I ask that it be put upon its passage. — 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, the motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

ADDITIONAL CLERK, TEXARKANA 
COURT. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker,I now call up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 5891) to authorize the appointment of clerks 
for the circuit and district courts in the Texarkana division of 
the eastern district of Arkansas. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be appointed in the eastern district of 
Arkansas one additional clerk of the district court and one of the circuit 
court, who shall reside and keep their offices at Texarkana. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, the motion to reconsider 
last vote was laid on the table. 

SALES PROPERTY UNDER DECREES 
COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration 
the bill (H. R. 5816) to regulate the manner in which property 
shall be sold under orders and decrees of any United States court. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate sold under any order or decree of 
any United States court shall be sold at the court-house of the county, parish 
or city in which the property, or the greater part thereof, is located, or upon 
the premises, as the court rendering such order or decree ofsale may direct. 

Sec. 2. That all personal property sold under any order or decree of any 
court of the United States shall be sold as provided in the first section of 
this act, unless in the opinion of the court rendering such order or decree 
it would be best to sell it in some other manner. 

Src. 3. That wherever the law requires the publication of notice of sale 
of real or personal property, under decree or order of any United States 
court, such publication shall be made in some newspaper of general circula 
tion printed in the county, parish, or city where the property is situated, or, 
if no paper is published in such county, parish, or city, then publication shall 
be made in the paper of general circulation published nearest to such county, 
parish, or city. 

Sxc. 4. That all existing laws and parts of laws 
consistent with this act, are hereby repealed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. [yield to the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN], who will explain this bill. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr.Speaker, the billreported by the Judiciary 
Committee is a substitute for two bills, House bills 264 and 265, 
which were introduced by myself and referred to that committee. 
Only a word is necessary to explain the object of this bill. 

It has been customary, as is well known to members present, 
to make sales of land under decrees of United States cou 
the places where the courts are located, and this is somet 
two or three or even four hundred miles from where the | 
are situated. It is also customary to publish notices of 
sales in one or afewnewspapers in the State, usually at the larger 
Cities, and these papers often do not circulate in the neighbor- 
hood where the land is located. The object of this bill is to com- 
pel the advertisement and sale to be made in the county where 


DIVISION, UNITED STATES 


+} 
LUC 


Or OF UNITED STATES 





so far as the same are in- 


. at 
urts a 


in es 
ands 


such 


the land is situated unless otherwise ordered by the court: and 
this is certainly a meritorious requirement. 
rr . . a 
Thus the people who are interested in the land and would bid 


on it know of the sale and can be present. This is an advan- 
tage to the land owners of which they are badly in need. 

Mya . oak z ail . . . , 4 a 

Ihe bill has everything to commend it; and I do not think any 
argument can be made in opposition to it. 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was acc rdingly read the third tim: 
passed. oa 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, the motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


DISQUALIFICATION 


ang 


OF JUDGES, JUSTICES, BET< 
CASES. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H R. 8 
ancl yield the floor to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.O \TES] 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. =" 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Hea tt enacted, etc., That no justice, judge, or commissioner of any 


tey IN CERTAIN 


court, or 
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office of said courts and all | 







































commiss S sit in ay » or pro , 
|} whi he I rte elt party W in the fourth deg 
consanguil y, ¢ h 4 en of n or in whi i 
called in question the validity of a1 lgment or judicial proceedir 
which he was of counsel, or the \ ity or construction of any instru 
or paper prepared or signed by him as counsel or att ley, Without the 
sent of the parties put in writing the ntered of re 
Mr.OATES. Mr. Speaker, ] he he report 
| which succinctly gives the reasons why th ass 

The report (by Mr. OATES) was read, as fe 

The Committee on the Jud ry, ! I Hous 
bill No. 8, report an ¢ ndment in the ture of a tit erefor al 
recommend its pas 

The reasons of the comn : ( 
substitute 

Iti Z et Fed 1 lary that f 1 
Congress did mm pass al jua z sta ( 
udges, with a ( rl ‘ 
which they wer her h 
tion; but of late years there have been cases wherein the », t 
lated or interested, and objected to f that r | t 
determine such causes. 

According to the stern morality of the common law the must be 1 
gally indifferent between the partis The slightest pecuniary interest d 
qualifies him. Relationship within th irth deg by vil law un- 
settles that equipoise which justice demands from the be! and relation 
ship within that degree of affinity is frequentl te as strong as relatior 
ship by consanguinity. No judge ought to act ir case wherein heis tht 
related or interested, nor even ina case where own skill, learning, o1 
reputation as a lawyer may be ‘ H ) I i ractinal 
ca in which he may 1sonab! ed to biased favor 
against either of the parties. The books of the comn iw are f of ti 
doctrine. So,too,are the decisions of many court i tre It t 
this measure of disinterestedness al par i f to 8 l 
the administration of evenhanded justice and to commatl col é 

ndr the litigants and the public; and udge or court 1 

srity and impartiality arg s¢ had as Vv 

or abolished, De LuS rove 

ite provides, as did the bill, that the ility may be waly 
y the partic 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, my colleague on the committee, 
. ] f . ‘ y 

the gentleman from Indiana |Mr. BYNUM], desires to offer an 
amendment to this bill, and I yield the floor to him for that pur- 
pose, reserving the right to rep] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire of the gentlema 
from Alabama [Mr. OATES] whether the bill reported is a sub- 

tute for the original bill? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, itisa stitute for the original bi 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not unders whetl ti 
committee reported an amendment or a substitute for the entire 
bill. 

\ Th T+ 4 Q +} +34 

Mr. OATES. It is a subs 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. By- 
NUM] proposes to offer an amendment to ~ te? 


AT 
i 


r.OATES. That is the fact. 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, so far as the general na of 









this bill is concerned, and its neral scop her »( sion 
between the minority and the majority of t c mitt But 
the minority think that the provisions of the substitute are too 
broad. And if members \ ake the time to examine t 
nority r port the y will readily « cover the di rem Ot ¢ in- 
ion that exist between the memb of the committ Th 
substitute contains the following provision: 
Or in which is called in question t Va ity of ar ment « 
| proceeding in whict was uns t i COl 1 
instrument or paper prepared or sig by him as counsel or attor1 
Now, it is ve ry ev ident, and members of tl bar will adi 
that that would disqualify a judge from setting in the trial of 
cause where the validity of ar paper drawn by him as an at 
torney arose or was called in question collaterally. For instan 
as stated in the minority report, if in the trial of an ectment 
suit the validity of a deed ich may have n prepared b 
judge as an attorney years before he w on the b and b 
tween entirely different parties than the to the s called 
in question, because of ar oO ivitv Oo tha rht 
app ar upon the face of the deed, the ] re wou at ¢ ce Kt me 
disqualified, although days 1 ht h heen s} tin the tria 
of the e, and although the question of t ulic f the pap 
was almost an immaterial one 
Therefore, the minority o tee. con of t y 
tleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], th entle ym \ 
gvinia|[Mr. BUCHANAN], the ntleman fre 7 \ 
BUCHANAN], and myself portanal nt \ st 
out that provision, wh "i d disqua a l 
proceedings cal ( tie i oO 1 I 
wing é I I 
) il whi i 
ceeding in wl he wa 
T } 
Vi ‘ bill « t] 
the question of validit laters disqualify |} 
vhen the suit is directly b ht to set a h ( 
Cc liz or inst! t hat amendi nt « ) 
































































tended an operation unless it is adopted. Ido not believe there 
is a single State in this Union that has adopted astatute so broad 
as this, disqualifying judges. The disqualifications, in so far as 


I have examined them, go only to cases where the gist of the ac- 
tion is the irregularity or the invalidity of the praceeding in 
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which the judge was engaged as attorney, or in which a paper | 


} 


S 
£. 


etly attacked. I simply wish to offer that 
titute. 


Mr. OATES. It is frequently as great an incentive to a judge 





to be biased in his action, that a paper which has been drawn by 
him ora judgment taken by him when a practitioner is called in 
question, as though he were related toone of the parties; because 


may be that his professional character is in that way involved. 


The amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. By- 
NUM] was not formulated, as I understand it, or offered in the 
committee. The gentleman did question that part of the bill 
when it was under consideration by the committee, but his amend- 
ment has been formulated since the committee passed upon the 
bill. I believe that statement is correct. 

Mr. BYNUM. I reserved the right to present an amendment 
to that part of the bill. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman did reserve his right to present 
an amendment to that part of the bill: and since hearing his 


| 
| 
| 


amendment read, I am of the opinion that it goes nearly as far as | 
} 


the provision of the original bill, and I believe that it will effect- 
ually remedy what I am sorry to say is the present practice of 
some is effectually as the original bill itself. In 
deference to the wishes of my colleagues on the committee, who 
recommend it, I am willing to accept this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is accepted. The Clerk 
will report the bill as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


judges, about ¢ 


Be it enacted, etc., That no justice, judge, or commissioner of any court, or 
commissioner of the United States, shall sit in any cause or proceeding in 
which he is interested, or related to either party within the fourth degree of 
consanguinity or affinity, or in which he has been of counsel, or in which it 
is sought to invalidate any judgment or other judicial proceeding in which 
he was of counsel, or in which it is sought to invalidate any instrument in 
writing drawn or signed by him as agent, counsel, or attorney, without the 
consent of the parties put in writing, signed by them, and entered of record. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that while nearly all of the States, and per- 


4 } 


haps every State in the Union, have laws similar to this, dis- 
qualifying judges from practicing in causes in which they are 
interested, there is no such statute as to the United States judges 
nor as to commissioners; and that is the purpose of the bill, to 
secure impartial judges in the trial of causes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the sub- 
stitute. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, the record ought to show the 
adoption of the amendment. The gentleman from Alabama[Mr. 





OATES] agrees to the amendment, but I think a vote ought to be | 


taken upon it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to ac- 
cept it, and so the Chair had the bill read as amended. 
. Mr. BYNUM. Noone objected, but the record simply shows 
the adoption of the substitute, without any vote upon the amend- 
ment. 
Mr. KILGORE. 


I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Alabama if 


it is nota fact that a judge of a United States district 
court holding a court in a particular State is controlled on that 
subject by the law of the State? All the States have laws upon 
hat Now, do they not consider themselves bound by 


that subject. 
+ 








he State law? 
Mr. OATES. In answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. Speaker, I will state that there is a statute which 
makes applicable the practice and the rules of the State in the 
Wnited States courts, so far as the judges shall determine them 
to be applicable 
Mr. KILGORE 
Mr. OATES. And there are cases where the judges of the 
United States district courts have not paid any regard to such 
provisions of the State law. Therefore, we wish to reach them 


Where not in conflict with any act of Con- 


" 


SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will re- 
i the amendment accepted by the gentleman from Alabama 


- 


nere wa no objection. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the original bill 
will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS, CUMBERLAND, 
MD. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, Icall up the bill (H.R. 5755 
to provide for terms of the United States circuit and district 
courts at Cumberland, Md. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter and until otherwise provided by law there 
shall be held annually on the second Monday of May and the last Monday in 
September terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the district of Maryland atthe city of Cumberland, in said district, said terms 
to be in addition to the terms now required to be held in the city of Balti- 
more, in said district. 

Sec. 2. That the marshal and the clerk of said district shall each respect- 
ively appoint at least one deputy to reside in said city of Cumberland, unless 
he shall reside there himself, and also maintain an office at that place of hold- 
ing court. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


TERMS OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS, IDAHO. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. 
R. 626) to provide the times and places for holding terms of the 
United States courts inthe State of Idaho, and would like tocall 


the attention of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EzRA B. TAYLOR] 
to the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the State of Idaho shall constitute one judicial dis- 
trict 

Sec. 2. That the circuit court of the United States in and for the State of 
Idaho shall be held at the times and places provided by law for the holding 
of the United States district court in and for said district, and one grand and 
one petit jury only shall be summoned to serve in both said courts when 
held at the same place. 

Sec. 3. That for the purpose of holding terms of the district court said dis- 
trict shall be divided into three divisions, to be known as the northern, cen- 
tral, and southern divisions. The counties of Shoshone, Kootenai, Latah, 
Nez Perces, and Idaho, including any and all Indian reservations in one or 
more of said counties, shall constitute the northern division, the court for 
which shall be held at the town of Moscow. The counties of Washington, 
Ada, Boisé, Owyhee, Alturas, Logan, and Elmore, including any and all In- 
dian reservations in one or more of said counties, shall constitute the cen- 


| tral division, the court for which shall be held at the city of Boisé. The 


counties of Custer, Lemhi, Bingham, Bear Lake, Oneida, and Cassia, includ- 
ing any and all Indian reservations in one or more of said counties, shall 
constitute the southern division, the court for which shall be heli at the 
town of Blackfoot 

Sec. 4. That all civil suits not of a local character, which shall be brought 
in the district or circuit courts of the United States for the district of Idaho, 
in either of the said divisions, against a single defendant, or where all the de- 
fendants reside in the same division of said district,shall be brought in the 
division in which the defendant or defendants reside, or if there are two or 
more defendants residing in different divisions, such suit may be brought in 
either division, and all mesne and final process subject to the provisions of 
this act, issued in either of said divisions, may be served and executed in 
either or all of said divisions. All issues of fact in civil causes triable inany 
of the said courts shall be tried in the division where the defendant or one of 
the defendants resides, unless by consent of both parties the case shall be re- 
moved tosome other division. 

Sec. 5. That theclerk of the circuit and district courts for said district shall 
each appoint a deputy clerk at the place where their respective courts are 
required to be held in the division of the district in which such clerk shall 
not himself reside, each of whom shall, in the absence of the clerk, exercise 
all the powers and perform all the duties of clerk within the division for 


| which he shall be appointed: Provided, That the appointment of such depu- 


ties shall be approved by the court for which they shall have been respect- 
ively appointed, and may be annulled by such court at its pleasure; and the 
clerks shall be responsible for the official acts and negligence of all such dep- 
uties 

Src. 6. That the terms of the district court forthe district of the State of 
Idaho shall be held at the townof Moscow, beginning on the first Monday in 
February and the first Monday in July ineach year; at Boise City, beginning 
on the first Monday in April and the first Monday in November; at the city of 
Blackfoot, beginning on the first Monday in May and the first Monday in 
September in each year; and the provision of statute now existing for the hold- 
ing of said courts on any day contrary to the provisions of this act is hereby 


| repealed, and all suits, prosecutions, process, recognizances, bail bonds, and 
| other things pending in or returnable to said court on the days last named 


Ria 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OATES, amotion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table 


are hereby transferred to and shall be made returnable to and have force in 
the said respective terms in this act provided in the same manner and with 
the same effect as they would have had had said existing statute not been 
assed 

' Sec. 7. That (first) no action, suit, proceeding, information, (second) in- 
dictment, recognizance, bail bond, or other processin either (third) of said 
courts shall abate or be rendered invalid by reason of (fourth) the change of 
time in the holding of the terms of said courts, (fifth) but the same shall be 
deemed to be returnable to, pending, and (sixth) triable at the terms herein 
provided for. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, the report in this 
“ase is somewhatlengthy. The change in the law is simply to 
meet the wants of the suitors in that large State. I therefore 
ask that it be notread. No additional expense whatever is cre- 
ated by this bill, and I ask for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


| being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. - : : 
On motion of Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to inquire how much time 
the committee has consumed? 

The SPEAKER. The committee has twenty minutes remain- 
ing. 

QUESTIONS OF FACTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. 
R. 565) to deprive the judge ina courtof the United States of the 
authority to give an opinion upon questions of fact. There is a 
substitute for that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the original bill 
and then the substitute. 

The original bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no judge in a court of the United States, in deliver- 
ing a charge tothe jury inacivil or criminal action, shall express any opinion 
upon the facts. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the judges of the courts of the United States shall 
conform to the laws of the State in which they may be sitting in giving in- 
structions and delivering charges to juries, in both civil and criminal cases. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Unless some one desires an explanation 
of this bill, I ask for its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute reported by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and being engrossed it was accordingly read the third 
time and passed. 

Onmotionof Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LOT 18, SECTION 2, DETROIT. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up joint resolution (H. Res. 
10) for the release of all claims of the United States to lot 18, 
section 2, governor and judges’ plan, Detroit; and I ask unani- 
mous consent that it be considered inthe House as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the bill, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Texas. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the United States hereby releases any and all claim and 
interest which may remain in the United States to lot numbered 18, section 
numbered 2, of the governor and judges’ plan of the city of Detriot, Mich., 
which lot was acquired by the late Governor Lewis Cass from the United 
States, but the record of which title has been lost: Provided, however, That 
this release will not affect any legal or equitable rights in said lot held or 
claimed if any there be adversely to the said Lewis Cass, his heirs or assigns, 
or those claiming title under him and them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to consider this joint resolution in the House in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iwill yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Michigan for two minutes. 

Mr.CHIPMAN. Mr.Speaker, this joint resolution is designed 
to perfect what is considered to be a defect in the title to the lot 
described in the resolution. The governor and judges in the 
Territory of Michigan, under an act of Congress, laid out the 
city of Detroit, reporting their plan, as the act required, to the 
Secretary of War, who laid it before Congress. It turned out 





afterwards that about 4 or 5 feet of the lot which had been re- | 
served by the United States for the use of the military store- | 


keeper was included in what is known as lot 18 of thatplan. That 
lot 18, laid out, included 4 or 5 feet, and those 4 or 5 feet were at 
that time worth about $30 or $40, it going back nearly a hundred 
years. Then that lot, including lot 30, was sold to Gen. Lewis 
Cass, between sixty and seventy years ago, and it was deeded to 
one Henry Glover, who holds it still. In the mean time the 
United States granted to the city of Detroit, I think in 1830, all 
the lands which the United States owned in that city, but the 
only land the United States had any shadow of title to was this 
4 or 5 feet in this lot 18. The result is it is deemed necessary to 
clear the title. If this was a transaction between private par- 
ties there could be no question or trouble about it. 
circumstances, I can not see why the bill should not pass. 

Mr. TRACEY. Is there a report? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. There is. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to hear the report read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that he would like 
to hear the report read? 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. LAYTON) is as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House resolution 
No. 10, has considered the same, and recommend its passage. 


A similar measure was considered by the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the Fifty-first Congress, and a report was made by Mr. CULBERSON of Texas 
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| without them, what he expects to prove by them, that they reside 
| jurisdiction of the court in which such in 


Under the | 


S77 


Your committee adopt that report and submit the same as the views of the 
committee on said resolution. The report is as follows 

‘The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion entitled ‘ Releasing the claim and interest of the United States to a cer- 
tain lot in Detroit, Mich.,’ report that they have examined the facts in the 
case and recommend the passage of the resolution. 

sy the act of April 21, 1806, the governor and judges of the Territory of 
Michigan were authorized to lay out the city of Detroit, excepting a military 
reservation to be designated by the President. The designation was made, 
and a portion of what is now known as section 2 on the plot of the city of 
Detroit was included in it. 

**On May 20, 1826, an act was approved granting to the may 
of said city all public grounds at Detroit theretofore 
purposes, reserving and excepting, however, the 
lot, and one other lot on which the building occupied by the military store- 
keeper was situated. The last lot embraced the eastern portion of what is 
now lot 18 in said section 2. By act of May 28, 1830, the governor and judges 
of Michigan were required to, and under its provisions actually did, report a 
plan of their laying out of said city, one copy to be deposited with the secre 
tary of the Territory, and the other with the Secretary of State at Washing 
ton, to be laid before Congress. 

“The report was transmitted to the Secretary of State, and the plan re 
ported showed that said lot 18, with dimensions of 40 feet 9 inches in depth, 
was included in it, and that the western part of the lot occupied by the mili- 
tary storekeeper was part of lot 18. The western part of said lot passed by 
due conveyance into the possession of Gen. Lewis Cass. Some time in 1832 
Gen. Cass, by his attorney, conveyed the whole of said lot 18 to Henry Glover, 
who has had possession of said lot ever since, and has erected costly build- 
ings on it. Itis supposed that Gen. Cass had a legal title to the entire lot, 
but it now appears that the title to a few feet of the eastern portion of it is 
not of record. 

‘The value of the lot at the time it was bought by Glover was not more 
than #500. Glover has had possession of it for nearly sixty years and the 
United States during that time, and during some time before, has neither 
used nor claimed to use any part of it. If the case was between private par 
ties there is no doubt that he could maintain a title against every claimant. 

“A search through the Departments here fails to show a title In Gen. Cass 
to the eastern portion of the said lot 

During the reading of the report 

Mr. TRACEY said: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my request for 
the reading of the report. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CHIPMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

JURISDICTION OF DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. lIeall up the bill (H. R. 456) to limit the 
jurisdiction of district and circuit courts of the United States. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to withdraw 
that bill and call up another. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw the bill. 

DEPOSITIONS IN CRIMINAL CASES. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R.6493) 
providing for the taking of depositions in criminal cases, and I 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Vermont. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep esentatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That whenever any person indicted in a court 
of the United States makes affidavit setting forth that there are witnesses 
whose evidence is material to his defense, that he can not safely go to trial 
eyond the 
lictment is pending, or are physi- 
cally unable to attend the trial, or that there is reasonable ground to appre 
hend the death of such witnesses before the time of trial, such court in term 
time, or any judge thereof in vacation. if satisfied of the truth of such affi 
davit, may authorize the defendant totake the deposition of such witness, for 
use at such trial, insuch manner and upon such reasonable notice to the United 
States district attorney as it may prescribe; and if it be made to appear to 
such court or judge that the defendant is pecuniarily unable to incur the ex- 
pense of taking such deposition, such court or judge may further order that 
such deposition be taken at the expense of the United States; but such deposi- 
tion shall only be used when the cause for it atthe time of such 
trial. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the bill reported by the 
ciary Committee now under consideration is a substitute for a 
bill proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ELuis]. 
The bill introduced by Mr. ELLIS contemplated an amendment 
of section 878 of the Revised Laws,which gives the right tosum- 
mon witnesses in behalf of poor persons at the expense of the 
United States. The committee having 


or and aldermen 
occupied for military 
storehouse, arsenal 





public 






taking exists 


Judi- 


considered the whole 


subject with some care thought it better to have an independent 
statute providing for the taking of depositions in cases where 
witnesses are beyond the jurisdiction of the court so that a@ sul 
poena cannot reach them. 

After repeated attempts to come to some agreement upon the sub- 
ject, the committee finally unanimously concurred in the bill which 
has been reported and isnow under consideration. [tprovidesthat 
whenever any respondent or defendant in a criminal procedure 


desires to take the deposition of a witness, and 
affidavit that the witness lives bey 
court or that, for physical re 

trial of the case in court, his deposit lay be taken, upon no- 
| tice given to the district attorney, who shall have the opportu- 
| nity to be present and cross-examine the 38 

| This is probably the first time that,in the courts of the United 
| States, depositions have been allowed to be taken i 
| cases, but it is no innovation in the law, as it has bee: 
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i States of the Union for a long series of years. In my | 
own State ar many others, this practice has been resorted to | 
in al cases, with the same beneficial results that have fol- 
lowed the use of depositions in civil cases, and has many times 


a practical denial of justice to defendants in criminal 
lings who were unable to raise the means to call into court 
that would enable them to make their defense. 
», therefore, have unanimously agreed to report this 


nmittes 





bi h the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This bill does not give a similar right to the 
Government? 

Mr. POWERS. It does not. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to offer an | 
am dment to the bill reported by the committee? 

Mr. CULBERSO Mr. Speaker, I believe I control the floor. 

The SPEAKER. What was the inquiry of the gentleman 
fro Ken ky ? 

Mr. ELLIS. I asked whether it would be in order for me to 
offer an amendment to the bill reported by the Judiciary Com- 
a a? } : ; 

Mr. CULBERSON. What isthe desire of the gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. ELLIS. I wish to offer an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will hear the amendment read. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, the bill reported by the Commit- 


is a substitute for a bill 
Mr. CULBERSON. 


Mr. ELLIS. 


tee ij which I introduced—— 

So I understand. 

Now, the amendment which I desire to offer to 
bill as reported is this, to strike out that feature of it which 
s that the Government shall pay the expenses of taking 


} 


yrs ( 


f this bill. 


ms ¢ 


Che bill which I originally introduced did 


10t contain that provision, and, while I am thoroughly satisfied | 


that the proposed legislation is wise and just, I do not believe 
that it ought to be carried to the extent of imposing upon the 


nant the 
nim A ‘ 


expense of paying for the taking of the deposi- 


ould, in nearly every case, be liable to abuse 


ble to the 


It would be lia- 


{ 

tions. Such a policy, or such an authority conferred by law, | 
W 

' 


truthfully make an affidavit that he was not able to pay for the | 
ti of the proof himself, yet he might have friends about him 
who would be not only able but willing to pay for it; and more- 
over, to require the Government to pay for taking the defend- 
ant’s proof in any case is wrong in principle, and that section of 
the bill, in my opinion, ought to be stricken out. 


\s stated by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS], the 
wsed legislation is wise and necessary. It has prevailed in 


)] In the course 
ortance and 


of my own practice I have realized the im- 





nd necessity of such legislation 
Mr.CULBERSON. Mr.Speaker, [ask the gentleman whether 
he will not be kind enough to withdraw his proposition and 


allow me to call up another bill, as the morning hour has nearly 





lv. E] Very well, sir. 
*; CULBERSON. Mr.Speaker, how much time of the morn- 
ur remains? 


The SPEAKER. One minute. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Then I will let this bill proceed. I yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ELuis]. 
{Laught 


Vr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, what I wish to say further is this: 


The bill which I propose to substitute for the bill reported by 


cept that the provision that the Government shall pay for the | 
taking of the proof is omitted; and, if the chairman of the Judi- 

ciary Committee will permit it, I will have the Clerk read the | 
7 


which I propose to offer as an amendment. 


The SPEAKER. T! 


ter 2oes over. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for ten days, on account of important business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

\ bi H. R. 2568) for the relief of the inhabitants of the town 
of Chelan, in Okanogan County, State of Washington. 

\ b H. R. 3933) to set apart a tract of land in the State of 
Californi: ‘the use of the Lick Observatory of the astronomi- 
cal depart of the University of California. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
\ messa from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, | 


1 
l 
the depositions in cases where they are authorized by the pro- | 
\ 
i 


objection that while the accused might be able to | 


| 


i 
} 








| erection of a public building thereon at Boise City, 
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announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles: in which concurrence was requested: 
A bill (S. 8) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri; 
A bill (S. 9) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; 
A bill (S. 16) for the relief of G. M. Hazen and others: 


A bill 


S. 19) for the relief of Davidson Dickson and others: 
A bill 


S. 43) for the relief of the personal representatives of 


| Adelicia Cheatham, deceased; 


A bill (S. 113) to establish a military post 
Ark.; 

A bill (S. 115) for the 

A bill (S. 205) to reimburse Maj. Green Clay Goodloe, paymas- 
ter United States Marine Corps; 

A bill (S. 232) for the relief of Otto A. Risum; 

A bill (S. 236) for the relief of William Bond & Co., and others; 
A bill (S. 256) for the relief of Augustus Boyd: 
A bill (S. 393) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
in the State 


near Little Rack, 


of Idaho; 5 

A bill (S. 438) to prohibit the sale of firearms and ammunition 
to the Indians residing upon reservations: 

A bill (S. 552) to amend the act approved March 1, 1887, relat- 
ing to the hospital corps of the Army; 

A bill (S. 617) providing for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Spokane Falls, in the State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 838) for the relief of the estate of John Ericsson; 

A bill (S. 852) for the relief of Mary L. Ross: 

A bill (S. for the relief of the administrators of the estate 


972 


| of Isaac P. Tice, deceased; 


A bill (S. 975) for the relief of the legal representatives of Royal 
M. Hubbard; 

A bill (S. 976) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor, of Colorado; 

A bill (S. 977) for the relief of B. F. Rockafellow: 

A bill (S. 978) for the relief of William M. Keightley; 

A bill (S. 1106) for the relief of John W. Lewis. of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1207) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Alameda, in the State of 
California; 

A bill (S. 1233) to establish a military post on the line of rail- 


| way between Burlington and Highgate, Vt.: 


A bill (S. 1220) granting a pension to Eliza K. Starr; 

A bill (S. 1295) to authorize the construction of jetties, piers, 
and breakwaters at private expense, in the Gulf of Mexico, at 
the mouth of Ropes Pass, in the State of Texas; 

A bill (S. 1668) to authorize and regulate the construction of a 


| bridge across the Kootenai River, at the town of Fry, county of 





I | Kootenai, State of Idaho: and 
various States for many years, and I am heartily in favor of this | 
Me 

] 


A bill (S. 1681) making an appropriation for the construction 
of two United States revenue cutters for service on the Great 
Lakes. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the following res- 
olutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with pete sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. John W. Kendall, late a Representative from the 
State of Kentucky. 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Presiding 
Officer to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to attend the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representative s 

Resolved, That,as an additional mark of respect, the Senate do now ad- 
journ. 


Incompliance with the foregoing, the Vice-President appointed 


| Mr. Pasco, Mr. HANSBROUGH, Mr. CHILTON, Mr. WARREN, 


| and Mr. GIBSON of Maryland as said committee. 
the Judiciary Committee is identical with the pending bill, ex- | 


DUTIES ON WOOL AND WOOLEN GOODS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills 


| raising revenue. 
e morning hour has expired and the mat- 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole (Mr. BLOUNT in the chair) and proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6007) to place wool on the free list 


and to reduce the duties on woolen goods. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Lask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the first reading of the bill at this time, with the understanding 
that when the bill shall be finally taken up to be considered by 
paragraphs any member shall then have the right to have the 
bill read in full. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
imous consent that for the present the reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the last Congress imposed 
the highest tariff taxes ever levied in thiscountry. It also made 


| the most extravagant appropriations ever made here in time of 


peace. This Congress was sent here to correct both evils. 


The 
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expenditures, including permanent appropriations in the two 
vears for which the last Congress appropriated, besides the defi- 
ciencies, aggregated $1,009,000,000, $40 per family annually, or 
more than $500,000,000 each year, about one-third of all the money 
in existence in the United States. When we take from our cur- 
rency the one hundred millions of gold held for redemption pur- 
poses in the Treasury, the reserves required in the national banks, 
and the different reserves held from circulation in other ways, we 
find that these expenditures reached annually between one-third 
and one-half of all the money in actual circulation. Can there 
be permanent prosperity while one-half or even one-third of all 
the money has to go through the hands of a Federal taxgatherer 
every year, besides the taxes for State, county, and municipal pur- 
poses’ There isa remedy. Impose less taxes and spend less 
money! That is what this Congress means and means to do. 

Mr. Chairman, the tariff law has now been in operation for one 
year and five months. Whereare the beneficial effects that were 
to flow from it? Where is that magnificent price the farmer and 
wool-grower was to realize from it? Where are the increased 
wages the laboring man was to get? Has that millennium of 
general prosperity its friends promised come? 





I speak in the hearing of the representatives of our 63,000,000 | 


people. I see before me many men who voted for that monstrous 
measure. If the facts were with them they would proclaim them 
to the world. I defy contradiction when I say the farmer has 
realized from 2 to 3 cents less on the pound from his wool than 
he did before. The millennium of prosperity has not yet dawned, 
and seems farther away thanever. And I challenge any Repre- 
sentative here to point to asingle line of manufactures in which 
the laborers’ wages have been increased by that law. 

The laborer has been forced to pay more for the roof that 
shelters him, for the hat that covers his head, and the woolens 
that cover his back. He has had to pay more for the linen he 
wears, the hammer and hoe with which he works. Yet his 
wages have not gone up one cent. ‘-What benefit has increased 
protection been to him? It has been a delusion and snare to him. 
It was passed under pretense of a desire to benefit him, yet whilst 
his wages stand still or go down, what he, his wife and children 
consume has been increased in price unconscionably. I ask the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED], the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], 
the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA], who are on the 
Ways and Means Committee, to point me to a single laborer 
whose wages have been increased by that law. If it diminishes 
the revenue received by the Government, if it does not increase 
the value of the raw material to the farmer, if it doesnot increase 
the wages of labor, if it fosters trusts, if it makes pooling profita- 


ble, in Heaven’s name let us not further legalize the robbery, | ; 
| nority report. 


but try some better method. 

Has this system brought prosperity to the farmer? Let the 
prostration and ruin of that great industry answer. Why are 
many of the finest homes in New England and the East closed? 
Why are they talking of organizing or actually forming coloniza- 
tion societies to repeople and rehabilitate them? Why in the 
finest agricultural portions of this country have lands gone down 
from 25 to 50 per cent in the last six years? Why have lands in 


sight of the factory and the furnace tumbled in price? Why do | 


mortgages cover the fairest portion of our beautiful agricultural 
country? And why is the sound of the auctioneer’s hammer 
heard there almost as ceaselessly as the smith’s hammer? Why 
are the sons of farmers leaving their beautiful homes like Lot 
left Sodom, neither looking back nor ever returning? It is be- 
cause of unjust, unequal, and excessive taxation. It is because 
they have been taxed out of existence for the benefit of other 
classes who are less numerous and no more deserving. 

Hearings were had by the Ways and Means Committee on 
the McKinley bill. Some farmers and representatives of agri- 
cultural associations came before the committee. Without a 
single exception, so far as I now remember, they testified that 


the value of farms had gone down within the last six years | 


all the way from 25 to 50 per cent. They complained that their 
farms were so unremunerative that no longer was the farm home, 
that temple of patriotism and virtue, sufficiently remunerative 
and attractive to induce their sons to remain in them. When 
this is the most numerous class of our people, why so tax them 
for the benefit of others as to confiscate their homes or drive 
them from them? When will the rapacity of those who seek 
legislative aid to tax others for their own benefit cease? Will 
the time never come when Government will be content with per- 
forming its legitimate functions and willing to administer “ equal 
and exact justice to all men” instead of prostituting its powers 
for the enrichment of the few at the expense of the many? 
Among those who came urging relief for the people came the 
many who sought to still further exact tribute from the people 
for their own enrichment. If it had been less serious it would 
have been ludicrous to behold. 
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Mr. Chairman, what is t we hi lera 
[It is a bill reducing the rates of « vool and woolen 
roods. Postponing till the minute a te the consldcera- 


tion of many of the d 


4 lax? 
vo-aay: 


tails co 














i t i A 
its general effect. [tread from the report « e Co tt on 
Ways and Means, which contains a concise sta ment ol tn iD- 
ject 

The bill provides for the admission free of duty ill woo hair « ! 
came oat, alpaca, and I i bit 
noils, top waste and other wastes, a1 ra 
wool; and also repeals what are known as compen ory duti 
»0das and reduces the aad \ rem autle ‘ ich goods ita 
compensatory auties upon car) i Kl n i 
the ad valorem duties thereon from 40 per cent I 
valorem Ita » reduces the duties upor ertall 
have 1 be nd the condition of scoure ol, } 
chin yplication of la t 2 per nt a ‘ t 
on sho und certain othe I 
* - a = * * + 
The rates of ad valorem duties prescribed in the act of October 1, 1890, w 
fixed at from 30 to 60 per cent; and inconnection with these ad valorem rat 
duties per pound and per square yard wert pos p oler 10) 
carpets embraced in Schedule K of saidact. The « bined ad valor 
spe cific duties under existing law ites I wury D 
ment pending the consideration of t l the Fifty-fiz Congress As 
} upon the actual importations of the year ending June 30, 1889, at an a 
of 91.76 per cent on woolen goods and carpets. This w wr 
average rates then in existence, which were 67.15 per cent 


But, Mr. Chairman, this does not include the whole duty o 

| woolen goods. In 1891 an act was passed, known as the adminis 
trative act, which raised these duties by reason of the placing of 

duties not theretofore existing on transportation, on coverings 





The solemnity and seeming sin- ! 


been embraced in computing the basis of taxation. So that the 

present rate of taxes upon woolen goods, if the Senate commit- | 
| tee was correct, it is pretty safe to calculate will not fall far short 

of 100 per cent. Think of 100 per cent taxes on the things you 


. 1 . . : bd 
and casings, and other expenses which before that time had not 





must wear! 

Mr. Chairman, you need go no further than the report of the 
minority to see the high rates of duty im ’ isti law. 
In the table submitted on page 85 of the report, $34,650,925, 
duties are shown to have been collected in 1891 on woolens. Of 
this $23,595,005, or more than two-thirds, was paid upon a valua 
tion of $21,569,887, or 109 per cent—$109 taxes collected on $100 
worth of woolen goods. This is the statement the minority, 
through the table, make of their own case. I submit this to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] who signs the 1 
Calculations made from it show that two-thirds of 
the woolen goods imported paid an average of 109 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, what will be the effect of the present bill if 
passed? I will not take the time of the committee (as this mat- 
ter is embraced in the report) to go more minutely into the ques- 
tion of rates than to say it will be on the lowest 25 per cent ad 
valorem, on the next grade 30 per cent, on the next 35 per cent, 
on the next 40 per cent, and on finished woolen clothing im- 
ported from abroad, complete and ready for use, the rate of duty 
will be 45 per cent. The average rate will be something over 30 
per cent. The minority estimate it at 38 per cent. 

Let me make one further statement, as the laborer is so often 
appealed toin this House. Oh, how our friends on the other sid 
love the laboring man just before an election! There is no rate 
proposed by us that does not more than cover the entire labor 
cost of the article manufactured. 


HIGH RATES OF DUTY 

Sir: In the speech which I made on this floor protesting agains 
the passaye of this legal outrage, I gave, so far as it was poss 
ble in advance, the extortionate rates which would result if the 


McKinley bill became a law. 
I told you then that blankets, flannels, and hats wi 
of the lower grades, be taxed as high as 110 per cer 


In the last home-consumption statement from the Bureau o 
Statistics, some blankets imported last year under this bill act 
ally paid 106.12 per cent; flannels for underwear, 105.96 per c 
and hats, 109.15. I told you then—with some misgivings, I a 
mit, as assuming responsibility for a statement so directly at 
variance with those of th: hen majority 

lL told you then that the effect O the propo ij oO i S 
would burden the wool manufacturer as well as the pt opl. 5 
high as 100 per sent on some kinds: and your statistician t 
you that under that bill there has been collected since its - 
sage on thousands of pounds of yarns duties as high as 120 
cent. l warned you then that the proposed rates on worste¢ 
shawls would amount to as much as 93 per cent. You tatis 
tician shows that itis over 155 per cent. I told you then that 
knit goods would have to pay under this bill as hig! 147 pei 





IS80 


cent. Your 

323 ag ver. 
Mr. AL KER. 
ae CMILLIN. 
Mr TAL KER. 


life’ ? 


shows that they actually paid as high as 


Will the gentleman allow a question? 
With pleasure. 

What article included among the 

paid 323 per cent? 


*neces- 


lower classes of knit goods. 
Mr. WALKER. What kind of knit goods? 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I want to say to my friend from Massachu- 


setts it was not the rich, gy" and luxuriant knit goods; it was | 


that used in ordinary wear by the humbler people who have 
mainly to pay these taxes. 

Mr. W ALKER. What was the article? Tell us what it is. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have already told you. I do not under- 
take to say that it was any specific 
dividual. 

Mr. WALKER. Or any thing else specific. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But Ido state, and no man who knows the 
facts and who reveres the truth will deny it, that the statistics 
to which I have referred show that to be true. 

Mr. W a KER. . Then what was it? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why, knit goods. 
do you not? 

Mr. W ALKER. That does not mean anything. You might 
just as well tell us that the sun shines or that waterruns. Let 
us know what the article is 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suppose the gentleman understands what 
knit goods are 


You understand it now, 


DUTY ON WOOL 
The duty on wool was in 1867 placed at 11 cents a pound on un- 
washed wool. This was by an agreement entered into be gos n 
the National Association of Wool Manufacturers and the Na- 


tional Association of Wool Growers; and they dictated the terms | 
‘It was claimed that this would foster the sheep in- | 
Let us see | 
[In 1868, the year after the enactment of | 
the law raising the duty on wool, there were 37,685,000 sheep in | 


to Congress. 
dustry and increase the 
what the results were. 


value of wool to the farmer. 


the States east of the Missouriand Mississippi Rivers. In 1891 
there were only 18,476,000 sheep in the same territory, a reduction 
of more than one-half in the twenty-four years when high tariff 
on wool had been in fore 
lation in those States has vastly increased. If the increase of 
sheep had kept pace with the increase of population, there would 
have been probably 75,000,000. 

Great thing ys were promised to the State of Ohio in the way of 
increase of 
State had in 1868 6,730,000 sheep; in 1870 it had only 4,928,000; 
in 1880, 4,080 000; in 1883,5,050,000; and in 1890 it had but 3,943,- 
000, though in 1891 it had 4,161,000. 


protective tariff 
creased more than 1,000,000, 
Mr. Chairman, the results are not more encouraging in the State 


of Illinois 73 


000. So I might go on through the Eastern States. 
investigation of the question shows that the increase in the sheep 
husbandry has been in the West, where the grazing was limitless 
and cl a. The price of wool at this time is about one-half what 
it was att time of the passage of the act of March 2, 1867. The 
whole n atter may be summed up in the fact that after twenty- 
five years of experiment with high rates of duty on wool the re- 
sult has been a reduction of one-half in the number of sheep in 
States east of the Mississippi and Misouri Riversand a reduction 
about one-half in the price of wool. 


‘,itissusceptible furthermore of demonstration—we have had 


+ 


garment for any specific in- | 
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this in face of the fact that the popu- | 
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Mr.McMILLIN. I have only the authority of the officials of 
the Government for the statement I have made. Mr. North, to 
whom the matter was referred,so reports in substance. We 
called upon the officer in charge of the Bureau of Statistics for 
information upon this subject, and he said that the two wools 


| were the nearest alike, or were substantially alike, and that the 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I will tell you with pleasure. I find it in | 
the neuen consumption statement. It is knit goods, one of the | 


Port Philip and the Ohio medium wool would be fair subjects 
for comparison in making a calculation of this character. They 
made the calculation, not I. ° 

Mr. BURROWS. They are alike in grade, but notin the con- 
ditions in which they are placed on the market 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The question wassubmitted 
to Mr. North and was reported on by him. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The matter was submitted to Mr. North, as 
is stated by my friend from West Virginia, and from him our in- 
formation was obtained, and certainly it can not be claimed that 
he is seriously prejudiced in our favor. 

Mr. TURNER. And the gentleman from Tennessee will no- 


| tice that Mr. North even considered the difference in currency 
} at the particular time, adding the gold premium so as to equal- 


ize the currency, and thus more nearly to assimilate the prices. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. He did; and I think, notwithstanding my 

friend from Michigan hasa contrary opinion, avery sincere opin- 

ion [ am sure, his criticism is not well founded on that subject. 
Mr. BURROWS. If it will not interrupt my friend, I hold a 


| letter from Mr. North in my hand, in reply to an inquiry made 


by me, which affords an explanation pe rhaps. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do you succeed me immediately? 

Mr. BURROWS. Ido not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then I would prefer that my friend with- 
hold the letter and have it included in his own remarks. Our 


| report gives more extendedly the authority upon which I base this 


statement to the committee, so that the members can judge as to 
the accuracy of the two. 

Mr. BURROWS. Would it disturb the ge a »man to have a 
few sentences from this letter read from the Clerk’s desk? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman can inc sale the letter in his 
remarks, as he is to address the committze soon. 

Mr. WALKER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 


| nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


BURROWS] whether the conversation between them is intended 
to be confidential? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURROWS. I will say in reply to my friend from Massa- 
chusetts that I was asking the gentleman from Tennessee to 


| yield to me, and it was not necessary that the whole House should 
| hear the —— 
| from Mr. North, showing that though Port Philip and Ohio 
the sheep husbandry by increased tax on wool. That | 


The letter which I wished to have read is 


medium woolsave rage substantially the same, yet the Port Philip 
wools are all skirted—that is to say, they have been stripped of 


| the tags, dung locks, and coarser portions of the fleece, and go 


A falling off of more than | 
one-third in the State of Ohio during the twenty-one years of | 
on wool, and in that time the population had in- | 


, Which had in 1868 2,736,000 sheep and in 1891 only 771,- | 
A thorough | 


calculations made that establish the fact—that reducing the im- | 


portduti { weld beslodarine 
ofspecie payments, the Port Ph ilip fleece wool, which corresponds 
to our Ohio medium wool, has borne substantially the same price 
in London that the Ohio wool has borne in the city of Boston. I 
i alleng contradiction when I say that after all this enormous 
in the rates of duty on wool, the average difference in 
-P rice of the two countries has not been 2 per cent. 
RR OWS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption 
nt? 

MILLIN. With pleasure. 
RROWS. I desire to call the attention of my friend 
to the fact that the comparison between the Port 
Ohio fleece, which he says has averaged 
ist omparison, » because the Port Philip 
ket in the same ra as the Ohio 


} 
ti 


attention to 


where all the inferior parts are 


is wrth ir j Y : : oe 
is worth in the marketsfrom | ine entire wage account in the worsted and woolen industries is but 17.7 per 


he Ohio medium wool. 


rthe period prior toourredemption | 


» fact that the Port | 
i 


' 


into the market in a different condition than the medium Ohio 
wools with which they are compared. 

Mr. WALKER. This side of the House would very much like 
to hear what is being said upon this important question, and we 
are unable to hear anything that is being said now. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We will keep nothing from my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. He is the last man, Mr. Chair- 
man, from whom we would exclude the light; for from his in- 
quiry, made a few minutes ago, I think there is no man in 
America who needs light worse than he does. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WALKER. Let me say, in reply to that, that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is the last man in this country that I 
should apply to to enlighten me on the tariff question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That shows that the gentleman’s ignorance 
is more dense than I thought it was. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

MANUFACTURES RESTRICTED. 

The wool manufacturers have been restricted as to the quality 
of wool they could afford to buy in the grease by reason of the 
tariff; they have been restricted in markets substantially to their 
own country. They have been forced to use shoddy as a substi- 
tute for wool. The rags that had already fallen from the backs 
of beggars in other countries have been used as a substitute for 
wool. So great was this that a petition came up from one city, 
Philadelphia, signed by Mr. Herwig and others, introduced by 
Mr. HARMER, a Republican member and protectionist, claiming 
to represent 40,000 laborers in textile industries, demanding free 
wool for the manufacturers of the United States. The tax of 11 
cents a pound on wool, it must be remembered, is not a tax on 
pure wool, but is 11 cents a pound on all the grease on the wool 
and all the dirt in the grease, and is estimated to amount to 44 
cents on every pound of finished cloth. 

Let me read a few words from that petition: 


Now, it can not be the difference in the wages that is causing all this, when 


cent, of the product and in the cotton industries 20.88 per cent of the product. 
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and it stagds to reason that this very small account can play but a trifling 
art in international trade; and this aptly illustrates the folly of the great 
Pabbub about wages that is made in most of the discussions of this question. 

Bear in mind these are practical workmen, not the owners of 
flocks, not the owners of factories, but the men who, after the 
commandment of God, ‘‘eat their bread in the sweat of their 
faces.” ; 

Then the whole labor cost in the manufacture of woolens and 
of worsteds is less than 20 per cent, and in this bill the lowest 
rate of duty is fixed at 25 per cent. Then if any man goes forth 
from this Hall who, moved and seduced by the wiles of Satan and 
not having the fear of the Lord before his eyes, declares that 
there is not a sufficient amount of tax left on these things to cover 
the labor that is embraced in them, you can denounce him as 
either too foolish to know the truth or too knavish to declare it. 

SHODDY. 

Mr Chairman, this high tax on wool has forced the use of vast 
quantities of substitutes for wool—shoddy, mungo, and other 
adulterants used in the manufacture of woolen goods. This is 
strongly put in the report, from which I extract the following: 

From this statement it will appear that the number of establishments has 
increased from 73 in 1880 to 94in 1890; and the vaiue of the product has in- 
creased from $4,900,000 to $9,200,000, the increase being nearly 88 percent. It 
appears from Mr. North’s table that the shoddy used in manufactures of 
woolen goods of all descriptions in the census year of 1890 amounted to 61,- 
626,261 pounds. 

According to the statement furnished your committee by the Bureau of 
Statistics of the Treasury Po in the —_— to this re- 

rt (Appendix D), there were produced in the United States in the year 

890 276,000,000 pounds of wool. 

These figures represent the woolin the grease, and in reducing it to scoured 
wool there will be a loss of 663 per cent, which shows that the scoured wool 
produced in that year amounted to only 92,000,000 pounds. Thus it appears 
that the shoddy consumed in the United States in the census year of 1890 had 
a cloth-producing power equal to 67 per cent of all the wool which was pro- 
duced in the United States for that year; in other words, that the scoured 
wool produced amounted to 92,000,000 pounds, while the shoddy consumed 
amounted to 61,626,261 pounds. ‘ 

The whole number of sheep inthe United States for the census year 1890 
was 44,336,072; the fleeces amounted to 276.000,000 pounds. These fleeces pro- 
duced 92,000,000 pounds of scoured wool, while the 9t1establishments engaged 
in manufacturing shoddy produced a wool product equal to that of 29,605,168 
sheep. 

Sir, it will thus be seen that the use of substitutes for wool, such 
as shoddy, mungo, waste, and adulterations supplanted in the 
United States, to say nothing of the shoddy imported from 
abroad, more than twenty-nine and a half millions of sheep when 
we have only 44,000,000. According to the report, which will 
be found in the appendix, it is seen that these substitutes have 
taken the place of the fleeces of 29,000,000 sheep, or about two- 
thirds as many as there are in the whole United States. 

Mr. Chairman, the first quarter of acentury of the history of the 
Government there was no duty imposedonwool. The first duties 
that were imposed were insignificant as compared with those now 
in existence. The pretense that a high duty would increase the 
number of sheep in the older States has not been verified. The 
value of wool of similar quality has varied very little in the 
markets of Boston and London since that duty was imposed, oc- 
casionally a little higher abroad, sometimes a little higher in 
this country, but the average advantage in favor of one country 
or the other has not been one-fifth of the duty imposed by our 
Government, which proves conclusively that, whilst the cost to 
the consumer has been increased by the duty, and the possibili- 
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ties of the manufacturers have been restricted, both in market | , ; : a 
| the law’s exactions went into the Treasury and three-fourths 
| went into the private coffers of favored manufacturers. Mr. 
| Chairman, when we reflect that the ten or twelve millions paid in 


and quantity. the sheep husbandmen have derived nosubstantial 
benefit. 

Mr. Jefferson, inaletter from Morticello, written to Kosciusko 
June 28, 1812, says: 

Our manufacturers are now very nearly on a footing with those of Eng- 


land. She has not a single improvement which we do not possess, and many 
of them better adapted by ourselves to our ordinary use. * * * 


We consider a sheep for every person as sufficient for their woolen cloth- | 


ing, and this State and all to the north have fully that, and those to the 
south and west will soon be up to it. In other articles we are equally ad- 
vanced. * * * 

A sheep for every inhabitantof Virginiaand the North in 1812, 
with free wool; and there is not a lamb, nor half a sheep to every 
individual in 1891, with taxed wool. 

Mr. Chairman, this was the condition when the war of 1812 


was raging, when wool was free, and when the average rate of | 


duty was 18 per cent. 
REDUCTION OF TAXATION. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the McKinley bill? What is the na- 
ture of that measure which promised so much relief tothe labor- 
ing man and has given so little? Wherein does it differ from 
other tariff measures? Sir, it imposes the most enormous and 
outrageous rates of duty ever imposed in the history of this Gov- 
ernment. The tariff rates levied at the close of the Revolution- 
ary war when, if ever, we were in imminent danger of having our 
infant industries overwhelmed by those long established in Eng- 
land and other old countries, were not one-sixth of those im- 
posed by the present law. 
with Great Britain in 1812, when this capital city had its bap- 


| life. 


| ism for the few and a merciless oppression of the many. 
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tism of fire, were not one-third so great. They are about two 
and one-half times greater than the rates imposed to carry on 
the Mexican war, and 60 per cent higher than the rates imposed 
to carry on our recent civil war with two millions of men in the 
field. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Two and a half millions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Two and a half millions, as my friend says. 

Mr. Chairman, when the Morrill tariff was imposed to carry 
on our great civil war and maintain more than two millions of men 
in the field it was said by the author of the bill and those who fa- 
vored it that the high rates were only temporary and would be 
reduced with the return of peace. Sir, about one-third of a cen- 
tury has now elapsed, more than two-thirds of the expenses in- 
curred have been paid, every legitimate excuse for the increase 
of rates has disappeared. and yet not only has there been no re- 
duction in tariff rates, but they have been vastly increased. The 
act of 1883 imposed an average rate of 45 percent. The two acts 
of 1890 which supplanted it have imposed an average of nearly 
60 per cent. This is not the worst. The rates of duty were 
placed lower by that act on luxuries than on the necessaries of 
There was less increase on the finer goods than on the 
coarser. There was less increase on silks than on woolen goods; 
less on jewelry than on cutlery; less on diamonds than on table 
knives; less on champagne than on linens. 

On many of the articles upon which the duty was almost pro- 
hibitory before, it was made still higher seemingly for no other 
purpose than to enable those now engaged in operations here 
to form pools and organize ‘‘combines.” [remember well when 
the bill was under discussion in the House, a Republican mem- 
ber from Illinois, Mr. HOPKINS, rose and pointing to the gal- 
lery said: ‘*‘ I see a man in the gallery who will go from there 
worth millions more than he is now if my amendment is not 
adopted. He is in a trust which will make millions if this bill is 
passed.” His amendment was not adopted, the bill did pass. 
This is only an illustration of the hundreds of jobs and schemes 
which that bill in one way or another fostered and carried. 


THE SUGAR TAX. 


Sir, the authors of the bill take much credit to themselves for 
having placed sugar on the free list. They did, it is true, place 
some and most of the grades of sugar on the free list. But the 
finer grades are still taxed heavily for the benefit of the manu- 
facturer and he is left with more protection by that bill than by 
the rates imposed in the Mills bill. It is true that fifty-odd mil- 
lions of dollars was taken off the sugar tax. But this was no free- 
will offering, for the same measure provided for the payment of 
twelve millions to the producers of sugar as bounties. Again, 
while the fifty-odd millions of tax was taken off sugar, increase 
of duties amounting to about sixty-five millions was put on other 
things, and generally on the necessaries of life. 

W hile protection was holding forth one hand with alleged bene- 
fits to the people they had the other thrustdeep down in their pock- 
ets grasping the last dollar that extortionate greed could wick- 
edly covet. They reduced the tax on the sugar schedule and 
raised the rates on every other schedule. They removed sugar 
tax which yielded eight-ninthsof its benefits to the Treasury and 
but one-ninth to the manufacturer, only to place many millions 
more than the sugar tax on other things where but one-fourth of 


bounties on silks, sugar, ete., has to be raised by the imposition 
of taxes on other things where three-fourths go into the manu- 
facturer’s pocket and only one-fourth into the Treasury, it will 
be seen instead of the people getting sixty millions of relief by 
this change of taxes they have hardly obtained ten millions of 
net benefit. The sugar planters did not demand this change. 
They protested against it, and were willing to submit the reduc- 
tion required of others. 
Sir, the whole bill was characterized by aconscienceless favorit- 
In the 
consideration of the bill the manufacturer alone was favored. 
The consumer was never considered, or if ever considered at 


all it was only to ascertain how much more taxes he could en- 


dure. The greed of the seller and not the need of the buyer was 


the measure of the rate of duty. The uncalled for and uncon- 


| scionable duty differs from larceny in that it isopenly taken. It 


Those levied to carry on the war | 


differs from highway robbery in having the sanction of the law. 
Mr. Chairman, for the first time in the history of the country 
those who passed the law supported it with the avowed purpose 
of preventing imports and destroying revenue. In allother laws 


ever passed on this subject at least those having the measure in 
charge had the sense of official propriety to profess that the law 
was invoked to raise revenue. 

The wall of fire had been threatened on the stump and some 
times flamboyantly proclaimed from the hustings. 


But at last 
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guished gentleman who presides over the State Department, Mr. 
Blaine, saw that it dealt with commerce as a crime, and that it 
meant utter paralysis of business with foreign countries. He 
had urged that some safety valve should be plac ed in the over- 


strained boiler, but his counsels were unheeded in the House. 

He went to the Senate; he appealed to his partisans over the 
country; he hurled his ; anathemas against the bill from his home 
in Washington, from his home in Maine, from sea shore and 
mountain top, until he aroused the country to believe that the 
effects of the bill were destructive. He raised such a din about 
the ears of those having the measure in charge that they called 
a halt. In their dire extremity they were puzzled what to do. 
They dare not take the back track. A Congressional election 
was on which meant the saving or losing the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Their Administration was on trial. If they did 
nothing for the manufacturer, the promises of the preceding 
campaign were broken, and the political ‘‘frying-pan ” would go 
fatless. It was determined to insert the reciprocity clause, which 
meant free trade on a small scale for the favored few. 

Mr. Chairman, I ween to briefly discuss this measure. It is 

1-Democratic, un-Republican, un-American to the last degree. 


un- 
| It provides for the imposi ition of taxes and the remission of taxes 


the mask was dropped in this Hall. The exigencies of the pre- 
ceding ci aign had required a vast amount of money to carry 
the elections. It was raised by rousing the apprehensions of | 
£ promising benefits to others. The promises of that 
into statutory form. 
( an, it was a reduction of taxation the people de- 
mi d, expected and deserved, and not an increase. The prom- 
ise made when the war rates of duty were imposed that they were 
{ ary, had not been forgotten and the people relied on it 
As far back as 1883 the tariff commission, composed exclusively 
rotectionists, part of them being manufacturers, after hav- 
! Ke estim« all over the country, reported to Congre 
the people were entitled to a reduction of from 20 to 25 per 
cent, a on ded it. They reported that the manufactur- 
ers co flourish under such a reduction and should be re juir d 
to ¢ $n 34 
But this recommendation was overridden by Congress and an 
increased rate imp sed by the law of that year. Even the war 
rates imposed did not satisfiy the manufacturers. This increase 
did not satisfy them. They demanded more and never stopped 
n ey gotit. When the war tariff was imposed an internal 
tax was wed on maufactured products, and a corresponding 
additional import duty put upon competing commodities coming 
from ab o compensate the manufacturer for what he was 
thus requir pay. This manufacturer's tax was repealed, but 
the Cc | auty j d. By this he got a net ben j 
of 10 per cent. Mr. Chairman, every class except those who 
need it worst has been benefited by the various laws passed by 
our op} nts on the subject of taxation since 1865. There was 
& tax O! 
IN MES, CORPORATIONS, ETC 
t yielded the last two years of »xistence about $140,000,000, 
but it was repealed. Ther by the ‘par ties most able to pay taxes 
wererelieved. This was collected off those who had arespectab! 
or large cash income. It was collected off legatees and devisees 
who inherited property without working for it and could there- 
fi rea ibly afford to contribute a moderate tax for the Goy- 
ernment through whose protection it had been accumulated 
There was a tax on railroad c rporations, on banking corpora- 
tions, on insurances ompanies trust companies, telegraph com- 
panies, and other immense money concerns. There was also a 
tax on bank checks. Coming from these cl asses it came from 
those who depended on it alone for neither bread nor clothing. 
It was a tax upon wealth and accumulated SS aeEanCaae there- 
fore was not to be endured. 


were all repealed, and ‘‘the oppressed rich” relieved 
from the burdens of supporting the Government. Ah! how ten- 
e Republican party looks after those who toil not, neither 
spin! With what affectionate regard it deals with and relieves 
hose who are able to pay! But when it comes to imposing a tax 
LOI 


equires no more cloth to wrap his corpus than it takes to inclose 


{ 

r 

the body of a laboring man, does not deter it from imposing a 
hi 

( 


1, the fact that a man who is worth fifty millions 


ligher rate of duty on the poor and common cloth worn by the 
is imposed on the purple and fine linen that is the daily 

of the other. 
hese income and other taxes I have mentioned had been 
permitted to stand, they would long since have wiped out our 
national debt, roved all the rivers and harbors appropriated 
or estimated for, built all the ee now contemplated 
around our coast, and paid all the 
RAINES. Mr. ¢ 





yensions. 


Chairman, [ desire to ask the gentleman 


& question. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. RAINES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
whether we are to understand that he is in favor of direct taxa- 
tion to raise the revenues of the Government? 

McMILLIN. What I am doing is to show that these taxes 
that were imposed to carry on the war were not kept to pay the 
expenses of the war; but that, instead of repealing the taxes that 
rested upon the poor and the laboring men, you repealed the 
taxes that: d upon the rich, and increased the duty and taxes 


upon the necessaries of those who toiled for their 


daily bread. 


I 
} , + a) ; , w hes } } . ; . fr» avi hy . 
Those most able to pay have been relieved from paying by re- 


pealing the taxe tioned. 

Mr. R ALD Is that an answer! 

Mr. Mch LLIN [ leave that for the gentleman todetermine 
{ uth ter on tl Democratic side. | 

RECIPROCITY 

Our « ts have made great boasts of the benefit they have 
bestowed on country by that por tion of the tariff bill they 
e ed W vides for ‘‘ reciprocity” with other countries. 
t must I in mind that saan of this sort was contained 
in the tarif as it passed the House. It was seen by those 


I 


iwh to know the effects of the bill that 


i 
it was a deadly blow at our foreign commerce. The distin- 


ry the President of the United States alone. He may, according 

»this provision, in his discretion and as often ashe sees fit, im- 
ease 2 cents a pound tax on sugar, 3 cents a pound on coffee, 14 
cents a pound on hides, and 10 cents a pound on tea. He may 
impose these taxes at will and remit them atpleasnre. He is not 
t either Cabinet or Congress. He may levy 
$50,000,000 without convening ¢ iongre ss or consulting that body 
if itis in session. The Queen of England and Empress of India 
has no such authority. Anexercise of such monarchical author- 
ity on her part bac ked up by the nobility of England would cost 
her her crown, if not her head, and would destroy the House of 
Lords 

[ am astounded that in a free republic, where the right of tax- 
ation through chosen representatives was bought with blood, 
such a thing is possibl eas the surrender of this right to one man. 
The most sacred right the freeman has is to determine the ex- 
tent and manner of his taxation. Thissacred privilege has been 
basely surrendered within little more than a century after it was 
purchased by the sacrifice of the lives of freemen. If such asur- 
render had been made fifty years ago, the anathemas of an en- 
raged people would have descended in thunder tones upon the 
heads of their betrayers. And this measure must stand until the 
peopl » send here a Senate and an Executive who are willing to 
give back tothem their prerogatives. Even to-day the President, 
it is said, is threatening to exercise this right and impose taxes. 
If he does, it is not unsafe to predict that they will be the last he 
will ever impose. 

When the colonies determined to rebel against the oppressions 
and exactions of the British Crown there was no more just com- 
plaint nor one upon which they laid more stress than that the 
mother country had, even through Parliament, imposed taxation 
withoutrepr esentation. They denounced and defied King George 
and his authority and rushed to arms in defense of this sacred 
right. I see ae me Mr. SHERMAN HOAR, a distinguished 
Representative from Massachusetts, with whom I had the pleas- 
ure of driving and walking over the battlefields of Concord and 
Lexington. I see also the Hon. JOSEPH O'NEAL and Hon. JOHN 
F. ANDREW, who represent Bunker Hill and Boston Bay. When 
[ traversed those sacred grounds just after the tariff law was 
passed and the surrender of the rightof taxation made, I thought 
of the time when the colonies rang with the shouts of freemen 
proclaiming that there should be ‘‘no taxation without repre- 
sentation. 

Sir, tea parties were formed throughout the land. 
refused to boil taxed tea, the men to buy taxed tea, and all 
refused to drink taxed tea. When the s! ips arrived in the 
harbor the brave men of Boston, urged on by the patriotic women 
of Boston, rushed down to the harbor, on the vessels, and over- 
powering all resistance cast their accursed cargoes of taxed tea 
into the bay. Here was an exhibition of spirit worthy of the 
noblest men of the most heroic period! Here was an action 
worthy ofall laudation and allimitation! With whatfond memo- 
ries we ling about that day and those deeds! 
The patriotic citizens of Boston, the sons of these noble sires, 
have raised amagnificent monument which tells of their 


deeds. 

But, Mr. ¢ sad to reflect that one hundred and 
fourteen years after the ri htof sel{f-taxation was substituted for 
taxation “without representation,” some - the these 
sires had so di they were willing without a pro- 

to surrender this blood-bought 
right to the President of the United States. Our ancestors had 
denounced, defied, and defeated King George on account of less 


tax on less tea. But it turns out that we rebelled against George 


required to consul 
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the Third and high taxation in 1776, only to make a cowardly | collected is not a tax upon thé people. 


surrender to Harrison the Second and higher taxation in 1890! 
What should we say; what will posterity think of this action? 

Mr. Chairman, the world has spent thousands of years in anath- 
ematizing one base man on account of selling his birthright 
and heritage for a mess of pottage. What will it think of those 
who have given away their blood-bought heritage and got no 
pottage? What new curse willitinventfor them? Itis claimed 
that this is done to increase our commerce with foreign coun- 
tries; that by it we will get a commercial advantage. Esau’s 
excuse was that he was hungry, and that by parting with his 
birthright he could fill himself. Be it said to the credit of the 
world that it has never grown rapturous with enthusiasm over 
the fat he accumulated by such grovelling folly. 

REBATES. 

The system of rebates is extended and intensified by the pres- 
ent tariff law. This has been another means used to quiet the 
American people and keep them from complaining against that 
system. By this means the American manufacturer is encour- 
aged and enabled to offer and sell the products of American man- 
ufacture to foreigners more cheaply than the same wares are 
sold to the American laborer and American citizens. But for 
this many American people who have dealings with foreign coun- 
tries would long since have joined in a crusade against a taxa- 
tion so high that it amounts to exclusion in some instances and 
robbery in others. By this means and others very many agri- 
cultural implements and products of American manufacturers 
are sold at a much lower rate to foreigners out of the United 
States than to citizens in it. 

Where is the justice in this? Why sell to a pauper abroad at 
a less price than to a laborer at home? Why fleece your neigh- 
bor in a way that no one in any other country is required to or 
will endure? 
commerce that is even bolstered up by the pillars that sustain 
rebates; is better than no commerce at all. But even when 
we concede this we have not conceded and do not concede the 
stability of a system that requires such bolstering, or the justice 
of such taxation. 

Mr. Chairman, the rebate paid on tin for the year 1891 was 
$1,418,000, and that paid to the Standard Oil Company alone on 
the taxes collected from the tin they imported last year amounted, 
it is said, to about $700,000. 

DESTRUCTION OF COMMERCE. 

Mr. Chairman, another most serious objection to the high rates 
of duty heretofore existing and growing higher with each new 
congressional act, is the destructive influence that it has had on 
our commerce. The time was when American commerce was 
carried in American ships, bearing the American flag, and 
manned by American freemen. In those proud days our flag 
floated over every sea and our ship cast anchor in every harbor. 
We in 1860 carried 644 per cent of our commerce. We got the 
materials of which our ships are built without the imposition of 


excessive duties and built them and sailed them in competition | 
| that should be amended 


with all the other nations of the earth. 


We may admit, for the sake of argument, that a | 
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The joyous songs of our free and happy seaman were heard | 


wherever any civilized tongue was spoken. Then came, in an 
evil hour, our excessive rates of duty, and beneath that and other 
baneful influences that commerce has withered till we now carry 
only 12+ per cent of our vast foreign commerce, and only 7 per 
cent of our foreign trade was conducted in steamers bearing our 
national flag, while 72.09 per cent was with all its profits con- 
ducted in alien steam vessels. We neither allow our citizens to 
buy ships abroad nor build them at home. Such are our laws 
that if an American citizen who can not build a ship at home at 
arate that enables him to compete with others in the carrying 
trade, goes abroad with American money, buys a ship, mans it 
with American seaman and officers, hoists above it the Ameri- 
can flag, casts aside its foreign papers, puts on it a cargo for 
American consumers, and steers into an American port, his ship 
is seized, and never permitted to clear from the ports of his own 
country again. 

But, sir, if the same citizen takes the same money, goes abroad 
and buys the same ship, mans it with British subjects, hoists 
above it the British flag, loads it with the same cargo of coffee, 
and casts anchor in the same American port, his ship is protected 
and defended, and the American Navy, if it need be, is called out 
to defend his foreign flag and his foreign ship. Allthat America 
requires by her laws is that if her citizen buys a ship abroad he 
shall hoist a foreign flag over it, give the right to a foreign gov- 
ernment to use it against usin time of war, under certain cir- 
cumstances, and he is secure in the possession of his ships and 
the pursuit of his vocation. 

THE TARIFF A TAX. 

Mr. Chairman, many of the friends of high protection pretend 

to believe and have busied themselves to show that the duty 





1883 


They claim that itisa 
premium or tax paid by the foreigner whose manufactures are 


soldin this country, for the privilege of selling them here. Those 
holding to this view insist that the tariff is not atax. I will not 
take a great deal of time in answering such arguments. When 


an American citizen buys here an article manufactured abroad 


he pays for not only the original cost abroad but the cost of 
transportation to this country and the duty collected at the port 
of entry, and when he uses and consumes the article he pays the 
tax imposed by the Government on it, it makes no difference who, 
whether he or some prior dealer, handed the money to the cus- 
toms officer that was collected for the duty. 

Not only this, when an American citizen buys goods manufac- 
tured here which are sold in daily competition with goods of a 
like character that have a similar use imported from aboard, he 
has to pay the cost of production here and, in many instances, 
an amount equal to or nearly equal to the rate of duty fixed on 
foreign goods socompeting. If the foreigner and not our citizen 
pays the duty, why did we relieve him from paying millions of 
tax for us on sugar? Why not let him continue to pay this fifty 
odd millions? 

Mr. Chairman, if no other good resulted from the McKinley 
bill, it has taught the American people that the tariff is a tax, 
and a tax upon the people who consume the articles upon which 
itis levied. The day that the tax was removed from sugar the 
price went down in all American markets an amount about equal 
to the duty removed. On the other hand, when an additional 
tax of 1.2 cents a pound was imposed on tin plate, tin plate went 
up in price all over the country. 

So on pearl buttons, upon which the duty was vastly increased; 
soonlinengoods. Whatever may have been the situation before, 
the American people have come to know that the tariff is a tax 
and have dealt with those who increased the tax in the last Con- 
gress accordingly, by administering to the authors of the high 
rates we now have to pay the greatest rebuke that was ever ad- 
ministered to any party in this country, turning a Republican 
majority into a Democratic majority of almost three-fourths. 
But it is sometimes claimed by the friends of this excessive taxa- 
tion that the Waterloo visited upon the Republican party in 
1890 was not on.account of the tariff bill passed. If not, what 
was the cause of it? 

Will the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. 
LODGE, admit that it was a rebuke to him and his followers for 
passing the force bill? Will the distinguished gentleman from 
Maine, the ex-Speaker of this House, admit that it was not the 
tariff, but was the result of his administration of affairs here? 
Will those gentleman who were in charge of the appropriations 
admit that it was on account of the prodigality of that Congress? 
These had something to do with it doubtless, but the greatest 
factor that entered into the overwhelming defeat was the tariff 
law that we are now attempting to amend. 

THE TOURIST UNTAXED. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another provision of the present law 
the one allowing those who are opulent 
enough and have the leisure to go abroad to bring in free of duty 
quantities of clothes as wearing apparel. To illustrate, a rich 
man going abroad can bring back thousands of dollars’ worth of 
wearing apparel free from taxation, butif one of his humble labor- 
ers were to seek to get $100 worth of woolens brought back by him 
for the use of his family he would have to pay, according to the 
average rate on woolen goods, more than $90 duty, and on some 
grades he would be compelled to pay on knit goods more than 
$300 duty. There should be some limit placed upon the amount 
even of wearing apparel that can be imported free of duty. 

The law now enables those who buy extensively to pay the ex- 
penses of a trip abroad in the mere matter of saving duty. | 
know one man who voted for the McKinley bill, and who helped 
to saddle that measure upon the people, who a few months after 
its passage landed in England and bought a thousand dollars’ 
worth of clothes the first thing. He was a protectionist. 

HIGHER DUTIES AND LOWER WAGES 

Sir: I have stated that the consumers wer 
that the manufacturer made his demands and o} 
proof of this I read the statement made by Mr. 5 
representative of the American Iron and Ste« 





F. Jones, president, concerning it. It is as fo 
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monious and most completely protective of all the metal schedules that have 
ever formed part of our tariff legislation, notwithstanding the fact that it 
embodies many reductions in duties. But these reductions, which would 
have been disastrous ten or twenty years ago, our iron and steel industries 
can now afford to noone. Upon the other hand, a few duties in the metal 
schedule of the old tariff which were too low to be protective have been in- 
creased in the new tariff and many dutiesin the old tariff were left unchanged 
in the new tariff. Our iron and steel manufacturers have reason to be 
thankful that the new tariff adequately protects their interests from injuri- 
ous foreign competition and also adequately protects all other American in- 
terest. itis working admirably. 


[t is working admirably! 
Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, bear with me while I read from the same 
authority to show that the laborers’ demand for apart of the in- 
crease of duty went unheeded: 

Two strikes occurred during the close of the year 1890. 


[Laughter and applause on the 


After the tariff act, mind you. 

On the first of December four thousand coal miners and coke workers in 
Alabama demanded an advance in wages which was refused and a general 
strike was ordered which lasted until the middle of January, when the men 
returned to work at the old wages. During the strike many blast furnaces 
were banked or blown out. On the last day of the old year several hundred 
Hungarians and others at the Carnegie Edgar Thompson blast furnace struck 
for anincrease of wages, which was refused, whereupon a riot was precipi- 
tated. One innocent man was killed and othersseriously injured. Severalof 
the furnaces were banked. Inthe end order was restored, but the wages were 
not advanced. 

It was working admirably! 

Mr. Chairman, listen again to this representative: 

Since the beginning of the present year 1891, the most serious labor @iffi- 
culty that has occurred has been in the Connellsville coke region, where a 
general refusal by the miners to — a reduction of 10 per centin their 
wages, coupled with a demand for an increase of 12} per cent, resulted ina 
strike of 10,000 miners. Nearly all of the coke ovens in the district have 
since been idle, and consequently the supply of coke for the blast furnaces has 
been greatly curtailed, and many furnaces from this cause have been banked 
or blown out 

it was working admirably! 

But, Mr. Chairman, remember that this advance also demanded 
was not granted, and that this bill, admitted—aye, boasted—by 
Mr. Swank to be the most protective ever enacted, resulted in no 
benefit to the laborers in the iron works named. 

Thus spoke the highest authority on iron manufactures, and 
since that day one of the largest iron-manufacturing establish- 
ments in this country—that with which Mr. Andrew Carnegie is 
connected—has given notice of a reduction of the wages of the 
laborers engaged in iron-making. The same is true of other in- 
dustries and other establishments. Not only have the wages not 
advanced, but in hundreds of instances they have in one form or 
another been reduced since the present tariff law went into op- 
eration. 

But, Mr. Chairman, lest I should be charged with dealing with 
ancient history on this question, I read from the New York 
World of Monday last, the following statement: 

The heavy end of the protection law. 

| think that is a very good heading. 

LEBANON, PA., March 2. 

Notices were posted to-day in the three rolling mills of this city of a re- 
duction of wages of 12} per cent, to go into effect March 21. 

That ‘is working admirably.” 

READING, PA., March 2. 


The Brooks Iron Company, at Birdsboro, has this notice posted in its large 


puddling mills: ** Reduction in puddlers’ wages from $3.25 to & per ton, and 
all other employés in proportion.” 


‘It is working admirably.” 

THE PEOPLE'S VERDICT. 

Mr. Chairman, this question of excessive increase in the rates 
of taxation has been passed upon by the people and condemned 
in @ manner not to be mistaken. Thorough discussion preceded 
its adoption. Newspapers and periodicals did their work in in- 
forming the people of the changes. Then came the advance in 
price, speaking in unmistakable tones of the hardship that comes 
from increased taxation. Then the election came, and never 
was such a defeat administered to a recreant party as was visited 
upon those who had passed this megsure. From Maine to Cali- 
fornia, from the Lakes to the Gulf, people rose almost as one 
man. They condemned it in bulk and in detail. They relegated 
to private life the leaders who had conceived it and the followers 
who had executed it. An arrogant majority was converted into 
an insignificant minority. 
ocrats here; 
majority. 
Mr. RAINES. Will the 
uestion? 
Mr.McMILLIN. Wit 
in that line. 


the whole North sent a majority; the South sent a 


gentleman allow me to ask him a 


q 


York by the Republicans indicates that they are very tired of 
the bargain they made. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. Is that your only comfort? [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] If that is the only consola- 
tion, that they have elected the supervisors in an off year, if that 
is the only thing that can be conjured up by the Republican party 
for consolation in the big State of New York, may the Lord have 
merey on them. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

So overwhelming was the defeat that if you divide the country 
into two sections, North and South, and remove from this Hall 
every Democrat from the South, the Democrats from the North 
would still be in the majority. If you remove every Democrat 
from the North, those from the South would have a majority over 
their opponents. [Applause.] 

Besides all that, Mr. Chairman, if you were to divide this coun- 
try into four sections, North, South, East, and West, there would 
be a majority of Democrats in every section. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED], the day before yesterday, boasted of the 
fact that truth, mighty and all pervading, would prevail. If there 
ever was an illustration of that truth, Mr. Chairman, it was in 
the fact that, after twenty-five years of high taxation,'and all the 
sophistry and all the falsehood that implied, truth has at last 
caught up with falsehood, and defeated the party of high taxes. 
The gentleman from Maine himself was hurled from the chair 
and me back on the floor. [Great applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Here Mr. REED entered the Hall and was greeted with ap- 
plause on the Republican side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I see that distinguished gentleman arrive 
and I am glad to announce to him that his own city went Demo- 
cratic yesterday. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. REED. Iam happy to announce to this House that I did 
not arrive on account of the fact that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee was speaking. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I do not care what the in- 
ducement was for the gentleman's arrival; I am glad to congrat- 
ulate him upon the fact that the Democratic party arrived in his 
city yesterday in great shape with a majority. |Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Good, butold. [Laughter.] 

Mr.McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Maine 
has any comfort in the fact of the triumph of truth, let him re- 
member that we, as the advocates of truth, stand here to-day 
asking a reduction of those taxes to a degree that is commensu- 
rate with the needs of the Government and not in excess of the 
needs of the Government. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Those who held the clothes while others 
threw the stones fared as ill as those who did the stoning. Rank 
and file were smitten hip and thigh, until to-day there are but a 
handful of those who favored the bill left on this floor. On the 
other hand, among the Democrats who opposed it only one in the 
United States who was renominated was defeated by the people. 
The handwriting is on the wall and is not to be mistaken. 

The people have resolved and they will make that resolution 
good—that they will have a reduction in the rate of taxation, or 
a still further reduction of those in Congress who favor high tax- 
ation. This battle is on, and is on to the finish. On the one side 
is arrayed the Democratic party, in favor of just taxation; on the 
other its opponents, clamoring for excessive and unjust taxa- 
tion. We would not avoid this conflict if we could; we could not 
if we would. Let the battle rage, and the fiercer the better, 
until some recognition is given to the principle that taxes should 
be levied and collected for the support of Government, rather 
than for the oppression of the many at the behest and for the 
benefit of the few. [Loud and long-continued applause on the 
floor and in the galleries. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Chairman, the situation which confronts 
this Democratic House, as described by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], is very significant. If the gentleman 
from Tennessee correctly represents the real views and purposes 


| of the Democratic party with reference to tariff legislation—and 


I doubt not that he does—then the bills which have been reported 
by the Democratic majority of the Committee on Ways and Means 
afford the most striking illustration of letting ‘‘ I dare not” before 
a Presidential election wait upon ‘‘I would” after the election 
that it has ever been my fortune to observe in the political his- 


| tory of this country. 


New England senta majority of Dem- | 


| land. 
h very much pleasure, if you wanttotalk | 
| taxes of one hundred and more per cent upon the necessaries of 
Mr. RAINES. I want to suggest to the gentleman that the | 


gaining of 100 per cent of the supervisors in the State of New | its repeal and the substitution of such a “ tariff-reform” meas- 


The gentleman from Tennessee, following the line of the de- 
nunciations in which he and other gentlemen upon the Demo- 
cratic side indulged in 1890, has condemned in sweeping terms 
what is known as the McKinley tariff, the existing law of the 
He has said that it is ‘‘ class legislation;” that it has built 
upa “ wallof fire” against foreigncommerce; thatit has imposed 


life; that the country from one end tothe other is demanding 


ure as the Democratic party proposes to give the country. 
He has also informed us—and gentlemen upon the other side 
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have cheered the statement—that there is in this House a Demo- 
cratic majority of 140, brought here by representations which 
were made by Democratic stump speakers and organs in the cam- 
paign of 1890, that the McKinley tairff was vicious, wicked, and 
every line and word breathed injustice, and pledged to present 
to the people a tariff-reform measure that will make the country 
blossom as the rose. And he has told us further that this ma- 
jority has come here not to trifle, not to postpone, not to shirk, 
but to meet the issue thus raised, here and now. 

Mr. Chairman, I am aware of the fact that the people of this 
country who listened to the declarations of gentlemen upon the 
other side just before the elections of 1890, and to whom were 
promised certain great results if the Democratic party should 
triumph, are looking with some anxiety to see what the Demo- 
cratic party are going todo. Iamaware that those votersof New 
England, to whom the Democratic orators upon the stump said 
that Democratic tariff reform meant free coal, free iron ore, and 
free raw materials, with asly intimation that manufactured goods 
would be undisturbed, are looking with some anxiety to see the 
pledges which you made at that time fulfilled. 

I am aware that the people of Virginia and West Virginia, to 
whom you made pledges upon the stump that the duty upon coal 
and iron ore would not be disturbed, but that the protective duties 
on manufactured goods would have to go, are looking with equal 
anxiety to see what this Democratic House is going to do to re- 
deem those pledges. I am aware that some of the farmers of the 
West and South, to whom you said that tariff reform meant the 
entire sweeping away of protective duties and the substitution 
of free trade, or tariff reform, or tariff for revenue only (all of 
which terms mean the same thing), are looking with still more 
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Judge how? 


Democratic Senate and a Democratic President.” 
What distinct principle or policy is there in these three bills that 
can enable anyone to judge as to what the purpose and intent of 


the Democratic party is with reference to the tariff? Is it the 
bill which places binding twine upon the free list—a completed 
manufactured product? If so, then the Democratic party means 
free trade not only in raw materials but also free trade in man- 
ufactured articles—that and nothin 
cratic * tariff-reform ” policy? 

Or is it the second bill, which proposes to put upon the free 
list cotton-ties, and at the same time to leave upon the protected 
list at a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem the hoop iron outof which 
the cotton-ties are made, and which also proposes to leave upon 


¢ less. Is that the Demo- 


| the protected list pig iron, coal, and iron ore, the crude material 


anxiety to see what this Democratic House is going to do to | 


satisfy those promises. 
THE “ TARIFF-REFORM”’ PROGRAMME. 
Aware as I am of these facts, I have naturally watched with 
considerable anxiety for the realization of the dreams in which 
you led so many voters to indulge in the campaign of 1890. I 


from which this hoop iron is made? 

Mr. TURNER. Wasthe gentleman a member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means which revised the tariff in 1883? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was not. 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman, I believe, was a member of 
the House and voted for that bill. Now, ishe aware that under 
the bill of 1883 there was a duty of only 35 per cent put on cotton- 
tles—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. TURNER. 
material? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I objected to that, because it was notconsist- 
ent with the other items of the bill; but there was no attempt 
then to put cotton-ties on the free list. And this inconsistency 
was properly remedied in the McKinley tariff. 

Mr. TURNER. Did the gentleman vote against the 
1883? 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


I am aware of that. 
Which was less than the duty on the raw 


act of 


I voted for the bill asa whole ultimately, be- 


| cause there were only a few defects, which were offset by more 


ave gone to the Calendar of this House and examined the bills | 


which your Democratic majority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means have reported for the purpose of illustrating the great 


at the three sporadic tariff bills upon the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, I have endeavored 
to ascertain the scope of each and to see exactly what “‘ tariff re- 
form,” as defined and illustrated by a House composed of 140 and 
more Democratic majority,means. What havelfound? I have 
found one great ‘‘ tariff reform” bill placing binding twine, a 
completed manufacture, upon the free list; another great “‘ tariff 
reform” bill placing on the free list cotton ties, cotton bagging, 
and machinery to manufacture cotton bagging; and a third 
‘tariff reform” bill placing upon the free list the farmer’s wool 
and retaining an average protective duty of 39 per cent for the 
wool manufacturer. 

This, then, gentlemen, is your programme of “ tariff reform.” 
This is the realization of those promises which you made in the 
campaign of 1890, by virtue of which so many of you are here to- 
day. Tariff reform! The McKinley tariff act, covering over 
twenty-five hundred items, framed on a distinct principle from 
the beginning to the end, giving each item such a duty as brings 
it in proper relations with every other item of the twenty-five 
hundred upon the list—this consistent, comprehensive, and com- 
plete tariff act, every word and line of it you denounce as vicious, 
and you propose the three sporadic bills to which I have referred 
as your remedy! 
the country! This is your programme to sweep away that ‘ bill 
of abominations,” the McKinley tariff act! This great tariff-re- 
form scheme you present as your remedy for the ills which you 
have so vividly pictured and your panacea to restore that prosper- 
ity to the country which you say has been driven from it by the 
McKinley tariff! This is the deceit in which you propose to in- 


continue to pose before the people of the country as ‘‘tariff re- 


formers! 


than two thousand just and proper assignments of duty. Now, 
under this new scheme of Democratic tariff reform, which grows 
with the years, you are upon the point of voting to put a com- 
pleted manufacture upon the free list, and at the same time leavy- 


| ing the materials from which it is made upon the protected list. 


| Is that the Democratic scheme of tariff reform? 
“tariff reform” which you promised to the people, and looking | 


Or suppose we proceed further to ascertain from these bills 
what is the Democratic plan of tariff reform? Take the wool 
bill. The farmer’s wool, a completed product as to the farmer, 
is put on the free list. The manufacturer’s cloth, a completed 
product as to the manufacturer, is given a protective duty on the 
average of 39per cent. Protection for what the manufacturer 
produces; denial of protection for what the farmer produces! 
Which one of these bills, gentlemen, represents the scheme of 
tariff reform which you propose to put before the people of this 
country in the approaching election? 

Mr. Chairman, I notice that in an interview published in a 
New York paper, a distinguished member of this House, promi- 
nent in tariff councils, was asked if the present duty of seven- 
tenths of acent per pound on binding-twine is not sufficiently 
low for the purposes of tariff reform. His reply, as reported in 
that New York paper, was: “It is sufficient, perhaps, for tariff 
reform, but not sufficient for the interests of the Democratic 
party.” That is the whole of it, Mr.Chairman. These bills are 
not being framed with any reference to consistency, with any 
reference to a distinct tariff policy, with any reference to the in- 


dustries of this country, or with any statesmanlike view. They 
| are being framed for the exigencies of a party campaign. Here 


This is the legislation which is to give relief to | 


“Ah!” says the gentleman from Tennessee, ‘‘we have a few | 


other sporadic bills that we propose to report; bills covering a 
few more items.” Suppose you do report them; will bills cover- 
ing simply a dozen or fifteen or twenty out of twenty-five hun- 
dred items of a tariff bill—covering them in a desultory, incon- 
sistent, and contradictory manner—be a scheme of tariff reform? 
You must admit that the existing tariff in all its parts is consist- 
ent, uniform, and complete, with the different parts properly 
and justly related; a measure framed in accordance with one dis- 
tinct line of policy, and that protection. 
which you propose in the bills which you have reported? 

‘** Ah!” says the gentleman, ‘‘ the country may judge from the 


Jew bills we have reported as to what we propose to do in case | 
the people will put us again in power next November with a! heard that story often. 


we have three tariff reform bills reported by the same Democratic 
majority of the Ways and Means Committee, each one proposing 
a policy diametrically opposite to the other 


for what purpose? 
Solely to catch votes. 


“YOU PAY YOUR MONEY AND TAKE YOUR CHOICE.” 


My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. ANDREW | will goupon the 
f I 


| stump in Massachusetts and address his manufacturing constitu- 
dulge, and these the measures by virtue of which you intend to | 


ents, presenting to them the beauties of Democratic tariff re- 
form, which he will explain means free iron ore, free coal, and 
free raw materials and protected manufactured goods. He will 
leave two of these bills at home; the wool bill only will he take 


5 


| with him; he will not know anything about the other bills—the 


| it is the wool biil. 


What is the policy | year”—and it has been ‘‘ next year” foralongtime. ‘ Free wool 


binding-twine bill or the cotton-tie bill. He will say, ‘‘ Voters of 
Massachusetts, you woolen and iron manufacturers who are la- 
boring under such disadvantages, crowded to the wall by pro- 
tected wool and protected iron ore and coal, you ought to have 
something better, and the Democratic party comes to you with 
tariff reform suited to your purposes.” ‘* What is it?” ‘* Why, 
Free iron ore and coal are to come next 


is the great thing which you ought to have; and the Democratic 
party isreadytogiveitto you. Itisinfavorof free raw materials 
and protected manufactured goods.” [(Laughter.] Oh, I have 


And the gentleman from Massachusetts 
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from abroad and encourage their manufacture or produc tion 
here. The revenue-only, tariff-reform, or free-trade policy, for 
all three terms mean the same thing in tariff discussion, pro- 
poses to abolish the entire duty or to make the duty so low on 
articles which can be made or produced here that it will encour- 
age their importation from abroad instead of their manufactur 
athome. That is your tariff for revenue only, your tariff re- 
form. [4 mi ise on the He publican side.] 

The two prince ipl S are square ly oppose d to each other, and if 
1e Other side believe in the principle which th: 
advocate in rhetorical phrases and glittering gen a s her 
and elsewhere, with a Democratic mz jority ‘of 14 ), they will 
come forward with a tariff bill which illustrates it, just as th 
Republicans in the last Congress, with a majority of less than 20, 
| came forward with a tariff bill l complete in every particular, il- 


lustrating their idea of tariff reform ond the p icy of protection 


34 
gentiemen on tl 





Mr. Chairman, the fact that the large Democratic ae 
this House decline to do this, the fact shat youare trying to hi 
your heads on this tariff matter as the ostrich hides his head ir 


the sand of the desert, at the very time when a national electio: 
is coming on, in which you profess a desire to make the tarif 
question ‘the issue, is proof positive that you have no confidence 
that you could win in a square CO! itest before the people if the y 


should have before them in full your plan of tariff reform, as the) 


| have the Republican plan. 
If you believe what the gentleman from Tennessee has said to- 
day, if you believe the principle you advocate should be sus- 


tained, as honest men, as men dealing fairly with the people 
come forward with your complet » plan and ask the people of th 


country to judge between the tarif measure that you present 
and that which the Republicans of the country present. And 
the fact that you refuse to do this is a confession, a weak, cow- 
ardly confession on your side that you dare not go to the peop 

n that issue. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

CAN NOT FOOL THE PEOPLE AGAIN. 

Gentlemen, you will find when you go before the people and 
hold up the three sporadic and contradictory tariff bills which 
have been reported here as your schem« of ‘tariff reform ” that 
you will be laughed out of court before the tribunal of the Amer- 
ican pe yple whom you are undertaking to cheat, and whose in- 
telligence you so much undervalue. They know, as you know, 
ge ntlemen, that w he n you touch the metal schedule or any othe: 

‘hedule in one particular you must adjust not only all the other 
par ts of that ohn. but otl so to that particu- 
lar item. What do you say, my honest believer in a tariff for 
revenue only, to the justice, the wisdom, or the decency of put- 
ting a manufactured product of hoop iron on the free list and 


r sceneauies 





levying a duty of 50 per cent on the pig iron and iron ore from 
which itis made? Is such proposed egiaiation % worthy of legis- 


lators to whom is committed the interests of a great nation? 
Now, gentlemen on the other side, if you think yo uu are going to 
| deceive the American people in this matter you are very much 
| mistaken. 
The people were fooled, I admit, in 1890; but you remember 


+} 
ul 


1c sententious remark of Lincoln, that ‘‘some people can bi 
’ | fooled all the time and all some of the time, — all can not be 
fooled all of the time.” [Applause on the Republican side.] You 


can not go through with this performance, with charges that 
have no basis of truth, and which have been repeated here to-day 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], charges 
which the mare : of events has already disproved, and avoid pre- 
senting to the American people a square issue upon this ques- 
tion of the tariff, and have the people go to the polls upon that 
issue. It will be discovered before you get very iar that you are 
proposing one policy in Massachusetts and another in Virginia 
and West Virginia; one policy in Georgia and another in lowa. 

This country is a united country, thank God, and its laws ar 
made for all. And rest assured that any legislation so unjust, so 
contradictory, so devoid of any principle as that you propose in 
the three sporadic bills which you have introduced here, will re- 
| ceive the col demnation it deserves. 
| Why, sir, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
sees this, and, in an article in the North American Review for 
March, says: 

We 

The Democracy— 


can not win on the do-nothing policy, for if the country gets it into its mind 
| that our party in Congress is on dress parade 





And that is its present attitude 


that its fight on the tari is simply a sham battie that marks the evolution 
of an army in time of peace, and that we are firing blank cartridges, the 
Presidency is lost before the canvass begins. * * * If noreal, earnest, and 
aggressive attack is made upon the McKinley bill in the present House the 
Republicans will put us on the defensive and it will not be a contest between 
opposing principles, but a mere fight over details. 


nt eee 


oe et a eR Aa latte tio (erm ltr ve 


: 











road 


~ ete Pesta 


at me nee oem Rite Ma ME A a Meno Aoi tire ae BNC 


eur: 


NE a Som 


1892. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. i887 





PROTECTION FOR THE MANUFACTURERS’ CLOTH. | 


Mr. Chairman, if there is one thing that the Democratic party 
is supposed to be agreed upon, in its platforms at least, it is that 
protection is unjus st and wrong. I think I am not mistaken in 
that. You agree to opposition to protection in words, however 
it may be when you come to frame your tariff bills. You go 
upo! the stump, every one of you, and denounce protection as 
* robb oN as ‘class legislation,” as the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has done to- ome But what have you 
done in your wool bill here? Let me read from the report of 
the majority. 22 


Here is the concluding para, graph, on page 22 of | 
the r ae of the majority of the Democratic C ommittee on W ays | 
and Means, speaking of the ad valorem duties which are given in 
this bill to the manufacturer on his cloth: 

In fact— 

Says the Democratic majority of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee— 
the protection afforded in this bill to American manufacturers— 


Only think of it! A Democratic majority of a Democratic 
Ways and Means Committee talking of the protection that they 
are going to give the manufacturer in this bill. What of this 
protec tion? 
will amount, in all cases, to more than the increased cost of production in 
this country as compared with the cost of production of like articles in Eu- 
rope. 

Why, my friends, that sounds like a Republican platform. It 
is the protection doctrine. It is the doctrine of restricting im- 

yortation of foreign-made articles, which we can produce here, 
a protec tive duty, in order that such articles may be produc: d 
or made here rather than abroad. 

It isnot the doctrine of a tariff for revenue only which insists 
that we have no right to impose duties that will restrict imports. 
The revenue tariff of 1857—the tariff which our Democratic 
friends so frequently refer to as the highest illustration of tariff 
wisdom—gave only a revenue duty of 20 to 24 per cent on woolen 
goods, so as to encourage their importation from abroad—as 
it undoubtedly did! W hat have you to say, gentlemen! What 
has my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Mc MILLIN] to say—I am 
sorry he is not here to give an answer—what has he to say after 
his eloquent and brilliant denunciation of the idea of protection, 
which, if the statement in the report of the majority can be re- 
lied upon, he has agreed to in this bill? This wicked policy of 
protection, this class legislation, this project to tax the Ameri- 
can people for the benefitof the robber manufacturer! Only think 
of it! 

The *‘ robber manufacturer” given a protective duty of 39 per 
cent. Where are the gentlemen on that committee who in the 
last six or eight years have been denouncing the idea of protec- 
tion asrobbery? Why, my friends, if the ad valorem duty given 
woolen foods is what the majority report states in the paragraph 
just quoted, then this issimply the Republican idea of protection, 
so far as the manufacturer is concerned, although it is free trade 
and death to the farmer’s wool. 

Mr. BABBITT. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BABBITT. From this standpoint, admitting what you 
have said in regard to the Democratic policy, do you still insist 
that the Democratic party are in favor of free trade ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The xy are for free trade in spots—free cotton- 
ties, free cotton bagging, free mac hinery for manufacturing ties, 
and free wool in the bills reported, and free other manufactures— 
as fast as they can get to them, notwithstanding that involves 
unjustdiscriminations. The Democratic leaders are now seeking 
to induce persons engaged in industries which they leave tempo- 
rarily under protection, to subscribe to free trade in one direction 
at somebody else’s expense. Then they propose to go for every 
other industry in turn. That isall there is to it. It is the policy 
of ‘‘ divide and eonquer,” now. It is the policy of endeavoring 
to deceive the woolen manufacturer by professing to give him a 
protective duty upon his woolen goods with free wool in order to 
get his assistance in placing the farmers’ wool on the free list, 
wh: n there is an intention of going for the protective duty upon 
woolen goods by and by. It is the: policy of deception. : 

A frank man is one who avows what he proposes te do, and 
when he goes to the woolen manufacturer to get him to join in 
putting the far mer’s wool on the free list, he says to the woolen 
man ufac turer, if he is sincere, if he is honest and be ar 8 an 07 
hand, ‘‘ we propose to go for you after we have got the free wool.” 
And any woolen manufacturer who is induced to join in this raid 
on the farmer, and who thinks that by so doing he can ad 
benefit of free trade in what he wants to buy and of protec n 
what he wants to sell, will find that when this polic y suce eds 
against the farmer, it will not be long before he will have the 
same policy applied to himself. 

What just reason, I ask, is there tor placing the farmer's wool 


the completed product of the farm—on the free list that can not 
be invoked for placing woolen goods, cotton goods, and b ( 
shoes on the free list? 

Neither should be so placed, for nothing is clearer than that 
placing binding twine or cotton ties or woolen or cotton goods on 
the free list and destroying those industries here would result 
ultimately in increasing the price of each. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Do. admit that this bill gives to 
the manufacturer full protection: 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will speak about that prese 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He said it gives him 39 per cent. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. The question I ask is whether you are 
willing to admit that this bill does give full protection to th: 

| manufacturer. 

A MEMBER. What is the rate of tariff on woolen gor 
the Me aaat bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. A large part of the medium goods under t 
present McKinley tariff bear an ad valorem duty of 40 per cent, th« 


cheapest flannels and blankets 30 to 35 per cent, and fine goods 


30 per cent ad valorem, the additional compensatory duty being 


r the benefit of the wool-grower. 

pr matter of fact, the cheapest cloth, used by the masses, b 

in this reform bill a protective duty of 40 per cent for the } 
tection of the manufacturer, and that is exactly what the 
Kinley tariff gives the manufacturer on that class of goods. 

A MEMBER. I would like toask the g: 


yntleman if the dut 


under the McKinley bill is higher, as a whole, on the manufac 


tured products than it is under this bill? 
Mr. DINGLEY. On the finer classesof goods the ad valor 
duty under the McKinley tariff is 10 per cent more than is ] 
vided by this bill; just the same on the cheaper grades of cl 


otn 


used by the masses, and about 5 per cent less on blankets and 


flannels. The reduction of the ad valorem duty, which prot 
the manufacturer, is the most on the finer classes of goods, u 
by the well-to-do. The reduction on wool embroideries and ot 
similar luxuries is 20 per cent. 


The entire abolition of the compensatory part of the duty d 


not affect the manufacturer, because that is simply the equi 


lent of the duty on wool and makes the wool duty effect 
the farmer. 


present tariff runs from 11 cents per pound of cloth to 44 ¢ 


the supposition being that in the lowest class of goods only hi: 


The manufacturer has no choice between free wo 
with the compensatory duty abolished, and protected wool, wi 
the compensatory duty retained. The compensatory duty in t 


act 


sod 


a pound of greasy wool is used in making the pound of wool 


goods, the balance being 
goods 4 pounds of wool, as it requires nearly 4 pounds of 
finest greasy wool to make 1 pound of fine finished cloth. 
When, therefore, the duty on cloth is reduced by aboli 
the compensatory pound or square-yard duty, as provided by 
bill, this reduction is entirely at the expense of the farmer 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. He is the first victim. 


Mr. DINGLEY. He is the first victim of Democratic “ tarif 


reform.” 
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST THE FARMER 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this leads me to remark that if there 
| one thing more than another that is brought as an indictm 


against the McKinley tariff bill, it is _ ocean it diseri 
nates against the farmer. You hay ard that on the st 
everywhere. It is the stock in maleot the Democratic p: 


| that the McKinley tariff discriminates against the farmer, 


that this Democratic House, with 140 majority, proposes to ri 
that grave discrimination and wrong. 


Now, has it been done? Why, wool, which is one of the m 


substitutes for wool: and in the fin 


ana 


‘ 
ys 


universal products of the farm, which, under the McKinley on 


receives a protective duty (clothing wools, styled classes 1 : 


Abiil, 


2 in the tariff Iam speaking of) of 11 cents per pound, is placed 


on the free list. 

Mr.BRYAN. Will the gentleman allow me toask him ag 
tion? DoIunderstand you to say that wool is the most unive 
product of the farm? 

Mr. DINGI -" One of them, I said. 


Mr. BRYAN. Do you not know that it is one of thi 
versal produc ts of the farm? 


Mr. DINGLEY. Idonot thinkitis. I suppos 
man speaks for his own part of the « try. 
Mr. BRYAN. Do you not know that in the report 


Mr. DINGLEY. Now. Mr. Chairman, I decline to submit 


4 1. 4+} 
1 ike Una 


an interruption on a 





The CHAIRMAN. T gentleman declines to yield. 

en DINGLEY. [ was calling attention to the t that 
first tariff bill called up by the Democratic majorit; one V 
proposes to remedy an alleged discrimination of the McKi 


tariff against the farmer, by removing all of the duty 
farmer now has to protect him on his wool. i 


farmer with a vengeance, is it not? At the same 


u 
rsa 
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the manufacturer of woolen goods an average protective duty of 
39 per cent, you put the American farmer, who grows the wool, 
in open competition with South America and its cheap labor, and 


also with Australia, and remove every cent of protection that is | 


given the farmer. The manufacturer, you say, you have pro- 
tected, but the farmer you have consigned to competition with 
the cheap labor and cheap lands of South America. Isthat what 
you call relief for the farmer? 

But, says the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], this 
duty does not do the farmer any good. Wool is no higher here 
than it isin Europe and South America. Well, now, I should 


like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if this be true, if the | 


protective duty on wool does not help the farmer any,and wool 
would be as high or even higher with free trade than it is with 
a protective duty, how are you going to reduce the cost of cloth 
or clothing by putting wool on the free list? Unless the price of 
wool is reduced by your action then there can be no reduction in 
the price of cloth made of wool by placing wool on the free list. 

Mr. GRADY. You stop the use of shoddy by it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [I will come to the shoddy question pres- 


ently. You can not have the same pound of wool under free | 


trade decline 11 cents when it is placed before the consumer, and 
rise 11 cents when placed before the farmer. I have witnessed 
the Signor Blitz trick of breaking an'egg in the presence of an 
audience, when, after asking the audience whether they would 
like to see a robin or a blackbird emerge from it, just as the 
audience indicated, whether robin or blackbird, so it came forth. 
But in the case of the Blitz trick, the robin and the blackbird 
were concealed in the signor’s sleeve. They were both there. 
But in the trick which the Democratic members of the Ways 
and Means Committee are trying to play, we have the same pound 
of wool, in the same condition, at the same hour decline 1] cents 

hen turned to the consumer and advance 11 cents when turned 
to the wool-grower. [Applause on the Republican side.] 


THE IMPROVED BLITZ TRICK TRIED ON, 


Now, this beats Signor Blitz’s trick. Why, gentlemen, there 
was a distinguished ex-member of this House, who participated 
in the tariff discussionof 1888, who came into the district which 
| have the honor to represent in the last Presidential campaign, 
immediately after the discussion on the Mills bill. The first 
night he addressed a large audience of laborers and employés of 
manufacturing establishments in one of the cities in my district. 


He talked very largely about wool. He asserted positively, and 
proved it, that if wool should be placed on the free list it would 
decline 10 cents a pound, and this decline would reduce the price 


of woolen cloth at least 40 cents a pound; that it would make 


the manufacturer more prosperous, and give the laborer larger 


Lc e 
srOs. 


We 


Unfortunately the same gentleman was billed the next night | 


at an agricultural town in my district, and the most important 
farm product of the town was wool. He was informed of this 
fact and coached before he opened his speech. He proceeded to 
announce that he was afriend of the farmer—a great friend of 
the farmer. In fact, that he was a farmer himself; that he kept 
sheep, too; and that he wanted to tell his audience of farmers, 
as a farmer, just what free wool would do. 

So he proceeded to present the stock arguments repeated in 
the majority report. He said: ‘‘Gentlemen, put wool on the 
free list and the demand for wool will be increased so much that 
the price will be even higher than under protection;” and so on. 
He made a very taking speech, until, at the close, a gentleman 


in the audience who had heard him the night before at the man- | 


ifacturing city in my district, exposed the trick. 

It is needless to say that that orator was not billed for another 
appointment in the State which I have the honor to represent in 
part, and ever since that time he has been known in that section 
us ‘‘ The Sheepless Shepherd.” [Laughter.] 

Now, gentlemen on the other side, if you propose to go into 


the next campaign and tell your farmer constituents that the | 


putting of wool upon the free list will not lower the price of wool, 
[ advise you to be careful and send some other speaker to manu- 


means cheaper wool and cheaper clothing; and to take particular 


care that no listener at one meeting shall be present at another | 


meeting. [La ighter.] 
Sir, you can not make that double-headed plan work. The 


f 


placing of wool upon the free list will do one of three things: it | 
will either reduce the price paid to the American farmer for his | 


wool, or it will leave the price the same as it is now, or it will in- 
crease it. Now, which horn of the dilemma are you proposing 
to take? I not that the majority of the Democratic members 
of the Committee on Ways and Means have decided to take pas- 
sage in both boats in order to be safe. [Laughter.] 

Let me read from that report two contradictory statements. I 


presume that the report is so constructed as to have passages ' 





| taken from it that bear in one direction sent to wool districts, 
| and passages which bear in another direction sent to the manu- 


facturing districts. On page 24 of the report I find this: 

The reduction of the duties herein proposed would cheapen the price of 
cloth to the consumer. 

How can the placing of wool on the free list cheapen the price 
of cloth unless it reduces the price of wool? 

Mr. BUTLER. By taking off the compensatory tax on woolen 
goods. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ah, that is for the benefit of the farmer en- 
tirely. The compensatory duty is simply the equivalent of the 
duty on wool. 

Mr. BUTLER. Who pays that tariff to the farmer? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I know that the gentleman from Iowa has 
not been in this House long, but I did not suppose thatit was 
necessary to explain to him further the nature of the compensa- 
tory duty upon woolen goods. 

Mr. BUTLER. The compensatory duty assumes that the 
manufacturer has paid the tariff on wool. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But paid to whom? 

Mr. BUTLER. Nomatter. To somebody. 

Mr. DINGLEY. To the farmer in a higher price for his wool 
than would be paid to him if there was no duty on wool, because 
under a protective duty the price of the wool here is determined 
by the cost of producing wool here and not by the foreign value. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, then, the foreigner does not pay it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, well, if the gentleman has not compre- 
hended the argument which I am making as to the effect of the 
duty on wool, I do not care to repeat the explanation which I 
have already made. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply wanted to find out whether the for- 
eigner paid that tax or not, and [am satisfied. He doesnot pay it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it must be evident to every 
one that unless the abolition of the duty on wool reduces the prica 
of wool, the wool cost of manufacturing woolen goods can not be 
reduced. 

Mr. Chairman, I have just read the declaration of the Demo- 
cratic majority of the Committee on Ways and Means that the 
abolition of the duty on wool willreduce the cost of the wool that 
goes into cloth,and therefore will reduce the price of the cloth. 
That is one of their declarations. Now, let us turn to another 
declaration in this same report, on page 21. The declaration 


which I have just read was intended for the manufacturer, but 


this declaration is intended for the farmer: 

This fact shows that the American wool-growers do not receive any in- 
— whatever in the prices of their wool by reason of the tariff on foreign 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one or the other of these statements is 
untrue. Which is it? Will the placing of wool upon the free 
list make it higher or leave it as it is, or will it reduce the price? 
Which position do you propose to take, gentlemen? For I would 
like to see you choose one of these alternatives now. Let us 
know what is to be your argument. But I know what it is to be; 
it is to be one thing in one place and another thing in another 
place. 

WOOL PRICES HERE AND ABROAD. 

Now, what is the fact? The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN] said that a table which has been incorporated in the 
report of the majority of the committee showed that a certain 
kind of wool, Fort Philip Australian, which is of the same grade 
as Ohio medium, is within 2 cents of the same price in London 
as in Boston. I knew that there was some mistake either in the 
table or the inference drawn from it. I looked at this table and 
I saw that it was made up on the authority of Messrs. Mauger & 
Avery, wool dealers, of Boston. I wrote to Mauger & Avery for 
an explanation, and I have their letter, which I will publish in 
connection with my remarks. Messrs. Mauger & Avery, who 


| are quoted as authority for this statement in this table, write 


that Fort Philip Australian wool, although of the same grade, 
is spout-washed and skirted, and shrinks only 20 to 25 per cent, 


| but that Ohio medium is washed on the sheep’s back, and shrinks 
| 40 per cent. 
facturing towns where it is necessary to proclaim that free wool | 


And the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] has co a 
read a letter from S. N. D. North, esq., of Boston, who furnishec 
the tables by request, confirming this statement, and adding that 


| for purposes of comparing prices allowance must be made for the 


different skrinkage. 
Thus it seems that while the two kinds of wool compared by 
the majority of the Ways and Means Committee are of the same 


| grade, yet the shrinkage, i.e., the percentage of clean wool after 


scouring, is 20 per cent more in one pound of Fort Philip Aus- 
tralian skirted wool than in one pound of unskirted Ohio medium, 


| making due allowance for both skirting and spout-washing, and 
| the real difference in price, as appears by acommunication from 


Messrs. Justice, Bateman & Co., of Philadelphia (which I will 
print in connection with my remarks), is about 11 cents per pound. 
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I find from this table that the actual difference in price of cloth- 
{ng wool of similar grade, condition, and shrinkage here and in 
London is never less than 8 cents per pound and from that up to 
11 cents, and that the difference in real cost, provided they were 
upon the same basis, is substantially 11 cents per pound; on some 
wools the difference isonly 8 cents, on some 9 (Iam speaking now | 
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than 2 pounds of wool per capita grown in this country, in 1891 
there were 44 pounds grown. According to the statistics fur- 
nished by the Secretary of Agriculture and printed in the re- 
port of the Republican minority of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, a very able document prepared by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], during the past year, under the influ- 


of clothing wools, not of carpet), on some 10, and on others 11 | ence of the McKinley tariff, which has reduced the imports of 


cents and even more. 

There is no doubt that the American farmer, in consequence 
of the protective duty, gets to-day for his wool from 8 to 11 cents 

r pound more than he would get if wool should be put on the 
on list, as you propose by this bill. In other words, the farmer 
who keeps only 100 sheep, yielding 6 pounds of wool per head, 
would lose $60 per annum by the operation of your bill; the farmer 
who keeps 300 sheep would lose $180. 

‘* But,” says some one; ‘‘ he can get his clothing enough cheaper 
with free wool to more than offset any increase price for wool by 
protection.” He will get it cheaper only so far as the difference 
is taken out of the farmer, for the small reduction of the ad va- 
lorem duty on cloth will not affect the price of woolens used 
by the masses. Even the abolition of the wool duty will not re- | 
duce the price of cheap goods, into which substitutes for wool | 
largely enter. If the average consumption of an average farm- | 
er’s family is 30 pounds of wool per annum, as estimated, and the | 





} 
| 
| 
| 


average clip of the sheep per head is 6 pounds, the farmer who | * 


keeps only five sheep is compensated for all the additional cost 
of his clothing growing out of the duty upon wool. 


WHY WOOL IS CHEAPER. 


Mr. SPERRY. Will the gentleman explain why it is that | 
Ohio wools are cheaper now under the existing tariff than they 
were a year ago? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will explain to the gentleman. It is be- | 
cause the world’s price of wool has declined. Australian wools, | 
which are of similar grade to Ohio wools, have declined at least 
4 cents per pound since 1890; Ohio wools have declined about 2 | 
cents per pound; some other kinds of domestic wools less. The | 
decline in this country has been about 2 cents per pound less than | 
in foreign countries. Now, if the gentleman asks me why the 
world’s price of wool has declined I will answer him. The gen- | 
tleman from Tennessee (I may as well address myself to that point 
now) argued that before the war, under a lower tariff, wool was 
higher than it isnow. Well, so were cotton goods higher; so | 
were woolen goods higher; so were all manufactured products 
higher. 

The world’s price of fine wool has declined nearly 40 per cent 
in the last forty years. Why? Partly because of the wonder- | 
ful development of wool production in South America and Aus- | 
tralia, and partly for the same reason that cloth has declined— | 
it costs less to produce it. Before the war, before protection had | 
come in to encourage the improvement of our breeds of sheep, 
the average clip of sheep per head was less than 24 pounds; the 
average clip to-day, by reason of the improved breeds encour- 
aged by the protective tariff in this country, is6 pounds per sheep; 
so that the farmer who raises the wool makes more money at the | 
present reduced price, with a clip of 6 pounds per head, than he | 
could before the war with a clip of less than 24 pounds per head. 

GROWTH OF WOOL PRODUCTION IN THIS COUNTRY. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman explain why sheep-raising 
has so poet declined? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Sheep-raising inthis country has its ups and 
downs like other business, but, on the whole, ithas had a wonder- 
ful development under protective duties. Itmustberemembered | 
that clothing wool—such wool as is raised in this country—has | 
not been on the free list since 1816. Even the revenue tariff of | 
1846 placed a duty of 30 per cent on all imported wools, and the | 
tariff of 1857 a duty of 24 per cent on clothing wools, while it 
placed carpet wool on the free list. It was not till 1867 that a 
fully adequate duty was placed on clothing wools. 

Observe the remarkable growth in wool production from 1867 | 
to 1885-86, when the increase of imports of woolen goods on ac- | 
count of the worsted errors in the tariff of 1883 began to reduce 
the demand for domestic wools and injure the farmer, as much | 
as it did the manufacturer. It should be borne in mind thatany | 
comparison which ony considers the number of sheep at dif- | 
ferent periods is misleading, for the reason that the improve- 
ment of breeds renders it unnecessary to keep as many sheep to 
secure a larger clip of wool. Forty million sheep of the present | 
improved breeds will produce more than twice as much wool as 
the same number of the common sheep, kept in 1860, would yield 
then. It is only by a comparison of the wool production of the 
whole country—not of a single State or group of States, but of | 
all the States—that any sound conclusion can be reached as to | 
the progress of sheep-keeping or wool production. 

_Comparing the statistics of wool production in the United | 
States per capita, and we find that while in 1860 there were less ! 


XXHI——119 


woolen goods and thus increased the demand for domestic wool 
by our mills, the number of sheep in this country has increased 
in one year 1,500,000, and the clip of wool has increased 9,000,000 
pounds. In 1860 we produced only 28 per cent of the clothing 
wools consumed in this country; in 1891 we produced nearly 70 
per cent. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman state whether the 


| fabrics manufactured from wool have declined equally with wool? 


Mr. DINGLEY. In even larger proportion. 
WOOL PRODUCTION OF THE WORLD 
Now, there is one fact to be considered in connection with the 
reduction in the price of wool; and it is a fact which makes the 
protective duty of more importance now in connection with wool- 
growing than it ever was before. I refer to the immense growth 
of wool-growing in such countries as South America and Aus- 
tralia, which has caused wool to steadily decline the past fifteen 
years. 
Why, sir, fifty years ago there were scarcely 39,000,000 pounds 


| of wool raised in Australia, South America, and Cape Colony. 


To-day there are a billion pounds raised. Nearly one-half of 
the wool product of the world is raised in those countries; and 
with the immense improvement in the breed of sheep the prices 
of wools throughout the world have of course declined, though 
the prices of wool in this country have not declined as they have 
in other countries—in free-trade countries. For to-day, as | 
have already said, the farmer in this country is getting from 8 
to 11 cents more per pound than the producer of wool in Austra- 
lia and South America. 

WHY THE REMOVAL OF THE DUTY WOULD CRIPPLE WOOL-GROWING. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the facts are simply these. If the farm- 
ers of this country are to be remanded to open and free competi- 
tion with the wool-growers of South America, then wool-grow- 


| ing must be destroyed inthiscountry. Wecan notcompete with 
| 


the wool-growers in South America. 

Mr. OATES. If it will not interrupt the gentleman from 
Maine, I would like to have him state in that connection the rea- 
son for the opinion which he has just given. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, | think the gentleman from 
Alabama will appreciate the reason. If wool-growing here was 
more profitable than other kinds of business in the United States, 
with clothing wool at 11 cents per pound higher in this country 
than in South America- : 

Mr. OATES. The same kind of wool? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, yes, the same grade, the same shrink- 
age—for I am comparing the same grades as nearly as practic- 


| able, and when I spoke of the comparison a few moments ago, I 


meant of the same grade and the same shrinkage. I say if the 
business of wool-growing here was more profitable than other 
lines of business in the United States, do you not suppose that the 
production of wool would have increased much more rapidly than 
the statistics show that it has increased? Do you not suppose it 
would have long ago been sufficient to meet our consumption? If 
we can compete on a free-trade basis with South America in the 
production of wool, wecan grow wool 8 to 11 cents per pound less 
than we do, because that is about the duty imposed by the pres- 
ent tariff. 

But the fact that the increase in the production of wool has not 
as yet reached the amount necessary for home consumption for 
clothing purposes, is ademonstration that the business is no more 
profitable, even at adifference of 8 to 11 cents per pound, than 
other kinds of farm industries and classes of business which have 
attracted the attention of the people of the country. If then 
that duty should be removed and the price of wool be reduced 
8 to 11 cents per pound, the wool-growing business that was 
fairly profitable theretofore would be practically destroyed. And 
the destruction of wool-growing here would ultimately cause 
wool to rise again and give us in the end—after the business was 


| destroyed here—dearer and not cheaper wool. 


FOREIGN WOOL FOR MIXING 
Mr. SCOTT. Wil!l the gentleman from Maine yield to me for 
a question just there? 
Mr. DINGLEY. If it bears onthe point I am discussing. 
Mr. SCOTT. Directly upon the point. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman if it is not necessary to have wool grown in different cli- 
mates to be mixed with the wool produced here for improving 


| the fabric? 


Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, I haveheard much ofthatargument. I 
have investigated it myself 
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Mr. | want to get your opinion upon it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Clothing wool—and I am speaking entirely 
of clothing wool, or classes 1 and 2, in connection with this mixing 
requires in a very few goods the use or admixture of a 
small quantity of foreign wools to produce certaineffects. That 
so used—a small quantity—has to be imported. Now, we 
imported last year 40,000,000 pounds of wool of that character, 


SCOTT. 


of wools 


woo 


about half of it, perhaps, because it was necessary to produce cer- | 
tain effects in the cloth, and the other half because it was sup- | 


posed by some 
will be 
mixture is exceedingly small as compared with the total amount 
of wool used in fabrics made in this country. And the varieties 
of wool grown in this country, of such wide extent and difference 
of climate and soil, are annually improving, and will continue to 
improve unless we adopt the suicidal policy of placing wool upon 
the free list. 

Mr. SCOT 
of the other? 

Mr. DINGLEY. By no means. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think that is about the proportion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why, no. We imported, as I have said, 40,- 
000,000 pounds of clothing wool (classes 1 and 2) last year, and 
our ow ic production was 286,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ispeak now of the amount necessary to mix with 
the native wool, whether the relation is not 4¢ to 5? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all; I do not know where the gentle- 
man could have gotten that idea. 
900,000 pounds of clothing and combing wool last year, and the 
preceding year 29,000,000 pounds, while we produced 286,000,000 
pounds in thiscountry. If allof our imports of these wools were 
necessary for mixing, the proportion of foreign to domestic wool 
consumed by our woolen mills would be only 1 pound of foreign 
clothing wools to 7 pounds of domestic. 


one to be cheaper than our domestic wools. I[t 


Would the amount not be 44 pounds of one to 5 


n domestic 


WHY WOOL-GROWING HAS REVIVED. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman from Maine will allow me to 
interrupt him, I am much interested in his discussion of this 
question, and know he is competent to answer an inquiry that 
i wish to address to him, if anyone is. 
not know myself whether it be well founded or not—that wool 
is not higher now than before the passage of the McKinley bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis from 1 to 2 cents lower in this country, 
and from 4 to 6 cents lower in Australia and South America. 

Mr. BLAND. And yet, notwithstanding that, there has been 
a considerable increase in the sheep industry, I believe. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. Now, the point that I want to get at is, what 
this large increase of sheep and sheep industry is due to under a 
lows pric of 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it probable that the fact that for 
several years there has been a fear that wool would be put on the 
free list, and that the action of the last Congress dispelled that 


‘ 
woo 


list, 
fear, may have had much to do with the revival of wool-grow- 
Then, 
f clip per head has satisfied many farmers who at one 
up sheep-raising, that it is a more desirable business 
than they once thought. 

Mr. BLAND. Has that improvement ofthe breed taken place? 
Mr. DINGLEY. It goesconstantly on. The average clip per 

p increases every year. 


CARPET WOOLS 
f the gentleman from Maine will pardon me, 


»a mistake in his figures which | am sure | 
I understand him to say | 


L ) have corrected. 
“1 last year 40,000,000 pounds of wool. 
[ said 40,000,000 pounds of combing and cloth- 


that we im} 
Mr. DINGLE 
jr r Wor . 
Mr. BRYAN. 
ill find that the imports for the last year were 129,000,000 pounds. 
*. DINGLEY cludes carpet wools as well as cloth- 
‘ombil » wools used in making cloth. I was 
is. I have not yet referred to carpet 
ll say now that we raise almost no carpet 
Of the 86,000,000 pounds of carpet wools 


year probably not over 2,000,000 pounds 


*h more profitable to raise clothing 
y impose a duty on them? 
l explain that, I think, to the gentle- 
he duty on carpet wool, I will state, is less 
Carpet wools are a coarse variety, that 
arket in the 


[ wil 


mm 
h 


he invoice valuation. 
nue duty. From the protec- 
‘retaining the small duty of 
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We imported, I repeat, 40,- | 





There is a belie! —I do | than the simple value of the wool to the farmer. 


| have. 


| in connection with these remarks. 
again, the improvement of breeds of sheep and in- | 


rentleman will refer to Appendix D he | 


last six months about 9 cents a | 
The | 


MARCH 9, 


less than 3 cents per pound is that there are certain small pro- 


portions of carpet fleeces that are finer than the body of the fleece, 
which may be and are frequently separated and used in the manu- 
facture of coarse cloth, and thus to that extent come in compe- 
tition with clothing wool. It has seemed, therefore, desirable 
in any tariff which protects the wool grown here to also main- 
tain asmall duty on carpét wools. Even the revenue tariff of 
1846 imposed the same duty (30 per cent) on carpet wools as on 
clothing wools—almost the same duty (32 per cent) imposed on 


| carpet wools by the McKinley tariff. 
seen from this that the amount that is required for ad- | 


Carpet wools are simply exceedingly coarse wools, raised upon 


| a class of sheep that produce a very small quantity per head in 


the semi-barbaric countries in which they are kept. 
Mr. CAPEHART. They produce more pounds per head than 
any other. 


Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is speaking of a variety of 


sheep kept in some parts of this country, which produce a much 


larger clip of coarse carpet wool than the variety kept abroad. 
As I have already said, we now raise very few carpet wools in 
this country, although many think we shall by and by largely in- 
crease our yield of such wools. 

By including carpet wools with clothing wools the report of 
the majority gives the impression that we are really making very 
little progress in the growth of clothigg wool in this country. 
Now, that is notso. Taking clothing and combing wools alone, 
not including carpet wools, we produced in 1860 only 28 per cent 
of the clothing wools used inthiscountry. The last year we pro- 
duced nearly 70 per cent of the clothing wools used in this coun- 
try. In 1860 we produced about 60,000,000 pounds of wool, about 
2 pounds per capita; in 1891 we produced 286,000,000 pounds, or 44 
pounds per capita, while we imported 40,000,000 pounds in an un- 


| manufactured form and about 100,000,000 pounds in manufactured 


form, thus making our whole consumption of clothing wools about 
430,000,000 pounds, or 6? pounds per inhabitant. Continue protec- 
tion to the farmer on clothing wools and it will not be ten years 


| before the farmers of this country will raise sufficient wool for all 
| clothing and combing purposes in this country, barring a small 


quantity that will be imported to produce certain effects. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is a question that has more significance 
It is a vital 
question to the farmers of thiscountry. Sheep are the most im- 
portant renovators of the soil that the farmers of this country 
Take them away from our farmers, break down wool-grow- 
ing, and you will find that you have not only taken away from the 
farmer animportant product which he can raise now with a profit, 


| and to a large extent an invaluable source of meat supply, but you 
| have discouraged the keeping of the flocks which are so valuable 
| for maintaining the fertility of the soil. 


CLOTHING WOOL USED IN THIS COUNTRY. 


Mr. OATES. Ido not like to interrupt the gentleman from 
Maine, but I would like to ask him a question which is pertinen} 
As I understand, there are 
three grades of wool? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are more than three grades. 

Mr. OATES. Well, three distinct grades. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are three classes of wool recognized 
in the tariff. Class 1 is known technically as clothing wool, class 
2 as combing wool, both classes comprising the kinds of wool 
used in making cloth and dress goods, and class 3 as carpet wool. 

Mr. OATES. Did I understand the gentleman to state that of 
classes 1 and 2 consumed in this country last year 70 per cent was 
grown in the United States? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, nearly 70 per cent of classes 1 and 2, 
that is, of all except carpet wool, used in this country, is grown 
here. 

Mr. OATES. Are you able to state the amount of that? 

Mr. DINGLEY. In pounds? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have already stated that we raised 286,000,- 
000 pounds of wool in this country—I mean of classes 1 and 2— 


| and we imported last year 40,000,000 pounds, or thereabouts, 
| in an unmanufactured form, and about 100,000,000 pounds in a 


manufactured form. 

Mr. OATES. You mean of both classes, first and second, to- 
gether. 

Mr. DINGLEY. First and second together. They are both 
used indiscriminately. One is used for combing exclusively, and 
the other for both carding and combing, goods made of wool by 
the former process of manufacture being technically called wool- 


| ens, and by the latter process called worsteds. 


Mr. OATES. You stated though that70 per centof the amount 
consumed was raised in this country. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes,sir. Nearly 70 per cent of the whole 
amount consumed by the people; of all except 40,000,000 pounds 
the amount used by our mills. 
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Mr. OATES. I thought you were able to state how much was 
produced of that grade. . 
Mr. DINGLEY. I have already said that it was 286,000,000 
pounds last year. 
Mr. OATES. 
wools. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
classes 1 and 2. 

Mr. OATES. 
with the other. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not by any means. Indeed, there is now 
used very little wool of long fiber, technically known as comb- 
ing wools (class 2 of the tariff), because modern machinery is able 
to comb the shorter wool, known as class 1. The two classes are 
not mixed. 

Mr. Chairman, now another point. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I hope that we shall have order. 
We would like to hear the gentleman from Maine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 


ALLEGED INCREASE OF IMPORTS OF CLOTHING WOOL LAST YEAR. 


Mr. DINGLEY. The report of the majority claims that more 
clothing wools—by which is meant class 1 and class 2—were im- 
orted last year under the McKinley tariff than the year before. 
tis true that more unmanufactured wools were imported last year 
than the year before, but not so many manufactured wools, 
the net result being a large decline of importations of wool in 
the two forms in the aggregate. Our mills used more wool in 
this country last year than they used the year before, because 
the McKinley tariff reduced importationseof woolen goods. We 
used every pound that was produced in this country, or will have 
done so before another clip is ready. And we were obliged to 
import 40,000,000 pounds or thereabouts besides in the unmanu- 
factured form. 
We imported about 104,000,000 pounds in the manufactured 
form. Thus we imported last year 144,000,000 of clothing wool 
in all forms, manufactured and unmanufactured. 


That embraces second-class as well as first-class 


It is necessary to have wool of one class to mix 


| ference in cost; and that manufacture 


You can not make any distinction between | 


would be crippled. It is 
surprising that you should have given only 5 per cent more duty 
on mohair plush than you have given on the cheapest grades of 
cloth. 

Mr.MONTGOMERY. Then you putit upon the ground of the 
difference in the cost of labor in Europe and here? 


Mr. DINGLEY. The labor all along the line. If the gentle- 


| man will bear with me, the labor in the ultimate process of the 


manufacture is an important element, but the labor in the con- 
struction of the mill, the labor in the preparation of the material, 
the labor in the building of the machinery, the labor all along 
the line must also be considered in estimating the difference of 
cost. 

Mr. WALKER. And in the repairs. 

Mr. DINGLEY: And in the repairs, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts says; it must all be taken into consideration. So 
that when you say that the whole cost of labor in the better class 
of woolen goods is only 30 per cent—it is larger in plushes—you 
should remember that that only refers to the labor in the final 
processes of manufacture, not in building and maintaining mill 
and machinery; and that this 30 per cent refers to domestic cost 
and not to foreign cost. Duties are imposed on foreign invoice 
value, not domestic value, so that a duty of 50 per cent on for- 


| eign value of woolens is very nearly the same as 30 per cent on 


The previous | 


year we imported 29,000,000 poundsof unmanufactured wool and | 


162,000,000 pounds of wool in the form of cloth. 

A MEMBER. Three pounds of wool to the dollar? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Estimating 3 pounds of wool to the dollar 
of foreign invoice value, which is agreed upon by experts as be- 
ing substantially correct. Now, we imported last year 144,000,000 
pounds of imported wool in the two forms. We imported the 

revious year about 190,000,000 pounds of wool inthe two forms. 
Therefore, we imported the past year over 45,000,000 pounds of 
clothing wool less than we imported the previous year. 

Mr, BRYAN. That much over what was produced. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We produced over 9,000,000 pounds more than 
the previous year, and the balance used was made up of an in- 
crease of importation of raw wool to the extent of 12,000,000, and 
by the use of the domestic wool which had accumulated in con- 
sequence of excessive importations of woolen goods in the two or 
three years prior to the passage of the McKinley tariff. The 
McKinley tariff has caused an increased demand for wool by our 
mills. : 

DUTIES ON WOOLEN GOODS. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him one question which he promised to answer? Do you regard 
the rate of protection in this bill as sufficient to protect the man- 
ufacturers? 

Mr. DINGLEY. As to all low grades of woolen goods, as the 
bill is drawn, it will. 
tective duties to the manufacturer as to such goods as are used 


There is but very little change in the pro- | 


by the masses; and as to one important class of low-grade cloths, | 


no change of the 40 per cent ad valorem duty of the McKinley 
tariff. It is in the higher grades where you have made a reduc- 
tion of 10 per cent. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. You regard the bill as sufficient? 

Mr. DINGLEY. As to the common grades of goods I do not 
think there will be any serious difficulty, so far as the manufac- 
turer is concerned; but when you come to the finer grades of 
goods, the rich man’s goods, the goods which our mills are be- 
ginning to successfully make under the McKinley tariff, you have 
cut down the duty to a point where our mills making this class 


of fine goods will find it difficult to make headway against for- | 


eigncompetition. Under your billour mohair plush mills would 
be very largely brought to a standstill, and the erection of new 
mills to make these goods would stop. — 
_ MONTGOMERY. Will the gentleman tell me why it can 
not? : 
Mr.DINGLEY. Itcan not be made, for the reason that plush 
oods or pile goods, as we call them, are goods which require a 
arger amount of labor in their manufacture than any other tex- 
tiles. Our labor costsso much more than similar labor abroad that 
the duty you have given on plush goods will not cover the dif- 


} 


i while we have cons 


the domestic value. 

Now, I would like to ask my friend, if we found under the old 
duty which existed that few plush goods could be made in this 
country with a duty of 45 per cent, it was not good evidence that 
those goods could not be made here successfully without a higher 
rate of protective duty than that—— 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Will the gentleman permit me to an- 
swer him now? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I think the reason that class of goods 
is not made here—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, we are making them now quite largely. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Then I will say that I think the reason 
why that class of goods was not made here is that there was such 
a great profit under the tariff in other grades of goods that the 
manufacturers turned their attention exclusively to those grades. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then, if there was such a wonderful opening 
here for plush goods before the McKinley tariff, how did it hap- 
pen that nearly one-fourth of the woolen machinery in this coun- 
try was shut down in 1889 and I890? , 





Mr. MONTGOMERY. I suppose it resulted from overproduc- 
tion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. From over-importation you mean, because 
our production was less than it had been. That is what caused 


the shutting down of woolen machinery. 
publican side.] If gentlemen will notice the rapid increase of 
importations of woolen goods in those years, on account of the 
low duties accidentally placed on worsteds by the act of 1883, they 
will see what it was that inju rer and wool-grower. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have taken more time than I intended, 
because gentlemen have interrupted me to such an extent with 
questions, 

Several MEMBERS. Goon! Goon! 

MEMBERS on the Democratic side. We 
time you want. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I thank you, gentlemen, for the co 
tended to me, and only regret that I have trespassed upon it so 
far beyond my original intention. : 


[Applause on the Re- 
t 


"ea nuiact 


will rive you @ail the 


THE WOOLEN 


Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the important ben- 
efits which the McKinley tariff has conferred on our woolen 
manufacturing industry, as well as wool-growers, in one 
and five months, and which this bil] would 


year 


bill, if passed, arrest 


The McKinley tariff increased the duty on worsted and the finer 
grades of woolen goods 20 per cent, and because of this the charge 


was made on every stump in the 


friends that we had incr 
to the extent that the duty had been raised. ThatI say was tl 


country by our Democratic 


ased the cost oi the poor man’s « thin 
I 


charge, and it has been repeated to-day by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Now, what has been the result of that increase of duty on the 
higher grades?—for on the lower grades there was no increase: 
on some of them there was a reduction. The result has been 
that we have imported in 1 ast year $20,000,000, foreign valua- 


tion, less of woolen goods than we imported in the previous year 


imed as many woolen goods as ever, or more 


than ever before. Where did those goods come from? Neat 
one-fourth of the woolen machinery in the United States was 
shut down under the agitation which grew out of the \ bill 
| and the increased importations; but every set of woolen ma- 
chinery in this country that was equipped to make the kind of 
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cloth that was needed has been running during the past year, 
and we have made more than $30,000,000 in value of woolen goods 
in this country in excess of what we made in the previous year. 
And have the prices of any goods used by the masses been in- 
creased? Not one cent, in spite of all assertions to the contrary. 

| am informed by leading clothiers and dealers in woolen cloth 
and clothing in various parts of the country that woolen cloth- 
ing and woolen goods are to-day cheaper than they were before 
the McKinley tariff was enacted. The result of the McKinley 
tariff has not been to increase the cost of goods to the consumer 
one single cent; while it has added more than $30,000,000, some 
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say $40,000,000, value of woolen goods tothe product of our own | 
mills; furnishing opportunities for additional employment for | 


more labor, furnishing a better market for our farmers, and 
bringing an increased prosperity to the country so far as that 
industry is concerned; and all this accomplished without adding 
a single cent to the cost of any of these goods to the consumer. 


W hat more convincing refutation than this could there be of your | 


assumption that the protective duty on a manufactured article 
increases the cost of the domestic article to the extent of the 
duty? Twenty per cent duty added, as you say; not a cent in- 
crease of cost to the consumer. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is it positively the 
has not increased the cost? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis positively the fact 
made in this country. 
used by the rich, by the men whoare not content with an Ameri- 
can article, by the men who want to be able to say that they wear 
foreign clothes, who, although they could do a great deal better 
in this country, will insist upon having foreign articles on which 
the price has been slightly raised. Some classes of those fine 


fact that the McKinley act 


tas to goods that are 


There are some very fine woolen goods | 


| country and used by the masses; 


wool produced by the herders who make wool-raising their ex- 
clusive business? 


Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
find any. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 


T can not. 
I have looked for such statistics and can not 


I think there are none. 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman permit another question? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I yield for a moment. 
HOW PROTECTION CHEAPENS THE COST OF GOODS. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman has stated that woolen goods 
are cheaper to the consumer now than they were before the pas- 
sage of the McKinley bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, as a matter of information, I would like 
to know by what process the business of manufacturing woolen 
goods has revived if the manufacturer is compelled to sell his 
goods now for less than he did before? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think I can explain, in reply to the gentle- 
man’s question, a principle in connection with protection which 
has not been brought to his notice, and when I have done so he 
will see the soundness of the claim of the protectionists that the 
encouragement of manufactures in this country, so as to give our 
own manufacturers.the home market, or a large and certain 
market, tends to reduce the cost of the manufactured product. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the fact of course can not be denied that 
woolen goods are lower than they were before the McKinley 
tariff act was passed—I mean all such goods as are made in this 
and it is also the fact that every 


woolen mill in this country and every set of wool-manufactur- 


| ing machinery is to-day running, whereas a quarter of them were 


goods, which we do not make to any great extent in thiscountry | 


or which we are just beginning to mak 
price; but I say there is no article of woolen goods that is used 
by the masses of this country whose price has been increased by 
the passage of the McKinley tariff. Thereis no doubt upon that 
point: Go into any store in the Jand and compare the prices at 
the two points of time and you will find the fact to be as I have 
stated. 
THE SHODDY QUESTION. 
r.GRADY. They use more shoddy, and that is the reason 
they do not increase the price. 

Mr. DINGLEY. “Ah” says the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina{[Mr. GRapDy], ‘* they are using more shoddy.’ 
mills are using less shoddy, proportionately, than they did ten 
ye _ ago, and far less than is used in Great Britain. 

.GR ADY. The Dry-Goods Economist says that they are 
using more; 21 poundsof wool and the balance cotton and shoddy. 

Mr. DING LEY. 
shoddy in the aggregate than we did ten years ago, but 
less per capita, and much less than the mills of the United King- 
dom use, where the use of shoddy is increasing. 
census report—— 

Mr. GRADY. Oh, the census reports can not refute what the 
Dry-Goods Economist’s experts found by analysis. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Chairman, the censusexperts have visited 
every manufacturing establ ishment in this country, have exam- 
ined their books, haveascertaine d just the amountof wool, shoddy, 
cotton, and other substitutes, that have been used, and fortunately, 
the report on that subject is issued to-day. What does it show 
tobethefact? Our mills used in 1880, 52,000, 000 pounds of shoddy, 
or more than ! pound per capita; in 1890 we used 61,000,000 pounds, 
or less than 1 pound per capita. Our woolen mills made nearly 
40 per cent in pounds and yards more woolen goods in 1890 than 
in 1880, and yet use d only 17 per cent more shoddy at the former 
period than at the latter. On the other hand, the latest official 
reports make it clear that the millsof the United Kingdom used 
more than twice the amount of shoddy per capita, and per set of 
machinery that our mills used. 

Mr. SCOTT. How is the comparison with reference to the 
amount of finished products? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, that is very much greater in England 
than here. I have statistics on that subject which I will publish 
in connection with my remarks. None of the great wool-manu- 
facturing countries in the 
United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, why is shoddy—or rag-wool, for that is 
what it is—why is rag-wool used in the manufacture of any cloth? 
No matter what the country, free wool or protected wool, shoddy 
is used to cheapen the cost of the article, is it not? Now, the 
country where the standard of living is the highest, and where 
the earnings of the people are largest, will for this reason use 
less shoddy than the country where the wages are less and the 
standard of living lowest. 


Mr. COOMBS. Can the gentleman state what proportion the 


more 


ce, may have increased in | 


silent in 1888. 

A MEMBER. Do you mean to say that every woolen mill inthe 
country is running to-day? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I mean every mill adapted to produce the 
kind of goods that are wanted. Some old mills adapted only to 
the production of goods used twenty years ago and that are not 
wanted now, are of course notrunning. Thisor any other manu- 


| facturing business can not be successfully carried on in the same 


In fact, our | 


During the past year we have used, of course, | 


I have here the | 


| knows the reason. 


way that it was twenty or thirty years ago. If aman does not 
keep up with the times in anything, of course he can not expect 
to succeed. 

Now, what is the poe ego of this fact which can not be de- 
nied? Desiring to get an explanation, I went to a leading man- 
ufacturer, who, I knew, had a quarter of his machinery shut 
down in 1889, while in 1891 he wasrunningeveryspindle. I said 
to him, ** What are you getting for your goods now?” He told 
me. Then I asked, ‘*‘ How does that compare with the prices of 
1889?” He answered, ‘‘ One to 10 cents a yard less, according to 
grade.” ‘‘ Did youmake any profitin 1889?” ‘* No; [lostmoney.” 
‘Did you make anything in 1891?” ‘‘ Yes; I made a very fair 
profit.” ‘* How could you make a profit if you received 1 to 10 
cents less per yard than you did in 1889, when, as you stated, you 
lost money?” ‘‘Why,” said he, ‘‘every woolen manufacturer 
When I could run only three-fourths of mv 
machinery I could not produce goods as cheaply as I can now 
when I runallof it. Whenmy market is large and certain I can 
strain every particle of machinery I have; | am encouraged to 
put new capital into the business to bring into use new labor- 
saving devices, and besides a large part of the expenses are very 
nearly the same whether I run three-fourths of my machinery or 
the whole of it. Thus I can make goods at a lower cost per } yard 
with a quick market and a large demand that allows me to in- 
crease my production than I can when the market is dull.” That 
is the explanation. 

Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
question? 


That is very satisfactory 

I am glad to hear the gentleman say so. 
Now, will the gentleman allow me one further 
May not this improved state of business result from 


| the fact stated by the gentleman from Maine that wool is 2 cents 


world uses so little shoddy as the | 


a pound cheaper in this country and 6 cents a pound cheaper in 
foreign countries than it was last year? Is not the fact that the 
manufacturer gets his raw material cheaper the real cause of 
his business being enlivened? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no! 

Mr. BUTLER. I should suppose it was. If the difference in 
the price of wool abroad and here is as much as you state, w ould 


not the advantage be largely in favor of the manufacturer here’ 





| facturer here because the decline has been more 


Mr.DINGLEY. Thatdifference isof course against the manu- 
abroad than 


here. I was speaking of the situation in this country now and a 


| year and a half and two years ago. 


j 


Mr. BUTLER. 
are. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And I think that in the Territory wools 
there is nota great deal of difference in the price per scoured 


Well, I was speaking of facts whatever they 


wool produced by farmers w sho raise other products bears to the ' pound now and a year and a half ago. 
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Mr. BUTLER. But you said about 6 cents in Australia? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I said the price had declined from 4 to 6 
cents in Australia. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


Mr. BUTLER. Well, is not that a great inducement to the | 


manufacturer to rush bis commodities? 

Mr. BRYAN. Dol understand the gentleman from Maine to 
say that woolen goods are cheaper now than before the passage 
of the McKinley bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I say, as to the class of woolen goods made in 
this country and worn by the masses of the people of the country, 
they are on an average about 5 per cent cheaper. 

Mr. BRYAN. Are they cheaper than they are abroad? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not say anything about that. I was dis- 
cussing another point. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. We are much interested in the discus- 
sion which is going on; and I am satisfied myself that the gentle- 
men who are plying questions to the gentleman occupying the 


floor, Governor DINGLEY, will not appropriate the information | 
he is able to give and is giving them to their benefit. Hence I | 
desire to have the gentleman go on with the discussion, in which 


we are all interested, without interruption. 

Mr. WISE. That is not a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood these interruptions 
were all made with the consent of the gentleman occupying the 
floor. Of course, if the gentleman does not yield to the interrup- 
tions the Chair will see that his time is not consumed by other 
members. 


Mr. BRYAN. We didnot understand that it was necessary to 


ask the consent of the other gentleman. 


LABOR COST OF AN ARTICLE DETERMINES WHETHER IT IS DEAR OR CHEAP. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ne- 
braska asked me whether goods are lower—woolen goods worn 


than in Great Britain. 
I answer him that while the cheaper grades of goods that are 
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in the savings bank and was getting along very prosperously. 
He went back to pay a visit to Cork and while he was gone he 
bethought him that as he had to get a new coat he would buy one 
there. He did so, and he paid $8 for it, and when he returned 
some of my Democratic friends having heard that he bought the 
coat and paid $8 for it and that the price of the same coat was $9 
here undertook before a crowd of fellow Democrats one day to 
rally him on the point. So they said: **‘ Mike, you are a protec- 
tionist, yet see what you have done. You have paid $1 more for 
that coat on account of protection than you could have got it for 
if we had been under free trade.” ‘‘Ah, not so,” said Mike; “TI 
can buy that coat in this country for six days’ labor, and in Cork 
it will take twelve days’ labor to buy it.” [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Mr. BRYAN. And if the Nebraska farmer attempts to ex- 
change his wheat for woolen clothing, does he get as much woolen 
clothing for wheat of the same amount as the English farmer 
does when he exchanges his wheat? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you mean if we were under a system of 
free trade? 

Mr. BRYAN. No; I mean right now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman is proposing to make an ex- 
ception in favor of one man who lives in a country under the 
policy of protection and securesall the benefits of protection, and 
then asks whether that man, who receives the benefit of the home 
market, secured by a general protective policy, if he be allowed 
the exceptional privilege of importing a manufactured article, 
which is cheaper abroad than here, free of duty, will be benefited 
by that exceptional privilege. 

Mr. BRYAN. I am making the exception in favor of the man 
whom you have been pleading for all the afternoon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. WhatI say to my friend from Nebraska is— 


| and there is no doubt about it—that if you apply his policy of free 


not all straight wool are as low here asin England, yetall straight | 


wool goods are not as low here when estimated in money, but 
that they are much cheaper when estimated in labor or service, 
in which most men ultimately pay for their supplies. 

Mr. SCOTT. Woolen goods then cost more per yard in Eng- 
and? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, in money, when the goods are all 
straight wool, but less in labor. 

A MEMBER. Well, will you point out the difference? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will, and that is just the mistake that gen- 
tlemen make here. 

Mr. SCOTT. Do you not measure labor bymoney? How can 
you measure it otherwise? Is not money the measure or the 
standard by which you measure everything? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I willillustrate what I mean: The Chinaman 
gets 10 cents a day in money for his labor, while the American 
workman gets $1.50 per day for his labor. 

Mr. SCOTT. Or fifteen times as much. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; now, the Chinaman will take his la- 
bor and buy in China with it less than one-half of that kind of 
product which may be bought in this county by the labor of an 
American, notwithstanding the money price of the article is 
much less in China than here. We all, or the most of us, unless 
we happen to have bonds to clip, ultimately pay for everything 
we purchase, in what? In our labor; in ourservice. Is that not 
true? Now, if we pay ultimately in service, the function of 
money and the part that it plays in the transaction is simply to 
make the medium of exchange. It is the medium of exchange 
between the labor and the product which the laborer seeks to 


trade to this country and make it general, as you must if you ap- 
ply it all—for the policy must be either free trade or protection, 


| one or the other—if you apply the policy of free trade generally 
by the masses of the people, especially those that are all wool— | 


in this country, then the farmer of Nebraska will pay more 
in the products of his farm for every manufactured articles that 
he purchases than he did previously. 

Mr. BRYAN. Wait a minute— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Please let me take a portion of the time. 

Mr. BRYAN. lam trying get an answer to my question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have answered it. 

Mr.BRYAN. Youweretalking about the future. Il am speak- 
ing of the present. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, see what the gentleman has under- 
taken to show. He says that under a policy of protection that 
gives a citizen all the benefits of protection, that gives him these 
great home markets, that increases the demand for and conse- 
quently the price of whatever he produces by diversifying in- 
dustries, that places part of our people in manufacturing indus- 
tries instead of all on the farm, which gives him the wages that 
we have in thiscountry—thatif that manalone, or afew men like 
him, can bs allowed the exceptional privilege of importing goods 
from abroad free of duty he will be benefited. Granted, be- 


| cause his solitary man is living under a system of protection 


procure. Money is used for that purpose as a matter of conveni- | 


ence; that is all that it does. 


Now, when you say that acoat which costs in Cork $8 ischeaper | 
2 


than one which costs #9 in Iowa, you have got to know another 
fact before you can determine it, and that is how much does the 
man who has to buy the coat get for his labor or service in the 
two countries respectively. Anarticle costing 50 cents in China, 
at 10 cents a day for labor, is much more expensive than one cost- 
ing $1 here, with labor at $1.50. There was a bright Hibernian 
in my State once who illustrated this point in a way that I trust 
my friend from Nebraska will appreciate. ‘ 

He was a Republican and a protectionist, by the way, and he 
had been over in this country for fifteen years. He had not been 
able to get ahead any in the old country, but he came here to this 


which gives him the purchasing power that he would not have 
if he was living under a system of free trade. But if free trade 
should be our policy for ail, as it must be if it is for any, then 
his solitary citizen of Nebraska, as well as all other citizens, 
would all be under the free-trade conditions which reduce the 
earnings of all, including the price of wheat here and abroad, 
and therefore reduce the purchasing power of every citizen 

Mr. BRYAN. Then you admit that the farmer in England 
can buy more clothing with the same amount of wheat than the 
farmer in Americacan? And that is your explanation of it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have explained the case, and I prefer that 
my answer should be taken as my view of the matter, rather 
than the answer that you seek to have me make. 

A MEMBER. That is the fact. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I mean to say simply this: That when you 
come down to the conditions of free trade, they must be condi- 
tions that apply generally, and that under the condition of gen- 
eral free trade, then the farmer would not get as much of cloth 
or clothing for his wheat or other farm products as now under 
protection. 

Mr. BRYAN. Do you refuse to answer that question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink I need not answer it further: cer- 
tainly I shall\decline to be longer diverted from the course of 


|} my argument. 


country to improve his condition, this country where people are | 


taxed so much, where such burdens are imposed uponthem. He 
came here to improve his condition and he did improve it. He se- 
cured himself a little house and paidforit. He had alittle money 


| 


| 


Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman wants to put somebody on 
the confessional. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. When the gentleman is recognized in hi: 
own time he may discuss the point as he sees fit. I prefer not to 
have my time further occupied by the gentleman. 

Mr. BRYAN. You permitted me to ask my question 
































































































































































































































































































































































Yes, and Lanswered the gentleman as seemed 


to me proper, and after I have done that he presists in taking 
u tir 
BRYAN. W he gentlemen allow me to state my ques- 
ti tine ? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. .Mr. Chairman,I suggest to these 
gentlemen, on account of their being new members of this House 
and on account of their well-known modesty and dispostion to 


brought into undue prominence, thatthe gentleman 





fr lowa| Mr. BUTLER] and the gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. 
BRYAN] be permitted to proceed with their argument, and that 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY], who has been con- 

tly in pting them, b e required to sit down and give them 

‘hance. Laughter on the Republican side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gi ntleman from Maine [Mr. Dini 
LEY] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, this interruption has diverted 
me somewhat from the course of my argument, and has com- 
pelled me to occupy much more time than I intended. 

S F REVENUE BY PASSAGE OF WOOL BILL 
[ listened while the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMIL- 


LIN] was speaking for some statement as to what the loss of rev- 
e! would be if this bill should become alaw. Idid not hear 
any such statement, important as it must be, especially in view 
of the fact that the McKinley tariff has just reduced the revenue 


sixty millions per annum; neither dol find in the report, which 
has been presented by the majority of the committee, any dis- 
tinct statement as to the probable loss of revenue from the pas- 


sage of this bill, notwithstanding a page and a half isdevoted to 
the subject. Ordinarily when it is proposed to enact such legis- 
lation as this, the Secretary of the Treasury, or the Bureau of 
Statistics, is inquired of as to what the effect of a particular tariff 
bill will be on the revenue. 

We have nothing of that kind in 
have examined the matter a little 
of it tinto law on the revenues would be: and I find that 
on the basis of the importations of the first six months of the pres- 
ent fiscal year—assuming that the importations shall be the same 


this case, and therefore I 


senactmen 


for the balance of the year the loss of revenue by the passage 
of this } vould be a little over $27,000,000 for the first year. 
Twenty-seven millions of dollar s! Isit not a little surprising, 
Mr. Chairman, after all the declamation we have had in this 
House over the fact that this country was nearing bankruptcy in 
consequence of a reduction of the revenue, that a bill should 
serious y be proposed that will cut down the revenues $27 000,000? 
Where would the country be left at the end of the next fiscal year 
with such a loss of revenue? 
INCREASE OF IMPORTATIONS UNDER THIS BILL 


| dise have increased $111,340,102 
| tured articles increased ten and one-half m 
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| the countries of the w vorld. 


| hundred millions annually 


myself, to see what the effect | 


Such a loss of revenue is one which every gentleman of this 
House must know the country cannot possibly endure at the 
present time j 

[ notice, however, that the report of the majority of the com- | 
I claims that there would be a large increase in the > imp re 
tations of foreign woolen goods, which would make up a part of 
this loss of revenu | have made some calculation on that point 
and I have found that the importations of woolen goods into thi 
country for the fiscal year 1894 should be at least $100,000,000, in 
ol to cover tl oss of revenue. Imagine the effect of such 
an im on of woolen goods as that on the woolen industry 
‘ ‘ ry. Why, it would not be possible for our woolen 
milis to make headway against such an importation of foreign 
goods. |] increase should be even half of that, or run up to | 
$75,000,000, it would bring ruin upon the woolen mills of this | 
countr 

} rt of the majority of the Ways and Means Committe 

dy 3 he assumed injury to the wool-manufacturing indust eles 

of t pro @ y on clothing wools, and contends that with 

y would greatly expand. Evenif this were 
expansk that would arise from class legis- | 
la otection to the manufacturer and a withdrawal of pro- | 

ti the f But there is noevidence that our woolen- 

n y V 1 be aided by free wool. Indeed, 
this industry has grown more rapidly than our cotton-manufac- | 

tur i t has with free cotton The value of manufactures 
OL WOOL ] ca ta was $1.5¢ I 1840, $2.09 in 1860, $5.34 in L580, j 
a $6 in | i. | 
‘ of o anufactures of cotton per capita was $2.82 | 

} s Ls and $4 1590 
of wool oods were $1.16 per capita in 1860 | $ 
A ‘ t ca ain 1591 
I eport th the reduction in the price of 
clothing 1 would result from placing wool on the free list 

all at the « ( r—would as largely increase the 
co len in this country as the abolition of | 
the duty « ised the consumption of sugar, so that ! 
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even so large an increase of importations would not diminish 
the demand for domestic woolens, overlooks the fact that th: 

abolition of the duty on sugar interfered with no industry in 
this country and diminished the purchasing power ofnoone. The 
abolition of the duty on wool would directly diminish thx ability 
of every farn er who kee ps sheep to purchase woolen goods and 


other articles, and would indirectly affect many others in the 
same direction. And if the same policy is to be extended to 
other indusiries as to wool—and it would be a grave injustice 
not to apply the same policy all along the line—then the earn- 
ings of not only the farmer and of‘the laborer, but also of al 


classes, would be brought down to the free-trade standard of 
Great Britain, less than eres of 5 wen they are here; and 
this would reduce the ability to pu: far beyond the reduc- 
tion of money price of woolen goods and pense * products, and would 
result in a diminution of the consumption by our people instead 
of an increase 





THE MARKETS OF THE WORLD 

The report predicts that if this bill should pass it would spe sedily 
open up fore i gn markets for our woolen goods. Pray, where 
The countries that use woolen goods for the most part make a 
larger amount than they consume. Could we successfully export 
to England, or to France, or to Belgium, or toGermany? It is 
folly to assume that we could do so with our higher paid labor. 
Why, with cotton lower than England can have it, we export 
only twelve millions of cotton goods per annum, and these al! 
coarse goods, while we import twenty-five millions of fine goods. 
What reason is there to expect that we could do as well wit! 
woolens, which require a larger amount of labor in their manu- 
facture? Surely,none. Indeed,all the imports of woolens by all 
exclusive of the United States, in- 
France,and Germany, amount toless than one 
,80 that if we could command all the 
markets of the world for woolens they would not take as many 
woolen goods as would be required to be imported to make up 
the loss of revenue that would arise from the Springer bill. 


M KINLEY T 


cluding England, 


ARIFF VINDICATED BY RESULTS 

Mr. Chairman, the reckless assaults which were made on the 
McKinley tariff, embodying the principle of protection, when the 
most ignorantand unfounded prophecy could not be answered by 
results, and which were temporarily successful—assaults which 
have been repeated to-day by the gentleman from Tennessee—are 
now confounded and overwhelmed by the successful workings of 
this law ul already that the most earnest friends ar 
more than satisfied, the doubtful reassured and convinced, and 
even candid enemies who predicted disastrous results admit that 
they were mistaken. A trial of nearly eighteen months has con- 
vinced all who are willing to recognize the truth that the fa- 
vorable predictions of the friends of protection have been fully 
realized, and the direful forebodings of its enemies disappointed: 

1. The friends of the McKinley tariff predicted that it would 
reduce the revenue sixty millions per annum—substantially to the 
requirements of the regular expenditures of the Government—a 
consummation which all parties professed todesire. Its enemies 
were confident it would not do this. The result shows that the 
friends of the measure were right and its enemies wrong. The 
reduction of revenue in the first six months of the present fiscal 
year, since all the provisions of the new tariff went into effect, as 
compared with the first six months of the previous year, which 
were increased several millions by unusually large importation: 
in anticipation of tariff changes, were $36,912,209, indicating that 
the reduction for the entire fiscal year will not be far from th 
sixty millions predicted by its friends. 

The enemies of the new tariff predicted that it would cripple 
and diminish our foreign trade; that, in the language of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, it would be a ‘‘ wall of fire” against 
eign commerce. The friends of the new tariff predicted that it 
would increase rather than diminish our foreign trade, for th 

‘eason that the imports of articles which we can not produce, 
placed on the free list by the McKinley tariff, would be largely 
increased by the greater prosperity induced by the encourage- 
ment given to domestic industries through the restriction of im- 
ports of articles which wecan and ought to produce for ourselves, 
while at thesame time this stimulation of home industries would 
enlarge the surplus for export. 

The result shows that the friends of the 
right and its opponents wrong. The imports of free goods not 
pr oduced here have increased $140,798,441 against a decline o! 

135,872,277 in dutiable goods, making anet increase of $4,916,064 
in imports. At the same time the exports of domestic merchan- 
Even the exports of manufac- 
illions. Aggregate 


r, so successf 


jor- 


McKinley tariff wer 


increase of foreign trade, $116,256,166. 
There has been a reduction of over forty millions, foreign in- 
voice value, in the imports of manufactured goods which we can 
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j 
and ought to make here; and these goods previously imported are | 


now being made here, withor itany increase of cost to the consumer. 

There has been a reduction of importations of agricultural prod- 

ucts which we can produce here to the extent of more than 
$26,000 ,000 annually 

Truly, the ‘wall of fire” which the gentleman from Tennessee 
saw in his darkness has proved to be like the rays of the sun, per- 

meated with life and warmth and blessings. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will yield to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi to make a motion to adjourn. {Cries of “Let him go on!”| 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I wish to state that I rose expressly be- 
cause the friends of the gentleman from Maine told me he de- 
sired that the motion should be made, that he was ge tting fa- 
tigued, and desired to complete his remarks to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit t © 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having i 
sumed the Chair, Mr. BLOUNT, from the Gommittee of the W Phole é 
on the state of the Union, announced that that committee had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6007) placing wool on the 
free list and to reduce the duties on woolens, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


rr) 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec 
retaries. 

The message also announced that the President had approved 
and signed bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5399) making an appropriation to supply a diflfi- 
ciency in the appropriation for the expenses of the Eleventh Cen- 
sus, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 914) for the relief of Aquilia Jones, sr.: 

A bill (H. R. 32) to constitute Newark, in the State of New 
Jersey, a port of immediate transportation; and 

A bill (H. R. 435) to provide an additional mode of taking dep- 
ositions of witnesses in causes pending in the courts of th 
United States. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following concurrent 
resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the! 
be printed 6,000-copies of Executive Document No. 91, to include also pi 
ofsaid executive document, containing message of the President of the Unite 
States respecting the relation with Chili, diplom: atic correspondence 
dence, 4,000 of which shall be for the use of the members of the Houseof ! 
resentatives and 2,000 for the use of the Senators 








It also announced that the Senate had a House concurrent 
resolution relative to printing copiesof eulogies delivered in Con- 
gress upon Hon. W.H. F. Lee, late a Representative from the 
State of Virginia, with an amendment; in which concurrence was 
requested. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed House concurrent 
resolution relative to printing copies of eulogies delivered in Con- 
gress upon Leonodas C. Houk, late a Representative from thi 
State of Tennessee, with an amendment; in which concurrence 
was requested. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed House concurrent 
resolution relative to printing addresses delivered in the Hous 
of Representatives on January 21, 1892, upon the presentation o 
the portraits of Hon. Galusha A. Grow and Hon.Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, with an amend- 
ment; in which concurrence was requested. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the following 
resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 23,00 
copies of the eighth report of the United States Civil Service Commissi 
printed, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Ser 


for the use of the House of Representatives, and 20,000 copie 
the United States Civil Service Commission. 





[t also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which concurrence was request “d 

A bill (S. 1812) for the relief ef John B. Read 

A bill (S. 661) for the regulation of the prac tice of dentist ry it 
the Districtof Columbia, and for the protection of the people from 
empiricism in relation thereto; 

A bill (S. 698) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to carry 
out, in part, the provisions of *‘An act to divide a portion of the 
reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into sepa- 
rate reservations, and to secure the re -linquishme ntof the Indian 
title to the remainder, and for other purposes,” approved March 
2, 1889, and making appropriations for the same, and for other 
purposes. 





RECORD—HOUSE. 





Mr. McMILI Mr. Speaker, first stating that the discus- 
10n ¢ ad pening bill will » OI -morrow, | move that t 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: and accordingly (at 4 o’cloeck and 
58 minutes p. m.) the House adjourne , 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 

ver uly reported from committ . delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows 

By Mr. BELTZHOO\ Poe m the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 6863) for the relief of William and Mary ¢ eve, of 
Virginia. Report No. 562. 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the same committee: A bi oH. BR. 
1040) for the relief of Hatcher and Hiram Short. Report No 
563.) 

By Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Mi ‘ A 
bill (H. R. 4046) for the relief of J. E. Gillin Ss, with an 
amendment. = sport No. 573.) 

By Mr. HU! , from the same committee: A bill(H. R. 4113) to 
grant an honorable discharge to George W. Barr from the Army. 


Report No. 57 1.) 


By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 


laims: A bill (S. 211 for the relief of the sureties of Den: 
Murphy. Report No. 575.) 

By oy topes Missouri, from the same committee: A bill (H 
R. 6498) for the re “% f ¢ : Edward Cz a wan, adversely, and in lie 
thereof a bill Ht. . 1021) of the same title. Report No. 576. 

By Mr. . jas ‘i the Committee on Military Affai: 

A bill (H. R. 1287) correcting the military record of and grant- 
ing an honorabl discharge toR. V. Freeman. Report No. 591.) 

A bill (R. R. 2932) for the relief of Charles T. ¢ Gerrard. Re- 
port No. 592 

A bill (H. R. 2520) for the relief of Josep . Williams. (Re- 
port No. 593. 

A bill (H. BR. 976) to correct the military record of Lieut. Cor 

is McLean. (Report No. 594. 


A bill (H. R: 2083) to remove the cha ge of desertion from the 


— 
record of Andrew L. Grugett as a former member of Company 





K, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, and to 
rant him an honorable discharge therefrom. Report No. 595 
by Mr. STONE of Kent icky, from the Committee on War 

Claims: 

A bil! (H.R. 4498) for the relief of Samue Soe of Fauqu 

County, Va.: and a bill HI t. 4499) for the ef of Mary B. T 





Randolph, A.M.R iph, Beverly Rand a B. M. Randoly 
and E.C.Turner, of Fauquier County, Va., and W.F. Randolph 
Washington County, Miss. (Report No. 596.) 

\ bi H. ii. 4154) for the relief of Mrs. Naney C. Smith 
of Benton County. Miss.: a bill (A. R. 4135) for the relief of 1 
heirs of the estate of William M. Kimmons, deceased: a bill (H. 
KR. 4138) for the relief of Mrs. Eunice Hurdle, of Marshall County 








Mis a bill (H.R. 4140) for the relief of Martha A. Allen, ad- 
mi stratrix f Wyatt M. Allen, deceased, late of De Soto, Mis 
a bill (H ates for the relief of Elizabeth and B.L. Crum, of B 
ton County Miss.: a bi H. R. 4143) for the relief of tl / 
of B.S. Mz itl ock, deceased, of Benton County, Miss.: and a b 
H. R. 4139) for the relief of Dr. John H. Jones, of Marsha 
County, Miss. Report No. 597 
so, a bill (H. R. { ! ef of A. W. D of A 
té a { it Ala., a a r. R i7) fo rm of t] 
Bolivar Lodge of Free a \ccepted Masons. Report No. 598. 
By Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, a 
H. R. 4730) to remove the charve of desertion acainst Fred- 
erick Ottstotts. Repo t No. 599. 
By Mr. WINN, from the Committee on War Claims 
yj H. R. Bt Lo ( i irs of D r na 
] ete! hn T No. ¢ 
bill (A. I 40) toy the claim a™air the United Sta 
of th ‘ ( Flore \ sic Lov of J \ 
to the Court of Claim Report No. 601 
. ‘ > T 
( Z2of R XI] Or é 
to the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows 
By Mr. Bt WERS, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 2444) for the relief of Samuel Warrender. (R 
one 
No. 577. 
A bill (H. R. 2528) forthe relief of John W. Gassett. (Rep 
NO. OIA. 
\ bill (H. R. 2498) for the relief James Banfield. (Report No 
oid. 
\ bill (H. R. 2518) for the relief of Isaac Willia: Ln 


No. 580.) 
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A bill (H. R. 2530) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Robert Moore. Report No. 581.) 


A bill (H. R. 2519) for the relief of Thomas D. Wagonow. 
port No. 582.) 

A bill (H. R. 2445) to authorize and direct the Secretary of War 
to remove the charge of desertion from the records of the War 
Department as to Charles Whitham, late private United States 
Army, Battery F, Fifth Regiment Artillery, and to issue to him 


(Re- 


an honorable discharge. (Report No. 583.) 
\ bill (H. R. 2531) to remove the charge of desertion from Hugh 
Ferrall. (Report No. 584.) 


] OI 
A bill (H. R. 2529) for the relief of Pleasant Markham. 


pt rt No. 5SD5. } 


(Re- 


A bill (H. R. 2458) to correct the military record of Broad Cole. | 


(Report No. 586.) 

A bill (H.R. 2525) for the relief of Daniel Ward. (Report No. 
587.-) 

A bill (H. R. 2457) to correct the military record of John M. 
Butler. (Report No. 588.) 

A bill (H. R. 2527) for the relief of Allen Anderson. (Report 
No. 589.) 

A bill (H. R. 2526) for the relief of Harrison Thurmond. (Re- 
port No. 590.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 


(H. R. 3667) for the relief of John W. Eppes. (Report No. 564.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were severally dis- 


charged from the consideration of the following bills and resolu- | 


tions; which were respectively re-referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4690) for the relief of Dr. James Madison—the 
Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6728) granting arrears to Pauline M. Beach, 
widow of Henry S. Beach, deceased, late of Company B, Sixth 
Regiment Michigan Infantry Volunteers and First Regiment 
Michigan Heavy Artillery Volunteers—the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs discharged, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3340) to pay pension to Martha P. E. Kenly—the 


Committee on Pensions discharged, and the same was referred to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. WEADOCK: A bill (H. R. 7015) to repeal section 1218 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 7016) to provide for an inter- 
national monetary conference—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 7017) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a statue of the late Samuel J. Randall, of Pennsylvania, 
in the city of Washington—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 7018) to amend section 237 of the 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other purposes, approved October 1, 1890—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARVEY: A bill (H. R. 7019) granting tothe Purcell 
Bridge and Transfer Company the consent of the United States 

) construct and maintain a bridge over the South Canadian River 
at or within 1 mile of the town of Lexington, county of Cleveland, 
Territory of Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CROSBY: A bill (H. R. 7022) to consolidate mail mat- 
er of the third and fourth classes—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 7023) to encourage American 
shipbuilding—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 7024) to require reports of sale 


of all lands sold under judgment or decree of the United States 
courts to clerk of county where lands are situate—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 7025) to amend section 12 
of an act approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 


+) 


the adjudication of Indian depredations and to provide for their 
payment “—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 7026) to amend sections 2807 | 


and 2881 of the Revised Statutes 
state and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7027) to provide auniform 


method of procedure in regard to the acquisition of sites and the | 
buildings—to the Committee on Public | 


construction of public 
Buildings and Grounds. 





to the Committee on Inter- | 
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By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 7028) to provide settlement 
rights where two or more persons settle upon the same subdivi- 
sion of agricultural public lands before survey thereof—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 7029) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A joint resolution (H. Res. 102) re- 
questing the loan of certain articles for the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A resolution to consider the report of the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, etc.—to 
the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BURROWS: To print 3,000 copies of proceedings of 
| the International Congress held at Washington—to the Commit- 
| tee on Printing. 

By Mr. WISE: A memorial of the General Assembly of the 
| State of Virginia, relative to purchase of Temple Farm, in York 

en Virginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. . 

Also, a joint resolution of the General Assembly of Virginia, 
relative todeepening Meherrin River—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution of the General Assembly of Virginia, 
relative to monument to Matthew Fontaine Maury—to the Com- 
mittee on Library. 

Also, a joint resolution of the General Assembly of Virginia, 
requesting extension of postal facilities—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: A memorial of the General Assembly of Iowa, 
asking the adoption of a law to prevent the manufacture and sale 
of compound lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 











PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 

titles were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ARNOLD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7030) granting a 

pension to Andrew Metz, late a private in Company A, Scott 

| County (Mo.) Home Guards—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns. 

| By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 7031) for the relief of Sarah 

| Coleman and Florence Coleman—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

| By Mr. BYRNS: A bill (H. R. 7032) for the relief of De Lafay- 
ette Huskey—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7033) for the relief of Robert L. Lindsay—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7034) granting an honorable discharge to 

Henry J. Tucker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 7035) for the relief of Henry 
| D. O’Brine, late postmaster at St. Anthony, Minn.—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7036) granting a pen- 
| sion to Lillie Ries, late a nurse at Jefferson Barracks—to the Com- 
| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. EVERETT: A bill (H. R. 7037) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Martin Fraliex, deceased, late of Walker County, Ga.— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 7038) to remove charges of 
| desertion against McCreary Ayres—to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 
| By Mr. GANTZ: A bill (H. R. 7039) for the relief of Samuel B. 

Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7040) to in- 
crease the pension of Isaac D. Page—to the Committee on In- 
| valid Pensions. 
| By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 7041) to remove thecharge of 
| desertion against the name of George Igen—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7042) granting a pension to Thomas Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 7043) providing for the 
payment of a claim of Charles S. Bash for paving streets adjacent 
to the United States court-house and post-office in Fort Wayne, 
Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7044) providing for the payment of a claim 
due James Woulfe, of Fort Wayne, Ind., for paving the streets 
adjacent the United States court-house and post-office in Fort 
Wayne—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7045) for the relief of Mrs. 
Kate C. Rose—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: A bill (H. R. 7046) to pay Edward Golden 
for losses by fire while in Government employ—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 7047) granting a pension to 
' Eliza Chesnut—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 7048) for the re- | 
lief of William J. Murtagh, late proprietor of the National Re- | 
publican, of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7049) for the 
relief of John Warren, administrator of the estate of James Pan- 

ey, deceased, Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on | 
ar Claims. 

By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H. R. 7050) granting a pension to 
Peter Woden, late a soldier in the Indian war in 1850—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7051) granting a pension to Isaac W. West, 
of Company K, Sixth Regiment Delaware Infantry Volunteers— | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 7052) granting a pension to | 
Elizabeth L. Fritcher, formerly Elizabeth L. McQueen—to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 7053) for the relief of 
Gustav Gruis, late captain of Company F, One hundred and 
eighty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7054) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Leander Parker, late private of Company 
C, Seventieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7055) to increase the pension of Graham Mc- 
Clossen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 7056) granting a pension to 
James Drew—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7057) granting a pension to Ellen Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7058) granting a pension to Julia Burke—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7059) granting a pension to Teresa O’ Brien— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 7060) to correct the military 
record of Scott Mulford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7061) to correct the military record of Rich- | 
ard Curl—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7062) to reimburse George W. McKinsey, 
postmaster at Kokomo, Ind., for money paid out by him as said 

stmaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7063) to correct the military record of John 
M. Fagin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7064) to correct the military record of Con- | 
rad Bender—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 7065) for the relief of William 
H. , Fil eer the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 
7066) for the relief of Richard W. Johnson—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7067) for the relief of the estate 
of F. O. Darly, late of Vermillion Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7068) for the relief of the estate 
of Charles Armelin, of St. Mary Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7069) for the relief of the La Grange College, 
of Colbert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7070) for the relief of Henry 
Flomers—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7071) for the relief of Agnes Marshall—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7072) for the relief of the Lafayette Female 
Seminary, of Colbert County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7073) to increase 
the pension of John Mooneyham—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WINN: A bill (H. R. 7074) for the relief of Hiram A. 
Darnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7075) for relief of Thomas B. 
Davis—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 7076) for the relief of 
Henry Saucier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill(H. R. 7077) to increase the pension of Le Roy Gor- 
don—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr.WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill(H.R.7078) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Eubanks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of T. 
R. Mason—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. AMERMAN: Petitions of Paupack Grange, of Penn- 
sylvania, to encourage silk culture, to prevent gambling in farm ' 


. 


products, and favoring the pure-food bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the same body, for free distribution of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of the same body, favoring the pure-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discred- 
| iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 


Currency. 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Statement in the claim of Andrew Metz, 
of Scott County, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, statement in the claim of R. W. Barber, Company F, 
Fifty-sixth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Memorial of 270 citizens of West Vir- 


| ginia, petitioning Congress to amend laws relating to immigra- 


tion, naturalization, and citizenship so as to prohibit immigra- 
tion of criminals and paupers, or under contract, etc., requiring 
immigrants to procure consular certificates, etc.; also, favoring 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States provid- 
ing that no State shall grant the right of franchise to any per- 
son not a citizen of the United States—to the Select Committee 


on Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of Codorus Council, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Pennsylvania, asking 
for an amendment of the naturalization laws—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRETZ: Petition of the citizens of Heltonville, Ind., 
asking for the forfeiture of certain railroad land grants in the 
State of Oregon—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of 
New Jersey, in favor of increased pay for the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of the citizens of Lagrange 


=~? 


Cass County, Mich., for more efficient mail service—to the Com- 


| mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of citizens of Redfield, Cass County, Mich., for 
increased compensation, etc.—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BUSHNELL: Resolution of the Merchants’ Associa- 


| tion of Milwaukee, Wis., against the free silver coinage bill and 
asking Wisconsin Representatives to vote against it—to the 


Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of Clayton County, Iowa, 


| praying the retention of the duty on barley—to the Committee 


on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mitchell County, Iowa, praying 
the retention of the duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: Memorial of the fruit-growers of Cali- 


| fornia in convention assembled, requesting legislation against 


the adulteration and false labeling of fruit and fruit products 
such as canned and dried fruit, and olive oil, to go with House 
bill 2776, and other bills—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of same body,in favor of the building of the 
Nicaragua Canal under Government control—to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. COBURN: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of Milwaukee, against free and unlimited coinage of 
silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of the city of La 
Crosse, Wis., against free and unlimited coinage of silver—tothe 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers and Jobbers’ Union of 
La Crosse, against the free and unlimited coinage of silver—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of 160 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
in favor of an amendment to Constitution prohibiting legislation 
in behalf of any church or religious society, ete.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOLIDGE: Petition of Templeton, and Athoe 
Granges, in Massachusetts, favoring pure-food bill, encouraging 
silk culture, and to prevent gambling in farm products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of these bodies, favoring pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of these bodies, for free delivery of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of G. E. Aldrich and others, for 
free delivery of mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRAIG of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Findley Grange, 
of Pennsylvania, to encourage silk culture, to prevent gamb ing 
in farm products, and favoring the pure-lard hill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


































CONGR ESSION. Al, 


IST (by request): Petition of George B. Ben 





nett ¢ ‘ citizens of Lakeville, Conn., that Con a will 
prohibit opening of Exposition on Sunday—to the Select I 
] e on the Columbian Exposition. 

B) r. DOLLIVER titon of 25 persons of Boone, Lowa, ask- 
i at 1 World’s Fair be closed on Sunday—to the Select 
Commit on the ¢ mbian Exposition. 

iso, petition of Fred Anderson and 30 other citizens of Kos- 

S { , lowa, against repeal of barles duty—to the Com- 


mitt on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition for the removal of the charges 


of desertion against the name of McCreary Ayres, deceased—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
so, petition and resolutions of Kansas Methodist Episcopal 


Church Conference, relating 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GANTZ: Petitions of Sugar Valley, Ludlow Falls 
Browns, and Casstown Granges, of Ohio, to prevent gambling in 
farm produce—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, to prohibit contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weichts, and Measures. 

\lso, petitions of the same bodies (excepting Casstown), for fre: 
delivery of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


to schools—to the Committee on 


iso, petitions of a idlow Falls and Sugar Valley Granges, to | 


encourage silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of the Sugar Valley Grange, for the pure-lard 
bil to the Committee on Agriculture. 


\lso, petition of the Casstown Grange, for the pure-lard bill 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition frome itiz ns of Darke County, Ohio, to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: Petition of Bricklayers and 
‘national Union, No. 22, of Long Branch, N. J., in 








fa ! 1 passace of the bill to enforce amaladab ieee law wo 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petitions of Keystone Grange of Penn- 
sylv ! pure-food bill, toencourage silk culture, to pre- 
vel ambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agricu 
t 

\lso, petition from the same body, for free distribution of rura 
] Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

, petition from the same body, favoring the pure-lard bi 
t ( mmittee on Ways and Means 

! @ sa DOL rohibit « ntracts dais- 
, u-tender ' ency—to the Committee « pankin 
al ( 

J LALVORSEN: Petition of postmasters of Pope Count 
M ncerea 7 compensation of fourth-class postmasters 
to t mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

’ tion of Dr. James F. Skinnerand many others, of Pop: 
( nty, A ., in favor of same—to the Committee on the Pos 
q) ‘al 1, hioads 

»y Mr. HAMILTON: Petition from citizens of Mount V¢ 
I ( lowa, aski an imel to the Cons as 
‘ oO the ( I ( ine Judiciary 

! orial of cit ns of Fostoria, O} praying for ame 
li ) \ I ous dis lu ation by the Sta wo tl 
( im ( e J ary 
B l LAR Petiti of Harmor Salem, and M ( 
Gr of Ohio, to prohibit contracts discrediting lega 
tot Committee on ( oinag re, Weights, and Measures. 
so, peti ) of the same bodies, for the pure-lard Dl 
t} (‘oO on Waysand M 
1 same bodies, for free deliv ry of rura 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
s of thesame bodies, to prevent gambling in farn 
1 ‘ ame b es (ex t Salem), to encourage silk 
é ( 1 ( \ 1 ( 
vil Petit ( Ie rson and Ss 
( i ‘ and to ] \ I 
i \ n eon \o CULLUrs 
S y favi y pure-la | OT 
( ‘ ‘ i Mea ° 
j ] Lie delivery aima 
{ Vo Uillce a Pos wi 
‘ , ( ] ohibiting cor acts dis cit- 
( to 1 Lom ittec 0 HAaAnKING a 
( 

TES of O : Re olut of A Cranston Pos 
No. 7 theG Army of the Republic, of Milan 
Ohio, fo A ‘ nsion laws relating to pensions of 
widows and or children—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

. \7 } } \ . ) Pe tion of the ee, Alliance of Se- 
dalia, Mo., praying that Congres SS may — it thes punday open- 
ing of the Columbian Exposition and prevent sale of liquor on 
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3 said Exposition grounds—to the Select Committee on the Colum- 
| bian E eT 

By Mr. HITT: Petitions of the Ridott Grange, of Illinois, fa- 

cly voring — oe and pure-lard bills, the encouraging of 
ilk culture, and to prevent gambling in farm products—to the 
( ‘ommittee on Agriculture. 

Also, of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails—to the 
| Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, of the same body, to prohibit contracts discrediting le- 

val-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
Also, petition of citizens of Winnebago, Ill., urging the pas- 
ge of a pure-lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Farmington 
| Hill, ¢ oonington, and Clinton Granges, of Pennsylvania, favoring 
pure-food bill, encouraging silk culture, and to prevent gambling 
in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same bodies, favoring the pure-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same bodies, for the free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Con nmitte e on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition « " he same bodies, to prohibit contracts discred- 
| iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 

Currency. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of Society of Christian Endeavor of 
Des Moines, lowa, asking that World’s Fair be closed on Sunday— 
to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor 
of Knoxville, Iowa, in regard to same—to the Select Committee 

| on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of Young People’s a ty of Christian Endeavor 
of Winterset, Iowa, in regard to same—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, remonstrance of Kinsman Post, G. A. R., of Des Moines, 
lowa, against passage of any free-silver bill—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Memorial of the City Council of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex., praying Congress to define reservoir sites, establish 
locations, and adjudicate the question of rivers flowing through 
the various States and Territories—to the Committee on the Pub- 


ye 
i 


lic Lands. 

By Mr. LAYTON: cueen Stowny Cre ok Grange , of Ohio, 
to encourage silk culture and to prevent ga :mbl ing in food prod- 

ts—to the Committee on Agric ilture. 

Also, petition of the same body, forfre delivery of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Posi-( )ilice ae Seen ls. 

Also, petition of Center and Washington Granges, in Ohio, fa- 
voring silk culture and to pre vent gamt bling in farm products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture 

lso, petition of these bddies, fav ring pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Mean 

Also, petition of these bodies, for free delivery of rural mails— 

to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Sa 

















Also. petition of t » bodies, to prohibit contracts discrediting 
legal tender—to tl eC minittee on ‘Banking yr and Currency 
By Mr. LITTL Pe: tition of citizens of ‘New York, for a six- 
teenth amendment to the Const itution, prohibiting the establish- 
ment of any form of religion or appropriating money to any insti- 
yn wholly or in partunder sectarian control—to the Committee 
0 ie Judic lary. 
By Mr. 2 MANSUR: Thirty petitions, containing 3,048 names, 
of the Indian Territory, asking for home courts, with exclusive 
irisdiction, both civil and « riminal -to the Committee on the 
IT‘ itories 
By Mr. MCALEER: Petition oe ns Se ee: 
Pa., asking for the passage of Hous 1 401, in relation to immi- 
yration—to the Select Committee on a migré tion and Naturali- 
L1L10I 
iy Mr. MCCLELLAN: Petition of ae Young People’s Society 
Christian Endeavor, of Fort Way Ind., for the closing of 
the World’s Fair on Sunday —to the “Sel ct Committee on the 
Columbian Exposition. 
sv Mr. a R (SE: Ps anon asking Congress to provide courts 
and a system of law inand for the Indian res¢ rvations, by Dolive: 
S. Spaulding and 20 other r citiz ns of Massa isetts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judicia 
\lso, petition of West Bridgewater Grange, Massachusetts, 
favoring the pure-food bill, encouraging silk ¢c anne, and to pre- 


vent gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri 


ul- 





\lso, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails— 


to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petitions of Eaton Rapids Grange, of 
Michigan, favoring pure-food bill, to encourage silk culture, and 


to prevent gai nbling in food products—to the (¢ jommittee on Ag- 
riculture. 
sas } } : 4 seme. land 717 
Also, petition of the same body, favoring the pure-lard bill—to 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petit 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolution of the Detroit (Mich.) Board of Trade, protest- 
ing against the passage of the bill providing for the free coinage 
of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: Letter frdm the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of the 
court in the case of J. L. Peters against the United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of 36 officers of the State of Kansas and 
others, asking the enactment of a law providing that all print- 
ing done for Congress and the Departments shall be in accord- 
ance with the system embodied in a resolution offered by Hon. 
ALLEN C. DURBOROW January 11, 1892—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of Hamilton and Blendon 
Granges, of Ohio, to prevent gambling in farm products, favoring 

ure-food bill, to encourage silk culture, for free delivery of mails 
in rural districts, and to prohibit contracts discrediting legal- 
tender currency—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OWENS: Petitions of Perry Grange, of Ohio, for law to 
prevent gambling in farm produce and to encourage silk cul- 
ture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discredit- 


ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and | 


Currency. 
Also, a petition from Newark Grange, of Ohio, to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. PAGE of Rhode Island: Petitions of Exeter Grange, of 
Rhode Island, to prevent gambling in farm products, to encour- 


age silk culture, and favoring the pure-food bill—to the Com- 
| 


mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discredit- 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. PARRETT: Protest of H. M. Sweetzer and Theo. 
Venemann, of Evansville, Ind., on behalf of steamboat owners 
and others interested in river navigation, against the passage of 
Senate bill 1755—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce 

By Mr. PATTON: Papers and documents to acccompany 
H. R. 6982, for removal of charge of desertion against the name 
of Charles B. Steward, alias Edwin S. Button—to the Committee 
on Militar; Affairs. 

By Mr. POST: Three petitions of Hallock Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, for the passage of the pure food, pure lard bills, and 
against gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of the same, for free delivery of rural mails—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same, prohibiting contracts discrediting 
legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Dr. H. P. Broditch for metric 
system of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of J. G. Gammons and others, of Fall River, 
Mass., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States on the passage of a law respecting the establishment of 
religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judici: 





By Mr. REED: Three petitions of Naples Grange, No. 94, of 
Maine, for pure lard, silk culture, and against gambling in far 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also,petition of the same, for free delivery of mails—to th: 


Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of the same, prohibiting contracts discrediting 
tandar omurr wr : —_ . 
-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and ¢ 








y Mr. REYBURN: Two petitions of the American Defe: 
Association for amending of the naturalization laws—to the Se- 
lect Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SEERLEY: Petition of citizens of Bonaparte, I ' 
February 20, 1892, of the Bland bill—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, Pp ‘tition of citizens of Ke 





( . lowa, asking for a con- 
Stitutional amendment prohibiting the use of public money for 


vid 


sectarian schools, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of citizens of New London, Iowa, in refere 
to the suppression of the exportation of liquor from the United 
states—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
Also, petition of citizens of New London, in favor of closing 
the World's Fair—to the Select Committee on the Columbian 


Exposition. 


By Mr. SCULL: Petitions of the Eureka, Osterburg, Maple, 
and Sinking Valley Granges, of Pennsylvania, to encourage silk 
culture and to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Com 


mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, favoring the pure-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Olffice and Post-Koads. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies (excepting Sinking Valley), 
prohibiting contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition from the Maple Grange, favoring the pure-food 
bill—to the Committee on Agricultur 

Also, memorial of 1,050 citizens of Twentieth Congressional 
district of Pennsylvania, in favor of legislation prohibiting the 
landing on our¢hores of pauper and criminal immigrants, ete.— 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Clover Creek Grange, Pennsylvania, encourag- 
ing silk culture, and to prevent gambling in farm producis—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body,favoring pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prohibitcontracts discredit- 
ing Saul baaliee currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. SHONK: Petition of Mountain Grange, of Pennsyl- 
vania, for the pure-food bill, and to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for pure-lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free distri 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition from the same body, to prohibit contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of sundry persons, relating to con- 


bution of rural 





stitutional amendment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
* . a - ‘tT a * : | . . . _ . 2 ea" 
By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of residents of Auburn, I +» pro- 
f > ; 


testing against the passage of House bill 2699—to the Committ 


| on Agriculture 


By Mr. STEVENS: Petitions of the Littleton Grange, of 
sachusetts, favoring pure-food bill, encouraging silk culture, 





to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee on Ag- 


riculture. 


Also, a petition of the same body, for free distribution of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of Mrs. Lucinda 
Wilkinson, asking for passage of a special pension bill—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of Waterloo and Sugar Grove Granges, in Pen: 
sylvania, favoring pure-food bill, encouraging silk culture, and 


to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Committee « 
Agriculture. ; 

Also, petition of these bodies, favoring the pure-lard bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of these bodies, for free delivery of rural 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 

Also, petition of these bodies, prohibiting contracts discredit- 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 






Currency. 








By Mr. STUMP: Petitions of Cecil Locust Gre Grang 
of Maryland, to prevent gambling in farm pro ts—to the ¢ 
mittee on Ways and Means 

petitions from the same boc to prol tcontrac 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on ( 
ts, and Measures. 
, petitions from the game bodies, for pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Mean 
\ petition of the Cecil Grang 
» the ( ttee on rric re 
» petit ( t cit ( Wi oY n an Rocklan« 
to res atlo » the dS | nitts on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Ecton Council, No. 22, Jr. O.U. A. M.., 
ing for the passage of House bill 401 restricting immigratio: 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natur: 
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13) Mr. EZRA B.TAYLOR: Peti ions of Union. Milton, H 
den, Austintown, and North Star Granges. of O 
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Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Union, North Star, and Hambden Granges, 
to encourage silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the North Star and Hambden Granges, favor- 
ing the pure-food bill; and the Union Grange, favoring the pure- 
lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the North Star and Austintown Granges, to 
prohibit contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition to accompany House bill to in- 
crease the pension of Graham McClosson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, statement to accompany House bill to remove charge of 
desertion from the military record of Leander Parker—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, statement to accompany House bill for the relief of Gus- 
tave Gruis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petitions of Worcester Grange, of Massa- 
chusetts, to prevent gambling in farm products and favoring the 
pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free délivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring the pure-food bill—to 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WAUGH: Petition of Perry Grange, Indiana, favor- 
ing pure-food bill and to prevent gambling in farm products—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring the pure-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts discredit- 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the passage of House bill 
No. 401—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of Kinney C. Miller, 
of Scottsboro, Jackson County, Ala., for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims under the Bowman act—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Huntsville, Ala., in favor of the 
construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Simpson, Morgan County, Ala., for increased 
compensation to postmasters—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also (by request), petition of S. Shafner—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Henson Jackson, Sarah E. Jackson, and Irvin 
Tinney, for payment for land taken for ordnance proving 
grounds—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Six petitions in regard to 
the Nicaragua Canal, from Roslyn, Wash., Port Gamble, Seattle, 
Laconner, Hoquiam, and Aberdeen—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Massachusetts: Petitions of Hudson 
Grange, of Massachusetts, for pure food and pure lard bills, to 
prevent gambling in farm products, and to encourage silk cul- 
ture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of H. P. Bowditch, of Harvard Medical School, 
for use of metric system of weights in customs service of the 
United States—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


Measures. 








By Mr. WISE: Petition relative to free delivery of mail in the | 


country—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petitions of Ascalma, Friendship, Harford, 
Hop Bottom, Jackson, Meshoppen, Shiloh, Vernon, Washington, 
and Wysauking Granges,in Pennsylvania, favoring pure-food bill, 
encouraging silk culture, and to prevent gambling in farm prod- 

cts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of those bodies, favoring the pure-lard bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of those bodies, for free delivery of rural mails— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of those bodies, to prohibit contracts discredit- 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of 8 citizens of Bradford County, Pa., against 
opening the World's Fair on Sunday—to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 
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SENATE, 
THURSDAY, March 10, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CHEROKEE LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, acommunication of 
the 5th instant, from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting the agreement 
concluded by and between commissioners for the United States and the 


Cherokee Nation of Indians of the Indian Territory, for the cession of cer- 
tain lands, and other purposes. 


BENJ. HARRISON. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 9, 1892. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message, with the accompany- 
ing papers, will be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
kee Outlet? 

The VICF-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not hear the purport of it. 

Mr.COCKRELL. The matter ought to receive very early and 
prompt consideration. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us hear what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk again read the message. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that it will be printed as well as referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print has been made. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the 
General Assembly of Massachusetts, in reference to the manufac- 
ture of clothing; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the Friends’ Christian 
Endeavor Society of Iowa Falls, lowa, praying that the World’s 
Columbian Fair be closed on Sunday, that the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors be prohibited on the grounds, and that the art de- 
partment be managed in accordance with the American standard 
of purity in art; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the following petitions of Olive 
Center, Ensley Center, Homer, Rural, Parkville, Elk Lake, Cas- 
cade, Springport, East Casco, and Batavia Granges, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Michigan: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 


Is not that the agreement about the Chero- 


| riculture and Forestry. 


Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Lancas- 
ter County, Nebr., praying for the passage of what is commonly 
known as the Butterworth option bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lancaster County, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the following petitions of Eagle 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Vermont: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


| gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petition iy ben for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Legislature of Ohio, 
praying for the passage of legislation for an estimate and survey 
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of the Ohio Canal, for the purpose of ascertaining the practica- 
bility of having it made into a ship canal by the General Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Hayesville, Ohio, remonstrating against the opening 
of the World’s Columbian Exposition on Sunday; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

He also presented the petition of Gideon Neff, late fife-major, 
Company D, One hundred and eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, praying to be allowed compensation for his services; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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He also presented the following petitions of Willshire, Johns- | 


ville, Jefferson, York Street, Everett, Windsor, Northwest, and 
Yale Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Ohio: 


i901 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 1, 1892. 


Adopted, in concurrence. 
EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 
A true copy. Attest. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, 
Clerk of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES presented the following petitions of Westport 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Massachusetts: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 


| lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 


Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- | 


couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 
Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 


Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


Jefferson Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Missouri: 


Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WOLCOTT presented a petition of the Denver (Col.) 
Trades and Labor Assembly, praying-for the passage of the bill 
for the free and unlimited coinage of silver; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Colorado State Grange, Pa- 


| trons of Husbandry, praying for the passage of what are known 


as the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; which was referred to 


| the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. VEST presented the following petitions of Bancroft and | 


Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- | 
| on Education and Labor. 


couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 
Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Petitions praying for the passagé of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 
Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 


He also presented a petition of the Denver (Coijo.) Trades and 
Labor Assembly, praying for the passage of the bill constituting 
eight hours a day’s work; which was referred to the Committee 


Mr. PLATT presented a petition of citizens of Old Saybrook, 


| Conn., and a petition of citizens of Stamford, Conn., praying for 


| sectarian purpose; 


sues of money full legal tender in paymentof all debts—referred | 


to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. PALMER presented the following petitions of Speedwell 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois: 


| as the Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; 


Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- | 


couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of citizens of Boothbay Har- 
bor, Me., praying for the passage of whatis knownas the Lapham 
bill, providing for free fishing; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries. 

He also presented the following petitions of Mount Vernon, 
Round Mountain, Eureka, and Fryeburg Granges, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Maine: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 


Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- | 


sues of money full legal tender in payment of ail debts—to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Massachusetts; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, as follows: 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in (he year 1892. 


Resolutions relative to the manufacture of clothing in unhealthy places and 
the transportation or sale of clothing so manufactured. 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the senate and house of representatives of 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in General Court assembled, that legis- 
lation to prevent the manufacture of clothing in unhealthy places and the 
transportation or sale of clothing so manufactured is wise and expedient, 
and that the General Court respectfully urges upon the Congress of the 
United States such action as will best accomplish this result. — 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the presiding officers 
of both Houses of Congress, and to Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from this Commonwealth. . 
SENATE, February 25, 1892. 


HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk 


Adopted: Sent down for concurrence. 


| 
| 
| 


the passage of an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States prohibiting any legislation by the States respecting an 
establishment of religion or an appropriation of money for any 
which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of a number of farmers of 
Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of what are known 
which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Oregon, remon- 
strating against the legalization of saloon-keeping in Alaska: 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of D. M. Crissman and other 
citizens of Sprague, Mo., and the petition of H. L. Cason and 
other citizens of Nodaway County, Mo., praying for the'passage 
of the antioption bills; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
without amendment, the concurrent resolution of the Senate 
providing for the printing of 12,000 copies of the Statistical Ab- 
stract of the United States for the year 1891. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8) to disqualify justices, judges, and commission- 
ers of the United States from sitting as courts or hearing certain 
cases: 

A bill (H. R. 626) to provide the times and places for holding 
terms of the United States courts in the State of Idaho: 

A bill (H. R. 5176) to change the time of holding the courts in 
the eastern judicial district of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 5564) to require the judges of the courts of the 
United States to conform to the laws of the several States in de- 
livering charges to juries; 

A bill (H. R. 5755) to provide for terms of the United States cir- 
cuit and district courts at Cumberland, Md.: 

A bill (H. R. 5816) to regulate the manner in which property 
shall be sold under orders and decrees of any United States co rt: 

A bill (H. R. 5891) to authorize the appointment of clerk for the 
circuit and district courts in the Texarkana division of the east- 
ern district of Arkansas; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 10) for the release of all claim of the 
United States to lot 18, section 2, governor and judges’ plan, De- 
troit. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the Hous: 
had signed the following enrolled bills: and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: > 

A bill (H. R. 2568) for the relief of the inhabitants of the town 
of Chelan, in Okanogan County, State of Washington: and 


A bill (H. R. 3933) to set apart a tract of land in the State of 
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California for the use of the Lick Observatory of the astr6énom- 
ical department of the University of California. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALI . from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1138) to confirm title to 80 acres of land 
in the State of Washington to Jesse W. Finch and his grantees, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2332) for the relief of Frederick Gramm; and 
oe relief of Ernest Ulrich. 
c.f ‘om the Sommatites on Military 
were referred the foll ome bills, submitted adverse report 

thereon, which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed in- 
definitely 

A bill (S. 1548) for the relief of John K. Miller; and 

A bill ( iS 1704 for the relief of William Welsh. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee 
referred the bill (S. 2384) to change the name of the customs-col- 
lection district and port of Wilmington, Cal., to Los Angeles, 
and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (S. 808) establishing a port of delivery at Des Moines, 
Iowa; and 





A bill (S. 2451) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to | 
J. Maltby and Louise W. Maltby, his wife, 


reconvey to Lucius | 
Margaret Elizabeth Lucas, and the Sea Girt Land Improvement 
Company a piece of land selected as a site for the Squan Inlet 
light station, New Jersey, but found to be unsuitable for the pur- 
»0ses of said station. 

{r. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2223) for the relief of Pay Clerk Charles 
Blake, United States Navy, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom a referred the 
bill (S. 2224) for the relief of Paymas ste r James E. Tolfree, United 
States Navy, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Claims, towhom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 40) for the relief of George T. Vance and Guy 
P. Vance, executors of the estate of William L. Vance. deceased, 
late of Memphis, Tenn., reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, Taal the claim of George T. Vance and Guy P. Vance, executors 
of the estate of William L. Vance, deceased, late of Memphis, Tenn., repre- 
sented by S« nate bill 40, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims, with all the paper rs in the case, under the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1883, commonly known as the “ Bowman act,”’ as amended by the 
act of March 3, 1887 nmonly known as the * 
for the inf nation of Congres 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands 
[report back the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
W yoming {Mr. WARREN] intended to be proposed to the urgency 

7 £ | j g 





deficiency appropriation bill, and I ask that it be referred to the | 


Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 


lington, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. In- 


asmuch as there is in there gulz ir estimates an estimate for build- | 


ing that chapel, it is unnecessary that we should consider it. I 
ask that the committee be disc harge xd from its further considera- 
tion -_ that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

N AL MOR. [It might be valuable to the Committee on 


ion wopriations if the Committee on Military Affairs should ex- | 


press an — 

The VIC -P RESIDENT. 
will be dis en from the further consideration of the petition, 
and it will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (S. 550) to amend section 3709 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to purchase of and contracts for sup- 
piles; and 

\ bill (S. 1605) granting a right of way through certain lands 
of the United States in the Territory of Utah. 


r. MANDERSON, fromthe Committee on Military Affairs, 


to l was referred the bill (S. 2476) to reimburse the State 
of Nebraska the expenses incurred by that State in repelling a 
threatene: vasion and raid by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
N introduced a bill (S. 2542) confirming title to 
206 in the city of Wash- 


Ir. MORGAD 


real estate in the s xlivision of square 
* 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| Mr. DOLPH. 


y Affairs, towhom | 


on Commerce, to whom was | 


Tucker act,’’ to find the facts | 


A petition of the Loyal Legion of Indiana, | 
praying for an appropriation to aid in building a chapel at Ar- | 


The Committee on Military Affairs | 


Marcu 10, 


| ington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2543) further to regu- 
late immigration and prevent the importation of aliens under 
| contract to perform labor, and in amendment of the various acts 
| pertaining thereto;-which was read twice by its title, and re- 

ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Karly in the session I introduced a bill to pro- 
vide for aiding in the reclamation of aridlands. The bill was not 
drawn by me but by a gentleman who has given great attention 
to the subject, and who now proposes some modifications by a 
new bill which I introduce, and ask that it be read twice and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Irrigation. 

The bill (S. 2544) to aid in reclaiming and rendering fertile and 
| productive lands which are barren or of little value was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. FELTON (by request) introduced a Dill (S. 2545) for the 
relief of certain parties hereinafter named who had stocks of 
| manufactured tobacco and snuff on hand May 1, 1879, upon which 
| no rebate was provided for, under the act of March 1, 1879, re- 

ducing the tax on tobacco and snuff, as has been provided for in 
| all prior acts and in all acts since that date; which was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the C oommittee on Finance. 
|. Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2546) for the relief of the 
| legal representatives of Michael McCann; which was read twice 
| 
} 
| 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2547) for the relief of Robert 
| Henderson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2548) for the relief of Martin Mul- 
lins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2549) for the relief of Mrs. 
Evalyn N. Van Vliet; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2550) granting an increase 
of pension to Hugh McHugh; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2551) to permit the withdrawal 
of certain papers and the signing of certain receipts by John 
Finn,or hisattorney; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2552) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Hubert R. Gra- 
ham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2553) for the relief of Jean 
| Louis Legare, of the Dominion of Canada; which was read twice 

by its title, and, with the ac companying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER. At the last session of Congress I introduced 
a bill providing for the erection of an equestrian statue to Gen. 
Francis Marion in Columbia, S. C. It passed the Senate but 
| failed to pass the other House. I now reintroduce that bill and 
| ask its reference to the Committee on the Library. 





The bill (S. 2554) providing for the erection of an equestrian 
statue of Gen. Francis Marion was read twice by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on the Library. 
| Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2555) to increase the limit of 
| the appropriation for the public building at Jacksonville, Fla.; 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
| on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
| printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


. . * 
Mr. DOLPH. On the 16th of December I introduced the bill 
| (S. 1073) to entend the time for adjudicating certain claims, and 


it was referred to the Committee on Claims. The bill was not 
intended for that committee. It relates to claims under an act 
which authorized repayment for certain losses by officers of th« 
Army. I ask consent that the Committee on Claims be relieved 
from the further consideration of the bill and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, where it should have gone 
originally. I will state also that I think a similar bill was in- 
troduced during the last Congress and reported from that com- 
mittee, or at least they had the bill before them. That is the 
reason why I ask the change of reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Claims will be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill and it will 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, if there be no 
' objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- | 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 8) to disqualify justices, judges, and commission- 
ers of the United States from sitting as courts or hearing certain | 
cases; 

A bill (H. R. 626) to provide the times and places for holding 
terms of the United States courts in the State of Idaho; 

A bill (H. R. 5176) to change the time of holding the courts in 
the eastern judicial district of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 5564) to require the judges of the courts of the 
United States to conform to the laws of the several States in de- 
livering charges to juries; 

A bill (H. R. 5755) to provide for terms of the United Stat 
circuit and district courts at Cumberland, Md.; 

A bill (H. R. 5816) to regulate the, manner in which property 
shall be sold under orders and decrees of any United States | 
court; 

A bill (H. R. 5891) to authorize the appointment of ‘clerks for 
the circuit and district courts in the Texarkana division of the 
eastern district of Arkansas; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 10) for the release of all claims of | 
the United States to lot 18, section 2, governor and judges’ plan, 
Detroit. 

VENEZUELA STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. | 

Mr. MORGAN. I submit the following resolution, and ask 
for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the Senate, 
if not in his opinion incompatible with the public interests, the correspond 


ence in relation to the claim of the Venezuela Steam Transportation Com- 
pany since the passage of the joint resolution of Congress, June 19, 1890, for 
the said company’s relief, between the said company or its counsel and the 
Government of the United States, and between the latter and the Govern- 
ment of Venezuela. 

A treaty isnow pending which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and it is necessary to have this informa- | 
tion that the committee may properly understand it. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to. 


I 


PORTRAIT OF DANIEL WEBSTER. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was | 
referred to the Committee on the Library: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed to inquire into | 


the expediency of purchasing an original portrait of Daniel Webster by 
Harding, now in possession of A. F. Wilmarth, of this city. 


SILVER COIN AND TREASURY NOTES. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was | 
considered by unanimous corsent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to inform 
the Senate what amount of Treasury notes has been issued under the pro- | 
visions of the act of July 14, 1890; 

The amount of silver dollars coined under the provisions of said act; 

The amount of silver bullion now in the Treasury purchased under the pro 
visions of that act; 

Whether the silver dollars coined under the provisions of that act are 
available for the ordinary expenses of the Government, or whether they ar 
held for the redemption of Treasury notes; ; 

Whether silver dollars or silver certificates have been redeemed or ex 
changed for gold, and if such redemption or exchange has been made, the 
amount thereof; 

Whether silver dollars and silver certificates that are received for publi 
dues are used in the discharge of Government obligations, and if so. what 
Class of obligations are discharged with silver certificates and silver dollars 


HISTORY OF PORTSMOUTH (N. H.) NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed and bound for the use of the Senate 500 
copies of the History of the United States Navy-Yard at Portsmouth, N. H 
without the maps, prepared by order of the Secretary of the Navy, and under 
the direction of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, by George Henry Preble, 
rear-admiral, United States Navy. 7 


REPORTS ON EUROPEAN IMMIGRATION. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following concurrent resolu- | 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed to print and bind 6,000 copies of 
the reports on European immigration, made to the Secretary of the Treas 
ury by the special commissioners appointed under authority of the sundry 
civil appropriation act of March 3, 1891, excluding “the General Appendix,’ 
the ‘Appendix to Report on Russia,” and the papers marked “ Schedule ©” 
and “Appendix C,”’ and of the reports printed 2,000 copies shall be for the use 
of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House. 


ELECTIONS OF SENATORS—IDAHO CASE. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call up the resolution which I of- 
fered the other day, instructing the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to examine some questions relating to the elections of 
Senators. I have had a consultation with the Senator from | 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 


| the article which I had read to the Senate recently during tl 


| are such that if prohibition could be enforced there it should by 
| all means be done. But prohibition 


| under any regulation whatever and prevent it 


| forced, while I know it is not and can not be. From their 


' tend it, but they are throwing their influence 
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TELLER] about the matter, and I think they have no objectio 


to the resolution being passed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the resolution submitted 
] 


by Mr. MORGAN on the 7th instant 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolution ha ) n read. [It is hardly 
worth while to read it again. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the resolution about 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis the: lution offered by me at the tin 
the case of Mr. DUBOIS was under consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senat n Massac 
setts desire to have the resolution read? 
Mr. HOAR. No, sir: I do not desire to have it 1 ad. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to th 


i 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 


The resolution was agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections is directed t 
take into consideration the following resolution, and report upon the same 


| with all convenient dispatch 


‘Resolved, That the vote or other proceedings that constitute a choice of a 
Senator of the United States must be had by the Legislature of the State in 
which such Senator is chosen, and until the houses of such Legislature have 
met and organized as legislative bodies they can not choose a Senator of the 
United States. 

2. The Constitution of the United States requires that thechoice of a Sen- 
ator shall be, when made, the act of the Legislature of the State, and not the 
act of the Senate or of Congress. 

“3. That, inregulating the time and manner of choosing a Senator, anew ajex 


| toral body, which is not the Legislature, and is not acting by its authority, 
|} can not be substituted so as to act in the place and stead of the Legislature 


and so to deprive the Legislature of its power to elect a Senator. 

“4. That, if it is lawful, in regulating the time and manner of electing Se1 
ators, to transfer the power to choose a Senator from the two houses, in their 
organized capacity to a number of the members of the two houses, such ele: 
toral power is secondary to the right of the Legislature to choose a Senator 
and can only be exercised when the houses of the Legislature, or either of 
them, has made default in considering the subject of choosing such Senato1 


| or having made an effort, has failed to make, or to proceed to make such 


choice 

“5. Thatin the case of the claim of Hon. Frep T. DUBOIS, the members 
of the Legislature of Idaho who, onthe 18th day of December, 1890, voted for 
Hon. FRED T. DuBotIs, sat in their respective houses on Tuesday, the 16th 
day of December, 1890, a quorum being present in each house, and voted for 
two Senators from Idaho, who were on subsequent days chosen as such, and 
failed to take any action upon the question of electing a third Senator to 


| the seat now occupied by Hon. FRED T. DUBOIS, they can not claim or exert 


the power to choose such Senator in default of action on that subject, which 
was the result of their own delinquency in public duty 
PROHIBITION IN ALASKA. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I will detain the Senate but a 


moment. Yesterday the Senator from [Illinois [|[Mr. CULLOM 


presented a number of memorials from citizens of the State of 


Oregon. The body of the memorial is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Rem ntatir 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled: 
As citizens and friends of the temperance cause in Oregon we desire to 
kindly but earnestly enter our protest against the bill recently presented to 
Congress asking for the legalizin 





x of the saloon in Alaska 

se of a legalized liquor traffic in our own State, we would 
do all in our power to protect Ala 1 from that semblance of respectability 
which a legalized saloon gives to the liquor traffic wherever a license law 


Knowing the cu 





; 


2 . £40 
These memorials are signed by many persons with whom I am 
acquainted and whose friendship and good opinion I highly prize. 


| The cause of their being presented to the Senate no doubt was 





r 
which incorrectly described the measures which had b 


duced by me and made an unwarranted attack on me. 

[ wish to say that if it were at all practicable I should be in 
favor of prohibition in Alaska, no matter what I might think of 
the question elsewhere. The conditions of the people of Alaska 


morning hour, published in a prohibition paper in New Yo 


ka has never pre- 


wii 


vented the sale there of a gill of whisky. It goes in by ship- 
loads and is sold everywhere—sold to Indians and sold to minors. 
In the measure which I have introduced I propose what I pre- 
sume everybody who knows anything about Alaska believes to 
be the only practicable measure to bring the sale of liquor then 





3 sale to Indian 
Of course I understand the people who signed th 


rials are not aware of the condition of thir 
may suppose that prohibition in Alaska is en 


ese memo- 
in Alaska. They 


orced or can be en- 





standpoint, with the information they acted upon, I would have 
done what they have done, but being better informed and desir- 
ing to faithfully discharge a public duty, I have proposed what 
in my judgment is the only present practical solution of this im- 
portant matter. When I introduced the bill in question I knew 
and so stated to the Senate that it would be criticised 
sumed full responsibility for my act. 


The signers of these memorials do not know it and 





na 
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tinuance of the existing deplorable state of things in Alaska and 
the demoralization and destruction of the native races there. 

I wish to speak of these people just as kindly as they speak of 
the measure or of me when they say, ‘‘ We kindly but earnestly 
enter our protest.” I have recently addressed a letter to the 
Oregonian on this subject, which I do not know whether the pa- 
per will publish, and in order that I may have it in a convenient 
shape to distribute to the people who haye signed these memo- 
rials I ask that it may be printed as a part of my remarks, unless 
there is objection. If there is, I shall read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The article referred to is as follows: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., March 1, 1892. 

Sim: I have seen some criticisms of certain measures proposed by me to 
secure the enforcement of the laws in Alaska and the protection of the na- 
tives in that district from demoralization by the introduction into the Ter- 
ritory and sale to them of intoxicating liquors, which lead me to believe that 
there is a great lack of information concerning the condition of Alaska and 
a great deal of misapprehension concerning the measures proposed by me 

I always intend to act according to my best judgment, and am ready to 
give a reason for what I do and to change my views when I am convinced I 
am wrong. Ihave no reason to change my views as to the measures which 
I think it is practicable to secure and enforce for the betterment of the con- 
dition of the people of Alaska, and if they do not become laws it will be be- 
cause others have less courage than myself and reject measures they admit 
will be of great practical benefit in deference to an uninstructed public 
opinion. If any one in Oregon or elsewhere who knows me supposes that 
Jam proposing any measure calculated to injure the people of Alaska or to 
debauch or demoralize the natives of that district I am sorry they have 
formed so poor an opinion of me. I havethe welfare of the nativesof Alaska 
more at heart than those who ignorantly criticise my measures, as I am giv- 
ing time and labor in an attempt to benefit them. 

To say nothing about my propositions to try offenses arising under the 
laws prohibiting the importation into and sale of intoxicating liquors in 


Alaska by the courts without a jury and to make it the duty of all Federal | 
officers and of all citizens, when properly directed, to seize and destroy in- | 


toxicating liquors found unlewfully in Alaska, I have not yet heard of any | the laws of Congress to sell liquor; that all violations of the laws relating to 


| the importation and sale of spirituous liquors in Alaska, where the offense 


one who knows anything about Alaskan affairs who has not admitted that 
the licensing of some of the most decent saloonkeepers of the district would 
enable the worst places to be suppressed, would diminish the sale and use of 
intoxicating liquors in Alaska and would materially assist the authorities 
there in preventing the smuggling of liquors into the district and its sale to 
Indians and minors. 

The measure has the hearty approval, so farasIlam informed, of all the 
Federal officers in Alaska. Hon. J. M. Keatley, ex-United States district 
judge of Alaska, wrote me from Sioux City, lowa, strongly approving my 
bill, and saying he believes it is a practical measure and would produce good 
results 

I take the following from a letter to me printed in the CONGRESSIONAL REC 
ORD of February 4, 1892 

I do not hesitate to say that owing to the most peculiar se ae ng and 
geographical features of Alaska, with its numerous mountainous islands, its 
rugged and forbidding mainland, its infinite number of narrow straits and 
sounds, timbered to the very edge of the water, and with the whole of South- 
easternAlaska, islandand mainland,covered with a dense underbrush for hun- 
dreds of miles of coast line, and with every facility for smuggling and hiding. 
furnished by the bay trading posts in.Northern British Columbia, it is practi- 
cally impossible to arrest the illegal introduction of intoxicating liquors into 


our Alaska territory. 1f public sentiment were practically unanimous in | 


favor of enforcing the law, which it is not by any means, there is noremedy, 
under existing conditions, in a prohibitory law, such as the act of May 14. 
1884. A coast-ruard of 5,000 men loyally attempting to do their whole duty 
could make it little better than it is now, 

‘I believe far greater and more satisfactory results can be reached by an 
authorized license system, and this, in my opinion, would enlist every indi- 
vidual paying the license fee in the effort to rigidly enforce such a license 
System 

‘I shall be glad if you will see Senator JoNEsof Arkansas, who knows me 
well, and he will give you an idea of my general character. 

‘Yours, respectfully 
“JNO. H. KEATLEY 
Hon. J. N. DOLPH, ; 
“Senate Chamber, Washington, D.C.” 


in Alaska, and who has hada very extended experience in Alaskan affairs, sug- 
gested to me that the license system should be confined to Southern Alaska, 
a suggestion in which I readily concurred, but made no criticism of the bill 
otherwise. 

Ever since I entered the United States Senate I have considered that owing 
to the proximity of Oregon to Alaska there was a peculiar obligation rest- 
ing upon me to look after the interests of that district in Congress. I had 
something to do with securing a government for the district andshaping the 


act for that purpose. I drafted and secured the passage of the laws passed | 


during the last Congress to authorize the entry of town sites and the pur- 
chase of lands for business purposes in Alaska. 


I went to Alaska six years ago last summer and again in August last and | 


on both occasions endeavored to ascertain the condition and wants of the 
people there by actual observation and by inquiry of the Federal officials 
and of people. I foundsix years ago numerous saloons at Sitka, Juneau, and 
Fort Wrangel, where liquors were openly disposed of, and learned that at 


some of them Indian women were engaged all night long in drinking, danc- | 


ing, and debauchery, and there was at least one brewery in full operation in 
the district. I found when there last summer that there had been no im- 
provement. There were three breweries in full operation in the district. 

There were in Juneau, a little town of a few hundred white people, twenty- 
two saloons where liquor was a sold. At Sitka there were fifteen sa- 
loons and liquor was not only sold everywhere in the Territory where there 
were white people, but it was sold to Indians; and all these breweries and 
saloons were licensed under the internal-revenue laws of the United States. 
I further learned that this had always been the case since we acquired the 
Territory from Russia, that substantially all attempts to punish persons for 
a Violation of the law were failures, that the officers were powerless to en- 
force the laws, that there was in Alaska little, I might say no public senti- 
ment in favor of the enforcement of such laws. 

The white and half-breed population of Alaska number about 4,000. It is 
mainly composed of such men as seek the extreme frontier of civilization 
for prospecting, mining, trapping, trading, and living with Indian women, 
aud pearly all of them will have liquor, no matter howit is‘acquired. These 
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people must be depended upon for the enforcement of the present prohibi- 
tory law. If such a law is not satisfactorily enforced in the old States, with 
their established courts of — and virtuous and temperate population, 
how can it be expected that it can be enforced in Alaska? 

Some have said that the General Government should send vessels and men 
enough there tow enforce the law. The entire Army and Navy of the United 
States could not effectually prevent the smuggling of liquor into Alaska or 
its sale or use there. Alaska is in extent 1,500 miles north and south and 
2,200 miles east and west. There are more than 10,000 islands in Southern 
Alaska. Itis said that the coast of Alaska, including inlets and indentations, 
is more than 25,000 miles in extent. There are no roads, no vessels plying 
between different points, except the regular steamers from San Francisco 
and Portland. The only other means of communication between different 
points are frail Indiancanoes. The Indians are scattered along the coast and 
along the rivers in the interior, and if visited by white men at all it is more 
likely to be for vile and illegal purposes than otherwise. 

After a careful study of the situation and the expenditure of much time and 


| labor in informing myself by actual observation, actuated by a sincere desire 


to save the Indians of Alaska from demoralization, degradation, and disas 
ter, a desire which prompted me to act and not be content to stand idly by 
and let the present condition of things continue, I concluded that the only 
practical thing to be done to better affairs there and save the Indians from 
drunkenness and debauchery, and from eventually becoming solely depend- 
ent upon the Government for support, was, so far as possible, to secure the 
trial of offenses against the liquor laws without a jury, to make it every 
man’s duty, when legally called upon, to seize liquor illegally exposed for 
sale there, and to endeavor to create a public sentiment against smuggling 
and against the sale of liquor to Indians and minors, which would enable 
these provisions to be enforced by satisfying the demand of the white popu- 
lation and licensing under heavy bonds the most respectable liquor dealers 
The bill introduced by me requires the execution by the licensee of a bond 
with a heavy penalty conditioned that he shall not engage in smuggling, shall 
not sell liquor to Indians or minors, and will not violate the laws regulating 
the importation and use of liquors in Alaska, under penalty of the annulment 
of his license and the forfeiture of his bond, the penalty of the bond to be con- 


| sidered as fixed damages. Full power is conferred upon the governor to re- 


fuse a license to anyone whom he considers an improper person to receive 
it, and if he thinks liquor should not be sold in a locality to refuse the appli- 


} cation on that account. 


Another bill introduced by me at the same time, and as a part of the pro- 
posed system, provides that hereafter no saloon or brewery in Alaska shall 
be licensed under the internal-revenue laws which is not authorized under 


is punishable by a fine of not exceeding #500 and imprisonment for not more 
than six months, shall be tried by the court without the intervention of a 
jury. Another section makes it the duty of the United States marshal and 


| his deputies to seize and destroy all liquors illegally exposed for sale, and 


empowers him to call to his assistance for that ee a@ posse comitatus. 
The law ever since we acquired Alaska has forbidden the introduction into 


Alaska of intoxicating liquors and their manufacture and sale there; but it 
has been utterly disregarded. A few packages of liquor have been now and 
then seized while being landed. but smuggling has been aregular and con- 
stant employment of many well-known persons; boat-loads of liquors are 
| constantly smuggled into the district from the British possessions; the crew 
| Of almostevery steamer that goes to Alaska smuggles liquor into the dis- 


trict, and there is very little restraint upon the sale of liquor to Indians. I 
am told that an officer who makes himself obnoxious in Alaska by endeav- 
oring to enforce the liquor laws can not hire an office or a boat or secure 
decent accommodations. Recently a Mr. Edwards, who was a missionary 
and school teacher at , in Alaska, either in attempting to = the 
sale of liquor to the Indians under his charge or in attempting to seize 
liquors being sold to Indians, was murdered by the liquor sellers 

Upon the recommendation of the Oregon delegation in Congress and upon 
our assurance to the President that he was a strict temperance man and 
would do his utmost to enforce the laws -——_ the importation, manu- 
facture, and sale of liquors in Alaska, Hon. E. T. Hatch, hate State senator 
from Polk County, and a son of Deacon Hatch, of Salem, Oregon, was ap- 
pointed collector of customs, and I have been in constant communication 
with him endeavoring to devise some means by which he can be aided in se- 
curing the enforcement of the laws inthe district. He writes me, under date 
of January 28, 1892: “In Wrangel during the holiday week beer was openly 
sold and nearly every Indian was drunk. Sitka was not much better. The 


| brewery runs to full capacity and no one interferes.” 


What shallbe done? Shall we remain quiet and console ourselves with the 
fact that we have prohibition in Alaska and let the present state of things 
continue, or attempt some legislation thatcan beenforced? Let some of the 


| people who are so ready to criticise and talk so glibly about this matter sug- 
| gest some practicable remedy which will receive the favor of Congress. It 
Rev. Sheldon Jackson, a Presbyterion minister having charge of the schools 


must be recollected that the Government in this matter can only act through 
Congress and nothing can be provided to aid the officers in Alaska in enforc- 
ing the law except as Congress makes the necessary appropriation. I in- 
troduced a bill in the last Congress to reorganize the collection district of 
Alaska, providing for deputy collectors at two new points. The bill passed 
the House, but an appropriation for buildings at the two new stations was 
cut down to an inadequate amount. 

I aided in securing the passage of a bill at the same session, through the 
Senate, providing for the construction of a vessel for the use of the officers in 
Alaska, to assist them inenforceing the laws there, butit failed in the House. 

The legislator who would ——— results must aim at the practicable 
and not the impracticable. Ihave introduced three bills during the present 
Congress, the first being a bill to authorize the formation of municipal cor 
porations in Alaska; the second, increasing the numbers, jurisdiction, and 
authority of the United States commissioners; and the third, to authorize 
the governor to license such persons as he deems proper persons to sell liquor 
at places where he shall deem it expedient. The proposition to license sa- 
loons was not original with me. I learned that, without any law authorizing 
it, the license system had been resorted to by the oificials in Alaska prior to 
the incoming of the present Administration asa means of minimizing the 
evils of the liquor traffic there. 7 

Last year the Federal officers in Alaska attempted the same thing. The 
attempt was made after deliberation by the governor, district judge, and 
district attorney. The governor is a church member, and, I think, a min- 
ister of the gospel and a strict temperance man. He resorted to the license 
system with the avowed purpose of lessening the evils of intemperance and 
preventing the sale of intoxicating liquors to Indians. The policy failed by 
reason of the intervention of the Treasury Department, and the collector of 
customs was removed for his participation in it. 

When I introduced the bill proposing licenses, to call the attention of Con- 
gress to the matter I stated that it was done for that purpose; that it would 
be criticised by those who were not familiar with the condition of society in 
Alaska; that I was not committed to the measure, although I introduced the 
bill. Iknew that those who do not favor a license to sell intoxicating liq- 
uors, even where the license’system would be beneficial to restrain the sale 
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of intoxicating liquors, would oppose it. The Committee on Territories, of 
which Senator PLATT is chairman, and who is a strict temperance Man, ho 
doubt moved thereto 7 my representations concerning affairs in Alaska, 
are investigating by witnesses matters concerning Alaskan affairs, and I 
hope will be able to report some measure that will accomplish something to 
preserve the natives of Alaska from the evils of intemperance. 


Yours, truly, J. N. DOLPH 


To the EDITOR OF THE OREGONIAN, 
Portland, Oregon. 


Mr. DOLPH. I will ask leave to have printed as part of my 
remarks the two bills relating to this question introduced by me, 
that they may go together. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. e 

The bills referred to are as follows: 

A bill (S. 628) to enlarge the jurisdiction and to fix the compensation of 

United States commissioners in Alaska, to regulate appeals from their 


judgments, to provide for the appointment of additional commissioners, 
and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That in addition to the duties and powers ex- 
ercised by the United States commissioners in and for the district of Alaska 
they shall have and exercise all the duties, poner. and jurisdiction vested 






| 


in, exercised, and held by county judges under the general laws of the State | 


of Oregon so far as said laws may be applicable in said district, and not in 
conflict with the laws of the United States; and they shall receive such fees 
as notaries public and for recording instruments as are allowed by said laws 
of Oregon for similar services, and in addition thereto an annual salary of 
#2,000 each, payable out of the Treasury of the United States, which salary 
shall be in lieu of all fees for services rendered in a judicial capacity or as 


sale in accordance with and under the limitations and restrictions provided in 
said license, distilled and malt liquors, wines, and cordials, in such quantities 
as he shall deem reasonable. 

Sec. 4. So much and such parts of chapter 3, of Title XXIII, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States and of an act entitled ‘An act providing for a 
civil government for Alaska,’’ approved May 17, 1884, as are in conflict with 
this act, are hereby repealed. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. Inwhatrespect does he think the bill proposed 
by him will improve the condition of affairs with reference to the 
sale of liquor in Alaska? 

Mr. DOLPH. I attempted to state that the other day when I 
was interrogated by the Senator from North Dakota. As it is 
now, there is nobody except a few missionaries, school teachers, 
ladies, and persons in Government employ who are willing to as- 
sist the officers of the Government in suppressing the traffic. 
There is no public opinion in Alaska in favor of enforcing the 
law. The white population consists of about 4,000 whites, half- 
breeds, Russians, nearly all of whom will have liquor, and who 
are there for the purposes of mining, prospecting, and trading. 
The population is not such a population as will aid the officers in 
enforcing the law. 

The proposition here is to license a few, such as the governor 
of the Territory shall deem to be suitable persons, and at places 


| where he thinks liquor may be safely sold; but to require them 


United States commissioners. An ee shall lie from the orders and judg- | 


ments of said commissioners to the district court of said district in all cases, 
civil and criminal, where an appeal is allowed under said general laws of the 
State of Oregon from an order or judgment given in the county court or by 
a justice of the peace, and in the manner prescribed by such general laws. 
Sec. 2. That there shall be appointed by the President three addition: 
commissioners in and for said district of Alaska, who shall have the juris- 
diction and powers conferred upon commissions by an act entitled “An act 


wroviding a civil government for Alaska,” approved May 17, 1884, and by this | ¢ ; irr 
; th y ~~ | if some of these saloon-keepers are licensed who can seil liquor 


act, and the President shall designate the place where each of said commis- 
sioners shall reside, and may determine and establish by executive order 
the limits and boundaries of the districts of each of the commissioners of 
said district. 

Sec. 3. That all violations, after the passage of this act, of chapter 3, Title X X11T, 
of the Revised Statutes, and of sgction 14 of an act entitled “An act providing a 
civil government for Alaska,” for which the penalty provided by law is, or under 
any act of Congress passed hereafter shall be, not exceeding $500 fine, or siz months’ 
imprisonment, or both such fine and imprisonment, shall be tried by the court 
without the intervention of a jury. 


y 
Sec. 4. That hereafter no special tax shall be collected by the United Stales from | 
any wholesale or retail See ee or any wholesale or retail dealer in malt | 


liquors, or license to retai 
within the district of Alaska, unless such dealer has been designated in the manner 
provided by law to sell such spirituous or malt liquor for medicinal, mechanical, 
scientific, and sacramental purposes. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the marshal and deputy marshals of said dis- 
trict, of the collector of customs, and all deputy collectors of customs and customs 
officers to seize and destroy all spirituous and malt liquor found in processs of man- 
ufacture in said district, or offered, exposed, or intended for sale therein by any 


spirituous or malt liquors granted to any such dealer | 


person or persons who have not been lawfully designated to dispose of the same | 


Sor medicinal, mechanical, scientific, or sacramental purposes, and to forthwith re- 
= the same, with a statement of the time, place, and circumstances, to the col- 
ector of customs, if the seizure is made by an officer other than the collector of cus- 


toma, and the collector of customs shall at once report all seizures to the Secretary | 


of the Treasury. It shall be the duty of the marshal and of all deputy marshals 
when called upon by any customs oficer to aid him in making any such seizure, and 


prevented from enforcing this section or aiding in its enforcement, is empowered 





to summon and call to his aid any bystanders or posse comitatus of his district. | 


Spirituous or malt liquors displayed or found in a saloon, brewery, or other place 
where liquors are offered for sale, shall be conclusively presumed to be intended for 
éale. 

Sec. 6. That so much and such parts of an act entitled “An act providing 
a civil government for Alaska,"’ approved May 17, 1884, as are in conflict with 
this act are hereby repealed. 


A bill (S. 1076) to license and regulate the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
district of Alaska. 


to pay a license fee, require them to give a bond with a penalty 
conditioned that they will not sell liquor to Indians or to mi- 
nors, and that they will not violate the law in regard to the in- 
troduction and sale of liquors in Alaska, and providing that in 
case they do the penalty of the bond shall be collected from them, 
that their license shall be revoked, and that they shall be sub- 
ject to all the other penalties provided by law. The hope is that 


under a license to the white people who will have it, they will 
be interested in looking after others who do not pay license but 
smuggle liquor into Alaska and sell it to Indians, and that they 
will aid the officers in preventing that from being done. That 
is the only practicable way, in my judgment, to regulate or sur- 
press the liquor traffic in Alaska. If anybody who knows me, or 
ever has known ine, supposes that I would propose a measure 
concerning the introduction or sale of liquor that would be inju- 
rious to the natives of Alaska, or a measure that was not intended 
to restrict rather than to enlarge the sale, I am sorry that such 


| persons have so poor an opinion of me. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had this day approved and signed the act (S. 821) to provide for 
a term of the circuit and district court at Littleton, N. H. 

PRINTING OF A BILL AND REPORT. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I offer a resolution providing for printing 


iad . jac > oy ¢ 217 . > » 7 » (* i A jlitary 
the marshal and any deputy marshal whenever he is forcibly resisted in endeavor- | 900 copies of Report 317 for the use of the Committee on Military 


ing to enforce or aid in enforcing this section, or is by violence, threats, or menace | 


Affairs, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Military 
Affairs 500 copies of Report No. 317, being a report on the bill (H. R. 328) 


| to establish lineal promotipn throughout the several lines of the artillery, 


Be it enacted by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States of | 


Americain Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act, upon 
the written or printed application of any white resident of the district of 


Alaska over 21 years of age, of good charater, to the governor of Alaska for a | 


license to sell intoxicating liquors at some designated place in said district for 
a period of not exceeding one year, and upon the execution and presentation 
and filing with the treasurer of said district of the bond of the applicant 


with sufficient sureties satisfactory to the governor, in the penal sum of | 


#1,000, conditioned that the applicant shall keepan orderly house, and will not 
sell intoxicating liquors to Indians or minors under the age of 18 years, and 


upon the payment into the treasury of the said district of the sum of #250, to | 


be disposed of as other moneys received for public dues in said district, the 
governor of said district, if it shall be made to appear to him that said applicant 
ts @ proper person to receive such license, and that a license should be issued to sell 
intoxicating liquors at the place mentioned in the petition, shallissue a license to 
said applicant, authorizing him to sell on week days and between 6 o'clock ante 
meridian and 12 o'clock mednight only, distilled, malt, or fermented liquors, wines, 
or cordials, to be drunk on the premises, or in quantities of less than one 
to persons other than Indians or minors under the age of 18 years. 

Sec. 2. For any breach of the conditions of said bond, by keeping a disorderly 
house, by selling liquor to Indians or minors under the age of 18 years, for smug 


quart 


cavalry, and infantry of the Army 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that should be amended to in- 
clude the bill as well as the report; and I will state that the Com- 
mittee on Printing has made the needed investigation and finds 
the cost of printing much below the limit of $500 fixed by the 
law. I move to amend the resolution the way I have indicated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as proposed to be 
amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Military 


| Affairs 500 copies of the bill (BP. R. 328) to establish lineal promotion through 


gling liquors into said district, or aiding or abetting such smuggling. for any | 


violation of the provisions of chapter 3, of Title XXIII, of the Revised Statutes 


of the United States, or of section 14 of an act entitled *Anact providing a civil | 


government for Alaska,’’ as modified by this act, such license shall be revoked by 
the governor of said district, who shall cause suit to be brought upon said bond. 
on w ereof shall be considered and treated as liquidated damages, and 
the ticensee shal: in addition be lable to all the pains and penattle s provided by 
law for such violation of the statute. 

S&c. 3. Upon application of said licensee the collector of customs for gaid 
district of Alaska shall issue to him a permit to import into said district, for 


XXIII——120 


out the several lines of the artillery, cavalry, and infantry of the Army, and 
report No. 317 thereon 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL CLERK TO JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution: which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be authorized to appoint 
an additional clerk, to be paid at the rate of % per day, out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, said appointment to expire on the Ist day of June, 1892 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to state for the information of the 
chairman of the Committee on Contingent Expenses that the 
Judiciary Committee have found it necessary in years past to 
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hs an add clerk for a limited time. That was done | possession of certain land adjacent to Battery Island, Susque- 
W t Senator from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, was chair- | hanna River, and occupied by the United States Fish Commission. 
4 } } . f 4) ‘ ; Ty . y rT “hy : : 
m present session the business of that committee has Mr. WILSON. There is no written report accompanying the 
ac fo ises which are known to the Senate very | bill, and I will make a brief statement concerning it. The bill 
Vv { ast or six weeks, and t) » present clerk has | was referred by the committee to the Attorney-General for in- 
t of trouble with his eyes occasioned by | formation, and he gives this response: 
ni rh he y will be restored in four or five weeks, but _ Senate bill 1612 is a bill to compensate Thomas G. Hayes for legal serv- 
t! s or a I for this additional clerk at the | ices rendered under the direction of the Attorney-General. I do not now re- 
<3 = member the amount approved as due Mr. Hayes by this office,except as is stated 
i : : : ; _ | inthis bill. If the amount stated be correct as approved, then I not only 
: lat 1 on 1 be relerred to the Committee to | have no objection to the bill, but think to thus provide for a just debt of the 
\ na Cx he Cor nt Expenses of the Senate. | Government would be a most commendable piece of legislatio1 

Vik RI MENT ‘ence will be made under} Further examination of the subject by the committee estab- 
t s ishes the fact that the amount specified in the bill was the 

PADDOCK subsequently, from the Committee to Audit | amount found due by the Government to the party for the serv- 

{ ‘ol the C 1 rent! venses of the S nate, reported the ices rendered. | therefore see no objection to the passage of the 
resolution without amendment | bill, and hope that it may be passed immediately. 
[he VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be received inthe | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o 
absence of objection. | dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
} PADDOGCI In view of the situation explained by the | and passed. 
‘ . : . . . . : " | 
Senator 1 Massachusetts, the Committee on Contingent Ex- | DISTRICT INSPECTOR OF PLUMBING. 
penses |] co red it to be their duty to report the resolu-| —— : ; : 
ton wi submitted this morning. Task for its present con- | The bill (S. 1492) to authorize the appointment of an inspector 
Bi | of plumbing in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
e r io as considered by unanimous consent and | was considered as in Committee of the Whole. on 
a a4 lhe bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
‘ ICULTURAL DEPARTMENT DEFICIENCY Columbia with amendments. 
f ( sTUR 4 DEPARTMENT DEFI LN ( . rm : . . ‘ . " 
_— : oy _— ; , | rhe first amendment was, in section 1, line 16, after the word 
l ae Ay TT . } . . *n} j ss ” $ ; ” i i 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. Ifthere beno further mox ning busi- not,” to strike out ‘‘less than twenty-five nor;” and in line 19, 
ness that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule 8 1s in | after the word “‘imprisonment,” to strike out ‘‘for” and inser 
a | | ‘*not to exceed;” so as to make the section read: 
I . ask that the deficiency bill for the Department That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and their successors 
of Agri ire may be taken up at this time. be, and they hereby are, authorized and empowered to make, modify, and 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | e@force regulations governing plumbing, house drainage, and the ventila- 
wil , eded toc ider the bill (H. R. 6836 aking « : ion, preservation. and maintenance in good order of house sewers and pub 
Vhoie, proceeded to consider the ou (41. ty. 0500) MAKING appro- | lic sewers in the District of Columbia, and also regulations governing the 
priations to supply a deficiency in the Departmentof Agriculture, | examination, registration, and licensing of plumbers and the practice of the 
a for ot r purposes. business of plumbing in said District; and any person who shall neglect or 
“ape ca ee —— fo ey , 4 3 refuse to comply with the requirements of the provisions of said regulations 
ull was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- after ten days’ notice of the specific thing required to be done thereunder 
aer oat ‘d reading, read the third time, and passed. | within the time limited by the Commissioners for doing such work, or as the 
| said time may be extended by said Commissioners, shall upon conviction 
NATHANIEL MAGRUDER. | thereof be punishable by a fine of not more than $200 for each and every such 
_ : ee . < he = ie Ls : offense, or in default of payment of fine, to imprisonment not to exceed 

Vik PRESIDENT Che first bill on the Calendar will | thirty days. 
mz The af 7 el ee. i f |} The amendment was agreed to. 

— Q) f the 7 . f§ the hair Nathanial Ma. | rn} : . . . 8 : 

0 Lind) fe Pole: OL LAS BCs O Nathaniel am | Che next amendment was, in section 4, line 4, afterthe word 
gruder vy announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in | ‘‘necessary,” to insert ‘which may be authorized by appropri- 
uM u00 OF | note, proceeded gtr eg yg Pr bill. [t pro- | ations made by Congress;” so as to make the section read: 

s for AVI nt of $950 t , ir athanie acpi- | ae . : Siw . a . 
; . r i i — — of Nat anaes Magn *““ | S$Sgc.4. That the said Commissioners of the District of Columbia and their 
ak ol t! trict of Columbia, in full compensation for dam- successors be, and they hereby are, authorized and empowered to appoint an 
s inflicted upon his property and the health of himself and | inspector of plumbing and such number of assistants as they deem necessary 
+} rp neo of Thirty-ffth atract in an Tachinag, | Which may be authorized by appropriations made by Congress, not exceed 
er ' , > , gof 1 mirvy fifth street, in West W ashing- | ing four, in and for the District, whose duty it shall be, under the direction 
ti yn f of 1 sum to be chargeable to revenue derived | of said Commissioners, and they are hereby empowered accordingly, to 
taxationin the District of Columbia. inspect or cause to be inspected all houses when in course of erection in said 
COCKRET.] AE tee a meee a ie etal | District, to see thatthe plumbing, drainage, and ventilation of sewers thereof 
JOUKI tI Ls 4s £t the report be ré ad in that case, conform to the regulations hereinbefore provided for; andalso at any time. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. | during reasonable hours, under like direction, to inspect or cause to be in- 
Che Se ary read the following report, submitted by Mr. | Spected any house in said District, to examine the plumbing, drainage, and 
VAN( i’ a 1. 1892: , . ventilation of sewers thereof, and generally to see that the regulations here- 
‘ me _ inbefore proyided for are duly observed and enforced 
Co District of Columb ti rhor ras referred the bill rm a iillaes - 
‘ ° anes ., LO Whom Was referred tne bill Che amendment was agreed to. 
> ‘ wa anhiel Magruder, respectiully report owe 4 > ° ° ~ f a 
ul vi ng h fe, was the owner of a house and lot sit The next amendment was to strike out section 5, as follows: 
ua ) inGeorgetown,D C. Itwaslocatedinahollow |} Src.5. That the salary of the inspector of plumbing shall be $2,000 per an- 
or ba : epre of the ground on the upper or west side of said | num, and that of each of the assistants $1,200 per annum, payable monthly. 
sti ] suance ‘System of improvements made by the city author one . 
it f t complainant’s house, was filled up to a | The amendment was agreed to. 
li Ws f his house, and the arrangement for the carry- | The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
in Las b er r y bey n l the me an of Ma | ments were concurred in. 
! \ was a Lal rhe authorities neglected or refused to ae a . . 1s . 
incur the expense sary for the proper drainage, and the consequence | [he bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
wa tt 1 is Wa f the entire basin was emptied into and | the third time, and passed. 
ul 1 th i h ol com] 1ant’s house | 
«ab , 
I e fa wea;re + personal visitation by a member of your commit- DISTRICT WATER REVENUES. 
te The } es ¥ 1 fact, rendered uninhabitable. and the complain a 
antand h y reatly in health in addition tothe utmost discom The bill (S. 1884) to prevent fraud upon the water revenues of 
fo A he istrict of Columbis ras considered as i ‘ommittee of the 
‘ the bill (S. 1759) is a just one, and that the | the District of Columbia was considered as in Committe: th 
; ‘ y sum, indeed, in compensation of the in- | Whole. . ‘ — 
by improvement in behalf of the public By the bill, any person who, with intent to injure or defraud 
, f é nd that the bill be Ss Heving | — : 2. : . ; i 
; y Genes a7 - hy ed ~_ ving | the District of Columbia, shall make or cause to be made any 
tna » 1 ( sery oO iaxke i an exception to the - 2 . . “ee 
: rd to street improvements itt ; | pipe, tube, or other instrument or contrivance, or connect th: 
»? : . : a 
‘ : ‘ 4) ‘ i same or cause it to be connected with any water main or service 
e Senate without amendment, or- . } . 3 43 Oe Pot van 
‘ ' dis read the thi : pipe or other pipe for conducting or supplying Potomac water 
‘ ra dad reading, read the ird tims : 1 : + ay y : 
. : er in such manner as to pass or carry the water, or any portion 
z HAYI thereof, around or without passing through the meter provided 
I » a0 . . . . . . 
' for the measuring and registering of the Potomac water supplied 
S. 16] ) nsate Thomas G. Hayes for legal | to any premises, or who shall, without permission from the Com- 
direction of the Attorney-General was | missioners of the District, tamper with or break any water meter 
( ( the Whol It provides for the | or break the seal thereof, or in any manner change the reading 
pa’ G. Hayes, late United States attorney for | of the dial thereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
th i of $800, the amount approved by the | and upon conviction shall be punished by imprisonment not ex- 
At rvices rendered, under direction | ceeding six months, or by fine not exceeding $250. 
of eA ( fe ng the Government's title to The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
the site a i1t-house, Maryland, and for like | dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim 
services of l’ergusonvs. Hamlen, to recover ! arf passed. 
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PUBLIC LANDS IN CLALLAM COUNTY, WASH. 

The bill (S. 218) granting to the county of Clallam, State of 
Washington, certain public lands in trust, and for other purposes, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that upon the survey, appraisement, and sale by 
the United States, pursuant to section 2381 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, of all the unsurveyed portion of the town-site reservation 
of Port Angeles, in townships 30 and 31 north, of ranges 5 and 

. rv: : sas . ‘ = Ve 
6 west of the Williamette meridian, in Clallam County, Wash., 
the proceeds of such sales, after deducting the cost of making 
survey, appraisement, and sales, shall be given and paid over to 
the county of Clallam, for the purpose of erecting and maintain- 
ing suitable public buildings for the use of the county. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is an amendment to be made to the title 
so as to make it correspond with the body of the bill. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill donating to the 
county of Clallam, in the State of Washington, for public build- 
ings, the proceeds of the sale of certain public lands.” 

WILLIAM CLIFT. 

The bill (S. 44) for the relief of William Clift was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to William 
Clift, of Hamilton County, Tenn., $3,000, in full satisfaction of his 
claims, for wood taken and used by the Army of the United States 
during the late war. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
Pasco February 1, 1892: 

The bill is for the relief of William Clift, of Tennessee, an old Union sol- 
dier, now in his 97th year, according to his own statements, which are in the 
record. His claim is for wood taken and used by the Army of the United 
States during the late war from lands in which he then had an interest, near 
Chattanooga, not far from the Tennessee River. 

The Congressional history of the case is as follows: A bill was introduced 
into the House of Representatives at the first session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, and it was referred to the Committee on War Claims, but no re- 
port was made uponit. In the Forty-eighth Congress a second bill was in- 
troduced at the first session and referred to the same committee, and after 
a favorable report it passed the House and reached the Senate, and was re- 
ferred to this committee, where it rested till Congress adjourned. It was 
introduced into both Houses of the Forty-ninth Congress at its first session 

The same committee of the House reported favorably upon it, and it re- 
mained on the Calendar till the final adjournment. Thesame reference was 
made in the Senate as in the Forty-eighth Congress, but no report was made 
before the adjournment. In the Fiftieth Congress and again in the Fifty 
first a favorable report was made in both Houses, and in the Senate a bill 
substantially the same as that now before the committee was passed in favor 
of the claimant. 

Prior to his efforts here Mr. Clift attempted to get his claim paid by the 
executive officers of the Government. In February, 1874, he rendered his ac- 
count against the United States under the act of July 4, 1864, and it was 
referred by the Quartermaster-General to Lieut. Col. J. A. Ekin, chief quar- 
termaster of the aeeanene of the South, for examination. He states as 
reasons why the claim was not sooner presented that he was waiting for a 
proper survey of the land and the determination of his interest therein by 

»yroceedings in partition, there being minors interested in the ownership. 

Col. Ekin placed the matter in the hands of two agents of the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department, and they made a very thorough examination of the case 
and took a large amount of testimony, which is in the record and fully sup- 
ports the report which they made. The witnesses, who were examined at 
great length, were mostly ae officers, Who were personally acquainted 
with the fact that large quantities of the claimant’s timber and wood were 
used for army purposes. Record testimony was introduced to show that he 
had title to the land from which the wood was taken, and the amount of his 
interest in each parcel is specially set forth. 

His claim was originally for $19,545. The agents thought it was proved in 
part only, and recommended the payment of $9,022.50 for 12,030 cords of wood, 
which they estimated was the quantity of the claimant’s wood that had been 
used, and fixed the price at 75 cents a cord. 

Col. Ekin based his report to the Quartermaster-General of the Army upon 
the evidence taken by these agents and their recommendations. 

The following extracts are taken from this report, which bears date No 
vember 18, 1875: 

The claimant was from the beginning of the war one of the most ardent 
and uncompromising Union men in his sectionof the country. In 1862, when 
over 6) years of age, he raised a regiment in his neighborhood, and, not 
withstanding the efforts made by the rebels to prevent him, he took said 
regiment into Kentucky and joined the Union Army, returning to Chatta 
nooga as colonel of the same, with the advance of that Army in 1863. He 
Was subsequently captured and taken to Atlanta, where he was put in irons 
and held as a hostage; making his escape, he succeeded in reaching his home 
after many hardships and privations. From aseverecold contracted during 


this journey his health was seriously affected and he lost the sight of one of 


his eyes. 
The report then proceeds to give a history and description of the land ir 
which the claimant had an interest and from which the wood was take) 
then proceeds as follows: 

‘‘At the beginning of the war it is stated that this tract was covered w 
timber, mostly oak, and that it remained in that condition until the Unio1 
forces occupied that section of country in the fall of 1863, after which ti 
until the close of the war, details were almost constantly employed 
the land cutting timber and hauling it away for the several uses of the Arn 

‘Soon after the occupation of Chattanooga by our troops a bridge 
built across the Tennessee Rives, the northern approach of which was ne: 
claimant's land, and most of the timber used in its construction was 
from this tract. Some time in the spring of 1864 a sawmill was ere 
the Government near claimant’s land on the same side of the river, and much 
of the timber used in said sawmill came from the Clift and Springer tract 
The lumber was afterwards hauled to Chattanooga and used in the constru 
tion of storehouses,"’ etc. 
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The testimony taken by the agents o 
the report continues: 
The affidavit of R f 
tion With the maps a 
very clearly the lines of tracts wheré 
these the agents have based th ‘ 
on the testimony of other reliable witnesses t j per a of the 
different tracts. They esti 
not entirely, cleared of timber, which, after sele ng 
an average acre of the untouched P i viel Del 
acre, and from about 123 acres additional, on which the b f t rhad 
been taken, they estimate that the quanti I 
to at least 20 cords per acre, making a total of 21,060 cords of v itaken 
said tract of land by the Army, and f 
or 12,030 cords. 
“ The testimony in the caseiso 
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The case ha e 
he evidence 


Army in that section of cou ’ 
vestigated by the agents, and allt 
subject 1s a positive nature and fully sustains the repo! ly 
these facts, I recommend settlement of the claim, : llows: For1 
of wood, being one-half of the quantity taken, at 75 cen 
“The taking of the timber from the 20-acre 
River and of 1,000 cords of wood ] 
ally is not established by any official evidence, an i 
this portion of the claim be suspended until such testimony i 
But the Quartermaster-General was not sa 
opinion the basis of settlement was not the quantity « 
Army at the market price where it W ed 
some relation to the value of the land, an 
Col. Ekin for new evidence on that ps 
Evidence was accordingly taken by a second agent, named Livesey. Itwa 
tnor Co 


of 


from land mn unt individu 
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contradictory and unsatisfactory, and neither the ag 
any report upon it as to the value of the nd. But the Quarterma ’ 

| eral, in reviewing the case upon tl s reports, speal fa similar case t} 
he had settled arisingin the san tion of cou which he tern } 
Carroll case. The land in that was valued at $25.70 pera und the t 
from the land was estimated as equal to half of the entire valuation 



































Deputy Quartermaster-Gencral Hodges, under the order of the Quar 
master-General, made a brief of the case, and in it he makes a ¥ rat 
the wood and timber on the basis of the Carroll! settlement, as f Ws 
480 acres of land reported as cleared, at $25.70 per acre #12 ) 
123 acres culled, at 20 cords per acre, the land yielding 45 cords per 
acre, being 3? cleared, 503 acres, at $25.70 per acre 1, 404. 93 
740.9 
Estimating the timber as one-half of the whole . 6,870.46 
Value of Clift’s interest, he owning a half interest in the lan 3 4 B 
But the Quartermaster-General Was not willing to accept this 
he seemed to regard the difference between the amount « med bv ( 1 
due and the amount fou o be due y pursuing his ow latin 
the value of the timber as evidence that the claim wa mp 
cember 2, 1876, he closed his action in the case with th 
‘*T therefore transmit all the paps to the Third Auditor, rep 
the act of July 4, 1864, that I am not convinced thatit is hou I 
| claimant was loyal during the war 
Adverse action followed in the Treasury Depa € i 
and the claimant brought his case to Congre 
The record conclusively shows the claimant's loyalty, hi n 
Union, his services as a brave soldier, his sufferings and pri “2 
permanent injury to his person received while in the United $ 
He proved beyond all question that he had a one-half inter : 
from which the Government took the wood and tim and that it 
for fuel, bridge-building, and other army purpose 
The Quartermaster’s Department has found through its ow: 
the actual value of the wood which w: ) he Gov ‘ 
} more than $9,000 at the market pri » th i Cha 
| at the time it was u l 
By a purely arbitrary mode of natir I of the « 
property which the Quartermaster-General used tl! amount r 
$3,435.23, and the present bill proposes to give him le than that a 
the amount at 83,000 
The only ur rtain quantity being the value of t wood and ti 
the sum named being les han the minimum yund by ar 
estimation suggested. the committee favor the ment of the 
the proposed basis. But the »not think ‘ | ! 
was used for building the bridg V t I I 
testimony and report should be paid It h 1 th 
Government to pay for timberu or purp ) 
and the committee do not propose ar change that p 
| amount » used Was simall and the allow I 
so much of the w as Was used byt Army for fuel, wt i 
been recognized as a legitimate expense and the proper ect of a 
| claim. 
The present bill makes this payment in full sat i ( ( 
in accordance with a rgestion of the mmitt their 
during the first session of the Fifty-fir Conegre and the com 
ommend that it do pass 
The bill was reported to the Senate without ame Oo 
dered to be engrossed for a third readin ad th 
| and passed. 
SETTLERS O PUBLIC LANDS 
T bill (S. 622) to f in a ed ’ 
of certain tlers on the } and to 
paymen of certa fe p ‘ . 1 
on void entries on p ie lar uN dasn p 
Mr. BERRY. That is nt bill. and a bill that cai 
not be disposed of i ite rule [ all have 
obiect to its con deration t} m ning. 
Mr. DOLPH. I move that the} be take ip fe 
siaera.tlon 
The VICE-PRESIDEN ( st ( 
by the Senator fri {) rO! DOLPI 
Mr. PLATT. May not tl ye read fo 
that motion is pending? 
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Mr. BERRY. Letit be read. Ihave no objection toits being 
read 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 
Che Chief Clerk read the bill to line 21, of section 1, as fol- 
it 
ed, ¢ That section 2 of an act entitled “ An act for the relief of 
‘ 1 settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the repayment of cer- 
‘ es, purchase money, and commissions paid on void entries of public 
lar ed June 16, 1880, be amended so as to read as follows 





SE That in all cases where homestead or timber-culture or desert- 
ntries or other entries of public lands have heretofore or shall here 
inceled 
erroneously allowe 


shall cause to 


for conflict, or where, from any cause, the entry has been 
~<] 


land can not be confirmed, the Secretary of the Interior 


‘ ‘ 


a and commissions, amount of purchase money, and excesses 
aid upon the same up 


gns, the fees 








} i the surrender of the duplicate receipt and the exe 
cution of a proper relinquishment of al 1ims to said land, whenever such 
y shall have been duly canceled by the Commissioner of the General Land 





Mr. DOLPH. One moment. Thatis the old bill down to that 
point, except it is limited to homesteads and preémption en- 
tries 

Mr. BERRY. Is debate in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. Then Lobject to the Senator from Oregon speak- 
ing if I can not be heard. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator has been heard. He need not 
show any temper about it. 

The Chief Clerk resumed, and concluded the reading of the 
bill, as follows: 


If so, I want to be heard. 
Debate is not in order pending the 





\nd in all cases where parties, as preémptors or homestead claimants, have 
paid double minimum price for land which has afterwards been found not to 
be within the limits of a railroad land grant, or which is within the limits of 





ny portion of a grant which has been heretofore or which shall hereafter be 

forfeited by reason of any failure upon the part of the grantee to construct 

that portion of the railroad in aid of which such grant was made, which is 

acent to and coterminous with such lands, the excess of #1.25 per acre 

ll in like manner be repaid to the purchaser thereof, or to his heirsoras 
igns: Provided, That no claim for any money under this act shall be allowed 
nless the same is duly made and presented to the Department of the Interior 

of the United States within the period of two years from the date when such 
aim shall accrue, or from the date of the approval of this act 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
by the Senator from Oregon. 

“Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent to say one word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not press that mo- 
tion and consume the morning hour, because the morning hour 
will be wasted and the bill will not be passed. I suggest that he 
aks to have the bill made the unfinished business to come up after 

1e only two special orders we have. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Everybody will know then when it is to 
come up and will be prepared for it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to that, but I do not want 
the bill postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to make an observa- 
tion to the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is their objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see this bill is general in its character and 
provides that in all cases such and such shall be done. There is 
a very important bill pending before the Committee on Public 
Lands respecting certain lands in lowa, known as the Des Moines 
River lands, and I want it understood that there shall be some 
exception made in this bill so that those lands will not be in- 
cluded, or at least it will be understood that if this bill shall be- 
come a law it in no wise interferes with the great equities which 
pertain to those who are included in the Des Moines grant bill. 
Mr. DOLPH. I do not see how it could. 
or has reference to will be considered the moment it comes back 
from the Interior Department, to which it has been referred. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I see that this bill, if passed, 
makes a certain provision for all cases, which would include the 
Des Moines River cases, unless there is some understanding 





The question is on the motion made 


that it shall not apply to them. I only want to call attention 
to it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not think it will interfere at all. Most of 
this bill is old matter. It is a very slight amendment of the 
present law. What is the proposition of the Senator from Mis- 


Mr. COCKRELL]? 
‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. 
I passed over without pre) dice? 

Mr. BERRY. I want to say a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there 
hears none, 

Mr. BERRY. I understood that the Senator from Oregon 
made a personal remark in regard to me a few moments ago, 
which I did not hear at the time, in regard to keeping my tem- 


[Is it understood that the bill shall 


objection? The Chair 





be repaid to the person who made such entry, or to his heirs or 


The bill the Sena- | 
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per. I wish tosay to him that I had aright to make the objec- 
tion that I have made, and that so faras my temper isconcerned, 
it is not under his control, nor is he to dictate to me or suggest 
to me at any time what course I shall pursue. I do not think 
that such personal remarks should be made, and I wish the Sen- 
ator to understand once for all that I object to his making per- 
sonal remarks of that character and will always make the objec- 
tion on the spot. 

Mr. DOLPH. If I supposed that I said anything disrespectful 
to the Senator I should certainly withdraw it. 

Mr. BERRY. That is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. DOLPH. Isaid that the Senator need not lose his temper 
about it. 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not hear the Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. I said the Senator need not lose his temper 
about it, but I will withdraw the remark, and simply say that I 
am very glad that I have not got the keeping of the Senator's 
temper. 

Mr. BERRY. I should certainly never select the Senator for 
that or any other purpose connected with my affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What disposition is to be made of 
the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. What has become of my motion? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggested to the Senator to accept the 
proposition I made, that the bill should come in as unfinished 
business after the two existing special orders on the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection if a time be fixed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it come in after the consideration of the 
West Virginia and the Virginia question that is to be considered 
on next Monday. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well; let that be the order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itwill be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon 
whether, under the rules, it is not necessary to fix a time? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let it be the same day with the other special 
order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Fix next Monday as the time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be fixed for3 o'clock on Monday next. 

Mr. FRYE. Let it be made the special order at 3 o’clock on 
Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
standing? 


The bill will come in as the unfinished 


ls there objection to that under- 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


RECORDS OF WARS OF REVOLUTION AND 1812. 


The bill (S. 621) to provide for the collection, custody, and ar- 
rangement of the records of the American Revolution was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments, in line 3, before the word ‘‘ records,” to insert 
‘*military;” in the same line, after the word ‘' Revolution,” to 
insert ‘‘and of the war of 1812;” and in line 5, before the word 
‘* Departments,” to strike out ‘‘ State, Treasury, and Interior” 
and insert ‘‘several Executive;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the military records of the American Revolution 
and of the war of 1812, now preserved in the several Executive Departments, 
be transferred to the War Department, to be preserved in the record and 


pension division of that Department, and that they shall be properly in- 
dexed and arranged for use. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. lI inquire if that does not involve the re- 
publication of what are known as the ‘“‘ American Archives” ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not as I understand it. It is simply 
that thos: documents which pertain to the military service in 
the war of the Revolution and the war of 1812, now scattered 
through the several Departments, shall be gathered in the one 
that seems to be their proper custodian, the War Department, 
and not with any idea of their publication. That will be a ques- 
tion for after consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill does not provide for that? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is merely for their collection? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Merely for their collection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It appeared to me that it might involve the 
republication of the archives. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It merely gathers them in one place, 
where they should be. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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The Committee on Military Affairs reported to amend the pre- 
amble so as to read: 

Whereas the military records of the American Revolution and of the war 
of 1812 are now preserved in different Executive Departments of the Govern 
ment and are not easily accessible; and 

Whereas it is important that they should be collected in one Department, 
where they could be easily consultéd and properly indexed and arranged for 
use: Therefore. 

The amendment to the preamble was agreed to. 

The preamble as amended was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as toread: ‘‘A bill to provide for the 
collection, custody, and arrangement of the military records of 
the American Revolution and the war of 1812.” 

RESETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS. 

The bill (S. 331) to provide for the settlement of accounts and 
claims in certain cases was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HALE. Let that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Retaining its place? 

Mr.HALE. Retaining its place on the Calendar. 
examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ing its place. 


I wish to 


JAMES H. OSGOOD. 


The bill (S. 370) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Osgood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion roll the name of James H. Osgood, late a seaman on the United 
States ship Circassian, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. 
GALINGER February 2, 1892: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 370) grant 
ing an increase of pension to James H. Osgood, have examined the same and 

“port: . 

" motmeene Was aseaman in the United States Navy, and during the war of 
the rebellion received a severe injury to his left leg, which resulted in vari- 
cose veins and ulcers, for which he is pensioned at the rate of $30 per month 


The bill will be passed over, retain- | 
I 
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during the late war, and at present his condition is such as to wholly incapac- 
; I 


| itate him from the performance of manual labor 


I have no interest in the prosecution of this claim 
J. R. KIMBALL, M. D 

SUNCOOK, N. H., December 15. 18 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed forathird reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN CHAMBERLAIN. 

The bill (S. 371) granting a pension to John Chamberlain was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the words ‘‘ pension roll,” to strike 
out ‘subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws,” and insert ‘‘at the rate of $12 per month,” 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, et 


1 
sO as to Make 


, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, the name of John Chamberlain, late an agent of the State of New 
Hampshire to care for sick and wounded soldiers in the army of the Poto 


mac during the war of the rebellion 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SENTENCES OF SUMMARY COURTS. 

The bill (S. 620) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to promote 
the administration of justice in the Army,” approved October 1, 
1890. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
to amend the third section of the act of October 1, 1890, so as to 
read: 


Sec. 3. That the commanding officers authorized to approve the sentences 
of summary courts shall have the power to rem yr mitigate the same 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


It proposes 





‘ 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


Not only is soldier in such condition from this injury as to incapacitate him | 


from manual labor, but he is also suffering from heart disease and other dis- 
abilities, which it is claimed is the result of blood poisoning and constitutional 
debility due to the original injury. The last examination of claimant was 
made by the pension examining board at Concord, N. H., composed of su 
geons of long experience, and they reported as follows: 

Upon examination we find the following objective symptoms: Pulse, 92; 
respiration, 19; temperature, 99}; skin sallow, conjunctiva jaundiced, 
tongue furred, abdomen flat and tympaniticovercolon; area of hepatic dull 


ness increased; splenic dullness normal; sphincter not relaxed; one indu- | 


rated pile one-halfinchindiameter. Areaof cardiac dullness increased about 
one-third; valvular sounds roughened, with action irregular and intermit 
tent. Hopping on one leg across the room raises the pulse to 120, and action 
of heart is very tumultuous and the valvular sounds can scarcely be made 
out. Lungs normal. Crepitus in both shouldersand knees, but no enlarged 
joints; all the muscles are flabby, and he is poorly nourished; has varicose 
veins of left leg from top of foot, completely surrounding the ankle and leg, 
running up inside of thigh, and the pudendal veins are all varicosed, some 
of the bunches at this point being an inch in diameter. From the ankle up 


for a distance of 8 inches, the leg is a mass of cicatrical tissue, the result of | 


varicose ulcers. The leg is useless so far as the performance of manual 
labor is concerned, but is of some use to him in standing or walking, though 
for these purposes an artificiallimb would bemuch better. The foot is edem 

atous and the ankle almost anchylosed. 

As a result of the above examination the pension examining board recom- 
mended a rate of $36 per month for the disability caused by injury to leg, and 
a third-grade rating (#24 per month) for that caused by rheumatism and re- 
sulting heart disease, making a total of 80 per month. The Pension Office 
declined to increase the rating for the injured leg above $30 per month, there 
being no intermediate rating between $v and #72, and rejected the rating for 
rheumatism and resulting heart disease. 


Yourcommittee respectfully submit thata board of distinguished surgeons 


who personally examined the injured limb must necessarily know the extent 
of the disability, while it is a generally recognized fact among medical men 
that such an injury as this soldier sustained, with open sores covering the 
limb, and the veins being diseased and broken down, can not do otherwise 
than result in blood poisoning and a consequent underminimg of the entire 
system, culminating necessarily in diseases precisely such as claimant is to 
day suffering from. 

Medical affidavits are herewith appended, showing the pre 
condition of the claimant. 

Your committee are of opinion that thisis an entirely meritorious case, and 
therefore report the bill back favorably and recommend its passage 


sent deplorable 


SUNCOOK, December 14, 1891 
I hereby certify that I have known James H. Osgood for twenty-five year 
and have been his family physician, and know of his condition during thes« 
years to the present time. For many years he has been, and is now, wholly 
nceapacitated from performing manual labor, by reason of injury to left leg 
while in service of United States Navy, and for the past five or six years ba 
been growing more and more feeble, with no hope of recovery 
GEORGE H. LARRABEE, M. D 
Formerly Assistant Surgeon 
First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery Vol 


This certifies that I have known James H. Osgood, of Suncook, N. H.., for 
the _ fifteen years, and on several occasions [ have been called into his 
family professionally, and during the whole of the time I have been so situ 
ated as to know of his physical condition, and it is my opinion that, for the 
past five years at least, his life has been constantly menaced as the result of 
an injury to his left leg received while serving in the United States Navy 


and passed. 
MINERAL LANDS. 


The bill (S. 54) to amend chapter 6 of Title XXXII of the Re- 
vised Statutes, relating to mineral lands and mining resources, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing, with amendments. 


Mr. STEWART. 


| would suggest that in the course of read- 








ing the bill there are a few immaterial amendments that might 
be passed on as the reading proceeds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That course will be pursued, 
there be no objection. 3 

The first amendment of the Committ on Mines and Mining 
was in section 1, line 55, after the words ‘‘eighteen hundred 
and” tostrike out ‘‘ ninety-one” and insert ‘‘ ninety-two 
57. after the words ‘“‘eighteen hundred and” to strike out 
‘ninety ” and insert ‘‘ninety-one;” in line 58, after the word 
‘eighteen hundred and ninety” to strike out ‘‘ one” and insért 
‘*two:” so as to read: 

And p? ided further, That only one-half of the annual lat ( 
ments required by this act shall be necessary to be performed or made pr 
to 12 o'clock meridian of the Ist day of October, in the year 1892, on claim 
upon which the annual labor onimy ents were performed or made in 
year 1891; butafterthe ist day of October, int! ear 1892, the full an 
labor or improvements required by ict shall be performed or mad 


such claims as in all other cases during ea year prior to 12 o'clock me) un 
of the Ist day of Octobe1 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was. in section 2, line 48, before the word 
‘‘claims,” to strike out ‘*or”’ and insert *‘ on;” so as to read 

But no more than 3,000 feet in length along tl in | ] ut prior 
to the 10th day of May 1872, et 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 54, after the word 
‘* placer,” to insert ‘‘ or petroleum;” and in line 54, after the word 
‘oround,” to insert ‘‘ or land that is chiefly valuable for build 


ing stone:” so as to read: 
And not more than 40 acres of placer or pett round or lar hat 
hiefly valuable for lidiz tone shall be n th ul 


for a patent 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I prefe: at this bi hould 
not stand upon this order now, b he i go bac on the Ca 
endar so that it may be aise sed. [ should K LO LOOK into it 

Mr. STEWART. B I S t to re ce on the Ca 
endaar. 

Ir. WOLCOTT. Ido not care where it goes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will rcest that it 


only take amomentor two more tocomplete the reading « 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I had an impression that I was savir 
by taking this course, but I have no objection to th b 


ing concluded. 






































































COCKRELL. The reading is nearly through. 
Lhe Vi‘ PRESIDENT The reading of the bill will be com- 
] j opjectiol 
r" ( ( r resume the reading of the bi 
ni tof the Co1 ittee on Mi und Mining 
we n4 1d, alte he word ** cinnabar,” to insert 
‘ I 16, after the word aluable,” to strike 
C and ins Lb’ mineral; SO aS to read: 
I rock in place \ silver, cinna 
t Ler Lu en rai; sn re iS ta Jacte « 
‘ rth Ll 1 “a racte 
| % sr a 
V Ie T. The Chair is of opinion that the 
‘ af “ mineral,” in section 2, line 16, should 
be st ken out. Itw b ricken out if there be no objection. 
T ( : } rs } . 
i itv add to section 4 the following pro- 
vis 
i l i ng the char er oO l la 
v r iluable for mineral thar i iré 
< r ae pea adjacent to 
I a 1¢ twas acre 1 to 
ame! I 4 s on 6, line 6, before the word 
3 » strike ‘ and in the same line after 1 
v to a ‘ icultu a purposes,” so as 
TK 
5 ‘ i pa l I rve the 1 t< ¥ 
any vis, Git ] unt 
a I i w 1s uicur 
amendment was eed to 
The Vit PRESIDENT O on being magleto its consid- 
‘ mm. the \ moO OVe!l 
STEWART. ‘1 ill will be passed over, retaining its 
piace « e Calends 
Vic PRESIDENT be so or¢ ed, if there be no 
0 
STOWN AND NORTHERN RAILWAY. 
) 5S. 839) ors right of way to the Jamestown and 
Ni ( Ra th he Devils Lake Indian Reservation 
} 1 vortl as considered asin Committee of 
{ Oo 
t 5 te without amendment, or- 
a ob ngross ird reading, read the third tim: 
ant LSS 
\ YUE CUTTER GALLATIN. 
r b l] S. 20 1) for the r¢ lief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
1 l States revenue ¢ r Gallatin off the coast of Massa- 
( was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
FRYE. In section 1, line 5, after the word ‘‘ wrecked,” I 
to strike out ‘‘ of” and insert “ off;” so as to read: 
\V Ma husetts, « 
nent was ag 1 to 
PRY] As there is no report accompanying the bill, it 
ps Sse or me tosay jt rd. The billis drawn 
from a rch irnis yy the dist d and hard-working 
Senat om Missouri | Mr. Cock , and is very carefully 
wi to prevent any fraud of any kind. This cutter,on the 
6th day of last January, in a gale of wind and ina blinding snow- 
storm, struck a sunken rock and filled so quickly that there was 
not anv ortunity given to save anything; they simply saved 
t | as nofaulton the} art of the officers or cr Ww. 
r behaved with great gallantry,and all were saved except 
one, the ci nt vi as killed by the fall of o smokestack. 
was report to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
] AS « 
‘ engrossed for a third reading, read 
a 


HARRIS. 

















f of the legal representatives of 
John H. sand ‘| as D. H S was considered asin Com- 
n e of ( 
t Committee on Claims with 
+ . ‘in “4 ¢ ? , + Le + 
¢ Lhe word lrona to strike o1 
é‘ nsert ‘*‘ Loudon;” so as to make the bill read: 
- I wsury be, and heis hereby, authorized and 
in the Treasury not <« therwise appropri 
‘ of John H. Jones, former of A é 
oO ntatives of TI mas D. ‘Harri f ly 
of] f y partners engaged in the manufacture 
o! e firm name of nes & Harris, such 
a La int of rol mill, stock, manu 
fa Lp ri m by the Confed- 
eI red ‘my of the United States 
al 8 ff Waris hereby author- 
i such | erty actually came into 
t i ry t Jnited States or under 
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| of this claim. 


|; 2nd passed. 


Marcu 10, 


military authorities thereof, and what part thereof was returned to the 
iid Jones & Harris, and the value of what was so received, taken. and used 


and what was returned an i wh it amoun 









ince is Justiy due onaccount 


thereof; and the amount, when so ascertaine i paid to the ] slrep ¢ 
atives of John H. Jénes and Thomas D. Harris, shall be in full satisfaction 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 


the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD S. ARMSTRON 


The bill (S. 18) for the relief of Edward S. Armstrong was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
$1,673.14 to Edward S. Armstrong, of Ralls County. Mo.. b g 
the one-eighth partof a judgment rendered by the Courtof Claims 
on the 22d of November. 1860, against the United States, in favor 
of the estate of James B. Armstrong, deceased. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
1 


ing 
Il 





SAAS BETWEEN NEBRASKA AND SOUTH DAKOTA. 

The bill (S. 695) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
survey and mark the boundary bi — the State of Nebraska 
and a port on of the State of South Dakota which is embraced 
in » Pine Ridge and Rosebud eitien Reservations, was consid- 
ere a as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, in section 1, line 4, after the word “sur- 
veyed,” to strike out ‘‘ ascertained: ” so as to make the bill read: 
Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
horized to cause to be surveyed and dis ly mt iby suitable and per- 
manent monuments that portion of the bo! undary line between the State of 
Nebraska and the State of South Dakota which lies west of the Missouri 
” SEC. 2. That for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act 
sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby app 
ated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

T as amended so as to read: 















The title w ‘*A bill to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to survey and mark the ower ary be- 
tween the State of Nebraska and the State of South Dakota which 
ies west of the Missouri River.” 


FANNY B. RANDOLPH AND DORA L. STARK. 


The next business on the ¢ 


‘alendar was the resolution reperted 
bv Mr. 


MITCHELL from the Committee on Claims, February 
}, 1892; which was considered, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, Th at the claim of Fanny B. Randolph and Dora L. Stark, for stores 
ind supplies taken by the military forces of the United States for their use 
iuring the war for the suppression of the rebellion, be, and the same ishere- 
by, referred with all the papers in the case to the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, commonly known as the * Bowman 


act,’’ asamended by the act of March 3, 1887, commonly knownasthe * Tucker 


act 


LAREDO, TEX., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 
The bill (S. 1646) making Laredo, Tex., asubport of entry was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim: 
and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS subsequently said: I — like to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] to the fact that | 
desire to enter a motion for a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the Senate passed the bill (S. 1646) making Laredo, Tex., 
° subport of entry. I may not desire to press it; I simplyeenter 

he motion that i may have an opportunity to examine the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). The 


motion to reconsider will be entered. 








RIO GRANDE RIVER BRIDGE AT BROWNSVILLE. 
The bill (S. 1644) authorizing the Continental Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the Rio Grande sabe i or near 
Brownsville, Tex., wasconsidered as in Committee » Wh 01 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce w 
amendments. 
The first amendment was, in section 3, line 22 he word 
bridge,” to strike out ‘the case” and to insert ** any 








action 


+! 





arising thereon;” so as to read: 
And in case of any obstruction or alleged obstructi to t naviga 
river, cause ged to be caused by said bridge, any action ar 


thereon may be br it in the circuit court of the United States in ' 


any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be located. 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in section 7, line 17, after the word 
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; — ee ee ee : 
- , ‘ “ss ; . 4 bs 4 1s48 a rr} tT ' ~ rv. > ry as 4 } 
; ‘‘oost.” to strike out ‘ thereof,” and to insert ‘‘ofsuch additional |} The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The pending p, tl air 
structure:” so as to make the section read: is informed by the Secretar 3 upon the mo of the Senator 
_— } } | a [\iw T + ‘ ‘ hii ry 
hat it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, on satisfactory proof irom Lowa | Mr. ALLISON | ‘ ( e bill. iLne 
; that a necessity exists therefor, to require the company o persdus owning | Senator from Missouri now « an am ich is: 
iid bridge to cause such aids to the passage of sald bridge to be constructed, | .4:54 ite f | t y. 497 
. ‘ St1ltute ior toe ole D1. 
4 pla and maintained, at their own cost and expense, in the form of booths, | a ae whe _ 
; ai pte or suitable and proper structures for the guiding of rafts,| Mr. PADDOCK. Isita a i 
; § its, and other water craft safely through the passageway as shall | js pending? 
é be speci 1 in his order in that behalf; and on failure of the company or | 4] he PRESIDIN ( ; 
: persons aforesaid to make and establish such additional structures within | 5 as ; 
a reasonable time the said Secretary shal!: proceed to cause the same to be axe precedence on ¢ tl a 
built or made at the expense of the United States, and shall refer the matter | the Senator from 1 His amendm ( 
without lay to the Attorney-General of the United States whose duty it | 4), , le, anvth 4+ natu? 
shall be to institute, in the name of the United States, proceedings In an) : ee _ — ; , ‘ 
cireuit court of the United States in which such bridge or any part thereof | Will be irs in or . 
is locate the recovery of the cost of such additi l structure; and all | Mr. PADDOCK That is the charaet ( 
mone} ruing from such proceedings shall be covered into the Treasul rm PRCINING OT OLVD : 
le ~ i ) i( of oO ( 
of the U2 Siiien , | The PRESIDING OFFICER 
The Secretary w now 1 & ! 
l amendment was agreed to Se ere : 
om . ° 1 ‘ , ~enator irom lowa, an l 
rhe next amendment was, in section 8, line 2, after the word | ao iM 
> a - . . : o al Om Jv 
"2 ico to insert **tor tn construction of Said "1a n° 5O a5 rs 4 
. iif i i j l 0 ( 
to make the section read : . ; 
b lr ‘ owl words 
Tha rf autl j fthe Republic of M » for the 
l l I i i ive nobtained b li bridge Sy 7. That there is va 
— } 4 . 4 iT fz 000.000. to be dra n f I 
The amendment was agre ed wr . . 43 nts therefor to be au l, in tl ‘ ! 
“he bill was reported tothe Senate as amended and the amena- postal service 
ments we icurred in. — 
my 1.27 . 1 : . ° Tha PLT ‘ BT CER Mh 
Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read +h PRESIDING OF! 7 S ; 
° 7 ‘ 1 end me T ) Ss | 1 ( > ( 
the third time, and passed. une amen nt pro é t ! 
. " . — . » . . nat 18 to Strike Out @li O| UD ndi [ ind at ) 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE TALLAPOOSA AND COOSA RIVERS - PANN - ‘ er 
= e 7 eal: ta a Mr. PADDOCK. Do lw sta. it is ¢ 
Che bill (S. 1647) to authorize the Alabama Grand Trunk Rail- | Chair that my amendment | 
road Company to bridge across the Tallapoosa and Coosa Rivers | the next amendment in o1 
onsidered as in Committee of the Whole. The PRESIDING OFFI t Si t 
' was reported from the Committee on Commerce wit Chair that the pending « tior on t of 1 i 
aments te rom lowa ; eo 1 sect 
ry ; nt ws ’ 9 line 7. after +t} } : — . 
Che fit .ent was in section 2, line 7, after the word| Mr. PADDOCK. Id 1t the proper 1 (Bo two o 
te } + ] < } « } we * o¢ ; 
to s telepgrap! ana insert te egraph three amendments to p 7 own a e 1 | 
» amendment was agreed to. pos d was the pendil , § 
rT’ ) ‘ y nt . +? radi 4 ; . «f+ » 7 ”" -_ —~ a 
ine next amendment wa in section 4, to insert aiter line <i, The PRESIDING OFFI a 4 } Q 
the following: from Nebraska is not now ( ( 
And any action ensuing from the constru sid bridges, « of | eome wl t will beinor T"} Seng ‘ 
them, shall be instituted and brought in the district court of tl f ah aad ‘ opal meme 
States within whose jurisdiction any portion of said bridge or bridges may} ment of the Senator from Miss 
» located: Provided, That no bridge shall be built under the provisions of The Secretary read as 
this act, except the be built, at the time of the erection of the piers, ; 
ich sheer f ms ers, or other suit structures for the guiding | A bill to provide for the erectio i 
of rafts, steamboats ‘aft_safely through the pass: vays nd cities \ re the ] 
required War: And provided also ‘ ceeded $3,000 annua 
Ly « ry ati Be it y the 8 te tii rt ’ 
ich | i rid is3 177 ica ( } mbled, TY ie Secretar I 
i prest r Arcl l‘reasur 





ndment 


o strike 


xt amendment was. in section 5, line 3, after the word 
4 t ree years” andinsert ‘‘ one year;” in 


to strike out ‘‘four” and insert 


ter the wor 



































: 
j 
in line 6, after the word *‘ within,” to strike out *‘ three ential 
years ” and insert ‘‘one year;” in the same line, after the word istru t 
‘‘ within,” to strike out ‘*‘ four ”’ and insert ‘‘ three;” and in lings 
8, after the word ‘“ date,” to strike out thereof” and insert range : nd 
‘*hereof;” so as to make the section read: able pr 
That this act shall be null and void as to such bridge, herein provided f : ¢ - , ’ : dae . " “ss . 
on which actual construction is not commenced within one year and « i conacaiaeinial ae ~aamnd oned. { ; the ali ' tau 
pleted within three years from the date thereof; butshallremainin full force | ; ederal building all iPr eid teen alle cnn peecirgueirs 
and effect as to such bridge, herein provided for, on which actual construct , ee ee aaa : 
is commenced within one year and completed within three years from t . deny > 34 1 etme sea oees = 
q q ex ed 224.000. said bui ' a riv A 
date hereof “- : 
pe 7 ; States and Territories it ng i I 
Che amendment was agreed to. excess of the amounts V 
The next amendment was to insert the following as an addi- | Uh purpos: yee oth 
tional section: m and} ufor ‘1 uterial to i , 
Src. 6. That Congress hereby expressly reserves the right to alter,a nd ich Dual a . Postma PAr€! ‘ f 
or repeal this act whenever t ic interests so requir . t 3 
The amendment was agreed to. } : - 
T) e bil was reportet to the Senate as ame! li il, and the ~ ‘I i Tre 
amendments were concurred ir ; 
The bil as ord rd readir read a 
the third time, an Post G . r 
Anew er pu I a 
The PRESIDING OFI k ha Lo Se al : — ; 
4 ° : i Lt no I 
arrived, the Chair b ¢ 
The Senate, as i sumed e con- i ! 
f sideration of the bill (S. to provide for the erection of public | ™* Of Suen size ass 
4 buildings for post-offices in townsand cities where the post~ 
receipts for three years preceding have exceeded $3,000 annu: ! 
[The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill under considerat 
has been read and partly considered. 
Mr. VEST. On behalfof the committee I oifer asnbstitute 1 not : r 
the pending bill. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be reported. 
fw > ‘Tr rr . ; . + ° 
Mr. PADDOCK. There is already one amendment in the na- et 


ture of a substitute pendin 























1912 


also at the same time report to Congress a list of the buildings, with the es- 
timated cost thereof, to be erected under the provisions of this act during 
the next ensuing year 

Src. 6. That whenever, in the opinion of the Postmaster-General, the Sec- 
retary of thé Treasury, and the Secretary of the Interior, it shall be neces- 
sary or expedient to provide, at any place where a building is to be erected 
under the provisions of this act, for the accommodation of Government offi- 
cials other than those connected with the Post-Office Department, the said 
building 
modati« 

SEc. 7. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provisions of this act, the 





shall be designed and erected with a view to furnishing such accom- 






sum of $500,000, to be drawn from the Treasury and expended, and the ac- | 
be audited, in the same manner as other expenditures for | 


counts therefor to 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it will save time and simplify the 
discussion very much, if there is to be any, by reading certain 
figures from the Post-Office Department showing the number of 
Presidential offices and their classifications. 

Mr. FRYE. The reimber under this bill that will be affected? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, the number under this bill. 

The total number of Presidential offices at this time in the 
Inited States is 3,122; number of first-class offices, 128: second- 
class offices, 602: and third-class offices, 2,392. 

Under the act of March 3, 1883, first-class offices include all 


where the gross receipts amount to $40,000 and upwards; second- | 


class offices, where the gross receipts amount to $8,000 and not 
exceeding $40,000; third-class offices, where the gross receipts 
range from $1,900 to not exceeding $8,000. 

Mr. PLATT. Do the 128 first-class post-office 
those where buildings now exist or those where there are no build- 
ings? 

Mr. VEST. The figures include all. I shall afterwards show 


ment buildings or provided for now. 

The total number of first and second class post-offices whereat 
the gross receipts ranged from $8,000 upward, in rented quarters, 
is 588, and the aggregate amount allowed for rent for these offi- 
ces is $461,690. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the second class? 

Mr. VEST. That is the total amountof first and second class. 
The total number of third-class offices whereat the gross re- 
ceipts for the four quarters up to March 31, 1891, amounted to 
$3,000 a year, and not exceeding $8,000 a year, in rented quar- 
ters, is 1,311; and the total amount allowed for rent for these 


offices tc 2OQD 399 OO 
The total number of post-offices of the first, second, and third 
classes whereat the gross receipts amounted to $3,000 and up- 
aggregate amount allowed for rent for 


s is $744,082.50. 


is 1.899: and the 


wards, 
those offic 

The pending substitute which I have offered on behalf of the 
Committ 
to be erected to 988, and these are buildings in which for three 
years preceding the gross receipts have amounted to $3,000 a 
ding $8,000 a year. I have here a statement 
Post-Office Department, which I ask may be printed as 


« ; 43% . 
an executive Co 


year and not exce¢ 


f, , +} 
irom Lit 


United States at this time that come within the provisions of 
the substitute; in other words, where the gross receipts for three 
years preceding have been $3,000 a year and not exceeding $8,000 
ayear. This statem also shows the salaries of the postmas- 
ters a the pop ilatior , ace rding to the e nsus of 1890, The 
States are alphabetically arranged, and it will be seen that, leav- 
ing out fractions, the towns that would be provided for would 
range in population from 2,000 to 10,000. 


[ will frankly state, Mr. President, that my object, and I think 
that of the committee, in this proposed legislation is to popular- 
of public buildings. The complaint here- 

n, and it is a just one, that the Government has 
directed its attention in putting up these public buildings to 


» the construction 
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places include 


r. 
the number of offices of the different classes that are in Govern- | 


Marco# 10, 


Mr. VEST. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator be good enough to state 
what is the maximum limit of appropriation as provided for in his 
substitute? 


Mr. VEST. Thesubstitute provides that noone of these build- 


| ings shall exceed in limit $20,000 for site and building. 


Mr. FRYE. For lot and building? 

Mr. VEST. For lot and building. There are nine hundred 
and eighty-eight of them, and if the maximum amount should be 
fixed upon by this board, consisting of the Postmaster-General, 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the whole amount that could possibly be expended would be $19,- 
760,000. But that is putting the limit at the highest. I will as- 
sume that in a large majority of these cases the expenditure 


| would not exceed $15,000, which would decrease that amount— 
| the calculation can be easily made—one-fourth. 


Under the sub- 
stitute proposed by the Senator from Nebraska there are one 
thousand eight hundred and eighty-nine buildings to be con- 
structed or that could be constructed. His substitute fixes upon 


| $3,000—— 


Mr. PADDOCK. As the minimum. 

Mr. VEST. As the minimum receipts for three years preced- 
ing, and without any limit above that, so that it includes—— 

Mr. PADDOCK. All. 

Mr. VEST. No, not all; because in the third-class post-offices 
are those where the receipts are from $1,900 to $8,000, and he 
cuts out those in the third class, asdoes the substitute, between 
$1,900 and $3,000, but includes all above $3,000 in the third class, 
and all of the second class, which is from $8,000 to $40,000, and 
all of the first class, which is from $40,000 up, without any limit. 

Mr.PADDOCK. It includes above the limit of $3,000. 

Mr. VEST. Above $3,000, and that would make 1,889 accord- 
ing to the official report, and would make an expenditure of $47,- 
477,000, instead of $19,760,000. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will allow me, in my own cal- 
culation I make the cost $52,276,000. That would be alittle more 
than double the amountappropriated in the last two Congresses 


| under the very bad method that has obtained, partial and inju- 


on Public Buildings and Grounds limits the buildings | 


ment, giving the number of post-offices in the | 


dicious in many respects. 

Mr.VEST. lam only endeavoring now, because I am notstren- 
uous about any provision of the bill, to explain the features of 
the substitute and of the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. FRYE. Whatis the limitation as to the cost of these build- 
ings proposed in the substitute of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. VEST. Twenty-five thousand dollars, and in the proposed 
substitute of the committee $20,000, a difference of $5,000. 

Mr. FRYE. That is, that no building shall cost over $25,000? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. That would not do for first-class offices. 

Mr. VEST. I must confess that I do not exactly understand 
the amendment. I will read it in justice to the Senator from Ne- 
braska, and perhaps he can make it clear to the Senate. Ihave 
no disposition to do him any injustice with hisamendment. Sec- 
ton 2 of his proposed amendment is as follows: 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to time pur- 
chase sites and cause post-office buildings to be constructed thereonin accord- 
ance with said designs and plans hereinbefore mentioned, for the proper ac- 
commodation of all post-offices the annual gross receipts of which for the three 
preceding fiscal years shall have exceeded the sum of $3,000 each: Provided, 
That the cost to the United States of any such site and building shall not ex- 
ceed the aggregate of such gross receipts in each case for such period of three 
years, and that said cost within such limit and the material to be used in the 
construction of such building shall be determined by the Postmaster-General 
and Secretary of the Treasury, subject to the approval of the President: 
Provided, That where the aggregate receipts of any post-office of the fourth 
class for such period of three years are insufficient to purchase a site and 
erect a suitable building therefor, the Postmaster-General and the Secretary 
of the Treasury may, in their discretion, increase the cost of such site and 
building, but in no case shall such increased cost exceed #24,000— 


I said $25,000— 


for the purchase of a site and the construction of a building for any post- 


| office where the aggregate receipts for such period of three years were less 


he lar towns and cities, those of the first and second classes, 
\ m receipts have ranged from $8,000 to $40,000 and from 
$40,000 upwards without any limit. The object of the commit- 
tee has been to give a general distribution in the middle-sized | 
and smaller towns throughout the country, where the receipts 


exceed for three years preceding $3,000 and do net exceed $8,000. | 


natter of course, is a mere arbitrary rule adopted 
e, to which it is by no means wedded. If the 


to change it and to extend the classification so as 


nelude more offices it can be easily dune by changing one word 
in the bill. Instead of $24,000 for the three years preceding, 
which is $8,000 a year, it ean be made $40,000, so as to include 
all the post-oflices of the second class, or it can be made $30,000, 
so as to in e the larger portion of the offices of the second 
els 


a 
Mr. PADDOCK. May I ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question’? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 


sour! yleia? 


than $24,000: And provided further, That said buildings thus to be constructed 
shall be fairly distributed among the several States. 


As I understand the amendment it does not touch the post- 


| offices of the fourth class, for they range up in their receipts to 


$1,900. Then the third class commences, which range from $1,900 
to $8,000: then the second class, from $8,000 to $40,000, and then 
the first class, which is from $40,000 up, without any limit. 

Mr. FRYE. Does not the substitute of the Senator from Ne- 
braska provide that buildings may be erected costing not exceed- 
ing the gross revenues of the office? 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. 

Mr. FRYE. In those first-class offices the revenues must be 
very much more than $25,000. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course. I was going to remark 
that under the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ne- 
braska a public building might cost $1,000,000, for I have a list 
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bs e of the first-class offices, showing that some of them get 

350,000, $300,000, and $400,000. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator if some of 

thom now under the rule obtaining do not cost more than $1,000,- 
, and I should like to have him point to any post-offices of mod- 

ern size now where under the amendment that I have proposed 

there would be an undue appropriation? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not discussing the propriety of the enact- 

ent; I am trying to show the Senate what the proposed legisla- 
tion is. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I shall have it read directly, and then the 
Senator can see. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave the amendment here before me, and I shall 
not do any injustice. I am certain that under the provisions of 
the amendment there will be no limitation except as to the re- 
ceipts of the post-office above $3,000. It might go to $1,000,000 a 
year. The result of the amendment would be that this board, 
consisting of the three Cabinet officers, could construct a build- 
ing that would cost an enormous amount. That is entirely an- 
tagonistic to the idea of our committee. 

Mr.CALL I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if 
the table which he has shows the aggregate amount of rent paid 
by the Government? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, it shows it on all offices between $3,000 and 
$8,000. Iam responsible for that classification, because I asked 
the Post-Office Department to make out a computation based 
upon the provisions of the bill of the committee. I have other 
statistics 

Mr. CALL. What is the total amount? 

Mr. VEST. The total amount paid on this classification is 
$744,000 a year for rent. 

Mr. CALL. Is that the whole amount paid by the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, in a year for all offices—first, second, and 
third classes. There are a large number of offices of the fourth 
class for which the Government pays no rent, and there are 
some of the third class for which the Government pays no rent; 
but I am speaking now about those that are placed in the classi- 
fications of the office. 

In a letter from the chief of the salary and allowance division 
of the Post-Office Department, to First Assistant Postmaster- 
General Whitfield, dated January 25, 1892, this statement is 
made, which will enable the Senate to understand distinctly 
what I have just said: ; 

We have 588 offices of the first and second classes, or offices where gross re- 
ceipts are $8,000 and upward, not located in Government buildings, whereat 
the aggregate allowance for rent is $461,690.56, and the aggregate allowance 
for fuel and light for the said offices is $73,058, making a total of #534,748.50 
for rent, fuel, and light for the said 588 first and second class offices. 

In addition, we have 1,311 third class offices in rented quarters, where re- 
ceipts for the four quarters ended March 31, 1891, amounted to $3,000 and 
upward. The aggregate amount allowed for rent for the said third class of- 
fices is $282,392, and the total allowed for fuel and light is 863,712, making a 
total of $353,104 for rent, fuel, and light for the said third class offices. 

The grand total allowance for rent, fuel, and light for offices of the first, 
second, and third classes, as above, is $887,852.50. 

At present we have 142 first and second class offices located in Government 
buildings, and 13 third class offices where receipts are $3,000 and upward 

I do not know that I could make any statement more distinctly, 
or could make the Senate understand better the facts which are 
presented to them. 

There is another distinction between the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraskaand that of the committee. The amount 
of buildings to be constructed in any one year according to his 
amendment is fifty. We place no limit numerically upon the 
number of buildings to be constructed in the committee bill, but 
we ask for an appropriation of $500,000, which would be, if the 
full limit of $20,000 were allowed to each building, twenty-five 
buildings a year, but if at $15,000, of course the number would be 
increased. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The limit which the Senator speaks of is to 
be stricken out by an amendment which I have prepared, and the 
entire appropriation is to be stricken out so as to leave the whole 
subject of appropriation to the Appropriation Committees of Con- 

yress. 

Mr. VEST. I have not theslightest objection to that feature. 

I was about to remark when interrupted that after all itis within 
the power of Congress to limit the number of buildings to be con- 
structed by the appropriations. Thereisa provision in the com- 
mittee bill that no contract shall be made for any buildings above 
the aggregate amount appropriated by Congress during that 
year. That, as a matter of course, is an absolute, mandatory 
imitation upon the number of buildings to be constructed in any 
one year, and this board can not go outside of that aggregate 
amount. 


I refer any Senator who feels an interest in the matter, and it 
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is rather an important one, to areportin the Fifty-first Congress, 
teport No. 1510 of the House of Representatives, which covers 
the whole scope and object of this proposed legislation. I shall 
not take up the time of the Senate further than to read what is 
stated in that report as the opinion of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment as to the general purpose of this legislation: 

The general purpose of the bill is in conformity with the recommen 
of the Postmaster-General in his report for 1887 (pages 18 to 23 

And I believe my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] was the 
Postmaster-General— 
and Postmaster-General Wanamaker, in his report for 1889(page 28), says: 

“T renew the recommendations of Post ral Vilas in his annual 





ations 


| report for 1887, for the construction of buildings by the General Government 


for the exclusive use of the post-offices at towns and cities containing a cer- 
tain population, or where the gross revenues reach acertain sum; and I also 
suggest that such buildings might be erected at the free-delivery offices. At 
such places the rent now paid largely exceeds the average cost for rental 
But if it did not exceed the sum of $856.43 (the average cost per office) there 
would be economy for the Government in the ownership of said buildings, 
for I am well convinced that they could be constructed and fully equipped at 
an average cost that would bring the annual interest thereon at Government 
rates greatly below #800 each.”’ 
This subject was fully investigated 

Says the report— 
by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of the Fiftieth Congress, 
and Mr. Ermentroutof thatcommittee submitted areport (Fiftieth Congress, 
first session, No. 2095) to accompany bill H. R. 3319. Asthe provisions ofthat 
bill are almost identical with those of the present bill, the report of Mr. Er- 
mentrout is given. 

[ shall not read the whole of this report, but it is a very care- 
ful computation of the amount which the Government is now pay- 
ing, calculating interest at 3 per cent, in the shape of rents for 
these buildings, and what would be the cost to the Government 
if the appropriation was made under the legislation proposed in 
the other House, which limited the cost of each building to 
$25,000. The difference between that proposed bill and the 
measures now pending before the Senate was that in the House 
bill there were classifications of expenditures, for instance: 


1. Where the gross post-office receipts for each of the two preceding years 


exceed $25,000, the cost of such building to the United States may be a sum 
not exceeding $25,000. 
2. Where such gross receipts for each of twopreceding years exceed $20,000 


and shall have been no more than £25,000, the cost of 
exceed to the United States #20,000 

}. Where such gross receipts for each of two preceding years shall be 63,000 
and not more than $20,000, the cost of such building shall not exceed to the 
United States #15,000 


ich building shall not 


Under that proposed legislation the number of buildings to be 


erected would be 1,433, as shown by a table that is in the House 
report. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds came 
to the conclusion, after a thorough examination of the 
subject, that instead of classifying we would putin a genera! pro- 
vision limiting the erection of these buildings to places where 


the receipts were from $3,000 to $8,000 annua 


VnOIe 


ly, and this would 
include, as I have remarked before, towns where 
is from 2,000 to 10,000. 

As a matter of course, if the Senate sees proper to enlarge the 
number of buildings it can be easily done by simply providing 
that all buildings of the second class which would range from 
$3,000 in annual receipts up to $40,000, shall be included within 
the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. With the Senator’s permission 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. [should like to ask him, where the receipt 
are $8,000 how much may be expended in the constructi 
building according to the substitute he has offer 
the committee? 

Mr. VEST. Twenty thousand dollars, and 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, it is confined to 
three years’ receipts. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Twenty-four thousand dollars. 

Mr. VEST. Twenty-four thousand dollars. 
I shall say no more in regard to the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, from the beginning of this 
discussion—indeed from the beginning of the introduction of 
bills on this subject (and I think I had the honor to introdue 
the first bill here of this kind that was ever introduced, and it 
was exactly on the line of the bill which I now pr 
amendment in the nature of a substitut 
move the business of legislating for the construction of public 
buildings entirely from Congress. That is the re t 
be accomplished if the amendment whic 


the population 


mofa 
’ } . 
aon behal! of 


amend- 


= 
ror the prese nt 


as an 


1V aim Nas been to re- 


a the result which wil! 





| have proposed is 


adopted. And if we are to do anything at all we should ha 
view such a consummation. 
For the information of the Senate, as it has been some time 


since this amendment was read to the Senate. I should to 


have it reported for the information of the body. I will ask tl 
it be read with the changes that I propose to makeinit. Inline 7 
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is 1e amendment perhaps [ made an error as to my intention penny 
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eceipts of the city wherein it may be | and materi 
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in the office of the Supervising Architect at my re st. It 
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stance: The population is 2,800. The gross receipts are $3,600. 
The building would be $10,800. Everybody would see at once 
that that would be a proper arrangement. At Anniston, Ala., 
the population is 10,000. The gross receipts are $14,000. The 
building would be $72,000. At Birmingham, a great and grow- 
ing and flourishing town, with a population of 26,178, the re- 
ceipts are rather abnormal, $70,000; the public-building appro- 
priation would be $210,000. 

In California, at Fresno, the population is 10,800, the receipts 
$22,800, and the building would cost $68,400. 

Mr. MORGAN. Are those first-class offices? 

Mr. PADDOCK. No, sir; they are taken indiscriminately. 
This statement embraces all offices above the limit of $10,000 
gross receipts for three years, taking the offices above $10,000 
as the minimum. 

Mr. PLATT. Above $10,000 for three years? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Above $10,000 for three years. 

Mr. MORGAN. The town I live in has a second-class post- 
office, and has about 12,000 population, of whom fully one-half 
are black people, and the income of the post-office annually in 
that town ds $18,000. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
office. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
under this plan. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


Then that town would have a $54,000 post- 
] 


[t would not get any building at all. 
Fifty-four thousand dollars would be allowed 


Would it get any building under this plan? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Certainly it would. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itneeds one. 
petent doctors that that post-office has killed two first assistant 
postmasters in two years, and another one is about to die. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 
3,000; the gross receipts (these are annual receipts that I am giv- 
ing) are $7,750; the building would be $23,250, It is remarkable 
how the proportions are preserved as you go through. There is 
hardly an exception to them. 

Connecticut: Wallingford, 4,300 population; gross annual re- 
ceipts, $8,800, and the building would be $26,400. Waterbury, 
population, 28,700; gross receipts, $47,600, and there would be al- 
lowed for the building $142,800. Willimantic, 8,700; receipts, 
$12,400, and the building would be $37,200. 

(llinois: Bloomington, 20,500 population; receipts, $39,660; 
building, $118,980. It will be found if you run through this list 
that it is absolutely a safe, fair, and judicious basis upon which to 
determine what the cost of the public building shall be. I shall 
not stop to read the whole of them, but I will ask that the table 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


no objection. 


t will be so ord red, if there be 


ferred to is as follows: 


I i¢ table re 


iGross re- 
State and cit} Popula- |Gross re-| ceipts, 
‘ Pee | tion ceipts. three 
| years 
| 


ALABAMA i 
2 R00 $3,670 | 810,800 








ton io : cicsetatmeie e 14, 400 | 72, 000 
iingham sinsioiieetiletelaibais 26, 178 70,000 | 210, 000 
CALIFORNIA 
ry . elaine 10, 800 22, 800 68, 400 
Woo RG ois cetenekceninnsdiinne iientbnnens iene | 3, 000 7,730 23, 250 
i 
CONNECTICUT 
Wa I aide teenidaalaaiatheas lala 4, 300 8, 800 26, 400 
EES + | 28, 700 | 47,49 | 142, 800 
Willimantic 9 oat ae ge | 8,700} 12,400] 37.200 
Bridgepor ‘ cncwionmcgricianueacal 70,870 | 230,610 
leriden eaeahieuarlincnadl | 21,700 42,300 | 126,900 
| 
ILLINOI 
Blow ngtor ; -eece-| 20,500 39, 660 118. 980 
Cha ad a 4, 200 6, 000 | 19, 800 
Lustin 7 ¥ oe ail ioe 4,000 | 9, 000 | 27.000 
Elgin oils nmrenenméientl 17, 800 38, 000 114, 000 
Jacksonville oh ee E ened 13, 000 20, 000 60, 000 
Rockford iauaienaeaanl 23, 600 56, 000 168, 000 
EORGIA 
Columbu — . ‘ a 17, 300 25, 000 75, 000 
Dalton ‘ , : 3, 000 4, 800 | 14, 400 
| | | 
INDIANA 
Cont ville iiiniteeial 4, 600 | 10, 300 | 30, 900 
Elkhart a oa 11, 400 25, 000 | 75, 000 
Blow I a 4,000 7. 400 | 22 200 
Atlanti ba 4,400! 10,000} 30,000 
Burlington ‘ 22,600 | 43,000; 129,000 
Sioux City ' 37, 800 84, 200 252, 600 
KEN AY j 
} | . 
Bowling Green 7 7,800 10, 000 | 30, 000 
Ashland Sa 4, 200 6, 300 18, 900 


I can prove by living and com- | 


Then Woodland, Cal.: the population is | 
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Population and gross receipts—Continued. 

















Gross re- 
Ste tty Popula- Gross re-| ceipts, 
State and city. tion. ceipts. three 
years. 
KENTUCKY—Continued. 
SEIT 2 icssssh hiessencitiendicin tite aihieabiiean nied aidan ioamaiiiaie 5, 400 $40, 100 #30, 300 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
al 27, 300 39, 200 117, 600 
a eel 55, 800 77,000 231, 000 
NE ee See a ones Be See 8, 500 21,000} 63,000 
MICHIGAN. 
I eel 9,500 | 25,600 82, 800 
I 2 st Te 18,000 | 50,000 150, 000 
Ne i acalrtnelenateta ain in sn tbaeeainidiaimaiecechidinc wise | 4,500} 10,900) 32, 707 
| j 
MINNESOTA. | 
I a a ae ----| 6,500 10, 000 30, 000 
1 ERE SE < Se aE ee ee | 4, 000 7,000 21, 000 
tiie rat area telecine | $3,000 62, 000 186, 000 
; MISSISSIPPI. 
CRIIID, sicic cciicancidecsemubsineaseunennel 6, 700 11, 000 | 33, 000 
I ai a aE Na a 2, 200 | 4, 000 12, 000 
EEE LEE LTE LEI AIO | 10,700 | 15,000 45, 000 
MISSOURI. 
Columbia .......... Se a aaah eee 4, 000 9, 700 | 29, 100 
i a ae el epee ates 8, 000 14, 100 | 2, 300 
I eat oe ee ee rd | 132,700 | 440,000 | 1, 320, 000 
I a ake suena wie’ } 21,909 | 34,000} 102,000 
| } 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. | 
I er a pss) | 4300] 7,800] 23,400 
ai a eee 7,500 14, 250 42, 760 
: NEW JERSEY. 
ID ciictncacise, demanahe = ienden eaonimaeibaeee 13, 100 29, 500 | 88, 500 
is heal 8,200} 21,500 | 64, 500 
II kink. ii nieniceapitinsinnshalinensisitniniepeainmintii minha ete mire | 57,500! 92,000 276, 000 
I iia at in oa a ee tdci _ 4, 200 8, 700 | 6, 100 
| 
NEW YORK. | 
DEORERRGOER «ond covcdcedtens cccccwes cone cvcssceses 17, 300 20, 500 | 61, 500 
SO a aa esi aeipiiieestasth ath eeaael 95, 000 195,500 | 586,500 
ee Nd cedineinnmanaiel 4, 200 8,500 | 25, 500 
BRTAtOGR BPEINSS 2. 2.2 cs nncc cccncccccecececs wens 12, 000 32, 000 | 96, 000 
OHIO. | } 
I ight einiakibndl 4.300 | 10,000) 30, 000 
I ooo ose niin iabwrcaneimneanioiaghia 26, 200 48, 000 144, 000 
fy isnmeiesbinsleinntnannhigumdeansaewisbeinudnmasintie 16, 000 25, 000 | 75, 000 
PENNSYLVANIA. | 
I I ig si arn net sob stale ceentiv hale natalia esa 9, 800 14, 500 | 
IIL is avaiain inne cecninca eines ieaniuimiiiibipinn biseis emai binial 10,500 | 24, 000 
I incten hcicatsinbradiinltincniaitedmndmmacsieh niga | 4,700 | &, 600 
| 
| 
10, 300 30, 900 
3, 700 | 11, 100 
154, 800 464, 400 
DRIED cnictabbiccindbnindanens teneonetedae 8, 200 | 7, 200 21, 600 
I a a set tater teint eens sean gina | 7,300! 16,900 | 50, 700 
a ke ee eccccccccscsccoccces | 23,000 48, 800 146, 400 
VERMONT. 
NR eo aca anii bade testndianny | 6,400] 12,000 36, 000 
ae ale 6, 900 16. 900 50. 700 
WISCONSIN. 
a a a 6, 300 12, 600 | 37, 800 
ID ok oe cn cis deci tipi Dieitainddietann : 10, 900 19, 100 | 57, 300 
a acess niniilnte nnicleSietel 4, 400 7, 600 | 22, 800 





Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I have nothing further to 
say on this subject. It has been discussed pretty fully before. 
I want tocommend the Senator from Missouri for the very great 
zeal he has shown in the prosecution of this legislation and in 
the attempt to secureit. I believe it to be the most useful of al- 
most any legislation that it is possible to ask Congress now to 
enact. The idea of guessing around and getting ata result as 
to the amount of appropriations that should be fixed for a town 
over in this State and a town in the other and one in another, 
and the omnibus plan of fixing up and making appropriation is 
a most unfair, injudicious, and unwise method, and it ought to 
be stopped. My aim is, that when we do stop it we shall stop it 
altogether and put the whole subject in a place where it will be 


| restrained by the proper investigations of the Appropriation 


Committees of Congress, the appropriations will be regular and 
just and fair to each and every town and every State. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am very anxious to have 
this experiment tried, butI believe it will be better for us to ac- 
cept of the proposition as now presented by the Senator from 
Missouri, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
than to trust to any enlargement if we expect to get any legisla- 
tion here in the form of law. Ido not believe that we can re- 
form this subject at one single blow. In the first place, if we 
were to extend it as far as the Senator from Nebraska proposes 
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we should impose a burden upon the office of the Architect of the 
Treasury greater than it can bear. If fifty buildings, for ex- 
ample, are to be added to the construction for another year, that 
will be quite as much as the Architect can handle with the 
amount of work on hand to investigate about the site and the 
proper construction of the building. 

[I therefore hope the Senate will consent to allow the bill as 
presented by the Senator from Missouri to pass, and after we 
have tried it for a year or two then it is very possible we may be 
able to extend it so as to embrace all post-oflices. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield? 


Mr. MORRILL. Oh, yes; I have said all I care to say. I | 


think you will lose all your time unless you confine your work 

to the proposition as the Senator from Missouri has presented it. 
Mr. PADDOCK. 

he does not think it would be wise, as it is always wise, I think, 

in making an experiment, in fixing a basis upon which to act in 

matters of this kind, to fix it in such a way that it will be abso- 


lutely fair and equal to all? So long as the whole matter of the | 


construction of these buildings rests absolutely and finally with 
Congress as to the amount of the appropriations each year, it 


may put what limit it pleases each year to the construction. Un- | 


der this rule all will have to be on a fair and equitable basis. 
Itseems tome it would be better to make this experiment in such 
a way when made at all. 


Mr. MORRILL. Obviously the bill as presented by the Sena- | 


tor from Missouri is going to be entirely equal in its operations 


as far as it goes; but if by adopting a proposition here it should | 
ge out to the country that we have passed a bill involving | 


50,000,000, or $60,000,000, or $70,000,000, that will be the end of 
it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it will be noticed that in the sub- 

stitute which is now pending from the Committee on Public 


Buildings and Grounds there is an appropriation of $500,000, | 


which, as I said before, if the limitation of $20,000 to each build- 
ing is preserved, would give twenty-five public buildings a year, 
but at $15,000 it would give a larger number. The sum of 
$500,000 was placed in the substitute because I understood that 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations would make 
no opposition to that amount. I am entirely willing to leave 
that blank, and to leave ‘t to the annual appropriations by Con- 
gress as to the amounts which should be expended for the pur- 
chases contemplated in this proposed legislation. 

In regard to what has been said by the Senator from Nebraska 
as to his amendment, the broad distinction between the two 
measures is simply this: He proposes to give to the Secretary of 
the Interior, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Postmaster- 
General the power to recommend or toconstruct, if they had the 
money from Congress, a building that will cost $2,000,000. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Where? 

Mr. VEST. Because in the first-class post-offices that are in- 
cluded in the amendment some of them have receipts amount- 
ing to $600,000 a year. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Where is the building? 

Mr. VEST. In any city of the first class that has not a build- 
ing they have a discretion under his amendment to construct a 
building costing this enormous amount. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There are no such buildings. 


Mr. VEST. The Senator’s amendment runs from $3,000 for the | 


three preceding years to an unlimited amount. There is no limit 
upwards upon it at all. As the Senator from Vermont says, we 
have thought that this legislation should be tentative. We did 
not think that the country would be prepared for an enormous 
expenditure such as is contemplated by the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska. The utmost amount that can be ex- 


pended under the substitute in all the 978, with an average of | 


$20,000 for each building, would be $19,560,000. You can not pos- 
sibly go above that, and it must necessarily be years before even 
that amount can be expended. 

The idea of the committee was that in making an innovation 
of this kind, a revolution in the construction of public buildings, 
we ought to make haste slowly; that we ought to try this system 
and then, if it operates well as to offices of the first class, apply 
it to those of the second class and to the remaining offices of the 
first class, but to rush in and undertake to destroy the whole 
legislative system in regard to public buildings and give this 
discretion, without limit even, to three Cabinet officers, it seems 
to me would be unwise and premature. Let us, in the first place, 
attempt this experiment, for it is nothing else, as to towns with 


two thousand and up to ten or twelve thousand inhabitants, and | 


if we find that the legislation is satisfactory then we can apply 
it to all public buildings. . ; 

But if the Senate comes to the conclusion that there should be 
no limitation, let them strike out of the Senate substitute the 
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words ‘‘twenty-four thousand” and leave the bill to apply to all 

offices where the receipts are from $3,000 upward without limit. 

There can be no necessity for taking the amendment of the Sen- 
| ator from Nebraska, which he says was prepared in the office of 
| the Supervising Architect. The provisions of the bill reported 

by the committee have been weighed carefully, word by word. 
The bill was submitted to the Supervising Architect and reported 
| by him back to the committee. If the Senate chooses to take off 
| the limitation let them strike out the $24,000 in the substitute 
| and leave it at from $3,000 upward. 

My own judgment, and that of the committee, after long and 
anxious deliberation in the last Congress and in this, was that 
| we ought to commence with offices of the third class. If it is 
concluded even to go into offices of the second class, where the 
receipts are from $8,000 to $40,000, I would prefer that $30,000 
should be the maximum, and let the bill apply to offices where 
the receipts have been for the last three years preceding at least 
$3,000 a year and not exceeding $30,000 a year. That would leave 
out all of the offices of the second class, those with $40,000 of re- 
ceipts, cutting off $10,000 in the classification, but as to offices of 
the first class I would notapply the bill at all; I would leave them 
| out entirely. 
| Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Thereare no offices of the first class, I think, 
that are not provided for already. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There are only six in this statement, and this 
statement covers only the offices for which public building bills 
were passed. I do not remember the number, perhaps it was 
thirty or forty or more, that were passed during the last Con- 
| gress. ‘Those are notincluded in this list. I venture tosay there 
is not a single office of the first class to be provided for, and of 
the next class, where the gross receipts are $40,000 and not ex- 
ceeding $100,000, there were thirty-eight. 

I do not believe there are ten of them left to-day if there are 
so many, which I greatly doubt. Sothe criticism of the Senator 
is not sound as to the enormous risk by leaving the proposition 
without limit as to the offices of the greatest receipts. Take his 
own building at Kansas City. Under this rule it would be $1,- 
300,000. My impression is that the appropriation asked for is 
larger. It has had $1,250,000, I understand, and asks for more. 

Mr. VEST. There is no necessity for taking any other classi- 
fication exeept that of the law. The bill of the committee is 
based on the classification made in the act of 1883, and all of the 
| classifications that are cited now by the Senator from Nebraska 
are entirely arbitrary and created outside of the statute. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What statute? 

Mr. VEST. Post-offices of the fourth class, let me repeat, are 
those where the receipts go from $1 up to $1,900; post-oftices of 
the third class are those where the annual receipts are from 
$1,900 to $8,000; post-offices of the second class are those where 
the receipts are from $8,000 to $40,000 annually; and post-offices 
of the first class are those where the annual receipts are from 

$40,000 and upwards without limit. This classification was 
| adopted in the bill as proposed by the committee. 

I repeat again, for | want the Senate to understand it, that in 
the committee’s bill the legislation is confined to offices where 
| the receipts are $3,000 annually for three years preceding, and 
| not exceeding $8,000, as we believed that this was the class of 
| towns throughout the country that had been neglected by the 
| legislation of Congress. The fact that they were left out in the 
| construction of buildings in the different States has created the 
prejudice which exists to-day against the construction of enor- 
mous buildings, costing from seven to eight and ten and twelve 
million dollars, under special acts of Congress. 

It is now desired to popularize this system, to make an equit- 
| able distribution, in the language of the bill proposed by the 
Senate committee, so that there shall be a fair distribution 
among all the States. It can always be safely assumed that the 
large cities of the country will be able to secure special acts of 
| Congress. They have always received the attention of Congress. 
| That has been the evil of the whole system; and if we want to 
satisfy the people of the United States we must give to the me- 
dium-sized towns, that are nearer to the people than the cities, 
some evidence, some insignia of our National Government, some 
Government building built by the common treasure of the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 

yield to the Senator from Maine? 
| Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. Isimply wish to call the Senator’s attention to 


' the enormous number of petitions just now being sent to the Sen- 











ate from all over the country asking that the free-delivery system 
be tended to of the towns of the United States, and to the 
fact that that is accounted for by a feeling on the part of the peo- | 


le in the country that the 


] tities are receiving all the privileges, 
that all the expendit 

I 

t 

. 

‘ 


ures of money are made there, and that the 
mean time receive no attention atall. I 


ral districts in the 





k s provis on the part of the committee for the small 
owns is very wisi 
Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maine has stated the whole 
case, Mr. President. Whenacity receivesadonation, you might 
say, of several million dollars for a public building, as a matter 
of course it attracts the attention of people throughout the coun- 
try, and the smaller towns and the cities look upon it as invidi- 
ous Tt is not necessary to specify instances. One single in- 
stance like that of Chicago has done more to build up this ad- 
verse sentiment to what is really a good system than everything 
else put together. We xpended there some eight or nine mil- 
lion dollars a now the report of the expert shows that the 


to fall down. 


i St. Louis, where $7,000,000 were expended 
ic building, and, as a matter of course, the other towns 


ling is just about 





it 


LLY of 
on a pub 


and cities throughout the State of Missouri, that alwaysare under 
the impression that the enormous aggregation of population in 


the cities h: 
attentio 

of the country lied with these diatribes against Congress, im- 
puting all sorts of unjust and improper motives. 


is undue weight legislatively, immediately have their 
to the system of public buildings, and the press 


caliea 


is 
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ing to enact now. I should like to ask the Senator what he es- 
cost of the buildings which 
are to be constructed under his plan? 

Mr. VEST. I have given it to the Senator half a dozen times, 
$19,760,000. I may leave out a few cents. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator sometimes speaks so low that 
Ido not hear him over here. Ninteen million dollars, as I now 
understand him? 

Mr. VEST. It will be $19,760,000 if every one of these 
ings be constructed at the highest limitation, which is $ 
Of course that limitation will not be reached. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is nearly one-half of what would be re- 
under years under my plan 


build- 
20,000, 


my amendment, and in six 
you would have the whole thing done and shut these individual 
private applications out and entirely finish up the work of spe- 
cial acts forever. 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President, to show how utterly care- 
less the Senator is in his statement, he says thatis the full amount 
under his bill. If his amendment were adopted this board of 
Cabinet officers could construct a building of the second class at 
$120,000. 


Mr. PADDOCK. They could not construct a building to cost 


|a larger amount than the result of the gross receipts for three 


As I have said here time and again—and I knew that it was | 
not a popular utterance—this system of public buildings is a good 


one. Youappropriate millionsof dollars for other improvements, 
river and harbor improvements, for instance, and afreshet comes 
in the spring and washes them away, and that is the last of it. 
You put up a public building even extravagantly, and you have 
something there substantial that represents the Governme nt, 
that binds the people together, something that remains there an 
indicationalwaysthat we have acommone ee in which allare 


su 


interested, and yet we have gone on here witha SY stem of legis! a- 
tion for the larger towns and cities of the country which has ab- | 


solutely raised a whi riwind : against the 
the newspapers now and the first thing 
plunder in the shape of public buildings, 
into — ivate hands and into the 


whole system. 
yi uu see 


Take up 
is ‘‘ more public 
” asif the money all went 
poc kets of spec tors. 


vis 
Ule 


. GEORGE. A large por tion of it does. 
. VEST. Mr. President, we are attem pting, as I said, to 
eandioues this system; we are attempting to distribute this 


money al 


as equally and just! 


smaller towns and cities of the 
y as can be 


none’st the 


community 
, and to take the amendmentof the 





Senator from Nebraska | Mr. PADDOCK] is simply to destroy this 
attempt upon the part of the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, [do not remember exactly 
what the Senator said and | did not hear the substitute when it 
was read, but do I understand the maximum limit of the com- 
94 ’s bill to be $24,000. 

. VEST. Twenty thousand dollars. 
. PADDOCK. That is the maximum cost of the building 
to be « nstructed under the proposition of the Senator from Mis- 
ir. President, there will be just as many wee bills here for 
appropriations for pu c buildings under that bill as there have 
be atany time heretofore. It does not reach a single case, 
such as has been appropriated for in times past, and they will 
flood Congress with applications just as they have done for years 
and the same as they do now, so it will be no relief whatever to 
Congress 

[ agree with the Senator exactly as to offices of the smaller 
class. lI agree with him that prefetence ought tobe given them, 
and I ar illing and really anxious to. have that done so far as 
it is possible to do it by legislation. But if you pass my propo- 
sition, taking thenumberof buildings that have been constructed 
and the red ono the1 number named in thatlist that was made 
by the special acts durir ‘th ast Congress, the main provision 
will be for t y class of building s that the Senator speaks of, 
and which I, as he does, prefer to have approp riations made for, 
but he willnot relieve Congress in the least by this legislation, 
and the abuses, the complaints, and the strictures upon Congress, 
oO speaks, v 2 just as they have been and worse, 
be of the fa it this course has been taken with respect 
to O1 ‘ee classes, and as tothe other classes it 

offices under the Post-Office De part- 
n ita n this matter. That classifica- 
ti is \ ’ lucting the business of the Post- 
Office D ilaries and expenses, and all that 
sg f thin t niluence, and is not entitled to 
considerat ation as that which we are undertak- 


years. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Take a building of the second class, 
that is a building where the receipts are from $8,000 to $40,000 a 
year. The Senator says that the building shall not exceed in 
the limitation of cost the receipts for three years preceding. 
Suppose a post-office of the second class has received in gross re- 
ceipts $40,000 a year for three years, as many of them have, is 
not that $120,000? Under his bill the limitation is from 89,000 a 


year up to $1,800,000. The receipts of some of the first-class 
offices are $600,000 a year. 
Mr.PADDOCK. Mr. President, the Senator talks about care- 


less statements and all that sort of thing. I want to make the 
observation that he always makes his statements so as to leave 
an inference that the thing spoken of is vastly greater than it is. 
Take thislist. Here the receipts are $20,000 to 340, 000, and thers 
are only 108 offices where the offices are not already in the build- 
ings, and quite a good many, a large part of them, as I believe, 
have since been provided for; in some the construction has not 
yet been commenced and some are in process of construction; but 
it is safe to say that 30 per cent at least, of all the classes abov: 
the second class, according to my classification before presented, 
that is, the class of $20,000 receipts and above, have been 
provided for. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in enacting alaw any wise and safe 
legislator looks to what is possible under the law. Nomanhasa 
right to say that such a state of things will exist or will not exist 
within certain limitations. I say it is possible, under the Sena- 
tor’s amendment, to construct a public building at $120,000, be- 
cause his estimates are based upon $24,000 a year and on the re- 
ceipts for three years preceding, which he places arbitrarily at 
nine or twelve or fifteen thousand dollars. [am looking at what 
is possible under his amendment, and I say that where the re- 
ceipts of a post-office for three years have been $40,000 annually 
under his amendment, on a building for an office of the second 
class, the board of Cabinet ministers could expend $120,000. 

Is it possible for him, then, to say what the expense will be? 
Every day and every year offices are coming up from the third 
class into the second and from the fourth class into the third 
with the increase of population in the respective towns and cities. 
Therefore, the argument can not be furnished to my mind more 
conclusively that the safest course for us is to take the offices of 
smaller size and try the experiment with them first before going 
into these larger figures. 

But, as I said before, if the Senate desires to adopt a system of 
applying this legislation to all the post-offices of the country 
above $3,000 let them strike out the words “* twenty-four thou- 
sand dollars” in the substitute. 

Mr.PLATT. The limitation of $20,000 for the building would 
still exist. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, it would still exist 
for that matter and leave it at $3,000. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senatorsays we ought 
the record in making our statements. I have here an official 
statement from the Supervising Architect's Office of the limit of 
cost for the sites and buildings completed during the past year, 
those now under construction, or not yet The total 


annual 


strike it out 


You micht 


to be confined to 


commenced. 


number is 151, and every one of them is above the maximum 
limit which I provide for here, which is below either one of the 
limits the Senator names for me himself. 

Mr. VEST. Ido notunderstand the Senatorat all. Theyare 
under special acts of Congress. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I mean to say they are under special acts of 
Congress, but the appropriations are all for buildings of tbe 
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higher class to which the Senator refers. There are none of | I 
them, to speak, of less. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, | 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT | Lo . 
Washington, D. C., February 8, 189 | } ne 
List of buildings, with limit of cost for site and building, completed during 


























































































past year, now under construction, or not yel commence d. Omal Ne ( 
t O is, L ( ! 
Location Titles ofsiteand | Pa lex : 0 Of 
bullding Pate N P on’ ony 
_ - —_ pre —_ a _ 7 — — — j Pa ucket, in. 1 x 
Akron, Ohio .... ..---- I OS a a i 75, 000. 00 ms att - I , 
Alexandria, La......-}....-- aie hated thie bet adnghebnnaws 60, 000. 00 E ° ; ; : coe 
Allegheny, Pa ..-.-.---|....--. ee | 250, 000. 00 Port mou Unio Post- 
Asheville, at OD eniicntiniees Court-house and post Mice s } 100, 000. OF 5 } ; ; Wa ; . _ : 
Ashland, Wis.-....---- PO ce Se 100, 000. 00 . V I . 
Atchson, Kans...-.-.--- a 100; 000.00 | & cane dkhe, aa pasta 
Atianss, GS....n<csccess Court-house and post-office ees Pe 
| ment and improvement le = ~ 
Aurora, IIl..........--| Post-office.........- 75,000.00 |p) Ny : 
Auburn, N. Y Post-office, court- 292' 000.00 | Roanoke, Va " 
Baltimore, Md hae eee a EER ae . 2, 565, 335. 00 R i, J 100, OU 
Baton Rouge, ‘ sri ad ; . 100, 000.00 | 33 nd 
Bay City, Mich .......| Court-house, post-office, and custom- | 00,000.00 ct A hn vt ( 
} house Lipa \ 
Beatrice, Nebr fe ee ere 60, 000. 00 s Jo ph, Mo P . “ 
Beaver Falls, a ; Ee EN 000 0 St. Paul, Minn P< “ 
Birmingham, Ala ....| Court-house and post-office ......... : 335, 000. ( - . 7 
Binghamton, N. Y ...! Post-office, cour » etc... 8: 606.00:| = P i ), GOO. Ot 
Bloomingdale, Il ....| Post-office.-...-- . . 75, 000,00 | 228tnaw Mich Pt off 100, 00 
Bridgeport, Conn ....|.....- MT ace Se Tg PE Be a ae 150,000.00 | 22074 Kal - wv 
Brooklyn, N. Y..-.-..-- Post-office, etc eet dad akeaa 1, 913, 594. 12 oa ig : . tee ; 
Brownsville, Tex.....| Court-house, custom-house, and post- 150,000.00 | > ESACISCO, ' Pos ‘i u : 
office - 
Burlington, Iowa... | Post-office_- : a 12 10. 00 ~— Be oft od 
Buffalo, N. Y ......--- Post-office (site and building) ; en so = 
Camden, Ark ......... Post-office..........-- eee | 25, 000.00 | & Lt ; P off 2 
Camden, N. J........- Post-office, custom-house, etc .......--- 100,000.00 | Sonn. seats rome we 
Canton, Ohio -.....-.- Post-office........- i = 100,000.00 | gan, Wi Vuston : 
Carson City, Nev-..-..- Court-house, post-office, et 146, 000. 0 5 ; , , 
Cedar Rapids, lowa Post-office ....- PS ’ 100, 000.00 | « : ; 
Charleston, S.C......| Post-office, court-house, etc., building | 450, 000. 0 a se a : 150, OO 
Charleston, W. Va Post-office, court-house, etc., extension 52, 000. 00 ~~. . hos 5 . ~ 
Charlotte, N.C_.....- Court-house and post-office ............- 92) 000.00 | QPF oo - 0, OO 
Chattanooga, Tenn-...| Court-house, post-office, etc..... 275, 000. 00 = l, Mo ‘ a : Hor 
Chester, Pa.....-.... Post-office _.. el an nn On r Ohio Post-off 148, 00 
Clarksburg, W. Va ...| Court-house, post-office, etc 95,000.00 | 2. o> mee vourt so, 
Clarksville, Tenn AE orc iE es an'an op | et \ ? wn" 1 
Columbus, Ga ....... i ee ot | 100. 000. 00 = t va UV. UF 
Dallas, Tex ( rt-house, post-off etc.. extension_| 291° O00 | Syracuse, N. ¥ P ' ‘ 
| Post-office 100, 009. 00 
Davenport, lowa do PH TIES J | 100. 000. 00 a I P mK m 
Dayton, Ohio .....-... Post-ofiice, etc 160. OOF = Ma F CAR 
Denver, Colo 7 Court-house, post-office, ete......- Bm ee Court-l wy 
Detroit, Mich....... do | 1,500,000.00 | +50%28- 2 : Pi An 
Duluth, Minn....... Court-! sé custom-house ind post 270. 009. 00 , ‘ 
office 1 ' 
Eastport, M Custom use and post-off 8,000.00 | wre ee Pe I 
El Paso, Tex Custom-house, post-office, and court- 10. OOF ) ha eo we a P mw 
hous« j WW l I P 
Emporia, Kans....-. Post-office (for pure of land } 10,00 | x — : P : , 
Erie, Pa : a Court-house, post-o f | 295, 000. 00 wv n, D 
Fargo, N. Dak Post-office and court-hous 100, 000. 00 ‘ > 
re, Se: UL cao EID. cdaciccnvecustesccucese 75, 000. 00 1A a ao 
Fort Worth, Tex ..-..|.....- OS REE ae IIE 175,000.00 | Worcester, Mas P 400, OF 
Fremont, Nebr .....- do | 60. 000.00 | x ra 
Galesburg, Ill _....-.. do : | 7 00) | LOU Vy A 
Greenville, 5. C .--| Custom-house and post-office - } 100. 000. Ox 
Haverhill, Mass ...| Post-office.. : . ee 75. 000. 00 : 
Helena, Ark Court-house and post-office 7. OOO 
Hoboken, N. J --. Post-offi« : | 75. 000. 00 
Houlton, Me Custom-house and post- 50, 000. 00 
Jackson, Mich ...-| Post-office : : | 95. 000. 0 
Jacksonville, Fla.....| Post-office, custom-house, et | 275. OOK ' VI ‘ 
Jefferson, Tex ....-| Court-house, post-office, etc | 2 OW) 0K) “ur. ES Ls 0 
Kalamazoo, Mich ....| Post-office............. 75,000.00 | POSSLDie Operation ( 
Kansas City, Mo -... ao iienieinenieliedl 1, 200, OOK cress has done We al 
Key West, Fla........| Court-house, post-office, et 111. OO ae sg el 
Lafayette, Ind .....- Post-office 80" 000. 00 Mr. PADDOCK. 1 
Lancaster, Pa ........ do | 100,000.00 | > to 
Lansing, Mich ........ ial cM eka ‘ | 100, 000. 0 Mr. VES’ We area 
Leavenworth, Kans Court-house, post-oflice, et 187, 460.65 | at, +4 ‘ 
Lewiston, Me Post-office 75,000.00 | 2! : La 31 3 
Lexington, Ky OR 163.000. 00 ‘ a 
Lima, Ohio . a) 60, O » | that uns ‘ ‘ 
Los Angeles, Cal..... Court-house, post-office, « | 150. 000. 00 os ~ ' 
Louisville, Ky......- Se aaa 1, 236. 001.7 : minis ” ateaiens I 
Lowell, Mass . Post-office .......... 200. 000. 00 econd Class 
Liynn, Mass-.-......... es ; 125, 000. 00 : 
Macon, Ga Court-house, post-office, et« 137, 000. OF 
Madison, Ind Post-office... i ’ By) _ - ee 
Mankato, Minn ..| Court-house and post-office 100, OOK y PERK] > VW > 
Martinsburg, W. Va ...d0 cee ae RD 9 mo oo | ¢ Oo 4 
Memphis, Tenn Custom-house, cot use, and post 00. OO 1 UT | ( 
office (completion < amanieieiaianl VI | i 
Steridian. Miss .._.. ae ny ion of improvemen ae PERK 
Milwaukee, Wis......| Post-office, court-house, and custom 1,863, 600.00 | j t, 1 act 
house. ‘ 
Monroe, La ..---| Court-house and post-office 75, 00 : 
Newark, N J ....--.| Custom-house and post-offi a 650 000. Ox $10,000 » TO BLU u . (MK) i 
New Bedford, Mass ..| Custom-house and post-office buildi 1). 000. 00 issa ‘ = i 
Newbern, N.C ....... Post-office, court-house, and custom OO ) . : 4 ms 
house te all wilt ‘ 
Newburg N. Y Post-office._.... . Soe 100. 000. 00 Special 
New Haven,Conn....| Custom-house and post-office (addi 65, 00 Mi Ms] \ 
tional land and extension [. DERI 
Conn Post-office and custom-house..-.._. 00 Pr. eit ol ¢ 
La . Custom-house and post-office 167. 959. 00 ‘ 
a .-| Court-house and post-office “ 150, 000 era are 





*See page 165, estimates 1892-93 
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court held? 
Mr. VEST.» No, Mr. President, that has not been the rule. 
There has been no rule on the subject. 


Mr. PERKINS. Let me ask if in the Senator’s State—I know 
there is not in my own—there is a city at which no Federal court 
s held that has a public building where the receipts for the 
post-office are not more than $20,000 annually? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 
Mr. PERKINS. 
1 think that has been the rule. 

Mr. VEST. I think I can name two in the State of Missouri, 

t there has been no rule on the subject. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, the practice, I will say. 

Mr. VEST. Therule adopted by the JointCommittee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds—and the House end of the committee 
never observed that—was to put a building in the capital of 
every State. We have endeavored to do that without any sort 
of discrimination. 

[ answer to the Senator from Kansas, I am not in favor of any 
procrustean rule. If it isdesired by the Senate—and I will cheer- 
fully aequiesce in that decision—to extend this limit up to post- 
offices with receipts of $40,000 a year, I am perfectly willing. 

Mr. PERKINS. Say to twenty or twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. VEST. I prefer $30,000. , 

lr. PERKINS. Well, say $30,000. 

Mr. VEST. Say from $3,000 to $30,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. VEST. LTamperfectly willing to do that, and I will modify 
the substitute by striking out the words ‘‘ twenty-four” and in- 
sorting *‘ ninety,” so that it will be from $9,000 for three years to 
$30,000, and that will include the offices spoken of by the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. PERKINS. I knowthat in my own State a number of the 
best towns under the rule that has prevailed in Congress have 
not been able to secure public buildings, and by the provisions 
of the bill reported by the Senator they would be excluded and 
discriminated against. It seems to me we ought not to do that. 

Mr. VEST. Strike out the word ‘‘ twenty-four” 

ninety,” and then it would apply to offices of $30,000 a year. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Strike out the limit of gross receipts. 

Mr. VEST. That would take all the post-offices of the third 


class, from $3,000 up to $8,000, and all of the second class, from 
$8,000 to $30,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. That would be a very great help. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2 of the proposed amendment, in 
section 3, line 3, it isproposed to strike out *‘ twenty-four” and 
insert ** ninety,” so as to read: 


} 


) 


In towns and cities having no Federal building, of all Presidential post- 


offices the gross receipts of which for three years preceding shall have ex- 
ceeded the sum of $9,000 and have not exceeded $90,000, said buildings to be 
fairly distributed among the several States and Territories, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], to strike out the 
seventh section of the original bill. Is the Senate ready forthe 
que tion? 

Mr. VEST. Iam sorry the Senator from Iowa, the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. ALLISON] is absent, 
because if that committee insists upon leaving out the appropria- 
tion I am entirely willing to do so and trust to the general ap- 
propriation bill, as we are compelled to do in a great many in- 
stances. But I understood from the Senator from Iowa, the 
chairman of the committee, that $500,000 would be entirely suita- 
ble and would be agreeable to his committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state to the 
Senator from Missouri that the amendment of the Senator from 
lowa is to the original bill for which the Senator from Missouri 
is offering a substitute. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
as a substitute for the original bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, 1 venture to express my senti- 
ments in relation to this measure and these proposed amendments 
as substitutes with a good deal of diffidence, but I confess that | 
think we are beginning at the wrong end to provide for the erec- 
tion of public buildings. I suppose thatapublic building should 











, if at such places there was not a United States | perhaps excited the jealousy of smaller places; but I can not ex- 


actly see why we should now reverse that policy entirely and 


| adopt the policy of erecting buildings in the smaller places where 


they are least needed, to the exclusion of constructing buildings 
in the larger places where they are most needed, for that is what 


| this bill proposes to do; and except so far as it may be supposed 


to somewhat allay some criticism or some jealousy which has 
sprung up in the smaller towns because post-office buildings have 


| not been granted to them, I can see no reason for it whatever. 
I do not think there is in my own State, and 


If you urge the bill upon that ground, then youare going to have 


| the same jealousy existing on the part of still smaller towns, 


towns that do not happen to have exactly $3,000 a year receipts, 


| but have $2,900 a year receipts. They are then going to say that 


Congress has made an unjust discrimination against them. 
So I think the whole principle of the bill is wrong, and I am 


| inclined at present to vote against it. I think that some other 
| plan ought to be provided. If there are evils and abuses to be 


be provided for where the greatest necessity exists for it, and not | 


where the least necessity exists for it. 

[agree tovery muchof whathas been said by the Senator from 
Missouri |Mr. VEST] that the building of extravagant buildings 
in large cities has occasioned a great deal of criticism and has 


remedied in the methods which have been adopted for the con- 
struction of public buildings this does not remedy the evils in 
any respect, unless it has the effect which I think it will, that 
is, to indefinitely postpone the erection of public buildings in 
those places where the necessity for them is most pressing. 

[ have taken occasion to go through the list of post-offices in the 
State of Connecticut that would be affected by the amendment 
proposed by the Senatorfrom Missouri. There are a great many 
towns whose annual receipts are between $2,500 and $3,000. I 
have made no list of them, but the list of these, I venture to say, 
is quite as numerous as the list of towns where the receipts are 
from $3,000 to $8,000, and which, under the substitute proposed 
this morning by the Senator from Missouri, would have public 
buildings. They will be left out in the cold, and they will have 
the same occasion to complain of discrimination as the towns 
which are now helped have at present to complain of discrimina- 
tion. The amendment was brought in here this morning as the 
deliberate judgment of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. Lnow understand the Senator from Missouri, although 
the amendment was the deliberate judgment of the Committee 


| on Public Buildings and Grounds, to be willing to modify it. 
and insert 


The places which would be entitled to buildings in Connecticut 
under that amendment are as follows: 

Bethel, with annual receipts of $3,200; Branford, $3,100; Clin- 
tonville, $6,500. I stop reading the list to speak of Clintonville, 
which is a small village with probably not over twenty houses 
and has annual receipts at its post-office of $6,500, because it has 
what is called a card business in the village, where a great many 
cards are sent out and payment for which comes in postage 
stamps. 

Colchester, $5,500; Danielsonville, $6,000; Greenwich, $6,800; 
Litchfield, $4,100; Manchester, $3,300; Milford, $3,900; Moodus, 
$5,329; Mystic, $4,200; Naugatuck, $7,600; New Milford, $6,000; 
Northford, $4,100; Portland, $3,500; Putnam, $7,100; Rockville, 
$9,300; Seymour, $3,400; Southington, $4,400; South Manchester, 
$4,700; Stafford Springs, $3,700; Stonington, $3,500; Thomaston, 
$3,800; Thompsonville, $4,000; Unionville, $3,100; West Winsted, 
$5,000 and Windsor Locks, $3,800. 

There are twenty-seven towns in the State of Connecticut, 
which,under the provisions of this bill, would be entitled to post- 
office buildings. I venture to say, although I have not carefully 
examined the list to verify this statement, that there are twenty- 
seven more towns in the State of Connecticut where the receipts 
run from $2,500, or, I will say, from $2,000 to $3,000. which get 
no buildings. It would leave sixteen towns and cities in the State 
of Connecticut with much larger receipts, and some of them first- 
class offices, which would have no claim to a building under this 
bill. Those places are: 

Ansonia, $13,500; Birmingham, $15,000; Bristol, $10,600; Dan- 
bury, $21,300; Meriden, $42,200; New Britain, $27,500; Norwalk, 
$13,000: Norwich, $33,000; South Norwalk, $12,000; Stamford, 
$23,400; Waterbury, 7,600; Willimantic, %12,400; Winsted 
$8,600; Torrington, $9,000, and Wallingford, $8,800. 

There are fifteen towns and cities each with receipts of over 
$8,000 annually, which would be entirely excluded from obtain- 
ing a building under the provisions of this bill. 

it will be observed that there are a very few of these that are 
cities of large population and every one of them, I venture to 
say, is upon any ——— on which a bill can be passed, better 
entitled to a public building than any of the other towns which 
would be included within the provisions of this bill, and it would 
be so considered within the State and within those towns where 
the buildings are to be erected under this substitute, which has 
received the approval of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. I can not vote for that substitute, for I can not say to 


the people in Torrington, for instance, where the annual post- 
| office receipts amount to $9,000 that I voted for a bill which ex- 
cludes them from obtaining a public building. 
Mr. VEST. They are not excluded. 
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Mr. PLATT. Certainly they are excluded, in my opinion. 

Mr. VEST. They are not. 

Mr. PLATT. And that I voted for a bill which gave Clinton- 
ville, where there is not one tenth of the population, a building. 

Mr. VEST. What are the receipts for the first town? 

Mr. PLATT. Nine thousand dollars a year and Clintonville 
$6,500. 

Mr. VEST, 

Mr. PLATT. 
tenth of the population of Torrington. 

Mr. VEST. 
are included within the provisions of the substitute, as a matter 
of course. 

Mr. PLATT. One is above $8,000 and the other under it. 

Mr. VEST. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
the Senator from Connecticut but four? 

Mr. VEST. All but four in the list the Senator has read. 

Mr. PLATT. I will take my own city, which has $42,200 an- 
nual post-office receipts. Should my ownconstituentsask: ‘Why 
did you vote for a bill which gave a town 6 miles south of you, 
with receipts of $8,800, a post-office building and which gave the 
city where you reside no post-office building,” I could not answer 
that question. 


Both are included. 
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tween $3,000 and $30,000 a year. As to the city in which the Sen- 
ator lives, of course there is a much more serious question than 
the one he propounded to himself that might be proposed by his 
people; that is, why he has not had a special act passed, in the 





| multitude that have gone through, for the town in which he re- 


I venture to say that Clintonville has not one- | 


If the Senator will permit me, both those towns | 


sides, where the post-offices receipts, as I uncerstand him, are 
$42,000 a year; in other words, of the first class, being just above 
the margin of $40,000. 

The Senator talks about the towns in his State being excluded, 
How many in Missouri are excluded? Atleast ten oreven more 
to one that he has named here. It is impossible to provide for 


| them all. 


[ admit, as a question of equity, even the post-offices of the 


| fourth class might come in and demand buildings, because they 
The amendment as modified now goes to $30,000. | 
That would include all the towns named by 


say we are communities within the national domain and as much 
entitled to appropriations of money from the Treasury as the 
largest city in the land. But you must commence somewhere to 
put a limit, and all the bills that are pending before Congress 
have fixed $3,000 as the minimum. If we undertake to construct 
buildings for all the fourth-class post-offices, the deficit in the 


Treasury will become so great as to require additional and even 
7 j 


| direct taxation to meet this expense. 


Either we ought to devise some plan by which | 


in the future the amount should be regulated according to popu- | 


lation and receipts when buildings are to be put up and granted 
by special acts of Congress, or we ought, in passing a bill, to pro- 
vide for all classes. 

I do not say that I can not vote for the substitute as proposed 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK], but I will say that 
I can not vote for a bill which begins at the bottom, or part way 
down to the bottom, to construct post-office buildings and leaves 
out those places where the buildings are mostneeded. Therule 
is entirely arbitrary. There is no earthly reason, in my judg- 


ment, why a town which has $2,900 annual receipts should nct | 


have a post-office building, and a town which has$3,000 a year an- 


nual receipts should have a post-office building; and itis very pos- | 


sible and very probable that circumstances may make it very | 
much more to the interest of the Government and very much | 


more to the accommodation of the people that the town with 
$2,900 annual receipts should have a post-office building rather 
than the town with $3,000 receipts. 

Now, let me suggest, the place of $2,900 annual receipts may 
be in a compact village, which in itself is almost a little city, 
and the place where the $3,000 annual receipts prevail may be 
the center of a large, sparsely settled agricultural community. 
Who would say that in the village of such a community with few 
houses the Government should goand build a $10,000 Government 
building, when it should not put a building in the place from 
which the $2,900 annual receipts were derived, which isamuch 
more thickly settled place, and where a building would be much 
more in keeping with the business and other buildings of the 
place? 

Any rule is arbitrary and vicious. Listening to what is sup- 
posed to be some clamor on the part of places that think they 
have been disregarded in the appropriation of the Government 
money, it is proposed now to construct buildings in the smaller 
places rather than in those where they are most needed. I do 
not believe there isany such clamor; I donot believe there is any 
such prejudice; I do not believe that the people of my State would 
say for a moment that buildings should be erected in those towns 
which would be entitled to have buildings under this proposed law 
and that they should not be builtin the larger towns and even in the 
smaller towns. I should have no fear about what the people of 
the State of Connecticut would think in my voting against the 
amendmentas proposed by the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST], 


and I do not quite like the amendment proposed by the Senator | 


from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK]. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the argument, if it can be called 
an argument, of the Senator from Connecticut simply amounts 
to this, that he thinks the present system isthe best. Ihave en- 
deavored to show that it is not. I think the Congress and the 
public sentiment of the country have come to the conclusion that 
it is not the best. If we are to go on with the present system, as 
a matter of course all these bills will go for nothing, and the 
recommendations of the Postmaster-General will go for nothing, 
and we should continue with this log-rolling process of grabbing 


as much as possible by each particular town, the appropriation | 


depending upon the activity, energy, and power of solicitation of 
the Representative or Senator. 

Now, the Senator from Connecticut, I presume, has achieved his 
isa very vigilant and active Senator in behalf of his people, and he 
has read a list of towns that would be left out by this proposed 


legislation. I listened attentively to it, and there are but four of 
them that would not be covered by the substitute in the limit be- 


XXUI—121 


I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut, what I think is 
known to all of us, that it is much easier to pull down than to 
build up. It is very easy to criticise a bill which has been the 
result of the very best endeavor of a committee anxious to do 
their duty. If the Senator will take the place of one of us on the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and give us the 
benefit of his sup2rior judgment, I should be exceedingly glad 


pe ie 
for himeto do it, and to have him take my place now. What we 


| are endeavoring to dois to bring about anequitable distribution 


of the public money in the construction of thes» buildings, in or- 
der to do away with a great evil. If we heve not succ2eded, let 
the Senator offer an amendment that will bring about a better 
system than that proposed. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri says 
that my argument is based upon the idea that the present sys- 
tem is the best. [do not proceed upon that ground. The way 
he has attempted to meet my argument convinces me that it was 


| considerable of an argument; better thanIl thought it was, in 


fact. I admitted and I do admit that the methods which have 
been pursued in relation to erecting public buildings have not 
been such as to commend themselves to the country, and in that 
respect I am exceedingly thankful that [ am not a member of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I know how 
I should have been pressed to grant what | deem to be extrava- 


gant and improper appropriations for many public buildings 
f | y g 


| which have been ordered. 


j 





| its future is assured. 
object, which was to show what we all know to be the fact, that he | 


I said that I believed the system was bad, or at any rate the 
practice under it had been bad,and I said, and I still think, it 
would have been better if the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds had been able to devise some rule by which special 
acts should have been made equitable and in some respects equal 
as between the places for the benefit of which they were passed. 
[t does not seem to me that it would be so very difficult to make 
some such rule by general law. Indeed, the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. PADDOCK] hasattempted in hissubstitute to provide 
such a rule, and I think if the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds had turned their great learning and their great in- 
vestigation toward that point it is possible they might have 
brought forward some rule which would be just and equitable in 
future legislation as between places which might be i 
ents of the Government’s bounty in this respect. 

I do not think I am quite satisfied with the rule as proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska, but it approaches equity and equal- 
ity, and I for one had a great deal rather let the present sys- 
tem go on with some regulation, some rule, some law, which 
should prevent small places getting large appropriations and 
large places getting improperly large appropriations, than to 
engage in this legislation, which seems to me to be entirely upon 
a wrong principle. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, in respons: to what the Sen- 
ator has said about the minimum limit, that is the limit of $3.000. 


the recipi- 


, 

I desire to say that the consensus of opinion, looking at it at all 
events from a Western standpoint, is that that is a conservative 
limit. You must fix some minimum limit. And this seems to 
be about the fairest and the safest that can be determined, and 
it will be entirely fair and just at all events from the Western 
point of view. When a town has reached a population where 
the postal receipts are $3,000 annually, that town is established; 
It will endure, it will grow, and prosper, 
in ninety-nine casesout of one hundred. When a town reaches 
that stage in the West, itis sure of permanency—sure thereafter 
to increase in population and strength. 

Take it in the State of the Senator from Missouri, for instance, 
and I think the towns where the receipts are lower than $3,000, 




















even if they are $2,900, only $100 less than the proposed mini- 
mum limit they would all be entirely satisfied to have this limit 
fixed at $3,000, or you may go down to $2,000and it would satisfy 
all of that class, because they have reason to expect that with 
the great prosperity of that section they will soon reach the 


$3,000 point. At all events, I have heard no criticism in my 
country of this bill on that account. The towns where the re- 


ceipts are $2,000 « ven $1,500 are satisfied to have this limit 
fixed. It gives to them the hope and the comparative certainty 
that before very long they will reach the point themselves, 


present method they would have no hope or 





no expectation, nor can they have any until the crack of doom. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri | Mr. VEST] as asub- 
stitute for the original bill. 
Mr.P ADL D4 ee [move my proposed amendment as an amend- 


f the Senator from Missouri. 

ING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
offers an amendment, which was read a short time agoand it will 
not be again read unl 
for the amendment offered 
VEST]. The question is upon adopting the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROcTOR], 
Chamber, and I withhold my vote. I should vote ‘*‘ nay” 
we re ae sent. 

DIXON (when his name wascalled). Ia 
Senater from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 
present, and therefore 1 withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is absent on 
account Of Indisposition. 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. FAULKNER’S name was called). The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. 
called). My colleague [Mr. 
the Senator from New Yo! 
leacue would vote ni y. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. BARBOUR], with whom I am paired, being absent, 
I withhold my vot I should vote yea.if he were present. 

Mr. PUGH (when his n ame was called [am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. HOAR}. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], but will vote 
subsequen ly, if necessary tomake a quorum. 

Mr. VAN when his name was called). Llinquire if the Sen- 
ator from Michi igan {Mr ICMILLAN] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. VANCE. [am paired with him generally and will with- 
hold my vot [f he were present I should vote ‘** nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 





[ am paired with the 
whom [ do notsee in the 
if he 


m paired with the 
I do not see him 


JONES of Arkansas was 


k [Mr. Hiscock]. If present my col- 


lam paired 


the Senator from Montana|[Mr. POWER]. If he were present I 
should vote ** nay, 

The roll call wa concluded. 

Mir. CASI 7 [ am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco], and thhold my vote 

Vr. MORG "A N. I am paire .d with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAawss], but I will vote tomakeaquorum. I vote 

nay 


Mr. TURPIE. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. DAvis], and therefore withhold my vote. 


Mr. BATE (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 


if the Senator from Washington [Mr. ALLEN] has voted? 

The PRESIDI NG OFFICER. He is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. BAT] Then I withdraw my vote,as I am paired with 
hin 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (after having voted in the affirmative 
[inquire if the junior Senator from Llinois [Mr. PALMER] has 
voted’ p 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then I desire to withdraw my vote, as 
lam paired generally with that Senator. 

Mr. CASEY. IL inquire of the Chair ifthere is a lack of a quo- 
_ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not able to an- 
swer at this moment 


Mr. CASEY. lam at liberty to vote to make a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will announce the 
fact as s00n as it 1s ascertained. 


Mr. SHERMAN (after having voted in the negative). I am 


JONES of Arkansas] is paired with | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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paired with the Senator from Kentucky {Mr. CARLISLE], but I 
have taken the liberty to vote on this matter, supposing that my 
pair would vote, if he were present, as I do, but I prefer to with- 
draw my vote unless it be necessary to make a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. , No quorum has voted. 
Mr. CASEY. No quorum having voted, I will vote. 
"yea. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ide 
vote ** yea.” 

Mr. KENNA. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. WOLcoTT]. 

Several SENATORS (to Mr. KENNA). Vote tomake a quorum. 

Mr. KENNA. If I had an intimation as to how the Senator 
from Colorado would vote,I might be able to vote to make a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has thus far voted. 

Mr. RANSOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is now dividing, 
and that motion is not in order at this moment. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I vote ‘“‘ yea,” to make a quorum. 

Mr. GEORGE. If we are likely to adjourn I wish to offer an 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not in order at this 
time, as the Senate is now dividing. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON], whom I do not see in his seat, but, in 
order to make aquorum, I shall vote. I vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 


I vote 


sire to vote to make aquorum. | 





Casey, Hansbrough, Paddock, Shoup, 
| Dolph, Hawley, Peffer, Stockbridge, 
Felton, Higgins, Perkins, Teller, 
Gallinger, Manderson, Sanders, Wilson. 
NAYS—29 
Berry, Coke, Hale, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Harris, Vest, 
Blodgett, Cullom, Kyle, Vilas, 
Brice, Daniel, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Butler Frye, Ransom, Washburn. 
Cc arey, George, Sawyer, 
Gorman Sherman, 
Gray, Squire, 
NOT VOTING—43 
Aldrich, Dixon, Jones, Nev Proctor. 
Allen, Dubois, Kenna, Pugh 
Allison, Faulkner, McMillan, Quay, 
Barbour, Gibson, La McPherson, Stanford, 
Bate Gibson, Md. Mitchell, Turpie, 
Call, Gordon, Morrill, Vance, 
Cameron, Hill, Palmer, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Hiscock, Pasco, Warren, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pettigrew, White, 
Davis, Irby, Platt, Wolcott. 


| 
i 
i 


Dawes, 


Jones, Ark Power, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs 
substitute offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. KYLE. [I offer an amendment to add to section 2 of the 
substitute the proviso which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota to the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2 the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, Thatin the construction of said post-office buildings ample room, 
together with shelves, tables, and all necessary appliances shall be provided 
for a public library, to consist of at least one copy of each Government pub- 
lication. Said publication shall be furnished by the Postmaster-General, and 
after being received at the respective post-offices, shall be under the care and 
control of the local postmaster, who shall act as librarian. and shall open said 
rooms to the public from 9 o’clock in the morning until 9 o’clock in the even 
ing 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
mentof the Senator from South Dakota[Mr. KYLE] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. KYLE. I shouldlike to say in relation to this amendment 
that quite a number of persons have written me in reference to 
this subject from the rural districts of various States. 

At the present time there is a bill pending in the House of 
Representatives to provide for public libraries in the various 
States and for the distribution of public documents in connection 
with post-office buildings. I think it avery wise provision, be- 
cause we have the documents at hand stored below here in such 
numbers as perhaps to create a stench in the lower part of the 
building, and it would be well to dispose of some of these ina 
manner that will be beneficial to the people. There is a great 
demand upon Congress for documents at this time, coming from 
all our constituents. 

A large number of applications, perhaps, are denied. We are 
not able to supply all the demands, and as it is proposed in this 
bill to supply post-office buildimgs to towns having the requisite 


upon the 
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postal receipts, I think it would be a very wise provision that in 
the construction of such buildings there shall be aroom set apart 
where public documents can be sent, one of each kind, so that each 
one of the 2,000 or 3,000 or 5,000 inhabitants of these respective 
communities can go and consult them at their pleasure. It will 
relieve us as members of Congress from a very large burden in- 
deed, and at the same time supply a long-felt want of a large 
number of our population. 

Mr. KENNA. Ithink the suggestion of the Senator will meet 
with general favor, but I suggest tohim to make his amendment 
broad enough to include buildings already constructed in the 
large cities and many of the medium-sized towns of the country. 
As I understand, his amendment as it now reads would not reach 
the most important centers of the country. 

Mr. KYLE. I am willing that it shall be extended to the pub- 
lic buildings already constructed in the United States. I was 
thinking when I prepared the amendment only of the towns for 


| this matter. 


which buildings are to be provided by the bill under considera- | 


tion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator consent to 


the modification of his amendment suggested by the Senator | 
| vesting members of Congress of both Houses from what I con- 
sider to be the shoddy work of sending out Agricultural Reports 


from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]? 

Mr. KYLE. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
as modified. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
fied. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That in the construction of said post-office buildings and public 
buildings already constructed ample room, together with shelves, tables, and 
all necessary appliances, shall be provided for a public library, to consist of at 
least one copy of each Government publication. Said publication shall be 
furnished by the Postmatser-General, and after being received at the respect- 
ive post-offices shall be under the care and control of the local postmaster, 
who shall act as librarian and shall open said rooms to the public from 9 a. 
m. to 9 p. m. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think there is something good in the proposed 
amendment, but it seems to me that it is rather crude yet. In 
the first place, if we provide for the construction of new public 


The amendment will be stated 


Let the entire amendment be read as modi- 
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Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, I have no special preference in 
[am thoroughly in accord with the Senator from 
South Dakota, who offered this amendment. If the documents 
which we distribute regularly shall go into buildings for the ac- 
commodation of the communi i they are situated, as 
provided for in this bill, and every city and town in the country 
shall have such a library, we shall be conferring a benefit upon 
the people. I think the spirit of the amendment is a good one. 
[ think it will accomplish practically good results, and I am quit 
sure there is not a building in the country in which a room can 
not be easily provided for such documents as may be for distri- 
pution. 

In respect to the documents themselves, we all know that in 
Departments 
there are certain numbers for distribution by the Department, 
and at least one of that number should be sent where it will be 
accessible to the communities surrounding the locality. 





ies in which 


That 
is a very simple thing to do for the general public benefit, and, 
therefore, I think the original proposition is right and the 
amendment is right. 

I should be glad if any suggestion of mine should lead to di- 


and good or bad, old or new seeds. I think it is beneath the 
public demands upon the time of members of Congress and, as I 
said the other day when the printing bill was under considera- 


| tion, which involved this subject, I should be very glad to divest 


It is proposed toadd tosection 2 the fol- | 


buildings, there will have to be a provision in the appropriation 


for constructing a room to be used asalibrary. If we undertake, 
however, to include existing public buildings, there will then 


rying out that authority conferred upon the Postmaster-General. 
It seems to me that the reference to existing buildings is entirely 
too crude. 

Then, I should like to understand from the Senator whether 
he intends the provision to include all public documents? If 
that is so, I should like to have some Senator state how large a 
room it is going to take to get all the public documents that are 
in existence into thatlibrary, and whether or not it would not re- 
quire the republication of a great many of them? 

Mr. KENNA. I think the Senator and I will not disagree 
that, as arule, the buildings which already have been constructed 
have ample room for the accommodation of libraries. Of course 
there may be exceptions, but generally they have ample room 
for all the publications which may be furnished them, where the 
people who desire them will have ready access to them. 

Mr. DOLPH. It maybe as arule, but [doubt whether it is the 
case asarule. Take the public building in my own town. We 
have had to put out there from time to time first one officer and 
then another until the building is now used for the post-office, 
the United States court, and the surveyor-general’s office. 

The internal-revenue collector, the collector of customs, and 
other officers had to find different quarters, and even now the 
mail has to be stored under temporary shelter outside the build- 
ing in order that the business of the post-office may be properly 
conducted. There is not any room about that building which 
could be converted into a library, and it would be a very unfor- 
tunate thing to require any officer of the Government to provide 
a room in that building for that purpose. 

If we authorize the construction of a new building we can very 
well provide that there shall be alibrary room constructed in 
connection with it, and a library maintained; and, as I said be- 
fore, if we provide that the Postmaster-General shall furnish 
every ae with a copy of every Government publication, 
I should like to know how many there are; I should like to know 
how large a room it would take, and how much time it would re- 
quire of the postmaster to take careof them. I have an impres- 
ion that these publications would make a very large library, and 
that there are a great many of them that can not be procured 
without being reprinted. 

I think the amendment ought to be definite, either providing 
that copies shall only be furnished of past publications where 
they are now in print and can be obtained and furnished to the 
libraries, or else it should be confined to future publications. 


myself for one of that whole matter, and I think we should do a wise 
thing by some simple enactment to bring every publication of 
this Government within access of every citizen interested in it 
so that he might know its contents. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave been struck with the suggestion of the 
Senator from South Dakota, and I ask him whether he has given 
any attention to the expense that will be.entailed upon this gen- 
eral project by the scheme he proposes? 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me to 
answer, it will not involve any expense whatever. It is a mere 
regulation affecting the distribution of documents already pro- 
vided for by law, and not a dollar of additional expense is in- 
volved, except the shelving arrangements, etc. 

Mr. GRAY. The amendment suggested by the Senator from 


| South Dakota involves the setting apart of a room, and, probably, 
have to be an independent appropriation and a provision for car- | 


the addition of a room to each building that will be erected under 
the provisions of this bill. Therefore it is a pertinent inquiry 
to know what the expense is likely to be. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me, in reply to the Senator from 
Delaware, to say as to the buildings already erected, that, as far 
as I know—and my experience has been somewhat extensive 
there is not one of them within the range of my knowledge that 
can not provide a room without any additional expense, except, 
perhaps, for shelving, to carry out the views of the Senator from 
South Dakota. All of the buildings are constructed upon a scale 
that embraces a good deal of space, sometimes more than is nec- 
essary. For instance, a public building is required in some town 
where courts are not held—it is soin my State—and those build- 
ings necessarily have more room in them than a post-office can 
occupy or use. In the city of Terre Haute, where I live, there 
is a public building that accommodates the post-office and the in- 
ternal-revenue office, and yet I think I can say that it can very 
easily accommodate alibrary of the kind and proportion contem- 
plated by this amendment. Other buildings that occur to my 
mind present the same aspect. , 

So far as the buildings that are to be erected hereafter are 
concerned, all that would be involved in this amendment would 
be in the plan by which the building was to be constructed, and 
that need cost but very little more than under a plan which left 
these accommodations for a library out. 

Mr.GRAY. Now, Mr. President, I will renew my 
to the Senator from South Dakota, because 
gestion made by him, and that is whether it will not involve the 
setting apart of a room, or the addition of a room, in each of 
buildings to be of this bil 
and would it not require a custodian to be placed in charge? 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, [ am glad that the p1 


oposition 
meets with some favor, because when [I introduced the 





question 


i approve ot thesug 


} ’ y . . 
Les erecte under the provisions 


amend- 
ment I introduced it in a spirit of earnestness and because I be- 
lieved that the people of this country want just that kind of an 
institution connected with our post-office buildings. The people 
of this country want information as to what is going on in the 
various Departments of this Government, and if the Senator from 
Oregon, the Senator from Nebraska, or the Senator from some 
where else, does not like exactly the wording of thisamendment, 
let it be changed and restricted to existing publications and 
those to be published hereafter, and let it be restricted, if you 
please, to the buildings that will be erected hereaft 
some way let these publications go out amongst the 
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if 
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experience in building, and I have hadagreat deal of experience 
in the construction of some buildings, is that by a little extra 
work when a person is putting up a building, an extra room can 
be added at a very slight expense in the aggregate cost of the 
whole building. 

The question, therefore, of a room in which to store these publi- 
cations is one of minor consideration. The extra expense en- 
tailed perhaps would be for the pur pose » of providing a clerk or 
librarian for the library. That can be done at an expense of from 
$25 to $50 per month, which is avery slight expense considering 
the great benefit the people are to derive from it. I think the 
provision should be incorporated in the bill. 

MANDERSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to make an inquiry before the 
Senator from Nebraska proceeds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know whether there is any law in 
regard to it, but there is certainly a custom under which certain 
libraries in every State in the Union become depositories of pub- 
lic documents. Whether such libraries are designated by the 
members of Congress I do not know. What I wish to inquire is 
as to what would be done in those towns and cities where public 
depositories are already designated as places to which public 
documents go. Perhaps the Senator from Nebraska can tell 
me. I do not quite see the necessity of having two libraries in 
the same town as a dumping-ground for surplus public docu- 
ments, for that is about what this scheme will amount to, it seems 
to me, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I think that with a little 
change of this proposed amendment I might be able to give to it 
that same hearty and cheerful support that it seems to be re- 
ceiving on both sides of the Chamber. As the amendment reads, 
| confess that it is a little confusing. Whether it is proposed to 
distribute among the different post-offices that are to be blessed 
with buildings the accumulation the Senator from South Dakota 
refers to, that is made up of publications of times gone by, or 
whether the Postmaster-General is to gather and furnish the 
future publications of the Government, is a little indefinite. If 
the publications of the past that are piled up in different places 
are to be disposed of by this method by the Postmaster-General, 
1 submit that the amendment should give him some authority to 
reach out and obtain this material for distribution. He cer- 
tainly would not have it under this provision. ‘ 

Then, too, we have already disposed of this vast accumulation, 

if the House of Representatives shall concur in the action of the 
Senate, by the public printing bill that was passed a short time 
ago. If they are to be publications of the future, then I submit 
t may be difficult for the Postmaster-General to obtain them un- 
ess he will file his order in the Public Printing Office and pay 
the expense with the 10 per cent. added required by the general 
aw. There is no provision here except that he shall furnish 
them. How they shall be furnished to him I am somewhat at a 
oss to conceive. 

Then I think we ought in this amendment to define with some 
care the distinction between the local postmaster acting as post- 
master and the local postmaster acting as librarian. This re- 
quires that the local pet peered shall take care and control of 
the library; that he shall act as librarian, and shall open said 
rooms to the public from 9 o'clock a. m. until 9 o’clock p. m. 
W hat is to become of the post-office from 9 o'clock in the morn- 
ing until 9o’clock at night, lam at aloss toconceive. I presume 
that might be shut up and the library might be open for the use 
of the general public, but I can imagine that the local post-office 
would not be a desirable situation to hold if a man is to dance 
attendance at the stamp window, at the general delivery win- 
dow, and at the library between the hours of 9 o’clock in the 
morning and 9 at night. 

I merely suggest these passing objections in the hope that they 
may be cured, so that I can give the proposition my own cheerful 
support. 

Ir. KENNA. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest in 
reference to the first proposition he discusses that the amend- 
ment be so amended as to make it apply to current and future 
publications, because I confess that an effort to supply all the 
post-offices in the country with copiesof all the past publications 
of the Government would involve a vastexpense. But if these 
offices can be supplied with current and future publications, 
adopting such means as are ordinarily adopted when the occa- 
sion arises to supply the past publications, it will accomplish the 
spirit and enlarge the purpose of the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The question of a library room seems to 
be a mere bagatelle in the opinion of some Senators. As I un- 
derstand the desire of the Senator from West Virginia, all future 
publications of the Government are to be furnished to these local 
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post-office buildings. Taking the current accumulation of pub- 
lication, where you take in all that comes from Congress by its 
order from the Departments, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, that 
voluminous publication which we all so much enjoy and that is 


| sought after with such avidity by the general public—taking all 


of these publications combined, and I think + 1ey will approxi- 
mate about 1,000 annually, the chances are that a post-office 


| building, at the end of five years, would have to accommodate per- 


haps 5,000 volumes, and there would have to be the necessary 
shelving, tables, etc.,and the necessary librarian who is to be the 
postmaster. I think we should make haste slowly in this matter, 
and as to this amendment which seems to launch out into so much 
that is of importance and so much that is expensive, we should 


| at least give it careful amendment and full consideration before 


we adopt it. I have no suggestions of amendment to make my- 
self. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think the Senator from South 
Dakota is very right in his general idea that these publications 
should go to the people so far as practicable, but it seems to me 
that it would be a much better system to provide from time to 
time, as libraries may be organized with the means of support- 
ing themselves, for the sending of these publications wherever 
a suitable library may be organized by the local people. 

The expense of this amendment is indefinite. It will of neces- 
sity, as has been shown by the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing, extend into many millions of dollars. The pledge of 
the Government to furnish to every public building in the United 


| States all the documents that may be hereafter printed of neces- 


sity will increase the volume of printing to an indefinite and a vast 
amount. A librarian must of necessity be among the Federal 
officers to be employed in addition to the postmaster, or the 
library will beof noavail. Itis impossible toestimate the amount 
of cost that will be imposed upon the Government by the carry- 
ing out of this provision. 

[ sympathize with the purpose of the Senator from South Da- 
kota, and would gladly support any measure which does not in- 
volve an indefinite and an unknown and probably a greatexpense. 

But, Mr. President, I propose to vote against “this bill, and 
while Iam on my feet E desire to express myself to that effect, 
as there may be no yea-and-nay vote upon its passage. I think 
the system proposed by the Senator from Missouri is a good one 
and is worthy of support at a proper time: but now, when the 
Treasury is practically exhausted, when we must contemplate re- 
sorting to some method of raising money outside of the ordinary 
revenues of the Government, and when there is a general public 
discontent and great want and poverty among the people of the 
country, I think it is a very improper time to be increasing the 
expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President; I think, with due deference, the 
position of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] is a 
very extraordinary one. Ifthe Government is engaged,as I am 
frank to say it is, in the publication of a vast number of docu- 
ments that are unworthy of places in the public libraries we had 
better stop the publication. I know of no document worth pub- 
lishing that would not be received gladly by any community in 
this country. Ido not for a moment accede to the proposition 
that we could crowd the libraries in soshort aspace with utterly 
worthless matter that there would not be room for what is of 
avail. The communities and the libraries will have the same 
opportunities to accept what is available anc to discard what is 
not available that we exercise every day in putting out of the way 
a vast amount of material that a Senator knows perfectly well is 
dead cost to the Government without any available advantage to 
anybody. 

| am thoroughly in accord with the spirit of the amendment 
of the Senator from South Dakota, only I think it ought to be 
broad enough to embrace the buildings that are already con- 
structed. As to the expense, there is no reason whatever that 
in buildings already constructed the most trivial expense may 
not adapt some corner to the reception of these documents, as 
will be done in the buildings to be constructed. There is no 
reason why such an adaptation of a small portion of such a build- 
ing should not be made without a dollar’s additional expense. 
As to the unavailability of these documents to the public in whose 
name they are published and paid for, there can not be any rea- 
son why they should not have the benefit of them. I hope the 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr.PERKINS. Mr. President, as I understand the law, libra- 
ries of 5,000 volumes or more now receive a copy of the public 
documents as they are published from time to time. Also, a 
member of Congress is authorized to designate a library in his 
Congressional district that shall receive public documents. I 


should suppose that such libraries ought to be excepted from the 


provisions of this amendment if we are to adopt the amendment 


atall. Otherwise, of course, in towns where there are libraries 


that have either been de 'signate “d by a member of Congress or 
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that under the law receive copies of public documents there would 
be duplicates. 

Mr. WILSON. 
ject this afternoon 

Mr. VEST. I think we can get a vote now. 

Mr. WILSON. In order that Senators may reflect upon this 
particular phase of the bill at this time and in order that we may 
attend to some executive matters, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that motion is put I ask my colleague 
to yield to me for a moment. 


As we shall not be able to conclude this sub- 





The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Iowa yield to his colleague? 

Mr. WILSON. I will hear my colleague. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have been absent on committee work most 


of the afternoon and therefore have not listened to all of this in- 
teresting debate, but I did listen to the observations of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] wherein he quoted somewhat 
from yaluable tables. 
tables are to be printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; except the oneI hold in my hand, which 
I shall ask to have printed as an executive document. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
of value to us when we come toa final vote on the bill, and [should 
like to have them in print. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Not in the RECORD? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not the large one. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that it be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Missouriasks 
that the document which he holdsin his hand may be printed as 
a public document. Ifthere be no objection, it will be soordered. 





[ should like to ask the Senator if those | 


I think those documents may be | 


Mr. VEST. Now, if the Senateis to adjourn over I will ask | 
that the substitute which has been adopted by the Senate be | 


printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, if 
there be no objection. . 


Mr. GEORGE. I should like to offer an amendment to the 
bill and have it printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
submits an amendment which he proposes to offer to the bill and 
he asks that it be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. VEST. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
ing: 

Src. —. That all expenditures under the act shall be paid for by the issue 
in addition to the amount now authorized by law, of legal-tender Treasury 
notes,*which shall be engraved and printed and be redeemable and be re- 
ceived when taken upin the Treasury, in all respects as now provided by 
law for legal-tender Treasury notes. _ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Let it be read. 
The proposed amendment will 


Insert as an additional section the follow- 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. | 


TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the resolution of the House to 
print 10,000 copies of the addresses upon the presentation of the 
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Hon. William H. F. Lee, late 


Virginia. 


EXECUTIV! SSION. 

Mr. WILSON. [now renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. T Senator from lowa moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
L1©ss. r 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. Aft minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened and (at 4 o’clock and 
55 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
March 11, 1892, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
} 


d hy the Senate 


CELE j 


Eze utive nominations 7 
JUDGES OF PROBATE. 

[saac Burton, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in the 

county of Uinta, in the Territory of Utah, his term having ex- 

pired on January 27, 1892. 

James McGarry, of Utah Territory, judg probate in 
the county of Beaver, in the Territory of Utah, his term having 
expired on January 27, 1892. 

Daniel Page, of Utah Territory, to be ; of probate in the 
county of Iron, in the Territory of Utah, his term having expired 
on January 27, 1892. 

George C. Veile, of Utah Territory, j 
the county of Millard, in the Territory of Utah, histerm having 
expired on January 27, 1892. 

Lars P. Edholm, of Utah Territory, 
the county of Morgan, in the Territory 
expired January 27, 1892. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 

Lieut. Col. Joseph C. Baily, assistant medical purveyor, to be 

surgeon, with the rank of colonel, March 9, 1892, vice Norris, 


to be }UudZe OI 


juage 
to be judge of probat> in 


to pe lave 


; of probate in 
of Utah, his term having 


| retired from active service. 


portraits of Hon. Galusha A. Grow and Hon. Samuel J. Randal! | 


by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 552) to amend the act approved March 1, 1887, relating to the 
Hospital Corps of the Army, with an amendment in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4275) to grant to the Champlain and St. Law- 
rence Railroad Company a right of way across the Fort Mont- 
gomery military reservation; 


A bill (H. R. 6071) to amend section 1216 of the Revised Stat- | 


utes, relative to certificates of meritto the enlisted men of th: 
Army; 

A bill (H. R. 6493) providing for the taking of depositions in 
criminal cases; and } 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 96) to authorize the loan o! certain 
ensigns, flags, and signal numbers for the purpose of decoration 
of the streets and buildings of Washington on the occasio 
Grand Army encampment in September, 1892. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following concurrent reso- 
lutions of the House, and asked conferences with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; 

A resolution to print the eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
Hon. Leonidas C. Houk, late a Representative from the State of 
Tennessee; and 
A resolution to print the eulogies delivered in Congress upon 





Maj. William D. Wolverton, surgeon, to be assistant medical 
purveyor, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, March 9, 1892, vice 
Baily, promoted. 

Capt. John O. Skinner. to be surgeon, with 
the rank of major, March 9, 1892, vice Wolverton, promoted. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 
To be assistant Surgeons with the rank of first lieutenant. 

Francis A. Winter, of Alabama, March 9, 1892, vice De Hanne, 
retired from active service. 

William E. Purviance, of Illinois, 
retired from active service. 


assistant surgeon, 


March 9, 1892, vice Steimetz, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
nominations confirn d by the Senate Mare h 10, 1892. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
Henry P. McCain, Third Infantry, to be first 


E bone 
ELECULEVE 


Second Lieut. 
lieutenant. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
McClearn, of Massachusetts, to be collector of 
district of Marblehead, in the State of Massachu- 


Stuart F. 


toms for the 


++ 
me iS. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 10. 1892. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedi 


Prayer by the Chaplain, 

gs of yesterday 
proved. 

GOLD AND SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

laid before the House a letter 

f the Tr transmitting, in resp 


nm 


asury. ) 
y 29, 1892, information relative to t 


eso- 
‘ amount 
January |, 8; which 
Weights, and Meas- 





lver certi 7 
was referred to the Committee 
ures, and ordered to be printed. 
PORTRAITS OF EX-SPEAKERS GROW AND RANDALL. 

The SPEAKER also submitted to the House the House concur- 
rent resolution providing for the printing of addresses delivered 
in the House of Representatives upon the presentation of the 
portraits of Galusha A. Grow and Samuel J. Randall, with an 
amendment of the Senate thereto. 


tieat 1 ; 
iCaves issued since 


x 


on ¢ oinags 5 





{ 
: 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
} 


that that S e amendment, which simply gives the Senate 1,000 | 


co ‘ e addresses, be concurred in. 
ient of the Senate was read, as follows: 


irrent resolution of the House of Representatives 


to l p of » addresses on the presentation of the portraits 
of Hon. G: . A. Grow and Hon. Samuel J. Randall by the Commonweath 
of P s ) pass with the following amendment 

I i ns 1,000 to the folding room of the Senate, for the 


ihe amendment was agreed to. 


The concurrent resolution as amended was adopted. 





RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which 
t] on as amended was adopted; and also moved that the 
motion t consider be laid on the table 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
rHE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HOUK. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the House concur- 


tion to provide for printing the eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon Leonidas C. Houk, late a Representative of the 
f Tennessee, with an amendment of the Senate thereto. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
he House disagree to that Senate amendment and ask fora 
committee ¢ conference 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman from Tennessee will 
permit me, | will state that a similar bill has been reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr.McMILLIN. I understand that; but this bill ought to be 
considered by the House in the regular way. What it proposes 
may be the correct thing to do, but I want it deliberately con- 
sidered by the House. ; 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be allowed to lie on the Speaker's table for 
the present. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Until what time? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Untilthe Committee on Military Affairs 
shall be reached in its order. 

Mr. GROUT. Then the bill can be considered in the regular 
way. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. [shall have no objection to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. In 
the event that that permission is given, can this bill be then 


| taken up without unanimous consent? 


The SPEAKER. No. The Committee on Military Affairs 
could not call up this Senate bill. They would have to call up a 
bill reported by themselves. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a number 
of Senate bills; and as the titles of these bills have already been 


| printed in the RECORD, if there be no objection, the Chair will 


Resolved, That the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives 
i nt ‘the eulogies in Congress upon Leonidas C. Houk, late a Represent 
ative of the State of Tennessee,’’ do pass with the folowing amendment 

Ling trike « lafter ‘Tennessee’ to end of resolution, and insert 

Eight t and copies; of which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered to | 

the Senat ind Representatives of the State of Tennessee, and of those re- 
maining 2(«0 shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the 
House Rep entatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to 
have printed a portrait of the said Leonidas ©. Houk to accompany the said 
c 

The House, by unanimous consent, disagreed to the Senate 
amendment and asked for a committee of conference. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LEE OF VIRGINIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the concurrent reso- 
lution providing for the printing of the eulogies upon Hon. W. 
H. F. Lee, late a Representative of the State of Virginia, with 
an amendment of the Senate thereto. 

r. RICHARDSON. Mr.Speaker, that amendment is similar 
to the Senate amendment just disagreed to; and I ask unanimous 
consent that in this case also th 


l 


e House disagree and request a 
conterence., 


TT . 7 ‘ ¥ ly "nf “re “oe ; ‘ . 1} t . 
he Senate am dament was read, as follows: 








Ki ved, That the « ur re ition of the House of Representatives 
to print the eulogies delivered in Congress on Hon. W. H. F. Lee, a Re 

I tive State of Virginia, do pass with the following amendment 

L 5, strike out all after ‘ Virginia,’ tothe end of the resolution and insert 

I ht thousand copies; of Which number 2,000 copies shall be delivered 
to the Senator nd Representatives of the State of Virginia, and of those 
use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the | 

Hi R ntatives; and the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to 
have e! i printed a portrait of the said W. H. F’. Lee to accompany 
T t 

There being no objection, the House disagreed to the Senate 
a nt and asked for a committee of conference. 


rED TATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


Che SPEAKER also laid before the House a Senate concur- 
99 


! " ition providing for the printing of 23,000 of the eighth 
report of the United States Civil Service Commission: which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


busy 


MILITARY POST BETWEEN BURLINGTON AND HIGHGATE, VT. 


\KER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1233) to 





233 
establish a military post on the line of railway between Burling- 
1 l Hig ngate, Vt. 
GROUT. Mr.Speaker,I ask unanimous consent that that 
now considered without being referred to the Committee 
( tary Affai I make the request for the reason that an 
identical bill has been examined by t committee and reported 
favors y ane ha ( sly to the House. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
1 f Ve 
McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, let us hav 
the title of the bill read again. 
The Clerk again read the title of the bill. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Still reserving the right to object, I will 
ask to have the bill read. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
. Mr. McMILLIN (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I 
think that bill ought to take the regular course. Its provides 
for buildings and expenditures. 
Mr. GROUT. One word of explanation, if the gentleman 
pleases. The bill calls for no appropriation. It does not even 


direct the Secretary of War to construct this post-—— 
Mr. McMILLIN. But it gives him authority to do so. 


refer them without having the titles read. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following are the bills severally referred: 

A bill (S. 8) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 9) for the relief of E. R. Shipley—to the Committe 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 16) for the relief of G. M. Hazen and others—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 19) for the relief of Davidson Dickson and others—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 43) for the relief of the personal representatives of 
Adelicia Cheatham, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 113) to establish a military post near Little Rock, 
Ark.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 115) for the relief of William W. Burns—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 205) to reimburse Maj. Green Clay Goodloe, paymas- 
ter United States Marine Corps—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 232) for the relief of Otto A. Risum—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 236) for the relief of William Bond & Co., and others 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 256) for the relief of Augustus Boyd—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 393) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
erection of a public building thereon at Boise City, in the Stat 
of Idaho—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 438) to prohibit the sale of firearms and ammunition 
to the Indians residing upon reservations—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 617) providing for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Spokane Falls, in the State of Washington—to th 


| Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


A bill (S. 661) for the regulation of the practice of dentistry in 
the District of Columbia and for the protection of the people from 


| empiricism in relation thereto—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


A bill (S. 698) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to carry 
out, in part, the provisions of ‘‘An act to divide a portion of th 
reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into sepa- 
rate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian 
title to the remainder, and for other purposes,” approved March 
2, 1889, and making appropriations for the same, and for oth: 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 838) for the relief of the estate of John Ericsson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 852) for the relief of Mary L. Ross—to the Commit 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 972) for the relief of the administrators of the es- 
tate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 975) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Royal M. Hubbard—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 976) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor, of Col- 
orado—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 977) for the relief of B. F. Rockafellow—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 978) for the relief of William M. Keightley—to the 


| Committee on Claims. 
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A bill (S. 1106) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of Oregon— | CORRECTION . RI 
to the Committee on Claims. | Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to make a privileged rep 
A bill (S. 1207) to provide for the purchase of a site and the | [¢ is to correct an error in « 8 Of Pula XX aS 
erection of a public building thereon at Alameda, in the State | phletcopy of the rules, as print akalecatben ae 
of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and | at this session, I find in the clause I have menti iis an 
ae 99 ‘ : was " which should not be there. [" ( av ha re tion ot lee - 
A bill (S. 1220) granting a pension to Eliza K. Starr—to the | rection of errors of referenc : 
sinaien on Invalid Pensions. The SPEAKER. The Chair survests to the gentlen that 
A bill (S. 1295) to authorize the construction of jetties, piers, | if there is simply an improper print of the 1 Seo 
~ * ‘ 4 ‘ A J * U le, tnel is no occa- 
and breakwaters at private expense, in the Gulf of Mexico, at | sion for any motion in the House ne 
the mouth of Ropes Pass, in the State of Texas—to the Commit- Mr. RICHARDSON. The difficult ‘ 
are lf LLY 5 tha 11 n LHe 
tee on Commerce. . rules this error, already appeari in the pamphlet copy, may be 
A bill (S. 1312) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read—to the Com- | perpetuated. However, if the ¢ r will ta eae 
s ae } “ . r, ‘ Dall Vil ake occasit ‘ 
mittee on Claims. Seer ee ata Sandee Rage m tec ew were 
2 Vie SS ite ‘ amine the rule and ascertain the fact, of which | am1 
' A bill (S. 1668) to authorize and regulate the construction of a fied, that there has been an error 
; bridge across the Kootenai River, at the town of Fry, county of The SPEAKER. Of course the Journa { 
® 4 e mt vil at i< ) i iif 
: Kootenai, State of Idaho—to the Committee on Commerce to the form in which the rules wer 01 
: A L i - uUuitS ¥ re auv vet . 
; A bill (S. 1681) making an appropriation for the constr uction Mr. RICH ARDS IN ok Bin Sinaia tlen 4 P whial 
iT. d : IN. ut, Mir. Spea Vs é@ proolt whie 
; of two United States revenue cutters for service on the Great | cent to the Government Printing Office and from whi 
j Lakes—to the Committee on Commerce. phlet copy of Shen weilaet wel printed contains 1 
) ules 5 printed contain wo to wok j 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 23,000 | refer, and which were not in the amendment adopted by House 
3 copies of the eighth report of the U nited States Civil Service Commission be f tl} . } : ; 
rinted, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 cop If t 16 C hair thinks the error can he corrected without any action 
: or the use of the House of Representatives, and 20,000 copies for the use a by the House—— 
‘ the United States Civil Service Commission; The SPEAKER. TheChair su ts that t} ‘ Sal 
‘ : : . al stv. nair succes S lat LHe Le! eman look 
; to the Committee on Printing. at the Journal and ascertain how the matter is 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. Mr. RICHARDSON. That course will be satisfactory to 1 
Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- | My wish is simply that the error may not be perpetuated in t} 
ported a bill (H. R. 7093) making appropriations for the naval rules as printed in permanent form 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and for other lhe SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will please examine 
purposes; which was read twice, referred to the Committee of Journal. 
6 the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- ORDER OF BUS S 
companying report, ordered to be printed. The SPEAKEI The regular order being demanded, the 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it is understood that all points | committees will a ’ ‘call i for reports 
of order are reserved. ‘eal 
The SPEAKER. That is understood. oe ar eae s Ss Se CAM 
oe a . OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
ANNUAL CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. Al fror n th _Comimittee on the Judiciary, reported 
. a y : : ‘ heel K : favorably the bill (H. R. 4548) to repeal in part and tolimit 
i Mr. PEARSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Accounts | sections 3480 and 4716 of the Revised Statutes of hana ler 
‘ ; : t o « ‘ ) 110 vO Se ’ aLULeS UO l ; nite 
: to report back favorably the resolution which I send to the desk, | States: whi ch was r¢ to t] H Ca] : hath tine 
DLALES, i vas referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
1 and to ask for its present consideration. weccompanying r - ; ees ‘ Sy 
F 7 ar nying re eh saline Ue e pvr e¢ 
: The Clerk read as follows: oe ; eres 
4 : oer : : 7 3RIDGE ACROS SRAZ 2IVER. 1 
3 Resolved. That the Committee on Accounts be allowed an annual clerk at BRIDGE Af SS BRAZOS RIVER, I 
i = = of as oe ss — the Committee on Appropriations are Mr. GEARY, from the Committee « | erstate and If o1 
ji eby instructed to make provision for such clerk in the legislative, execu Col ree. re . acl favorahly + : ? oO 
; tive, and judicial appropriation bill at the rate of $2,000 per annum from Ju 4 rege ; = Vy, spor te oo K 1aVO! aply the D H tv. atvod) a wor- 
° 1892. * zing the e€1asco erminal NRallway Com y to consfPuct 
g ’ : < i as A 4 «ih 
rm i - » : ‘ bridge across the Rraz. Pewan tn tha Gtat oe : 
4 The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pr sent considera- bridge acro the Braz S Rive , in the State of Te ' which was 
: tion of this resolution? reterred to the House Calendar, and, with the a 
There was no objection. port, ordered to be print 
The report of the committee was read as follows: PIER AT THE MOUTH OF CHICAGO RIVER 
‘ The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of Mr Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee « Interstate and For 
BN Rusk of February 29, 1892, respectfully report that/the importance and scope | eion Commerce, reported back fay oa ; ‘% TEY T Aaa E 
3 of the work before the Committee on Accounts warrants them in asking an er es ae ns a H. Et. 4330) to 
{ annual clerk. Current accounts which have to be paid during the recess of repeal Houst resolution No. 104, first session, Fifty-first Congress 
? Congress should receive as much attention as they do during the gession o granting to the Secretary of Wa ( I ‘ s 
" Congress. When the present clerk was appointed, on the 12th @ay of De- | at mouth of Chicago R ve } _ ; 
cember, there were over one hundred and eighty accounts, involving the | 7.9...4.2 ee ‘ . — fou 
payment of $33,000, which had accumulated from the 5th of March, 1891, and Calendar, and, with the accompanying port, ordered to b 
4 which should have been audited monthly, but could not be dome because of | P! inted. 
: no clerk. Ittook the present clerk two months, and from fourt¢en to sixteen | pp, : ' 
? hours work per day, to catch up with his current work. The prémpt audit of BRIDGE ACROSS RIO GRANDE RIVER AT BROWNSVILLE, T! 
4 these accounts during the recess of Congress, when the facts can be more Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstat ie 
My definitely as®er ained, would naturally result in the more correct disburse- oon ae ae eee eee ommittee on interstate and £or- 
a ments of the public money for the payment of debts contracted and falling | “48” Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H.R. 2752 
due during that period. Owing to the facts set forth in the above report, thorizing the Continental Brid Col pat y to constr ‘ 
your committee respectfully recommend that the resolution do pass. across the Rio Grande I r of - i - “ay pigs 
- es ar ua vlO La Paha vi ravo a row Ville. 1 ex.: nic 
i Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, the reasons for asking thatthe | WS rel rred 1 to the House Calendar, and, with the accompar 
clerk of this committee be made an annual instead of a session | report, ordered to ‘be printed. 
3 clerk, are fully set forth in the report just read. I may be per- BRIDGE ACR , 
; mitted to say that there are fewcommittees in this House whos sell Seay een eee : LV ELE, 

‘ : work is more important than that of the Committee on Accounts . GE ARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
When the committee took charge of the matters referred to it, | 1S Vommerce, reported back with a ent tl H. ] 
j we found that there were pe nding before the committee 180 ac- 5354) to authorize the c S 1 of ¢ c acros 1a Osa 
z » » hatu 4+} 4 i 7 
3 counts which had accumulated during the recess, involving the Ri we: Seen eee Ne of Warsaw and the mouth of Lurkey 

expenditure of $33,000 in round numbers. lt is important that Vreek in Benton County, Mo.; which was referred to the Hous 
accounts of this kind should be audited monthly, while the items Calendar, and, with the accompanyl! ort, ¢ t 
composing them are fresh in the minds of the persons concern ed; — 
; and I am perfectly confident that the ee amount which BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPP R AT D NP 
will be required to make this an annual clerkship will be ful ly , ‘WARY a 
le up 1 p wi aay Mr. GEARY also, from the Committ nterstate and?! 
made up by the money which will be saved by re ason of having | sion Commerce. report 1} 4%. a 2 gee tale 
a clerk always on duty who can audit these accounts at the proper 4476) 1 a eae ment the bill (i. KR. 
i ) Of norize tne ce st t ? " mtoon hri ‘ +} 
time. I ask that the resolution be adopted. Stente r Se eae eed ee a 
The resolution was adopted. 3 ye pi River ator near D hie is referr: 
. DP . - . ouse Calendar, @nd, with ti accompanvinge renort 
On motion of Mr. PEARSON, a motion to reconsider the last | gered to be printed . mpanying report, 0 
vote was laid on the table. 7s ——— 
a Mr. ae I think we had better have the regular or- BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER AT CLIFTON, TENN 
' cere at we may proceed with the measure pending before the Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and F 
use. — 7 AdALLLUL Ji AVC T Sula al ( 
~ fa ite eign Commerce, reported a as a substitute for Ho bi 
/<o 7 EAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands | 2742, a bill(H. R. 7092 authorize the buil fae ” 1 
e regular . — Att. Ste a ze the building of a b 
x order across the Tennessee Rive sr at or near Clifton, Ter as 
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read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
House bill 2742 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 
IMPROVEMENT OF HARBOR AT PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, reported back favorably the joint reso- 


+ 
t 


lution (S. R. 23) relative to the improvement of the harbor at | 


Philadelphia, Pa.; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and,with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY POST AT HELENA, MONT. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back with amendment the bill(H. R. 5108) to establish 


County, in the State of Montana; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. CROSBY (for Mr. ENLOE) reported favorably the bill (H. 
R. 5671) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of railway postal 
clerks; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

STATISTICS OF CITIES. 
Mr. BUNTING, from .he Committee on Labor, reported a 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

printed. 

PROTECTION OF FOREIGN EXHIBITORS, WORLD’S COLUMBIAN 
EXPOSITION. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Patents, reported fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 2315) to protect foreign exhibitors at the 
World’s Columbian Exposition from prosecution for exhibiting 
wares protected by American patents and trade-marks; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

PROOFS IN PENSION CASES. 


AT 


proof of soundness and forbidding discrimination in the evidence 
of witnesses on account of want of official rank in applications for 
pensions; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 6295) to, punish false 
swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police force and 


accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
LAND TITLES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 6013) to amend the laws 


relating to land titles in the District of Columbia, and for other | : 
| BERSON] will allow us to have a vote upon that amendment. 


purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CONDEMNATION OF ALLEY, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 6646) to pay for an al- 
ley condemned in square No. 493 in the city of Washington, D. 
C.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


ordered to be printed. 


FRAUDULENT DEALINGS IN CONSIGNMENTS, DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA. 


consignees of goods and other property in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, 


announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the | 
bill (H. R. 6836) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in | 


the Department of Agriculture, and for other purposes. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1) for 
preventing the adulteration and misbranding of food and drugs, 
and for other purposes; in which concurrence was requested. 





1 4 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- | 
yorted favorably the bill (H. R. 5757) concerning the burden of | . . 
I : 5 e , | amendment which I propose leaves the bill reported by the com- 
| mittee intact, except that it strikes out that provision in the bill 
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PUNISHMENT FOR THEFT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Co- 


lumbia, reported favorably the bill (S. 1057) to punish the unlaw- 


ful appropriation or use of the property of another in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PAYMENT OF A CERTIFICATE OF INDEBTEDNESS, DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 

Mr. MEREDITH, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 6891) authorizing the 
payment of a certificate of indebtedness of the District of Colum- 


| bia, No. 4987; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
a military post at or near the city of Helena, in Lewis and Clark | 


House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 


| port, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour for the call of commit- 
tees begins at 12 o’clock and 32 minutes. The call rests with the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and the Clerk will report the title 


| of the bill under consideration at the expiration of the morning 


hour on yesterday. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6493) providing for the taking of depositions in criminal cases. 


The SPEAKER. At the expiration of the hour on yesterday 


A. ; a : | the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ELLIS] was occupying the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 104) providing for the collection of sta- | goor. : _ 
tistics relating to cities; which was read a first and second time, | 


Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
three minutes longer. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to 


| the bill. 


The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from Texas yield? Tho 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ELLIs] desires to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will yield for the purpose of hearing the 
amendment read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the last three words in line 15 and all of lines 16, 47, 
and 18, and all of line 19 except the last word. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will withhold my consent until I hear 
the statement of the gentleman. 


Mr. ELLIS. I will state the nature of the amendment. The 


providing that the court may make an order directing that the 
deposition be taken atthe costof the Government. That feature 


| in the bill Tregard as vicious. It oughtto be no part of the pol- 
PUNISHMENT OF FALSE SWEARING, POLICE TRIALS, DISTRICT | 


icy of the Government to take the depositions of the defendant’s 


| witnesses. When the Government has furnished the defendant 
| in a criminal or penal prosecution with a speedy trial, and given 


him compulsory process for the attendance of his witnesses, there 


as 0 } ) | the functions of the Government ought to rest. The defendant 
fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- | 


poses; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the | and in the case of depositions, as provided in this bill, he ought 


| to be left to take the depositions at his own expense. I do not 


in every case Ought to be required to obtain his own witnesses, 


sare to add anything further in support of the amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will yield further time to the gentle- 
man later if he wishes it. 

Mr. REILLY. I hope the gentleman from Texas {Mr. CUL- 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I only want to call the at- 


| tention of this House to the fact that this bill merely extends a 


right which now already exists in a limited degree. I willread 


| the section which this bill originally proposed to amend. 


Whenever any person indicted in a court of the United States makes affi- 
davit setting forth that there are witnesses whose evidence is material tohis 
defense, that he can not go safely to trial without them, what he expects to 


- , . | prove by each of them, that they are within the district in which the court is 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, | att ple > Ay ’ snd that 


held, or within 100 miles of the place of trial, and that he is not possessed of 


| sufficient means, and that he is actually unable to pay the fees of such wit- 
| nesses, the court in term, or any judge thereof in vacation, may order that 


such witnesses be subpoenaed, if within the limits aforesaid. In such cases 


| the costs incurred by the process and the fees of the witnesses shall be paid 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Co- | 
lumbia, reported favorably the bill (S. 1058) to prevent fraudv- | 
lent transactions on the part of commission merchants and other | 


in the same manner that similar costs and fees are paid in cases of witnesses 
subpoenaed in behalf of the United States. 

Now, it will appear that if a defendant in a criminal case makes 
affidavit stating the facts prescribed in this statute, and show- 
ing that the witness or witnesses live within the jurisdiction of 


| the court or within 100 miles of the place where the court is 


held, the Government of the United States provides the process 
and pays the expenses of bringing the witnesses to court in his 
behalf, ifhe is unable to incur the expense. This bill simply 
provides that if the witness or witnesses reside over 100 miles 
from the place where the court is held, when the defendant 
makes the affidavit prescribed in the bill the court may issue 


| an order allowing him to take the deposition of such witnesses 


upon notice to the district attorney; and the bill reported does 
provide that the Government shall pay the expenses of taking 
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the deposition, as it already pays the expenses in similar cases 
where the witnesses are subpoenaed who live within 100 miles 
of where the court is held. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit 
an inquiry? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. While the statute is as you have just read 
it, is it not a fact that the Department of Justice habitually re- 
fuses to carry out that statute by paying witnesses subpoenaed 
pursuant to that statute? a 

Mr. CULBERSON. On the contrary, I think the practice is 
the other way. I have never known adistrict judge or a circuit 
judge in a proper case to refuse to issue this process. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Thatis not the question. The judge will 
issue the process, but is it not the fact that the Department of 
Tustice will refuse to pay notwithstanding? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I can answer that question. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will yield to allow the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. LocKwoop] to answer the question. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The general practice of the Department 
of Justice has been to pay for a limited number of witnesses, not 
more than two or four, when the judge has certified that they 
were necessary for the defense inatrial. More than that they 
will not pay. 

Mr. CULBERSON. My observation is that the statement of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lock woop] is entirely cor- 
rect. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. That is not my understanding as to the 
practice in Wisconsin. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. But that is the practice of the Depart- 
ment of Justice here. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Any person in a civil case has the right 
to take the deposition of awitness who lives outside the jurisdic- 
tion of the court, and when he lives 100 miles from the place where 
the court is held; and I have never seen any reason why he should 


not have the same right to take a deposition in a criminal case. | 


Now, the only objection that can be made to this bill is that 
we propose torequire the Government to pay the expenses of tak- 
ing these depositions. I am entirely content, so far as I am in- 


cause it might be liable to great abuse to require the Government 
to pay the expenses of taking depositions in such cases. Now, I 
think that practically justice isdenied to many defendants who 
have a meritorious defense because they are unable to get the 
testimony of witnesses who live beyond the jurisdiction of the 
court by the process of subpoena. ut if you will permit them 
to take depositions of their witnesses, even at their own cost, it 
will end, I think, in doing an act of justice which has been very 
long delayed. 

Not only that, Mr. Speaker, this bill is no innovation upon the 
practice of thiscountry. Nearly all the States of the Union now, 
so far as my observation goes, have relaxed the rule and allowed 
defendants to take depositions in certain cases to be read on 
the trial of the cause. This bill certainiy provides safeguards 
even against the continuance of a case — a pretended show- 
ing of absence of witnesses, by requiring the judge to be satisfied 
of the truth of the statement made in the affidavits before the 
order is issued. So far as I am individually concerned, and am 
authorized to do so, I will accept that amendment; or rather, 
Mr. Speaker, I will yield to allow it to be offered. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is pending. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I reserve my time. 

Mr. BUSHNELL. Ifthe gentleman from Texas will allow one 
word of explanation, I do not wish to be understood as objecting 
to the provision of the bill, but would rather favor its being made 
stronger than it is, so that the Government shall really do what 
it ought to do in such cases by reason of this statute. 

Mr. ELLIS. I understood, Mr. Speaker, that the chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary yielded in order that I might 
offer the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is pending. 

Mr. ELLIS. I desire to say, in addition to what I said yester- 
day morning, that the bill reported by the committee is a very 
important one, and ought to pass. It provides for the taking of 
depositions, and enables a party to secure his testimony even if 
a witness lives beyond the jurisdiction of the court; and with 
that clause alge that the Government shall pay the ex- 
penses of taking those depositions taken out, I think the bill 
ought to pass. I call for a vote upon the amendment, if it is in 
order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I did not hear the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ELLIS. I only asked for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Unless some other gentleman desires to 
disouss the bill, I will ask for a vote. 


| 





| nesses that were necessary to his defense. 
| ment so poor or so lacking in pride that it wishes to have one of 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Texas a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. As I understand you, you stated that 
there was a provision here to prevent a case being continued. 

Mr. CULBERSON. No;I did not say that. I stated thatthe 
safeguards were sufficient, in my opinion, to prevent any injury 
being done to the Government. 

Mr. ELLIS. That it allows the judge to pass on the sufficiency 
of the testimony? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes; it allows the judge to pass on the 
sufficiency of the testimony, and to come to an opinion as to 
whether or not the affidavits are true. 

Mr. MCCREARY. [ask that the amendment be read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iyield the floor to the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. POWERS]. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that the amend- 
ment proposed by my friend from Kentucky will not be adopted 
by the House. In the first place, this subject has been very care- 
fully examined by the Committee on the Judiciary, composed of 
gentlemen representing all sections of the Union, and they con- 
cur in recommending the passage of the bill, which was reported 
on yesterday. Now, I understand my friend from Kentucky to 
concede the principle of allowing the defendant in acriminal case 
to take depositions, under the circumstances provided and under 
the guards that are thrown around the matter, to be correct. 
The only objection which he interposes is that in a limited num- 
ber of cases, where it appears to the court that the defendant is 
poor and unable to procure means for taking depositions that he 
regards as material to his defense, the expense shall be visited 
upon the United States, as is provided in this report. 

Well, now, Mr. Speaker, the bill which my friend from Ken- 
tucky first introduced, and for which this bill has been substi- 
tuted, did not quarrel with that provision of the Revised Statutes 
which already provides that where a witness lives within the 


| jurisdiction, or within 100 miles of the place of trial, and so 


dividually concerned, to accept the amendment of the gentleman | poor as to be unable to procure the attendance of his witnesses, the 


from Kentucky. I believe, in fact, that it ought to be done, be- | court might order those witnesses subpoenaed at the public ex- 


pense. So that the principle which is involved in this kind of 
legislation, namely, providing the means for a poor man, so that 
he may procure the attendance of his witnesses, has been ,prac- 
tically safictioned by my friend when he proposed to amend that 
section, not by striking out that provision, but simply by adding 
other provisions having no relation to that subject. So I say 
there is a sort of inconsistency in his claim now that the pro- 
vision which enables a poor man to take depositions shall b> re- 
tained in the law. 

Mr. MOORE. And that at a very little cost. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, then, as suggested by my friend on the 
right [Mr. MOORE], very little cost can possibly arise under this 
provision, and the principle of the bill is one that ought to com- 
mend itself tothis House. Weall know who have had experience 
in court that many a time a poor man has been practically denied 
justice because he was unable to secure the attendance of wit- 
Now, is the Govern- 


its citizens denied justice in a court of law simply because he is 


| poor? Isaynot,sir. Again, if it beright, asis provided by exist- 


ing law, to have the Government subpcena for a poor man, with- 
out expense to himself, the witnesses necessary for his defense if 
they happen to live within 100 miles of the place of trial, how can 
it be said that it is wrong to give him the same advantage when 
a witness that he desires happens tolive over the line in another 


| State only 10 miles away? 


[It seems to me thatthe principle of this bill is absolutely right, 
and that we ought to extend the provision of existing law to 
the taking of depositions. I hope, therefore, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky will not be adopted. 

Mr. ELLIS. Willthe gentleman permit me toask him whether 
he has ever in his practice known a single instance in which a 
party failed to get his witnesses to court because he was too poor; 
and further, whether or not he indorses the principle that the 


| Government, after providing process to compel the attendance 


of witnesses, should also take upon itself the cost of producing 
those witnesses in court? And if he does not indorse that prin- 


| ciple, then I ask him whether he thinks it is right to extend a 


principle which is wrong, even though it may at present exist 
in a statute? 

Mr. POWERS. I will answer that question with a great deal 
of pleasure. The gentleman wants to know whether I think it 
is right to extend this principle to the case of taking deposi- 
tions? I suppose he means whether it will not involve so great 
an expense to the Government as to show that the principle is 
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rtake to say, Mr. Speaker, that in nine 


will probably be asaving of expense under 
proposed law. 

it, he gentleman will pardon me, the ques- 

d was this: Do you indorse the principle that 

t, in addition to providing compulsory process 

yught to take upon itself the expense of seeing to 

witnesses are brought into court? And in addition 

, | asked whether the gentleman had ever known, in the 

of his practice, a single instance where a party indicted 

rt failed, on account of his poverty, to secure the attend- 

itnesses, if the Government gave him process? 
POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I have known scores of them, 
every gentleman on the floor of this House who has 


4 
ae 


derable experience in courts of justice. It occurs | 
that men come into court who are so poor that, in the | 
they have to starve their lawyers, as I have known to | 


stattimes. [Laughter.] 

ELLIS. Then the gentleman is taking care of the lawyers 
1d not of the defendants. 

POWERS. Not at all, myfriend. I not only want the 
‘to have his honest dues, but, beyond that, I want his client 
ive righteousness and justice meted out to him on the part 


Government when he has a case that is deserving. 


a 


a 


witnesses or to have their depositions taken at his own 


ist prove that fact to the court. He has to make his | 


it and establish the factstherein stated to the satisfaction 
»ourt before he can be entitled to this process. 
, are we afraid to intrust that matter to the determina- 
any judge in any of our courts? It strikes me not, sir. 
that, but this provision will not involve greatexpense, 
so large an expense as would be incurred if the Govern- 
re to call the witnesses themselves into court. Take a 
illustration. A case is pending in the United States 
r district court. Witnesses are called upon to attend 
tand arekept there for days at the public expense, if 
lant happens to be a poor man, and the gentleman from 
concedes that itis right that that should be so; whereas 


ns of those witnesses could be taken they might 


‘haps, in three hours time and at one-fortieth of the | 


] 


vould be incurred in bringing the witnesses them- 

So that this proposition, in three-fourths of 

1 probably prove to be an actual saving to the 

LBERSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
ssee [Mr. PATTERSON]. 

‘TERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily 

is bill, amended as proposed by the gentleman from 


supporting the amendment is this: The bill as 
ides that the Government, in certain cases, 
» of taking depositions. Now, what will 
that the expense of serving the sub- 
idance on the court is the only cost attending 
s of a witness residing within the jurisdiction of the 
in this case, suppose a witness lives five hundred or 
miles away, the expense contemplated here may in- 
yer’s fee, may include the expense of the defendant 
t five hundred or a thousand milesand returning. W<« 
what the expense will be in taking the depositions. 
it to cost $500 to take a single deposition. 

ntly charge a considerable fee for examining a 
ems to me that the bill would be broad enough 
y expenses in the taking of depositions. I 
too far to bind the Government for the 
embraced in the term expense, and for 
would be manifestly wise to adopt th: 
ntleman from Kentucky. I know of noma: 

he ean not provide for taking a depositi 


Vil 


ld prescribe, for instance, that the interrogatories 
ild be filed in the court, let them there be crossed and then 
shed to a United States commissioner, and the commissioner 
xamine the witness, without the intervention of a lawyer 
dance of the parties. In my judgment the law 
ad to abuses, and the amendment would pre- 
1 not be too guarded in such matters. 
t me ask the gentleman this question: If 
Government ought to furnish compulsory 
ndance of witnesses living in the district, and 
defendant to take the testimony of the wit- 
district by commissioners, upon what prin- 
t ay for the deposition when you pay 


ly present? 
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Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. My objection is this: Where 
the witness is subpoenaed we know exactly what the expense will 
be. We know it involves only the expense of the service of the 
subpoena, and the attendance of the witness on the court. But 
this bill provides that the expense of taking a deposition, what- 
ever that may be, shall be paid by the Government. 

Now, to what extent will this expense go? It may involve the 
payment of a lawyer’s fee; it may involve the traveling expenses 
of attorneys; it may involve any other expense, as for instance 
the traveling expenses of the party indicted; and it is difficult to 
imagine to what it may not apply. On the face of this provision 
of the bill, therefore, it seems to me that it may lead to a large 
amount of expenditure on the part of the Government, and for 
that reason, and in order to guard against such abuses and ex- 
penditures, I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Lockwoop]. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am decidedly in favor of 
the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky, striking out 


| that portion of the bill providing that the depositions of witnesses 
| shall be taken at the expenseof the Government. The practical 
| workings of the United States courts will not,in my judement, 
permit nor will the ends of justice be bestsubserved by the tak- 
| ing of depositions in behalf of defendants in criminal causes, es- 
. Speaker, there is no danger of any raid upon the | 
nder this proposed law. In the first place, the person 
the affidavit that he is unable to procure the attend- | 


pecially if you are to provide for the paymentof taking them by 
the Government; and, with all due respect for the opinions of 
the gentlemen who advocate this clause in the bill and the state- 
ment made that parties have suffered and have been deprived of 
their rights of defense, I beg to differ; in my experience in the 


| practice of the criminal law I[ have never yet seen or known of a 


single instance where the defendant had any evidence, and it will 
be remembered that the defendant can testify in his own behalf, 
to justify a jury in acquitting him of the offense charged that 


| such a verdict has not been promptly rendered. No instance can 


be given where a defendant has suffered punishment at the hands 
of a jury or of the court in which any evidence by depositions 
could have aided the defendant. 

Mr. BOATNER. Your practice must have been confined ex- 
clusively to the cities. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. No, sir; not all the time. 

The trouble with this clause of the bill is in its practical ap- 
plication. You have a defendant indicted, he comes before th 
court and, as stated in the bill, upon reasonable notice to the 
United States attorney, makes his application, upon what? Upon 
his own personal affidavit and nothing else. He makes affi- 
davit that he has a witness or witnesses living five hundred or a 
thousand miles away from the court and desires to have the t 
timony taken by deposition. He states in his deposition what 
he proposes to prove, and the court almost universally, exercising 
its discretion, will order a commission to issue for the taking of 
the deposition. And if you pay the expenses of attorneys in 
these matters, and the expenses of the United States commis- 
sioners and of United States marshals, judging by and in th: 
light of the history of the administration of the criminal law as 
administered by United States marshals and United States com 
missioners, you will be a long time in getting your commis- 
sions completed. It will be a series of commissions, delay will 
follow delay, the taking of the depositions will be delayed, the 
witnesses to beexamined will not be found promptly, the case will 
be continued from term to term, and the expenses of the Govern- 
ment witnesses will all the time be piling up, and made a legiti- 
mate, honest, and square charge on the Treasury of the Govern- 
ment. 

The only way to a speedy trial is not to pay a single witness 
connected with the defense out of the Government Treasury, 
further than is now provided by statute, which in my judgment 
is aimpic. 

Just one word more, as to the witnesses that are brought be- 
fore the court within the jurisdiction or within 100 miles. In 
that case the witnesses are brought into court, the Government 
is ready for trial and can proceed at once, the only expense is 
simply the marshal’s fees and the traveling fees of the witnesses 
and their per diem, which amounts to a very nominal sum, | 
think a dollar and a half a day. But when you come to a pro- 
cedure of the character proposed, you will find that the Gov- 
ernment witnesses have been subpoenaed fifteen or twenty days 
before the trial, and when you come into court upon the day set 
for the trial of the case you are met witha deposition, with good 
and ample reasons, on paper, for not making an earlier applica- 
tion, drawn by some ingenious lawyer who desires to earn his 
honest fee or make a little reputation; result, the case must be 
continued, the Government’s witness paid and dismissed. Cut 
off that part of it, the payment and hope of payment, and you 
will have very little trouble about your depositions, the defen- 
dant, except in rare cases, will not ask to have any taken abroad 
or in different parts of the country. The practical working un- 
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der this clause of the bill will be todelay and very materially in- 


crease the expense of the administration of the criminal law, | 


without substantial benefit to justice, and for this reason I favor 
the amendment striking it out. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, [yield five minutestothe | 


gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNUM}. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I have any 


very decided views upon this amendment. The principle is one 
that I am not very much in favor of extending, and yet I believe 
that this amendment oughtto be voteddown. Nocriminalshould 
be prosecuted in any court without having ample right to mak: 
a fair and honest defense. I believe in nearly every State of 
this Union, where the defendant in a criminal case is unable to 


employ counsel, the court must assign him counsel before he is | 


put upon trial. Such a practice does not exist in the Federal 


courts; but the practice does exist, under the statutes, in the Fed- | 


eral courts, where a defendant is unable to summon witnesses, 
for the Goverment to step in and incur the expense. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. DoT understand the gentleman to say that 
it is not the practice in the United States courts to assign a law- 
yer to defend an accused person? 

Mr. BYNUM. I know of no law that requires it to be done. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I have never known a case, in my limited 
experience, where if a defendant had no money to employ coun- 
sel, and the first question that was asked him by the court was 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the last three words in line 15, and all of lines 16, 17, 
and 18, and all of line 19 except the last wor 

Mr. ELLIS. 
amended. 

The bill as proposed to be am ed wa 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
a substitute for the bill (H. R. 3871) and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. ELLIS] moves to amend such substitute, and the ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. ELLIS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 46. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute reported by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


Ask the Clerk to read the bill as proposed to be 





| time, and passed. 


if he had money to employ counsel, and if he was unable to em- | 


ploy counsel, then counsel was immediately assigned him by the | passed without losing its place in the call. 


court. 

Mr. BYNUM. Do you know of any statute which requires the 
Government to pay counsel for the defendant, even where the 
defendant is unable to employ such counsel? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The United States Government does not 
pay such counsel and the States do not pay them. 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes, the States do pay the expense of counsel 
assigned under such circumstances. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The State of New York does not. 

Mr. BYNUM. The State of Indiana does. It is that much 
ahead of the State of New York. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Or that much behind. 

Mr. BYNUM. Itcan notrequire the serviceof a man without 
paying him, and the principle involved here is the same. Ifa 
defendant comes into court and says that a witness is material to 
his defense who resides out of the jurisdiction of the court, if he, 


On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

LOAN OF FLAGS, ETC., DURING GRAND ARMY ENCAMPMENT. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, in the call of committees 
yesterday I asked that the Committee on Military Affairs be 
[ now desire to call 
up for consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 96) to author- 
ize the loan of certain ensigns, flags, and signal numbers for the 
purpose of decorating the streets and buildings of Washington 
on the occasion of the Grand Army encampment in September, 
1892. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy be 
authorized to loan to Louis D. Wine, chairman of the subcommittee in charge 
of street decorations, or his successor in said office, for the purpose of dec- 
orating the streets of the city of Washington, D. C., on the occasion of the 
encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic in the month of September, 
1892, all of the United States ensigns, flags (except battle flags), signal num- 
bers, etc., belonging to the Government of the United States, as in their judg- 


| ment may be spared and notin use by the Government at the time of the 


the defendant, is unable to pay the expense of taking the depo- | 


sition of that witness, then the proposition is forthe Government | jjent of the United States, or to such officer as he may designate, a MMtisfac- 


to pay the fee of the officer taking the deposition. It does not 
include the employment of lawyers, or their traveling expenses. 
That is no expense that can legitimately come in in taking such 
a deposition. It is simply the expense of the officer taking the 
deposition. That is all the expense that could legitimately be 
incurred. This bill provides that the depositions shall be taken in 


such manner as the court may prescribe, and I have no doubt that | 


every judge would prescribe that the deposition should be taken 
by written interrogatories. He would simply order the taking 
of the deposition, would prescribe that it should be taken upon 
interrogatories, and the interrogatories would be sent to some 
commissioner to take the deposition. It would not cost $5 prob- 
ably; but some poor man in jail would be unable to get any per- 
son to take the deposition. 

Mr. BOATNER. The only cost would be the commissioner's 
fees and the attendance fees of the witness. 

Mr. BYNUM. That would be all they could possibly be under 
this bill, which confers upon the judge a discretionary power as 
to how the deposition shall be taken, so that I think it is amply 
guarded, to protect every right of the Goverment; and I do not 
see that the Treasury is going to be raided by this little provis- 
ion. There is a bill pending before the Judiciary Committee to 
allow poor people to prosecute in the Federal court, in cases 
where they are unable to pay the costs, and there is considera- 
ble sentiment in favor of extending that privilege, in order to 
give protection to a class of men who can not now afford to go 
into the Federal court, and who, when dragged in by corpora- 
tions, are almost of necessity subjected to avirtual denial of jus- 
tice. Now, Mr. Speaker, while I say I am not captious about 
this amendment, | do believe it is a wise, beneficent, and proper 
provision, and that it ought to be retained in this bill. I donot 
suppose there will be one case in five hundred in the Federal 
courts in which any person will come in and ask that a deposi- 
tion be taken in this way; but when some poor man comes in 
whose life or liberty is at stake, it is but fair that he should have 
the fullest chance to make an honest and proper defense. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker,I ask the previous question 
on the bill and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment. 


encampment. Thé loan of the said ensigns, flags, signal numbers, etc., to 
said ‘Aairman shall not take place prior to the 10th day of September, and 
shall be returned by him by the 30th day of September, 1892. 

Sec. 2. That for the protection and return of said ensigns, flags, signal num 
bers, etc,. in the order and condition in which they were received, the said 
Louis D. Wine, or his successor in office, shall execute and deliver to the Pre 


tory bond in the sum of 80,000. 
Mr. DOCKERY. DoTunderstand that this joint resolution 
requires that the party shall give bond in his official capacity? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. No. It providesthat Louis D. Wine, as 
superintendent of the street decorations, shall give sufficient 
bond. The resolution has the approval of the War Department, 
and is a substitute for a resolution introduced by the gentleman 
from [llinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute. 
The substitute was agreed to. 
The joint resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 
On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 


| last vote was laid on the table. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that joint resolution No. 66, 
which is the original resolution, be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CERTIFICATES OF MERIT TO ENLISTED MEN OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. MI now call up the bill (H. R. 6071) to 
amend section 1216 of the Revised Statutes, relative to certifi- 
cates of merit to the enlisted n ‘my 

The bill was read, as follows: 


















Be it enacted, etc. That section 1214, Revi 1 Statut be, and is hereby 
amen ito read: 

“Sec. 1216. That when any Ar! dist 
guished himself in the service ut 1endation 
of the commanding officer of th { fo to whi 
such enlisted man belongs, grant him a certificate of! 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The report, Mr. Speaker, is ashort one, 
and states the objects of the bill, which amends the section soas 
to permit certificates of merit to be issued to enlisted men who 
are not attached to regiments. In th aw as it now stands an 
enlisted man attached to a regiment may have a certificate of 
merit issued to him for gallant and meritorious service. This bil 
simply extends the certificate to st men not attached to 

ents. 

e bill was ordered to be engr d for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to 1 ler the 


1 + 


vote was laid on the table. 
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’ ay, Speaker, that in nine 
probably be asaving of expense under 
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oposed iaw. 


t, if the gentleman will pardon me, the ques- 
was this: Do you indorse the principle that 
uldition to providing compulsory process 
to take upon itself the expense of seeing to 
brought into court? And in addition 

he gentleman had ever known, in the 

ingle instance where a party indicted 

tof his poverty, to secure the attend- 

the Government gave him proce »ss? 
Ir. Speaker, I have known scores of them, 


man on the floor of this House who has | 
It occurs 


» experience in courts of justice. 
n come into court who are so poor that, in the 


have to starve their lawyers, as I have known to | 


| Laughter. ] 
Then the gentleman is taking care of the lawyers 
| notof the defendants. 
POWERS. Not at all, myfriend. I not only want the 
yer to have his honest dues, but, beyond that, I want his client 
ive righteousness and justice meted out to him on the part 
rnment when he has a case that is deserving. 


nder this proposed law. In the first place, the person 
‘es the affidavit that he is unable to procure the attend- 
is witnesses or to have their depositions taken at his own 


| establish the factstherein stated to the satisfaction 
before he can be entitled to this process. 
»we afraid to intrust that matter to the determina- 
y judge in any of our courts? It strikes me not, sir. 
that, but this provision will not involve greatexpense, 
large an expense as would be incurred if the Govern- 
ll the witnesses themselves into court. Take a 
i A case is pending in the United States 
court. Witnesses are called upon to attend 
kept there for days at the public expense, if 
t happens to be a poor man, and the gentleman from 
les thatitisright that that should be so; whereas 
f those witnesses could be taken they might 
in three hours time and at one-fortieth of the 
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that this proposition, in three-fourths of 
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uy e hundred or 
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Ir. PATTERSON of Tennessee. My objection is this: Where 
the witness is subpoenaed we know exactly what the expense will 
be. Wek y it involves only the expense of the service of the 
subpoena, and the attendance of the witness on the court. But 
expense of taking a deposition, what- 
ever that may be, shall be paid by the Government. 

Now, to what extent will this expense go? It may involve the 
payment of a lawyer's fee; it may involve the traveling expenses 
of attorneys; it may i nee any other expense, as for instance 
the traveling expenses of the party indicte .d: and it is difficult to 
imagine to what it may not apply. On the face of this provision 


| of the bill, therefore, it seems to me that it may lead to a large 


amount of expenditure on the part of the Government, and for 


that reason, and in order to guard against such abuses and ex- 
penditures, I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now yield three min: ites to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Lockwoop]. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am decidedly in favor « 
the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky, striking out 
that portion of the bill providing that the depositions of witnesses 
shall be taken at the expenseof the Government. The practical 


| workings of the United States courts will not,in my judement, 


permit nor will the ends of justice be bestsubserved by the tak- 


| ing of depositions in behalf of defendants in criminal causes, es- 
. Speaker, there is no danger of any raid upon the | 


pee pond if you are to prov ide for the payment of taking them by 
the Government; and, with all due respect for the opinions of 
the gentlemen who advocate this clause in the bill and the state- 


| ment made that parties have suffered and have been deprived of 
st prove fact he court. He has to make his | 
prove that fact to the court. e has to make his 


their rights of defense, I beg to differ; in my experience in the 
practice of the criminal law i have never yet seen or known of a 
single instance where ee fendant had any evidence, and it will 
be remembered that the defendant can testify in his own behalf, 
to justify a jury in acquitting him of the offense charged that 
such a verdict has not been promptly rendered. No instance can 
be given where a defendant has suffered punishment at the hands 
of a jury or of the court in which any evidence by depositions 
could have aided the defendant. 

Mr. BOATNER. Your practice must have been confined ex- 
clusively to the cities. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. No, sir; not all the time. 

The trouble with this clause of the bill is in its practical ap- 
plication. You have a ae indicted, he comes before th: 
court and, as stated in the bill, upon reasonable notice to the 
United States attorney, makes his application, upon what? Upon 
his own personal affidavit and nothing else. He makes affi- 
davit that he has a witness or witnesses living five hundred or : 
thousand miles away from the court and desires to have the i 
timony taken by deposition. He states in his deposition what 
he proposes to prove, and the courtalmost universally, exercising 
its dise retion, will order a commission to issue for the taking of 
the deposition. And if you pay the expenses of attorneys i 
these matters, and the expenses of the United States commis 
sioners and of United States marshals, judging by and in the 
light of the history of the administration of the criminal law a 
administered by United States marshals and United S States com 
missioners, you will be a long time in getting your commis- 
sions « vompleted. It will be a series of commissions, delay will 
follow delay, the taking of the depositions will be delayed, the 
witnesses to beexamined will not be found promptly, the gene will 
be continued from term to term, and the expenses of the Govern- 
ment witnesses will all the time be piling up, and made a legiti- 
mate, honest, and square charge on the Treasury of the Govern- 
ment, 

The only way toa speedy trial is not to pay a single witness 
connected with the defense out of the Government Treasury, 
further than is now provided by statute, which in my judgment 
is ample. 

Just one word more, as to the witnesses that are brought be- 
fore the court within the jurisdiction or within 100 miles. In 
that case the witnesses are brought into court, the Government 
is ready for trial and can proceed at once, the only expense is 
simply the marshal’s fees and the traveling fees of the witnesses 
and their per diem, which amounts to a very nominal sum, | 
think a dollar and a halfa day. But when you come to a pro- 
cedure of the character proposed, you will find that the Gov- 
ernment witnesses have been subpoenaed fifteen or twenty days 
before the trial, and when you come into court upon the day set 
for the trial of the case you are met with a deposition, with good 
and ample reasons, on paper, for not making an earlier applica- 
tion, drawn by some ingenious lawyer who ‘desires to earn his 
honest fee or make a little reputation; or ygoes the case must be 
continued, the Government’s witness paid and dismissed. Cut 
off that part of it, the payment and hope of payment, and you 
will have very little trouble about your depositions, the defen- 
dant, except in rare cases, wiil not ask to have any taken abroad 
or in different parts of the country. The practical working un- 
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der this clause of the bill will be todelay and very materially in- 
crease the expense of the administration of the criminal law, 
without substantial benefit to justice, and for this reason I favor 
the amendment striking it out. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, [yield five minutes tothe 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM}. 
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Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that 1 have any 


very decided views upon this amendment. The principle is one 
that I am not very much in favor of extending, and yet I believe 
that this amendment oughtto be voteddown. Nocriminalshould 
be prosecuted in any court without having ample right to make 
a fair and honest defense. I believe in nearly every State of 
this Union, where the defendant in a criminal case is unable to 
employ counsel, the court must assign him counsel before he is 


put upon trial. Such a practice does not exist in the Federal | 


courts; but the practice does exist, under the statutes, in the Fed- 
eral courts, where a defendant is unable to summon witnesses, 
for the Goverment to step in and incur the expense. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Dol understand the gentleman to say that 
it is not the practice in the United States courts to assign a law- 
yer to defend an accused person? 

Mr. BYNUM. I know of no law that requires it to be done. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I have never known a case, in my limited 
experience, where if a defendant had no money to employ coun- 
sel, and the first question that was asked him by the court was 
if he had money to employ counsel, and if he was unable to em- 
ploy counsel, then counsel was immediately assigned him by the 
court. 

Mr. BYNUM. Do you know of any statute which requires the 
Government to pay counsel for the defendant, even where the 
defendant is unable to employ such counsel? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The United States Government does not 
pay such counsel and the States do not pay them. 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes, the States do pay the expense of counsel 
assigned under such circumstances. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The State of New York does not. 

Mr. BYNUM. The State of Indiana does. It is that much 
ahead of the State of New York. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Or that much behind. 

Mr. BYNUM. Itcan notrequire the service of a man without 
paying him, and the principle involved here is the same. Ifa 
defendant comes into court and says that a witness is material to 
his defense who resides out of the jurisdiction of the court, if he, 
the defendant, is unable to pay the expense of taking the depo- 
sition of that witness, then the proposition is forthe Government 
to pay the fee of the officer taking the deposition. It does not 
include the employment of lawyers, or their traveling expenses. 
That is no expense that can legitimately come in in taking such 
a deposition. It is simply the expense of the officer taking the 
deposition. That is all the expense that could legitimately be 
incurred. This bill provides that the depositions shall be taken in 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out the last three wor in line 15, and all of lines 16, 17, 
and 18, and all of line 19 except the last wor 

Mr. ELLIS. Ask the Clerk to read the bill as proposed to be 
amended. 


The bill as proposed to be amended was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
a substitute for the bill (H. R. 3871) and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. ELLIS] moves to amend such substitute, and the ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. ELLIS. Division, Mr. Speaker 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 46. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute reported by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COLBERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
LOAN OF FLAGS, ETC., DURING GRAND ARMY ENCAMPMENT. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, in the call of committees 
yesterday I asked that the Committee on Military Affairs be 
passed without losing its place in the call. I now desire to call 
up for consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 96) to author- 
ize the loan of certain ensigns, flags, and signal numbers for the 
purpose of decorating the streets and buildings of Washington 
on the occasion of the Grand Army encampment in September, 
1892. 





The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy be 
authorized to loan to Louis D. Wine, chairman of the subcommittee in charge 
of street decorations, or his successor in said office, for the purpose of dec- 
orating the streets of the city of Washington, D. C., on the occasion of the 
encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic in the month of September, 


| 1892, all of the United States ensigns, flags (except battle flags), signal num- 


bers, etc., belonging to the Government of the United States, as in their judg- 


|} ment may be spared and notin use by the Government at the time of the 


encampment. The loan of the said ensigns, flags, signal numbers, etc., to 
said ‘Aairman shall not take place prior to the 10th day of September, and 
shall be returned by him by the 30th day of September, 1892. 

Sec. 2. That for the protection and return of said ensigns, flags, signal num- 
bers, etc,. in the order and condition in which they were received, the said 
Louis D. Wine, or his successor in office, shall execute and deliver to the Pres 





| ident of the United States, or to such officer as he may designate, a satisfac- 


such manner as the court may prescribe, and I have no doubt that | 


every judge would prescribe that the deposition should be taken 
by written interrogatories. He would simply order the taking 
of the deposition, would prescribe that it should be taken upon 
interrogatories, and the interrogatories would be sent to some 
commissioner to take the deposition. It would not cost $5 prob- 
ably; but some poor man in jail would be unable to get any per- 
son to take the deposition. 

Mr. BOATNER. The only cost would be the commissioner's 
fees and the attendance fees of the witness. 

r. BYNUM. That would be all they could possibly be under 
this bill, which confers upon the judge a discretionary power as 
to how the deposition shall be taken, so that I think it is amply 
guarded, to protect every right of the Goverment; and I do not 
see that the Treasury is going to be raided by this little provis- 
ion. There is a bill pending before the Judiciary Committee to 
allow poor people to prosecute in the Federal court, in cases 
where they are unable to pay the costs, and there is considera- 
ble sentiment in favor of extending that privilege, in order to 
give protection to a class of men who can not now afford to go 
into the Federal court, and who, when dragged in by corpora- 
tions, are almost of necessity subjected to a virtual denial of jus- 
tice. Now, Mr. Speaker, while [ say I am not captious about 
this amendment, I do believe it is a wise, beneficent, and proper 
provision, and that it ought to be retained in this bill. I donot 
suppose there will be one case in five hundred in the Federal 
courts in which any person will come in and ask that a deposi- 
tion be taken in this way; but when some poor man comes in 
whose life or liberty is at stake, it is but fair that he should have 
the fullest chance to make an honest and proper defense. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker,I ask the previous question 
on the bill and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 


tory bond in the sum of $0,000 

Mr. DOCKERY. DoTunderstand that this joint resolution 
requires that the party shall give bond in his official capacity? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No. It providesthat Louis D. Wine, as 
superintendent of the street decorations, shall give sufficient 
bond. The resolution has the approval of the War Department, 
and is a substitute for a resolution introduced by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 


tite 
Lule 


The substitute was agreed to. 
The joint resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 
On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 


| last vote was laid on the table. 


‘he Clerk will report the pending amend- | 


' last vote was laid on the 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that joint resolution No. 66, 
which is the original resolution, be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CERTIFICATES OF MERIT TO ENLISTED MEN OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now call up the bill (H. R. 6071) to 
amend section 1216 of the Revised Statutes, relative to certifi- 
cates of merit to the enlisted men of the Arr 

The bill was read, as follows: 





Bz it enacted, etc. That section 1215, Revi Statut 2, and is hereby 
amended to read 

“Sec. 1216. That when any enlisted man of the dist 
guished himself in the service, the President may nendati 
of the commanding officer of the regiment or th f to whi 

tenil te l hichl ix 4 ng , ZTaD nin até A Ti 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The report, Mr. Speaker, is ashort one, 
and states the objects of the bill, which amends the section soas 
to permit certificates of merit to be issu to enlisted men who 
are not attached to regiments. In th aw as it now stands an 
enlisted man attached to a regiment may have a certificate of 
merit issued to him for gallant and meri ous service. This bil 
simply extends the cer‘ificate to enlisted men not attached to 
regiments 

bill was ordered to be eng1 a third readir a 
being engrossed, it was according ui the third tir a 
nass 


WAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
} 


{ abie. 


On motion of Mr. OUTH 
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CHAMPLAIN AND ST. LAWRENCE RAILROAD COMPANY. | 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now call up the bill (H. R. 4275) to | 
grant to the Champlain and St. Lawrence Railroad Company, a | 
right of way across the Fort Montgomery military reservation. | 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, Thata right of way 100 feet in width and about 4,000 feet in 
length, across the Fort Montgomery military reservation in the State of 
New York, as now used by the Champlain and St. Lawrence Railroad Com 
pany, a corporation created under the laws of the State of New York, be, 
and the same hereby is, granted to and confirmed in the said railroad cor- 


poration and its assigns 






Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, as it grants a right of way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to consider this Dill in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. What isit, Mr. Speaker? | 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The title of the bill was reported. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. If I understood the title, | 
though I did not catch it accurately, it was simply granting a 
right of way through a military reservation; and if that be so, I 
have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, that this bill be considered in the Touse asin | 
Committee of the Whole? [After a pause.] The Chair hears | 
none. | 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr.Speaker, thecommittee have recom- | 
mended two amendments. The first is an amendment toline 13. 
Strike out the words ‘‘ two hundredand.” Thereason for charg- 
ing this company $250 a year rent was based upon a misunder- 
standing. The railroad company had this right of way across 
this tract for years, and also the right to use 119 acres of land, 
for which they paid $250 per year. The bill restricts them toa 
narrow strip 100 feet wide across the tract along the western ex- | 
tremity, taking up but 9 acres; and upon further examination a 
reduction of the rate of rent which the company pays for the 
tract from $250 by $200 per year is recommended. 

The SPEAKER. That amendment isnotindicated in the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is a recommendation made by the 
committee since the bill was reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please indicate what 
his amendment is. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Strike out the words ‘two hundred 
and,” in line 13, so as to read “ fifty dollars.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis toadd a proviso, ‘‘ that the right 
to repeal this act, if the interestof the United States shallso de- 
mand, is hereby expressly reserved.” 

The SPEAKER. But there is another amendment to strike 
out and insert, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
| 
In iine 5 strike out ‘‘as now used by the Champlain and St. Lawrence 
Railroad Company, a corporat created under the laws of the State of New | 
York, be, and the same hereby is, granted to and confirmed in the said rail 





road corporation and its assigns,’’ and insert “is hereby granted to the 
Champlain and St. Lawrence Railroad Company, a corporation created un 
der the laws of the State of New York, in consideration of the payment to 
the United States Government of 8250 per year in each September, commenc- | 
ing with September, 1891, and the further consideration that the said rail- | 
road company shall provide and maintain good and sufficient fences along 
each side of the right of way thus granted: Provided, That the right to repeal 


this act, if the interest of the United States should so demand, is hereby ex- | 
pressly reserved.’ | 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to strike out 
and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 





HOSPITAL CORPS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
329) relating to the hospital corps of the Army, and I ask that 
there be substituted for it the Senate bill (S. 552) which is on 
the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. The House bill will be read, after which 
the Chair will submit the gentleman’s request. 

The House bill (H. R. 329) was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thi tion 6 of the act approved March 1, 1887, entitled | 
“An act to organize the Hospital Corps of the Army of the United States, to ! 


f 
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define its duty, and to fix its pay,’’ be, and hereby is, amended to read as fol- 


| lows 


Src. 6. That the pay of privates of the Hospital Corps shall be $19 per 
month, with the increase on account of length of service as is now or may 
hereafter be allowed by Jaw to other enlisted men. They shall be entitledto 


| the same allowance as a corporal of the arm of service with which they may 


be on duty.”’ 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE] 
asks unanimous consent to substitute for this bill the Senate bill 


| on the same subject which is on the Speaker’s table. Is there 


objection? 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwill ask the gentleman from Ohio whether 
the Senate bill and the House bill are precisely the same? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are precisely the same in terms, 
except that the Senate bill contains no suggestion of an amend- 
ment, as the House bill does. The Senate bill as passed fixes the 
rate at $19 per month, but, if we take it up, my intention is to 
strike out ‘‘nineteen” and insert “ eighteen.” 

Mr. BAILEY. If itis in order, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman to state what is the increase proposed in this 


| bill. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The increase is $5 per month in the pay 
of privates of the Hospital Corps. 1ltrust the gentleman will not 
object. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwillnotobjecttothe substitution of the Senate 
bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate bill (S. 552) was substi- 
tuted for the House bill, and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, etc., That section 6 of the act approved March 1, 1887, entitled 

An act to organize the Hospital Corps of the Army of the United States, to 


define its duty, and fix its pay,’ be, and hereby is, amended to read as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 6. That the pay of privates of the Hospital Corps shall be $19 per 
month, with the increase on account of length of service as is now or may 
hereafter be allowed by law to other enlisted men. They shall be entitled to 
the same allowance as a corporal of the arm of service with which they may 
be on duty.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out 
‘*nineteen,” before the word *‘ dollars,” and to insert “‘ eighteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Senate bill as amended was ordered toa third reading, 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. OUTHWAITE] to make an 
explanation, so that the record may show exactly what increase 
is carried by this bill. I do not know anything about the meas- 
ure, but I understand that it provides for increased salaries, and 
if so, I wish the record to show just the amount. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In one sense of the word, Mr. Speaker, 
this makes an increase and in another it does not. Before the 
organization of the Hospital Corps privates were detailed to act 
as nurses, and upon that detail they received acertain additional 
allowance of $3.68 per month, and extra-duty pay of 35 cents per 
day, equal to $10.50 per month, making their aggregate pay 


| $27.18 per month. Since the Hospital Corps has been organized 


the privates of that corps have been receiving but $13 per month. 
The service requires men of more skill and care and training 
than ordinary privatesdetailed from the ranks. Itrequires that 


| the men shall be on duty not only in the daytime but also in the 


night time, and they may be required to continue this duty for 
long periods at a time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman makes a plausible state- 
ment, but I desire the record to show the total increase of sal- 
aries carried by the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ican not give the total increase accu- 
rately, because the number of men in the Hospital Corps varies 
from time to time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. About how much will be the increase per 
annum? 

Mr. OUTHWAIT&E. The total increase in the pay of the 
whole corps will probably be somewhere between $20,000 and 
$25,000 per year. Now, Mr. Speaker, if no further discussion is 
desired, I move the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY POST BETWEEN BURLINGTON AND HIGHGATE, VT. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
462) to establish a military post on the line of railway between 


| Burlington and Highgate, Vt. 


The bill was read. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


| that the Senate bill, which is identical with this and which is on 


the Speaker's table, be substituted for the House bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Senate bill will be read. 












ea an AI 


Sveew 


+ eine 


aby ee 


es 


2 Bh ek” ade 


ae + iN ee | 





Wis vii re Is iets 


: 
- 


me ht lida haan pats: tl 


SL RRR g, Mighas 


er eee 





1892. 








The Senate bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to accept, 
free of cost to the United States, a donation of a tract of not less than 300 acres 
of land on the line of railway between Burlington and Highgate, in the State 
of Vermont, and to construct thereon, out of any appropriation available for 
that purpose, the necessary buildings, with the appurtenances, fora military 
post; and he is authorized to proceed in ——— land as provided for the 
enlargement of the military post at Plattsburg, N. Y., by act approved March 
3, 1891: Provided, That in his judgment the said tract of land is found to be in 


have been declared valid by the Attorney-General of the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE] | 


asks unanimous consent that this Senate bill be substituted for 
the House bill called up by him. That requires unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr.Speaker, as the bill provides for the erec- 
tion of buildings I should suppose that in the first place it should 
be considered in the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. At any rate, I object to its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects to the substitution. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
House 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill is still pending. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, this bill will be pending at the begin- 
ning of the next morning hour. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering revenue bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

THE TARIFF ON WOOL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering revenue bills. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOAN. Before the gentleman from Maine commences 
his speech, I would like to makeaninquiry. The bill under con- 





sideration is a very important measure, affecting industry in my | 


own State. If possible, I would like to know as to the time that 
will be given for the discussion of this question, as I desire dur- 
ing the debate to submit some remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


The matter is one for the House to determine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Chairman, before I proceed I would like 
to ask unanimous consent to print, in connection with my re- 
marks, certain tables and letters to which I have referred, and 
also to extend some points that I have not had time to fully ex- 
tend. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, when the House adjourned 
yesterday I was proceeding to consider certain criticisms upon 
the McKinley tariff act and the last Congress, which had been 
made by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who pre- 
ceded me. I notice in the newspaper report of his remarks the 
following statement: 

The expenditures in the two years for which the last Congress appropri- 


ated, besides the deficiencies, aggregated $1,009,000,000—about one-third of all 
the money in existence in the United States. 


I was surprised at this statement, Mr. Chairman; and I take it 
for granted that my friend from Tennessee in making it has 


in t 
very seriously corrected these charges. 
attention of my friend from Tennessee to an error which no doubt 
he will be ready to correct on being reminded of the fact that we 
are now within four months of the close of the second fiscal year 
appropriated for by the last Congress, one full fiscal year having 
expired on the 30th day of last June, with an expenditure of 
$335,000,000 only; and the figures up to the present time would 
indicate that the expenditures for this fiscal year will not exceed 
$338,000,000, or $693,000,000 for the two years. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Do you mean the appropriations? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Expenditures. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The whole%expenditures? 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘‘ Expenditures” is theword. The expendi- 
tures,as I understand the gentleman to say, for the two fiscal 
years were one billion and nine millions of dollars. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And I say that with the exception of those 
appropriations made by that Congress which the Department 
has refused to pay, because itdid not want to createa deficiency, 
that is substantially correct to-day. 


Then, I move, Mr. Speaker, that the | 


At this time the debate is not limited at | 
all; therefore the Chair can not answer the gentleman's inquiry. | . . 
| my friend from Tennessee: 
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| Now, what is the popular understanding of that language? 
to print some tables in the RECORD and to extend his remarks. | 





a restated certain old charges made in previous speeches | 
e campaign and has forgotten that the march of events has | 
And I wish to call the | 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Now,I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that on the 30th day of next June it will ap- 
pear that the expenditures for the two fiscal years, which he 
charged were $1,009,000,000, will not exceed $700,000,000, or three 
hundred and nine tothree hundred and sixteen millions less than 
the amount that he has charged. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And you exclude in that estimate the sink- 








all respects adequate and suitable for the purpose, and that the title shall | ing fund? 


Mr. DINGLEY. I exclude the sinking fund for the reason 
that that is a payment for the reduction of the public debt. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And you exclude the permanent appropria- 
tions. You are excluding a third of the expenditures of the 
Government. My statement embraced the expenditures of the 
Government, the whole money that was expended out of the 
Treasury; and I do not propose to be contradicted on that state- 
mentupon amere quibble. The money that came into the Treas- 
ury from the people and went out of the Treasury was over a 
billion dollars. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The expenditures for the current fiscal year, 
as stated in the official reports from year to year, never include 
payments for the reduction of the bonded debt. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Butifthegentleman will look atmy phrase- 
ology asI stated it, itdoes embracsthat. I donotknow what the 
newspaper report is; I have not had any opportunity to examine 
it: but [ was careful to embrace the whole business; and the gen- 
tleman can not get out of the extravagance and prodigality of 
that reckless Congress by obscuring a portion of those things 
that must be paidoutof the Treasury. I did not claim that they 
were appropriated for by Congress; but they were a part of the 
expenditures that went out, and coupled with the appropria- 
tions made the aggregate that I stated. 

Mr. REED (to Mr. MCMILLIN). Have you got through? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I donot wish the gentleman from Maine to 
sit in his seat and interrogate me. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine[Mr. DINGLEY] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwill state that I was alluding to my friend 
from Maine [Mr. REED], not the other gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Tennessee has com- 
pleted his explanation, I will now go on with some comments of 
my own. 

Mr. REED. Some comments of your own? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I find in the North American Review for the 
month of March the following statement over the signature of 


One of the complaints justly made against the Republican party is its reck 


less expenditure of public moneys. They found when they came into power 
asurplus of millions. They spent in two years a billion and nine million of 
money, and left a deficiency, threatened if not actual 


‘They spent in two years a billion and nine million dollars!” 
That 
they spent two or three hundred million dollars in paying the 
public debt, and seven hundred millions in current expenditures 
of Government? Notatall. The popular understanding of such 
a statement as that is that for the two fiscal years covered by the 
Fifty-first Congress the expenditures for carrying on the Gov- 
ernment—not for paying the public debt incurred during the 
war—were $1,009,000,000. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. [stated no such thing. The gentleman is 
putting a construction on that article which the article when 
read in full does not justify atall. If the gentleman has read 
the article in full, I do not see how he can fail to understand it. 
[ stand by that article. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In reply tosuch a statement as that which 
[ have read, and which the gentleman now says he understands 
to include the amounts which were paid for the reduction of 
the public debt, which are never included in the statement of 
annual expenditures, I remark that then he must add to the 


| expenditures of the previous years with which they are com- 


pared the amounts paid in those previous years for the reduction 
of the public debt; but this has never been done inany statement of 
public expenditures, not even under Mr. Cleveland. Every gen- 
tleman who understands the method in which accounts are stated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury knows that when the 
ment is made that the expenditures of the Government for a cer- 
tain fiscal year were so much, it does not refer to amounts that 


state- 


| were paid during that year for the reduction of the public debt. 


If the gentleman in this statement, in his desire to maintain his 
‘* billion-dollar” charge, had simply said that the amount ex- 
pended for the two fiscal years, 1891 and 1892, including pay- 
ments for the reduction of the public debt, were so and so, there 
would have been no misapprehension regarding the matter. 
Now, the expenditures for those two fiscal years for which the 
last Congress appropriated for carrying on the Government 
matters ordinarily understood as included in current expendi- 
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s than $700,000,000 to come from the Treasury, 

was paid between the 4th of March, 1889, and the Ist 
y, 1892, on account of the reduction of the public 
316,931. Add that to the current expenditures and 
ach somewhere near the sum the ge ntle ‘man has 


+ 


pretation which the gentleman at this 
statement in the North pee an Review 
ay 1 erstand something of its meaning. 
shairman, I intended simply to call attention to the 
ex eee ures, outside of payments for reduction of 
, for the last two fiscal years, covered by the leg- 
he F ifey-firet Congress, were not $1,009,000,000, but 
| than $700,000,000: that they were about $114,000,000 
more than for the two fiscal years cover d by the preceding Con- 
gress, $56,000,000 of which was the a1 


c 


yuunt of the increase of pen- 
sions and the most of the balance of | 


increase on account of 
the refund of the direct tax, the census expenditures, the increase 


of the Navy, and other extraordinary matters which happened 


yme within th > two years. 
THOSE RAGS FROM THE BEGGARS BACKS 


man from Tennessee further said: 


en manufactur 
to u r a substitute for woolen goods; the rags 
ly fallen fron e backs of beggars in other countries have 
a substitute for wool. 
> has presented a bill which he advocates as a remedy. 
eremedy? The difficulty, according to his statement, 
trags,as David A. Wells asserts, laden with disease and 
are imported and put by American manufacturers into 
woolen cloth. Now, what is the provision of the gentleman’s bill 
respecting shoddy and woolen rags? Shoddy is simply woolen 
rags passed through a machine fed by a boy at a nominal ex- 
pense, whereby the rag fibers are torn apart and converted into 
what is known as rag wool or shoddy. 

Now, the gentleman proposes to exclude the importation of 
shoddy in a free-wool bill by imposing a duty of 25 percent upon 
it. But what does he do with rags, woolen rags, “‘ disease-laden 
rags,” ‘‘rags permeated withfraudallthrough”? He puts them 

the free list! Rags that can be converted for less than acent 
a pound it ddy are placed on the free lis 

| That may be good for the pur- 
poses of electioneering talk upon the platform, butfor ascientitic 
adjustment of duties in a tariff bill what shall be said of it? 

The shoddy which has been passed through the machine, 
mingled with oils, has been disinfected, if there was any disease 
lurking in it; but the rags, the ‘‘ disease-laden rags,” according 
to David A. Wells, ife ithe r shoddy or woolen rags ever do bring 
disease, are placed on the free list. In the McKinley tariff act 
the duty is absolutely prohibitory upon these rags. 

SIMPSON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state 

t the duty on rags in the McKinley act is? 
DINGLEY. 
The ‘‘disease-laden rags” which gentlemen complain may 
i ‘y under the McKinley law and be converted 


placed at 2. per cent ad valorem, 


vally prohibited by that law by a duty of | 


tnone were imported last year. ‘The 
to cure the evil that he conjures up 
a ** tariff-reform 
» list! 


TROYED OUR FOREIGN CARRYI 


harge which my friend from Ten- 
esent tariff: 


ted our commerce 


ion shows that he did not mean commerce, for for- 
is measured by the exports and imports of a 
means the business of carry ing that commerce— 
trade. ir forei rn commerce, that w hic h 

‘as it has been under the 


hips without excessive duty 
f the earth. We now carry 

hty-seven per cent of our 
yur national flag 


} per cent of our exports | 


ican vessels. My fri nd 

ich he has referred, is due 

a protective tariff. It is a little singular, 

in reaching this conclusion he should have 

arka le fac t that the decline of our foreign 

arrying trade from 66 per cent in 1860 to 28 percent in 1865, was 
not on account of any protective tariff but on account of the ray 


+) 


ages on the ocean by theC lerate cruisers. During that period 


t, while shoddy is | 


Thirty cents a pound; practically prohibit- | 


bill that puts 


| the tariff, protec 
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38 per cent of our foreign carrying trade was lost through the 
depredations of these cruisers; certainly not on account of the 
protective tariff. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What destroyed the balance of it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam coming to that now. 

Between 1866 and 1891 our fore ign carrying trade declined from 
“Spercenttol2¢percent. In twenty-five years we have lost 16 per 
cent of the carrying trade, two-thirds of 1 per cent per annum 

under a protec tive tariff, asthe gentleman says. But why did the 
gentleman hiton the year 1860 to mark the initiation of this decline 


| in the foreign carry ing trade? Why did not he go back to the 


date when the decline begun? In i855, 754 per cent of our im- 
ports and exports was carried in American vessels, and in 1860 
only 664 per cent, being in six years a decline of 9 per cent, or 14 
per cent per annum. 

Was there any protective tariff during that period to produce 


| thischange? My impression is that the gentleman had a tariff 
| according to his own heart at that time; a “eo that he is seek- 


ing by gradual steps, if he can deceive the American people, to 
return to now; a tariff which placed upon clothing wool a duty 
of 24 per « ty and upon woolen goods—the manufactured prod- 
uct—a du rd of only 24 percent. Now, my friend does not propose, 
trust, to charge to protection this decline of 9 per cent, or at 
He rate of 14 per cent a year, between 1855 and 1861 under a tariff 
for revenue only, which the gentlemanso much admires. If the 
gentleman will consider for a moment he will see that the de- 
cline was much more rapid from 1855 to 1861 than it has been from 
1865 to 1891. Obviously neither a protective nor arevenue tariff 
had anything whatever to do with it, and the attempt to present 
to the country, in order tomake an arraignment against protec- 
tion, the statement that the loss of our foreign cz rrying trade 
has been the result flowing from that system adopted in this 
country, has absolutely nothing tostand upon. Itissimply rhet- 
oric, and rhetoric devoid of facts. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, is it protection in any other form that has 


l 
i 
; 


lost to us this foreign carrying trade? If so, how happens it 


hat that partof our shipping engag red in the coastwise, lake, and 
river trade, the only part of our shipping that is protected, has 
increased during this period as the home fleetof no other nation 


| on the face ofthe earth has increased, until to-day our tonnage 


in the protected coastwise, river, and lake trade is three times 
as much as the tonnage of the home fleet of Great Britain and 
five times as much as the home fleet of any other nation on the 


| face of the earth. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
there? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Isit nota fact that all of the other countries 
in the world are absolutely excluded from that carrying trade, 
and that we do it ourselves without a possibility of competition? 

Mr. DINGLEY. You mean from the coastwise, lake, and river 


Will the gentlemen permit a question just 


| trade? 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I mean the coastwise carrying trade. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why, certainly, itis a fact. It is protection 
that has done it. Prohibitéry protection. [Appla ise on the Re- 
publican side. } 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then, why has not that protection which 
you have given to vessels, machinery, and the materials of ves- 
sels worked the same result in the ocean carrying trade? 

Mr. DINGLEY. [lam coming to that. My friend has jumped 

before he vor where he was going to !and. 


Mr.McMILLIN. It is exclusion, not protection, that has done 


| it in the coastwise trade. We got the advantage in our treaties. 


r. DINGLEY. 
Mr. MCMILLIN 


Treaties had nothing to do with that. 
We got the advantage in our treaties with 


| foreign governments whereby we could absolutely and exclus- 


ively control the coastwise trade. 

Mr.DINGLEY. We had it without any treaties. Treaties 
were not necessary. 

Mr. McMILL IN ( (continuing). And the gentleman knows that 
ive or prohibitory, had nothing whatever to do 
with it. It is a soe stipulation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman from Tennessee mean to 
say that we needed to make treaties with foreign nations to hold 


| our own coastwise trade? 


Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman knows we did it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all: it was done by legislation. It is 
the result of our own statute law—a law enacted by the fathers 
of the Republic. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And it is on the statute books of the coun- 
try to- . a 


Mr. MCMILLIN. We have, and we have treaties to that ef- 


| fect. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Why, we have made treaties that are en- 
rely in consonance with our statute law. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. But we have the treaties. The gentleman 
knows that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman does not mean to say for 
eign nations are excluded from our coastwise and river and lake 
trade by treaty. 

Mr. McMILLiIN. We have both treaties and statutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But does the treaty have anything to do 
with excluding them? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. We have treaties and statutes on the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why, the gentleman does not pretend, if he 
will think for a moment, that this great nation or any other na- 
tion can not by statute law exclude foreign vessels from partici- 
pating in our coastwise, lake, and river trade’ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand that. That is true 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, we have done it by*statute and not 
treaty. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Butatthesame time my friend will not de 
that we have treaties on the subject? 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have treaties with reference to the fo 
eign carrying trade. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And have we not as to the whole business? 
There is one treaty that embraces both. 

Mr. REED. How could we have? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would be just as sensible to make a treaty 
to acknowledge the right of a foreign country to enter into our 
domestic trade, without reference to our domestic legislation, as it 
would be to allow a foreign country to determine any other mat- 
ter of our domestic legislation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You do not claim thatthe tariff has done it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; itis you that pretends that. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.}] The gentleman started out here with the 
assertion that protection, that the McKinley tariff, has swept our 
shipping in the foreign trade from the ocean, and I am endeavy- 
oring toshow him, and I am glad he has reached the conclusion, 
that the tariff has not had anything todo with it. [Applause on 
the Republican side. | 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman mistakes me. I was 
talking concerning our foreign carrying trade, as he will se 
from my remarks, and not our domestic carrying trade. I know 
that the statute regulates that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam talking about both. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Tennessee did notseem 
to know, an hour ago. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman means that by treaty we 
have admitted foreign nations—the last and greatest nation, 
Great Britain, having been admitted in 1850—to participate on 
free-trade terms in carrying our exports and imports, I answer, 
yes. That was done in 1850, finally. That is what is the mat- 
ter. The fact is we have committed our shipping in the foreign 
trade to free-trade ideas and we have lost nearly all of our ship- 
ping under that system. We have committed our shipping in 
the coastwise trade to the protectiye policy, and have saved it, 
and it has become the largest home fleet in the world. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is that the explanation that the gentleman 
now offers for the decline of our foreign carrying trade? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am going on now to explain 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to know the gentleman’s views, in- 
asmuch as [ have heretofore heard him offer an entirely differ- 
ent explanation. , 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman will bear in mind that it 
not the tariff that has protected the coastwise trade. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam notraising any question as to the coast- 
wise trade. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is the navigation laws, which the gent 


Ad A 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] denounced so roundly on 
yesterday, that has protected our coastwise trade. ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then it is not the tariff? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The tariff has nothing to do with it, one' 
or the other, notwithstanding the gentleman from Tennessee 
started in with the charge that the protective tariff and the Mc- 
Kinley law had been the cause. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And itis not the admission of foreign 
ers to our carrying trade in 1850 that caused the decline 
foreign carrying trade. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If they had not been admitted, and w: 
kept this trade to ourselves, as we have our coastwis 
would have held it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And the substitution of iron and steel for 
wood in the construction of ships has had no detrimental effect? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The substitution of iron and steel for wood 
has not affected our coastwise shipping, because under our navi- 


is 


Vay 


poOoWw- 


had 


trade, we 
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vation laws we have had that to ourselve and if we had do 
the same thing as to o foreign carrying trade, we would ha 
heid that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwa i ng as to astwise trade, 
but our foreign carrying tra and | desired the gentleman’s 
explanation of the real reasons f t ( e, which began, as 


he states, in 1855. 





\I DINGLEY Now, M Chai of course those who 
have examined this subject very we tand that the causes 
of the loss of our foreign carryin trade @al Hirst admission 
of foreign nations to participate on equal or fr ade terms, in 
the carrying of our imports an exports, Which was done D 
agreem«e nt, th last agreement having b ce leted in 1849, 
to take « fect on the first day of J: LSov 

That was the beginning of o B evel en 
wooden sailing vessels had continued to « trol the ocean carry- 

trade, we should have been able to hold our own But when 
England, in the revolution in shipping from wood and sail to iron 
and steel and steam, added to it large mail pay toestablish Brit- 
ish steamship lines to all parts of the worid, the decline of our 
foreign carry ing trade was made certain, and has gone on from 
t day to this But our shipping in the coastwise trade has 


tion which has been accorded to i 


been preserved by the protec 
by the navigation laws. 

The gentleman from Tennessee yesterday complained bitterly 
as though it were an act of the Republican party, that an Amer 
ican citizen could not go to England, to the Clyde or Tyne, and 


b a British-built vessel and import it free of duty and have it 
registered as an American vesst Thatis what is known as fr 
ships. The gentleman undoubtedly is aware that that legislation 
is not Republican legislation. It would seem t 


o be Republican 
legislation, from the standpoint of modern Democrats, but it is 
legislation of Washington, of Jefferson, of Madison, and of all 
f 4 . 

oO 


the founder 


ie Republic. D ‘rats the it expounding 

Republican ideas as they prevail to-day. 
Now, the gentleman, if I understand him, advocates a repea 
of those law Whether he rep nts that side of the House or 
not remains to be seen. The free importation of a foreign-built 


vessel—a completed manufacture of the highest possible pattern 


and ingenuity—and the registry of it as an American vessel, 


with the stars and stripes flying at its peak! He advocates, if I 
understand him aright, the giving up of the construction of suc} 
vessels in this country and going to the Tyne and Clyde to pro 


+ 


them as we may desire for this trade; for by going to that 


country we would destroy our own ship yards and all our oppor 


cure 


tunities for the construction of vessels in case of war, thus pla 
ing us at the mercy of Great Britain in such a sad event 
Why, Mr. Chairman, if my friend had read the report of J 


ferson, whose memory no doubt he often endeavors to honor, | 
would have found in that report that Jefferson declared thatthe 


preservation OF ship yards ! t construction of vessels for the 
American merchant marine was as necessary as the erection of 
forts tor natlonai delens 
Oh, that my friend would read Jefferson mo and follow h 
more 
The gent in sald | $y yesterday that t McKinley 
act had increased the duties upon the materials for the construc 
tion of American vessels « ‘ lin the for trade. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Idid not say anything of that kind, 
the pardon of my friend 
Mr. DINGLEY. | understood the vel ian to conve Lt! 
impression. 
Mr. M« MILLIN The gentl nar n na Lood me | l 
aerstood me to! ike that a l 
Mr. DINGLEY. I am very glad that the gentleman makes 
this statement, because, as a fact, the McKinley tariff act puts on 
the free list nearly all the materials required in the construc 
tion of vessels for the foreign trade, and t ° loes all that it 
s YOSSI rie »ao D tal eg) ition to aid iz nsw! LLO!I 
ol these vess 
Mr. McMILLIN I y f ni dg he 
( ul iu ri Wi | ) 
y to give free salt for 1 balance of the try? 
Mr. DINGLEY. This only shows that 1 riend is se 
divert att 0 t issue which ! nas raised Laughter 
on the Demo 
ICMILLLIN oO r ( ave fi 
‘ : , ) I ou fre Sa 
or in a general bill give free salt to the balance of the countr 
{Applause on the Democrat 
Mr. DINGLEY. Now, doesnot my friend know thatthe p c 
ple of allo Lit t rted icar 
men, while duties were imposed upon other t. was int i 
first in Democratic legislation, and the object wa ‘ we 
the f erles as a nurse ( imen for our Nay 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. But you have avoided my question. You 
take free salt for your people; are you willing to give it to others? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that I have stated the grounds on 
which the early Democratic fathers enacted this legislation. 
{Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 
love with Democratic principles. 
burn,” and so on. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


‘* While the lamp holds out to 


I only wish my friend from Tennessee would 


. . . | 
not only fall in love with good old Democracy in these matters, 


but would endeavor to follow somewhere near it. 

Now, look for a moment at the point which he has endeavored 
to turn upon me. Long ago, under the administration of the 
Democratic party—not the modern Democratic party, but the 
party of Jackson—the Congress of the United States, a Demo- 
cratic Congress, said that the encouragement of the fishing ma- 
rine was so important for the training of sailors for our Navy 
that they would encourage it by that special salt provision. Not 
only that, but up to 1866 they gave the fishing marine a bounty 
in money. 
gave the fishing marine a bounty in money, in order that sailors 
might be trained for the American Navy. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. On that subject, will my friend answer me 
why it is a good thing to give cheap ships to carry a part of the 
commerce of the people, and yet is wrong to give cheap vessels 
to carry our commerce inland? 

Mr. DINGLEY. You mean, why should not we have free ships 
for the coastwise trade also? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, i do not say that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, you do, if you say anything 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My question is this: If it is right to cheapen 
transportation by cheapening ships in the foreign trade, how is 
t wrong to cheapen transportation by cheapening vessels for the 
inland trade ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 

ng to secure that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is how I understood the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Are you willing to answer the question 
then [ will put it sothat the gentleman can not misunderstand 


+ 


That, is just what I understood you to say. 
Not for foreign commerce. I am not seek- 


Mr. DINGLEY. 
| want to make it in my own way. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (to Mr. MCMILLIN When youask a gentle- 
man a question you ought to let him answer it. 

Mr..DINGLEY. The gentleman from Tennessee not only asks 
his questions, but he wants to answer them too. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And he makesa botch of both. !Laughter.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. (Mr. MCMILLIN having started toward the 
door). I hope my friend will not go away, because I have some 
vdditional suggestions for him. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman has declined to be 

pted by me. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
Licman 
That is all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
my question. 

Mr. DINGLEY 
own method. 
McMILLIN. You boast that you have cheapened the ma- 
terial for making ships to engage in the foreign trade. 
then,is the wrong in giving the people who carry our commerce 


inland cheaper ships? 


Mr. Chairman, if Iam making this speech, 


inter- 


Not atall. 


questions to 


I have declined to have the gen- 
me and answer them himself. 


propounad 


Very well. Now let the gentleman answer 


Yes, sir. will answer it according to my 


AY 
ur 


I am very glad that my friend has fallen in | 


| @ 
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Mr. 
Mr. 


DINGLEY. 


Will the gentleman answer my question? 
McMILLIN. 


When the gentleman answers mine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have answered yours. Now, answer mine. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have a number of questions banked up 
against the gentleman now. [Laughter.] I believe he has never 
yet answered my salt interrogatory. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am endeavoring to get my friend from 


| Tennessee to answer as to whether or not he is in favor of having 
| Ships imported free of duty for the coastwise trade, as he has al- 


| not get an answer, so I will pass on. 


A Democratic Congress for more than thirty years | 


What, 


Mr. DINGLEY. That isa question that I think it belongs to | 


¢ 
| jacts. 


in favor of having the fully completed ship imported free of duty | 


me toask my friend. He having declared yesterday that he was 
and given an American register, I want to know if he is also 
ready to have it imported free of duty for the other purpose? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have asked you a question. 
the cheaper raw material you have given for the construction of 
ships for the foreign trade—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make no boasts. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Well, state facts. 
committee that did that, were you not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. © And you are not ashamed of it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam not. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 
en carrying trade, where is the wrong in cheapening the 
vessels that ca 
and lakes? 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
do it for our coastwise trade. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


I merely state facts. 
You were one of 


for 
iorel 


your 


Does the gentleman say it is right? 
[ say 


the | stood on the beach and with her broom attempted to push back 


| laborer? 
You boast of 


Now, if it was right to cheapen ships in the | 
inland commerce, our boats on the rivers | 


In response {0 that I say that it is wrong to | 


ready said that he is in favor of it for the foreign trade. I can 
The gentleman does’ not see 
any difference in principle between the two cases, and if he does 
not see any difference in principle then he must be in favor of 
free ships for the coastwise trade also. I do see a difference in 
principle. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am taking up too much time with these 
interruptions. I have another declaration of my friend from 
Tennessee to which I wish to call attention. I read: 


THE M KINLEY TARIFF AND PRICES. 


The laborer has been forced by the McKinley bill to pay more for the roof 
which shelters him, for the hat that covers his head, and the woolens that 
cover his back 


This purports to be astatementoffacts. Now, I think it would 
be well for the gentleman to present some statistics from some 
responsible source indicating that any such state of facts exists. 
Lumber is cheaper than it was before the McKinley tariff was 
passed, and lumber is what makes the roof that shelters the 
laborer. All woolen goods worn by the masses are either cheaper 
or no higher than they were before the McKinley bill passed. 
Does the gentleman from Tennessee deny that? Islumber higher 
than before the McKinley tariff passed? What does my friend 
say? Lumber is what makes the roof that shelters the laborer; 
is it higher than before the McKinley bill passed? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What about tin roofs. [Laughter.] You 
have forced sheet iron into general use as roofing by the increase 
of the duty on tin. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwas not aware, until my friend just inti- 
mated it, that the laborer usually sleeps under tin roofs. Down 
our way we all sleep under wooden roofs and are perfectly satis- 
fied. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
guess. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Besides, even tin is very little, if any, higher 
now than before the McKinley act was passed. Why, sir, a gen- 
tleman who is the agent of a cannery said to me to longer ago 
than yesterday that he had bought his cansfor the past autumn’s 
use at less price than he bought them for before the McKinley 
tariff act was passed. 

But we are talking now about wood—lumber—the shingles and 
the boards which make up the roofs under which the poor man 
Now, Iam calling the attention of my friend to these 
things simply because they comprise the rhetoric of which we hear 
so much on the stump, and which, as every intelligent man in 
this House knows by his own purchases, has no foundation in 
fact. There is nothing made in this country by our manufactur- 


They can not afford anything better now, I 


sleeps. 


| ing establishments that is not as cheap to-day, or even cheaper, 


than it was before the McKinley tariff act was passed. Anybody 
who has taken occasion to investigate the subject knows this. 


| Therefore the old charges of increased prices on account of the 
| McKinley tariff, which did service in 1890, are played out now. 


This talk has now become what my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE], in his article in the North American Review 
for March, characterized in substance as the brilliant scintilla- 
tions upon the platform which could not take the place of actual 


PROTECTION AND LABOR 


What benefit, the gentleman asks, has protection been to the 
The gentleman presents certain individual statements 
that in certain isolated instances wages are lower. There are 
always exceptional instances of that character; but the gentle- 


| man knows as well as I do that the general trend of wages under 


protection has been and is upward. When Mrs. Partington 
the waves of the Atlantic, she said: ‘See! they go!” The bit 
of water beneath her broom did recede, but the great waves con- 
tinued to rise, Mrs. Partington to the contrary notwithstanding. 
The exceptions do not modify the rule. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have taken too much time already. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I simply wish to know whether the gentle- 
man, when he says the price of labor has advanced, means to in- 
clude agricultural laborers? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly; taking the country as a whole, 
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that has been true, just as the constituents of the gentleman from 
Kansas are to-day getting more net for their cropsthan they did 
two years ago, or before the war. The general trend of wages in 
this country is upward. 

Mr. SIMPSON. For two years? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No matter as to one year or two, that is the 
tendency on the whole. According to the statement of Mr. At- 
kinson, who is a “tariff reform” authority, wages in this coun- 
try increased on the average 42 per cent between 1860 and 1855, 
and during the same period, according to Prof. Levi, they in- 
creased but 16 per cent in Great Britain, as wages tend to rise in 
machine-using countries aside from the policy that may prevail 
with reference to competition with foreign nations. 


Why, gentlemen, in the wool bulletin issued yesterday by the | 


Census officials I notice that between 1880 and 1890 the average 
wages of employés in woolen mills in this country increased 17 
per cent in those ten years. The increase between 1860 and 1885 
in all industries was 42 per cent on the average. 

Everybody knows that the general trend of wages is upward— 


not that our protective policy has all to do with it. It is one of | 


the elements that aid, but it is an element whose tendency and 
effect must be in the direction of an increase of wages. Why? 
Because the whole object of protection is to encourage the pro- 
duction and manufacture in this country of articles which we can 
produce or make without climatic disadvantages, rather than 
to import them from foreign countries. And when you increase 
industries in this country you make a demand for more labor. 
You tend to make a higher standard of living, which increases 
the consumption of products, and the higher standard of living 


the larger consumption of products, and the increased demand | 


| 


for laborers tends necessarily to increase wages. They may not 
do it to-day; they may not accomplish it to-niorrow; there may 
be other causes operating at one time to produce a recession, but 


the trend is onward irresistibly and can not be withstood, because | 
an increased demand for labor by an increased use of labor, brought 


about by protection, tends to increase wages. Where there are 


| 
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two jobs seeking one man wages rise; where there are two men | 
seeking one job wages fall or tend tofall. And protection makes 


new opportunities for labor. 
Now, sir, we not only have the reason why protection tends to 


increase wages, but the fact that it hasdone so. When gentle- | 
| break down wages. 
have even receded, that has nothing to doin determining the ques- | 


men say that in any particular year wages have not risen, or’ 


tion. It is the long run, the long pull, the result of the system, 
its outcome, that determines what the fact must be. For exam- 
ple, the McKinley tariff reduced the importation of the manu- 
factures of wool alone over $20,000,000. It reduced the importa- 
tion of the manufacture of textiles over $40,000,000, but the con- 
sumption here went on, and these forty, fifty, or sixty millions 
of goods were made here last year instead of being made abroad, 
and being made here they increased the demand for labor and 
that increased or tended to increase wages. 


There may have been other things, Mr. Chairman, which oc- | 


curred to hold back the result for the time being. The South 
American troubles, the distress in European countries, and the 
silver agitation have codperated to prevent the advance of these 
tendencies as fast as they would otherwise have advanced. But 
in the long run they will work out their legitimate result. 

So much, Mr. Chairman, for the general principle and the 
facts which underlie protection in its relations to labor. It is 
well established by the report of Col. Wright in 1884 that wages 
in this country on an average are about 70 per cent higher than 
they are in Great Britain in money rates and 60 per cent higher 
in purchasing power. There is no doubt of that; the official 
statistics show it. They are not only higher in money, but, 
more important still, they are higher in what these wages will 
purchase, for that is, after all, the real test. 

The fact that this country draws so many people here from 
other countries, and that they come to improve their situation, 
demonstrates that wages buy more of that which makes a man 
comfortable in this country than in any other country on the 
face of the earth. That is susceptible of demonstration, and is 
scarcely a fact that can be doubted. That is the final test of 
prices as to everything—what a man can obtain by wages: 
what he can obtain by his service—for that is, as I remarked on 
yesterday, the test, what all men ultimately pay in, and, as has 
been suggested, is really what wages are. Money is simply the 
medium by which the exchange is made. 

Now, we see in this country that wages will purchase 60 per 
cent more of all that the laborer or the masses of the people 
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wall. Experience has shown that when two machine-using na- 
tions are brought into equal and free competition the lower wage 
nation drives the other nation to the wall inevitably, if they are 
machine-using nations. 

The tendency of the force of competition that prevails in this 
world is to drag down to the cheaper standard. We have inthis 
country a higher standard of living than in any other country in 
the world, and it is this high standard of living that makes our 
demand for consumption—home consumption, the consumption 
which stimulates production—more than any other country in 
the world. Why, according to the census of 1880, the products 
of this country for every man, woman, and child averaged $200, 
of which $183 was consumed at home and $17 exported; while in 
the same year the value of the products of Great Britain was $172 
only per capita of the entire population, instead of $200, of which 
only $136 was consumed and $36exported. The home consumption 
of this country per capita—in this country where there is such a 
high standard of living that gives an increased demand for prod- 
ucts—is greater than the whole domestic consumption and ex- 
ports combined of Great Britain. That is why we are so pros- 
perous here. 

Now, the gentleman proposes to bring us to a free-trade or a 
tariff-for-revenue-only basis with this high standard of living, 
and thereby bring us in contact with men who have alower stand- 


| ard of living. If so, we will degrade our own labor and not ele- 


vate other nations. The men whocome here from abroad, those 
who come for the purpose of making citizens, who are intelli- 
gent, and who are industrious, are of a class who readily adopt 
our methods of living and come up very soon to our standard. 
They demand and receive American wages and not foreign wages, 
and become a part of our own people. 

The degraded men who come here from abroad, the men who 
come here not to make true American citizens, the vicious, the 
indolent, the men who do not come with any purpose of rising to 
the higher standard of living adopted in this country, are men 
who ought not to be admitted here, and they ought not to be ad- 
mitted for the reason that their contact with our laborers tends 
to degrade all. But the men who come here with high and no- 


| ble purposes, industrious and intelligent men, add as much to the 
] 


consumption of the country and therefore to the demand for labor, 
as they bring to us laborers, and for that reason do not tend to 


It is your degraded man who is imported here, your contract 
labor, your vicious immigrants, your immigrants who have no 
ideas of the responsibilities of American citizenship and the 
American standard of living, who, if admitted, degrade and carry 
down our people. 


THE EFFECT OF A PROTECTIVE DUTY. 


My friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] says when the 
American citizen buys goods manufactured here, which are in 
daily competition with goods of like character imported from 
abroad, he has to pay the cost of production here and an amount 
equal or nearly equal to the rate of duty fixed on foreign goods 
so competing; and, he adds, the tariff is always atax. Behold, he 
says, what removal of the duty has done for sugar. We have 
taken off the tax of 2 cents a pound, as he says, although he inti- 


| mates that he is very sorry that has been done, and wanted to re- 


tain a duty of 68 per cent, and we have reduced the cost of sugar 
to 5 cents a pound, so that sugar is retailed in this country to-day 
at the same price, and in many cases a lower price, than in Great 
Britain itself. 

It is needless to contend that the tariff is not a tax in view of 
such an illustration, says my friend. Yes, sometimes. When? 
When the article is not produced in this country to any consid- 
erable extent, and must be obtained from abroad, the duty is 
necessarily added to the cost abroad. The tariff is a tax when 
the article is not produced here. But when the article is pro- 
duced here, ard may be readily produced substantially to the ex- 
tent of our consumption, is the tariff always atax? Does it add 
the duty to the foreign cost of the article? Very rarely: in ma- 


| chine-made articles almost never, except temporarily, atthe very 


want than they will purchase in any country on the face of the | 


earth. And this has come about in part from the fact that by 
the system of protection we protect our people against the free 
and open competition with the cheaper products made by the 
cheaper labor of countries where labor has been driven to the 
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; 


beginning. 

What is the principle that determines the effect of a duty im- 
posed upon a foreign article, when similar articlesare made here, 
substantially to the extent of our wants? The foreign duty has 
little to do in such case in determining the price; but the price 
is determined by the cost of making or producing that article in 
this country, paying American wages, competition bringing it 
to the lowest possible point. Thatis what determines the pric 
and the duty has nothing at all to do with it. 

If the difference of cost of producing the article, paying Amer- 
ican wages, is fully equal and can not be reduced below the duty 
at any point, then the price may rise nearly to the extent of the 
duty; but if the article is such that the labor cost is constantly 


: 
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labor-saving appliances, then, under the encourage- 
tection against the products of cheaper labor, there 

m until the arti cle is brought lower than it 
sometimes as low even as in the foreign 


sa gradual reductio 


before, and 
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country 

lake cotton prints for example. 

[TON PRINTS AND WIRE NAILS 

Before we made any in thiscountry they were bought in Europe, 
and we paid 38 cents a yard for them. We placed a protective | 
duty upon them. Wel eee began to establish the manu- 
facture here, and th P ri » has kept on going down, until to-day 
vhat do we see? TI duty on cotton prints is 4 cents a ya 
They are worth 5 cents, common standard prints, in Great Britai 
Now, if the tariff is a tax, all the domestic prints in America 
should be sold for 9 cents a yard. Are they? Two years ago I 
sent toa friend in Manchester, England, and asked him to buy 
me a e of English cotton print. He paid 5 cents a yard for 
it i sent it to me. 

| asked my wife to go to a store here in Washington, not dis- 
{ ished for its cheap prices perhaps, and get me an American 
p of equal quality and inform me what she had to pay for it. 
She bought a pie ce that she said was better, and she paid 5 cents 


a yard for it, precisely the English price. Thirty cents a yard 
when we first applied protection, 5 cents to-day, and every yard 
made in this country. We never could have established th: 
manufacture of those articles if we had not adopted protection. 


The price would never have fallen as low as it has if it had not 


bes for } rot ction. 
! remember when we were framing 


the 


tariff of 1883 we were 


making scarcely any wire nails in this country. Gentlemen 
ca here and said we could make our own wire nails. The 
rice was § cents a pound, and we imported almost all of them 


[ remember 
it a duty « 


rom England. that when the proposition came up 


of 4 cents a pound upon wire nails gentlemen 





the other side inveighed against it as an attempt to tax 
every consumer of wire nails and make him pay 12 cents a poun 
instead of 8. But the duty was put on. 

.SIMPSON. Was that in the McKinley bill? 

DINGLEY. That was in the act of 1883, and in the very 
year in which that duty was placed on wire nails, new manufac- 
1 cr establishments were started in thiscountry, and the price 
began to fall; and to-day, as you all know, wire nails are selling 
a than 3 cents a pound, an ad all made in this country. 

he duty on wire nails is a tax, is it? A protective duty isa 
tax, is it? Every man who will stop and think about this mat- 
ter will be able to discern the difference between the effect of a 

o article that we do not saatiein to any considerable ex- 
tent in this country where the duty is added is a tax, and a duty 
on an article that is produced or may be produced in this coun- 
try without climatic disadvantages. zaae -ct in the latter case 

ways to reduce the price of the article lower than it was be- 


fore. That has always been our experience in this matter, and 
it will be the experience in every direction when it is tried. 

, protection secures a condition of things in such a 
country as this which makes a high standard of living possible 


Above al 


and secures to every citizen more of woolen clothing, more of cot- 
ton clothing, more of every manufactured product for a day’s 
labor or service than in any other country on the face of the earth. 
AVERAGE DUTIES OF M’KINLEY TARIFF. 
[ have already called attention tothe fact that gross misrepre- 


sentation had been made with refer 
imposed by the McKinley tariff. Wh 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] yx sterday said that the Me Kinley 
tariff increased the average duties from 47 per cent under the 
tariff of 1883 to 60 per cent under the present law. 

It is the same charge that he and other gentlemen made in 
the campaign of 1890. When that statement was made, sixteen 
months ago, it could not be contradicted successfully, because 
we did not know what the effect would be. We could only esti- 
mate, and the stump speaker who was most reckless had the ad- 
vantage. [ remember standing in this House, in the debateon the 
McKinley bill, in 1890, and predicting that it would not increase 
rate of the dutiable list alone more than 1 or 2 per 
cent, if anything, and that it would largely reduce the average 


ence to the average du ties 
y, even the gentleman from 


the average 


ra f duty upon all articles imported, free and dutiable. Gentle- 
m n the otherside laughed me toscorn. They declared then 
t] it w d not be less than 60 per cent 

Now, v ve had this law in operation for over sixteen months: 
since July 1, all of its provisions in force, and it is time to come 
down from this rhetoric without any regard to facts and look at 
the actual result Gentlemen can not afford to go around mak- 
ing these misrepresentations longer. I have here a statement 
of 1 bureau of Statistics of the actual ave rage duty for the six 
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months ending December 31, 1891, of the dutiable list alone, and 
I find that after making full corrections, the average rate is 
only 47.4 per cent, which is about _ same as the average duty 
under the act of 1883. And if we set aside the increase that was 
made in the McKinley tariff on ea 8, like liquor, champagn 
velvet, laces, and tobacco, the average duty on the dutiable list 
in the McKinley tariff is only 444 per cent—lower than the aver- 
age duty of the act of 1883. 

Mr. DOCKER Y. Does that estimated per cent include the in- 
crease carried by the McKinley administrative act? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It includes everything; all that is collected, 
and it is only 444 per cent, s tting aside the i increase on luxuries 
and 424 per cent, only 2 per cent less, it happens, was the actua 
average duties proposed by the Mills bill. 

More than that, Mr. Chairman, you must bear in mind that no 
the average duty of the dutiable list alone, but the average dut; 
on all imports, is the only true basis for comparison of tariffs 
Unless this basis is adopted the more goods you put on the fre 
list the more prominent becomes the high duties on luxuries, 
and the higher your tariff grows. Now, when such a fair com- 
parison is made, what do you suppose is the average duty onal! 
imports under the McKinley tariff law? It isonly 214per cent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is, on the figures. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Twenty-one and a half percent average duty 
on all imports, according to the figures of the Bureau of Statis- 
tics; and the ave rage dut ty on all imports was 32 per cent und: 
the act of 1883, and 27 per cent under the Mills bill, so that th: 
average duty on all imports is 5+ per cent less in the McKinle: 
tariff than was proposed by the Mills bill. 

This result is obtained by a very different distribution of duties 
than were proposed by the Mills bill. In the McKinley tariff all 
the articles that are not produced in this country, and which w 
do not produce or make or expect soon to make, are put on th 
free list, while under the Mills bill a duty of 68 per cent was re 
tained upon sugar alone, an article of as common necessity i! 
every family as flour itself. Is it not alittle singular that th 
same men who wanted to retain a duty of 68 per cent on suga: 
should continue to denounce the McKinle y tariff bill asa tax upon 


the poor man’s food and necessaries of life? Why, gentlemen, 
there has not been since 1824, with the exception of the yea: 
from 1857 to 1860, a tariff that imposed so low an average of 


duties on all imports as the McKinley tariff does. Fifty-four p 
cent of all the imports last year were upon the free list. 

Mr.O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Then, according to your arg 
ment, the higher you make the duties the more nearly you com 
to free trade? 

_Mr. DINGLEY. That shows my friend can not get 

umpaign speeches out of his head. . He usually does not go into 
mere denunciation without any facts. He evidently thinks that 
nearly all articles in the McKinley tariff, upon the dutiable list 
pay a higher duty than they did in the tariff of 1883, and that in 
every case where the duty was raised the price went up. Very 
likely he has made thatchargeonthestump. [Laughter.| But 
my friend should know that the increased duties in the McKin- 
ley tariff, outside of luxuries, were comparatively few, and ther 
were reductions on a much larger number of articles. Certainly, 
where the increases were made, outside of luxuries, the prices 
of the articles have in very few cases, if any, been increased. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Massachusetts. I was only following out your 
suggestion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ah! 


tions—the 


his old 


you are following out your own 
old suggestions of the campaign of 1890. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having called atte nition to that fact, lask 
gentlemen, before they make any more of these misrepresenta- 
tions respecting the effect of the McKinley tariff, to have the 
kindness to examine at least some of the facts. It is nowa year 
and five months since that tariff went into operation, and the 
old speeches of 1890 will not work this fall. The gentleman 
from Tennessee |Mr. MCMILLIN], charged that— 


In the consideration of the McKinley tariff the manufacturer alone was 
favored 


=] cre - 
sugges 


THE OLD CHARGE OF CLASS LEGISLATION 

That is singular. The manufacturer alone is favored by th: 
McKinley tariff is the old charge against the McKinley tariff. 

And now my friend from Tennessee has brought in a bill that 
is going to take away this discrimination in favor of the manu- 
facturer, and to give the farmer his fulldue. What is the Dem- 
ocratic programme? They propose to give the manufacturer of 
woolen goods a protective duty of 39 per cent as to his goods, and 
to put the farmer’s wool upon the free list. That is taking care 
of the farmers, is it? 

Mr. Chairman, I am astonished that gentlemen on the other 
side who on the 8th day of January of every year delight to make 
a speech in honor of Old Hiekory, should have so soon forgotten 
his teac hings. Have you not read Jackson’s views respecting 
this question? Doyou.not know where theold D soorelio ware 
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stood on this question of wool? I ask the Clerk to read the Cole- 
man letter written by Gen. Jackson in 1824, and I ask gentlemen 





















































who make these 8th of Jar ry spe ches to attentive ly liste! ar fair protection “ at 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: { rejoice that the Nat 
[Andrew Jackson in his famous letter to Dr. L. H. Coleman, of North Cat ( , even, in whose bena 
ina, April 26, 1824.} have sent here their rem 
J ven sn 1 upon a uve liberty and independence. The same | point of view would obj 
Providence ! ed us with means of nationalindependence and nationa that no poli ich a 
defense. H lled our mountains and our plains with mineral > a _ 
lead and ir pper—and has given us a climate and a soil for the ] a ll I can 
ing of hen i hese in great materials of our natio! ( al ‘ hts t 
fense, they ight have ¢« r ed m adequa and fair p ! be a rded. wh 
th i l ‘ ! bore! be pi ) ! 
tl } that we may hi: hin ou ! pply se that ou ied to 
leading articles so ¢€ ential to war. 10 r, we ha to | ask ( ti nen to bea 
JE ) the policy of British merchants me f p ctior a 
Mr. DINGLEY Mr. Chairman, I appeal to gentlemen on | la a cturing 
the other side, v that they are followers of Jackson, to | pe 3 co on the facs t 
consider attentively these wor of their old leader,who, thoug } ‘ I i 4 ‘ 1 
dead et ought to still liv in the memory of the Democratic | tl i | l tr tu 
pal { aj al to the majority of this House to bear in mi nati hal 
that the ‘‘ Old Hickory ” whom they pretend to honor as a Demo- ' the Republica ( 
APPENDIX. 
A S y cl mm of 7 1 i ry I 
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] istri estab _ I 
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ment — | ind ma ssets 2 ’ 
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1890 39, 769, 441 18,9 634 0,8 i 1, 839 8 1 f 
80 21, 468, 587 i j 
Hosiery and knit goods 
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B Statement of id ila dn } I 
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Number : 
| otes 
States : 
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a Not including 4 idle shod 
bIncluding hired property, at 86 but not including a tota ita ; 
¢Not ineluding 6 sets of cards in idle shoddy mills. 
d Includes 34 hand looms. 
¢Includes States in which there were less than 3 establishments that w er j 
establishments may not be disclosed. These establishments wer: ited as fol ) 


Minnesota, 2; Nebraska, 1; Texas, 1; Utah, 1; Vermont, 2 
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C.—Comy detailed statement of materials consumed 1890-1880. 
Wool. 
! —_— _ ——— 
| | | 
i Total quan- f 
Numb r mead tity of for- | Shoday. Camel 8 hair and 
Industries | Of e@s- oreign Domestic |eignanddo-| Total cost nolls. 
| tablish- | Wool incon- | woo] in con-| mestic wool! of foreign 
} ments cgition pur- | dition pur- | inscoured | and domes- } 
chased | chased poundsas | tic wool. 
| prepared | ene ——— — 
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Rs 159, 678 86, 995 6, 335, 169 295, 870 48, 000, 857 6, 233, 175 7, 648, 618 2, 809, 192 41, 168, 413 164, 371, 561 
W “« ~ . } ane ; 7 7m ; “2 
“ 60, 533 15, 991 | 9,6 | 493, 492 37, 158, 712 4,213, 527 | 4, 602, 765 1,711, 169 6,491, 324 82, 184, 666 
MH 84, 080 50, 837 4, ! 238,046 | 24,744, 964 3, 395, 569 | 4, 758, 498 | 1, 832, 703 15, 843. 189 100, 845, 611 
\' ed ood i 
2, 038, 732 | 824, 869 | 1, 083, 690 120, 585 3, 881, 743 438, 637 2, 037, 729 1, 048, 245 16, 874, 592 50, 644, 342 
31,598 | 19, 458 519 237 | 1,757,842 211, 293 565, 660 314, 918 5, 5M, 543 22, 013, 628 
be ‘ | i | | | 
48, 301 | 395, 032 | 37, 133 | 169, 522 92, 551 437, 722 2, 809, 187 
1880 45, 850 1, 181, 500 | 114, 660 150, 921 77, 437 126, 204 2, 530, 710 
Wool hat | 
1S. 4, 508 2, 130 | 147, 600 | 113, 878 |...-- Sach cn siawsnsesonn conn 159, 700 84, 904 898, 807 2, 799, 791 
A tee te cee a ae ee ae ee | 7,436 3,615 185, 400 21,870 | 173, 040 | 110, 985 1, 459, 133 4, 785, 774 
Carpets, other than rag: | | ; 
mK) 32, 302 | 5, 456 | 3, 645, 096 373, 823 | 1, 761 | 187, 637 | 1, 265, 267 | 447,517 16, 327, 429 28, 649, 03] 
1880 4,000 | 700 96, 540 FE bint cucawecens Sia eainacias ----| 1,369,439 263, 480 10, 347, 275 18, 984, 874 
tl ierv a cnit goods | | | 
SOM) 169 | 87 14,173 3,918 | 32,447,617 3,714, 065 | 915, 234 510, 106 21, 574, 700 36. 008. 626 
40, 000 | 16, 000 | 5, 150 518 | 20,131,151 2, 489, 783 | 631, 060 209, 669 7, 798, 069 15, 210, 951 
| | | | 
irns of manufacturers were made under the heads of foreign wool, domestic wool, both ‘‘in condition purchased,” and also the total consumption 
sunds, as prepared for the cards, the third column representing the sum of the first two, when made ready for manufacture by scouring. The total 
| f wool reported was 372,873,713 pounds, which was reducedin scouring to 215,001,813, as compared with 171,880,831 scoured pounds in 1880. The 
shrinkage was thus 42.3 per cent. As the averagerate of shrinkage runs from 50 to 65 per cent, it appears that the quantity of washed and scoured 
mort iwas irae 
D } f nl and cot manufactures in the United States. F.—Jmported goods and imported clothing wool and domestic « lothing wool con 
sumed in the United States. 
Wool Cotton. > ; | eda Production 
, RR - seen) emeeesonseen — ‘Value of i ae | Class 1 and Pa al i of clothing 
real Value Value woth Value Years. imported | imported 2wool | ena | wools in 
alue per capita.| alue. | per capita. woolens. | woods. imported. imported the United 
aacanttimnatet: | , > a States. 
81, 413, 068 | 80.46 |. sac a tale : 
14, 528, 166 | . 88 #32, 000, 000 | 2.49 Pounds. Pounds. | Pounds. | Pounds 
20, 696, 999 | 82 46. 350, 458 | 9 71 | 1840........ | $10, 365, 092 31, 095, 276 9,898,740 | 40,994,016 | 35, 802, 114 
43 | 1.86 65.501, 687 29 92 | 1860_...... | 42 832,641 | 128, 497, 923 26, 289, 955 154 , 878 | 60, 264,912 
1RG0 = 65, 5g 2.09 115, 081, 774 3 68 | 1866.......- | 58,719,756 176, 157, 268 | 1, 420, 000 77,268 | 155, 000,000 
177. 4 4.60 177. 489. 730 v4) | 45,746,000 | 137,238,000 | 1, 420, 000 558,000 | 160,000,000 
5.25 | 192.000.110 3.83 | 1868........ | 33,161,000 99, 483, 000 | 6, 486, 000 | 59, 000 168, 000, 000 
5.50 | 257. 764,000 } 4.10 SD icin intent 34,812,000 | 104, 436,000 | 7,045, 000 | 1, GOO 180, 000, 00@ 
i 375, 000, 000 | 6. 00 = ei sidia 35, 096,000 | 105, 288, 000 9, 283, 000 ,000 | 162,000, 006 
a oe ae 1871_........| 42,895,000 | 128, 685, 000 23, 623, 000 , 000 160, 000, 009 
$$ eee | 50, 235,000 | 150, 705, 000 51, 027, 000 , 000 | 160, 000, 000 
SR cis deat 54,000,000 | 156,000,000 | 49, 569, 000 | 39,000 | 158, 000, 000 
1 production, impo ion, and consumption. 47, 675, 000 | 143, 025, 000 25, 485, 000 , 000 170, 000, 000 
45, 627, 000 | 136, 981, 000 20, 817, 000 98, 000 181, 000, 009 
2 wegeenainnedaans 34, 372,000 | 103, 116,000 11, 810, 000 26, 000 192, 000, 000 
= | Impor- . 26, 452, 000 79, 356,000 | 11, 804, 000 50,000 | 200, 000, 000 
: | Produc- | tatfons |. Com 25, 703, 000 77,109,000 | 13,045,000 ,000 | 208, 250, 000 
Years tion per | per cap- sumption 25, 037, 000 75,191,000 | 6,940, 000 31,000 | 211, 000, 000 
capita ita per capita. 31,834,000 | 95, 502, 000 40, 051, 000 553, 000 | 2, 500, 000 
7. acme ieaaniaanailiaiaa 33, 103, 000 99,309,000 | 25, 031, 000 20, 000 | . 000, 000 
| 88: 37,284,000 | 111, 852, 000 15, 807, 000 7, 659, 000 | 2, 000, 000 
#0. 46 $0.75 | $1.21 | 188: 42, 552, 000 27, 656,000 | 12,919, 000 5, 000 | , 000, 000 
1830 &S 75 2.63 | 1884....- 51, 000 154, 452, 000 25, 178, 000 , 000 , 000, 000 
1840 82 | Hh Le § Bee vcccccne 36,176,000 | 108,528, 000 17, 364, 000 2, 000 | , 000, 000 
1850 1. 86 65 2.51 | 1886......- 40,536,509 | 121,609,527 28, 194, 000 . 527 , 000, 000 
1860 2.09 | 1.16 3.25 | 1887 44, 235, 000 132,705,000 | 32,900,000 5, 000 | . 000, 000 
1870 4.60 94 | 5.54 | 1888 47, 158, 000 141, 474, 000 22, 520, 000 , 000 | , 000, 000 
1880 5. 34 90 6.24 | 1889 52,681,000 | 158, 043, 000 29, 624, 009 , 000 | , 000, 000 
1890 5. 52 B77 | 6.39 | 1890 54,175,000 | 162, 525, 000 29, 049, 000 , 000 | , 000, 008 
1891 6. 00 55 | 6.55 1891 | 34,821,518 104, 464, 554 40, 553, 937 145,018,491 | 286, 000, 00€ 
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35, 802, 114 2.5 i 
1R50 52, 516, 969 . 7 
1ReO 60, 264, 913 1.7 2 
1870 é - 162, 600, OOO 4.2 
RAD »40, 000, 000 1.7 

286. 000, 000 4.7 6 


Per a Imports 


Pound Pounds Pound P 






1841-50 4 15, 000, 000 13, 926, 450 59, 976, 459 0 
1R51-—"60 66, 000, 000 73, O10, 620 &Y. O10, 629 } 
1861—"70 150, 000, 000 ), 161, 113 200, 161,113 j 
1871-—"80 192, 225. 000 64. 091. 064 "56. 316. 664 g 
1881-"87 289, 428, 571 79, 205, 585 368, 634, 156 6. 
1—Jmports of foreig nanufactures. 1890 and 1891 
Manufactures of 1891 1890 
Cotton i ae si #32, 9 ' 
Ra cee sk aiiiiniaseai no eines 3 
Silk ees oes ioe peeananiet : 
Jute, et« Spin divadubaisch hoe soakueek dae euaen 2t 
Rn. cs ei mineniemeall 44 
Tobacco... a ae a ale eat al a ais } 
Chemicals. Se cactals ws! shai eb ihdgra apeaamiedeaee! Saupe 16 
Glass.....-. in ; sa & 
Earthenware ome eens j 





Total ou chennee pe ea — mo, 698, VIZ 
K Imports of agricultural products, 1890 and 1891. 
Products 189] 1890 
Animals ppamniannterne sana i ache #2, 454, 323 $3, 045, 941 
“lax and hemp............ no eotrt tod 2, 550, 994 6, 624, 847 
Hops Sire 7 PRES DOE ES bee cer ee eee ; 1. O85. O76 1. 590. 381 
Flaxseed ie et ei a Oh 865, 4090 2 939. RSS 
a pee reo 8.298.619 | 18. 399.735 
Barley ae ee a as lakes 1, 681, 542 5, 047, 711 
Fruits, suitable for our climate ae te ae 12, 019, 543 16. 816. 897 
Eggs ea ae 4 J ccutiaiedan hid = 533, 497 1, 623, 126 
le so . ae "9 498 003 56. ORS, 496 


L.—Memorial National Association of Wool Manufacturers. 
To the honorable the Senate d the House of Repre sentaiives, Washington: 
The National Association of Wool Manufacturers respectfully petition the 
Fifty-second Congress against any change in the tariff act of 1890, parti: 
larly Schedule K of that act, relating to wool and woolens, and for the f 
lowing reasons: 
1. The tariff act of 1890 has been inforce but fifteen months. Itis: 





of general agreement that from three to five years of practical ope ré 
required to determine the actual effects of a new tariff upon the r« S( 


the Government, upon the industries specially affected by new rates of d 
and upon the consumers of articles to which such new rates of duty apply 
An intelligent judgment of the present law, necessary to its satisfactor 
revision, is not yet possible. 

. The retention of the wool and woolens schedule in its present form until 
itcan be thoroughly tested can work no injury to woolen manufacturers 
There is universal agreement among manufacturers that the tariff is now 
accurately and scientifically adjusted in its relationship between the dutik 
onraw material and the finished product. It thus establishes the condition 
of prosperity for the woolenindustry so far as dependent upon custom duti 

3. On the other hand, no injury to consumers has resulted from the |! 
Notwithstanding the fact that the increase in duties on woolen goods, by 
tariff of 1890, was greater than in any other schedule (necessitated by the un- 
fortunate and illogical disproportion between the wool duties and the goods 
duties in the tariff of 1883), there has been no increase whatever in the mar- 
ket price of domestic woolen goods. 

On the contrary, all the staple woolen goods, and most of the fancy goods, 
may now be obtalned in the greatest abundance at a cost toconsu ] 
than ever before in the history oi the country, except at brief intervals of 
universal panic and financial crisis. Competing woolen goods of f 
make have paid the increased duties without an increase of the pr 
which these goods are soldto consumers. Thus far the increased rates have 
forced a corresponding reduction in foreign prices 

4. What the woolen manufacture of the United States now needs, before 
all else, is a period of entire rest from tariff agitation aimin l le 
parture from the conditions upon which the industry is now organized, and 
to which it has been fully adjusted. The woolen industry is subject to u 
usual and unavoidable difficulties, impossible to foresee or provide against 
owing toconstantand arbitrary changes in the fashions and the popular taste 
When to these difficulties are added the doubt and uncertainty : ; 
continual tariff agitation, stability is destroyed, and prosperity 
possible. Inno recent session of Congress has the woolen manuf 
exempt from the loss and damage engendered by attempted modificati 
of the woolen tariff, never, until by the act of 1890, in the interest of a larger 
development of thatindustry. Whatever depression has marked the indus 
try in the immediate past has been largely due to this cause. Solong as this 
agitation continues similar depressions must necessarily recur 

5. Measures contemplating a repeal of the duties on raw material must, 
in the nature of things, be accompanied by readjustments of the duties on 
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| tem would give toa 


|side. He has had a training in economic educ 


the special fitness of his nat 





MARCH 10, 


Maine |Mr. DINGLEY] who has just taken his seat indulged in 
some criticisms not only of the bill but of another measure not 
before the committee, in which I am interested, and those criti 
cisms justify a brief reply. 

When the gentleman complains of the insignificance of 
bill, as well as of the other bill to which I have adverted, | 
fess that in my heart I join in hiscomplaint. I would have been 
glad to welcome here a measure which would have swept the 
whole horizon of the tariff, and which would have offered to every 
citizen that relief which a fair and just revision of the entire sys- 
the peo 5 
in this respect was overruled 
with great respect, and it is due to them that I should say they 
sincerely believed this policy might enable the majority of the 


House to tender to the other branch of Congress and to the Pres- 


ple of this country. My judgment 
: 
I 


»y Others to whose opinions | defer 





ident some simple measures which might result in partial r 
from oppression. 

But, though the gentleman from Maine regarded these bills as 
of such slight consequence, it seems that they had sufficient scope 
to occupy his attention here for four hours of thisdebate. 9 
ter.]| Icommend the great tact, judgment, and discretion which 
the gentlemen on my right have shown in the selection of that 
able and distinguished gentleman to open tl ] 


| Laugh- 





by that of any other man of his party. 
In addition, Mr. Chairman, he is 
heaven ever makes such aman. [Lau 


protection he is not only a graduate, but, 


list by nature, 
In the school o 


without meaning any 





| disparagement of his political associates here, he has among them 


nosuperior. Besides his high accomplishments in this field, and 


‘al talents for this discussion, he has 
great skill in the art practiced by every lawyer who has a crim- 
inal to defend—the art of admitting nothing 
thing. [Laughter.] 
The gentleman tall 


bills: and the m« 





and denying every- 





cs about these bills as being ‘‘ sporadic 
asure Of his acted contempt when he character- 
d them by that epithet 1 would have been glad to perpetua 

by a *‘kodak” if there had been one at hand. [Laughter.] 


Now, I de to the long record of the gentleman him- 


+ 


re to rec 


self in the public service, and see whether or not he can not b 
found to have supported sch mes wl ic] wer not oY lv **Sspo- 
radic,” but which did not rise even toa‘*symptom.” [Laugh- 


ter.] 

When I first came to Congress I met here the gentleman from 
Maine, full of honors, of ripe experience,of wide acquaintance with 
public affairs, while [occupied an humble back seat. Mr. Keifer 

‘ ‘ 





was in the chair. The President of the United States had sent 
to Congress a message calling attention to the state of the Treas- 


ury. He inf us and the country that there was a surplus 
in the Treasury, and that the tariff and internal-revenue sy 

were yielding more than the Government needed. He used al- 
most the same phrase now so familiar in declaring that there was 
unnecessary taxation upon the people of the country. And thi 
Secretary of the Treasury, in his annual report, reénforced that 
recommendation of the President with great urgency and ability 
There was also at the time in frontof us,as now, another Con- 
gressional election. How did the gentleman’s party march uj] 
to the situation? One of the first things they did, Mr. Chair- 
man, was tointroduce and pass through the House what has be- 
come historically known as the ‘*] It related 


ormed 


systems 


' little revenue bill.” 
to taxes on banks, on checks, the stamp tax on matches, the spe- 
‘ial taxes upon internal-revenue dealers, and it included also a 
slight reduction of the tax on tobacco. And when the Repub- 
lican party, rising to the height of its great responsibility, ha 
sent that bill, which did not even touch the tariff, to the Senat 
as their scheme for the reduction of taxes, what did the “‘ gran 

old party ” next do? 


stead of coming up tot 














g great tariff question in the faceof a 
ection, the gentlemen of the Republican part, 
passed a bill simply referring the whole matter to an outside com- 
mission, and there the matter ended until we confronted eacl 
other at the election. At the election we got | 
of the country a hearing on our propositions, and they sent back 

: rity of Representatives who were able to d 
mand and insist upon some careful and general scruti I 
tax system 

And after the election was over, after the returns had qui 
ing in, after the party had bee! 


under our peculiar system sti 


Cor ressiona 


before tne peopl 


to the House a majc 





repudiated at the polls, 
| retaining power, they 


: f 
according t ol 


under- 


took to revise the tariff 
and in defiance of the popular 
The report of the tariff commission of their own creation unani 
mously recommended a reduction of 20 or 25 per cent; but that 
report was entirely ignored. The Republican leaders under- 
took to force through the House during that shortsession a gen- 


eral tariff bill increasing the ratesoftaxation. That undertaking 


o the theory protectio 


verdict. There was courags 





PEt Se ta poss 


Maas Me 
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; failed, and the bill was abandoned for want of time for its ade- e topmast, he ougi oO} , ¢ a 


qua consideration under the rules of the House. ving the V ry poorest re era} I their labo , WHO 
. 7 * ? . ‘ . 4 > ’ . 4 4 f } - @ 

Then. as now, my distinguished friend from Maine who con- | not eight or ten hours a day, le of « y day, in 

fronts me [Mr. ] EED] was a member of the House, and then and storms ol winter and und t i ii tne ne! in, Irom uN 


» 
\ 
there he began his career as an expert in parliamentary pro- | Year to the Christmast 


MeN A Se AIMS yea 





cedure. Although the Senate has no power to originate bills Recurring, Mr. Chairman, to 1 tof « 5 yping in- 
raising venue, that body had se nt back to the House an entire terests there is a consideration, as 7 ‘ Lich th ntle- 
tariff bill as a substitute for the little internal-revenue bill just | man has not given any attent On a { innatural and 
mentioned. By a cou of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] | extraordinary stim i of « \ ; er 
that Senate bill we as p wut into conference before it was considered | the measures of th pu a i : l al for- 
or even read in the House, and, although it contained many | tunes, o r capitalists have | attracted to that class of enter- 
hundred items, it was driven through the House by a single vote | prises rather than to a field in which tl ave to b 
on 1 ort of the conference committee, without -~ refer- | tent with the smaller incomes attaina 1 competition wit! 
e} » the Committee of the Whole, without any power in any | othernations. In other words ip l and shipping ha 
member even to offer an amendme nt, ‘and without any discussion | been rendered less inviting in compa with other industries 
of its provisions. Sucl the history of the act of 1883. Itw which have been unduly subsidiz T yuilde ow wal 
if trates the fairness and brav ry O1 the Republican party alter | s sidies too. The gentlema irom J ‘ Mr.McM 4 
it had been defeated at the polls. [Applause on the Democratic | was right, though indirectly when insisted yesterday that 
ide. is the tariff that has strangled our foreign « merce and drive 
my friend from Maine admits that he voted for that bi 1 | our flag from the highseas. Why, Mr. Chairman, pursuing tl 

as it came out of the conferenc under the de ‘vice of the gentle- | view, the agricultural interests, and almost all other interests that 
man from Maine, his colleague. He also admits that in thesame | did not come immediat 1 t s - 
bill, } d under a truly Republican patent, there was fixed a | tariff, have gone down as under a sort of outla 
duty of 1.1 cents per pound on band iron or steel; and yet th: Mr. Chairman, the g¢ ema Mai Ir. DINGLEY 
same bill put on cotton ties, though made out of band iron or | taken occasion in the course of this debate to r tosome o 
steel, a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem, which is not one-third of | matters which lie in the path of my discussion. While 
a cent per pound. Why, then, does the gentleman go out of his | people in the far South and in the West are as true to the U 
way to-day to denounce the same pol licy in the } ill to place cotton | as those who enjoy its rewards and favors in the more pros] 
ties on the free list? The gentleman did not stickle in 1883 about | sections, they have been amazed at th prodigalit 
placing a higher duty on the raw material than on the finish: which the public money has quandered during the ] 
product. The gentleman knows that there was good reason for | of their distress. I have no desire to ent nto th 
the apparent incongruity; and yet in 1890 he voted for — bill | over the mere jugglery of figures in which th ntlen from 
which now burdens cotton ties with a duty of a hu ndred percent. | Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has ind 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have an object lesson in the gentlem: an's I want to call attention to our financial condition as dis d 


career much morerecent. Inthe State of Maine th re flouris || in very recent statements from authorities which can not be 


in the past an industry in which every American citizen took a} gainsaid. Let me premise by saying that the gentleman fri 
deep pride. Th » spl ndid clippe rs built in Maine carried the 110 [M MeKinlk y| who is gi n h name to our pre 


f 
late as 1854 and 1855, when Nathaniel Hawthorne wasour honored | ment that there \ in th easu 
il-general in Liverpool, he gives in one of hismostinterest- | 000 by the reportof the Secretary of the Treasury. nd he ad 


r 
flag of the United States and its commerce intoevery ocean. As scabian ai iameiiasc ts reporting it to the H , made the stat 


























cous i aed 
in Books sketches of the occasions on which it was his | that deducting the sum required for the sinking fund there was 
pleasure and privilege to attend ceremonials when fine ships, | left a net balance of $43,000,000 in round 1 ers. H a 
built by old Donald McKay, of Boston, for English merchants, | thatthe Secretary expected during the year an addit 
were registered in the British service, and had the flag of Great | from accruing revenues of over $40,000,000. 
sritain raised at their mastheads. Where are the industries Now, in addition to these items, let us remember that t 5 
that then prevailedin Maine? They are now languishing. retary of the Treasury, after the in ation of Mr. H 

Mr. Chairman, I can not expre ss the profound regret feel that | had purchased bonds of the Gov: ment, not then due, suff 
this seminary of a gallant tars, our shipbuilding and our mer- | to make an aggregate of over $70,000,000. A et " 
chant marine, has been almost totally destroyed. I have heard | bered that the Congress of h tl ntleman from O 
the explanations made by the gentleman from Maine as to the McKinl y] was a member covered into the Trea 
cause of the decadence of these greatinterests. But the gentle- | rent liabilities ov: ii] is of at t fund 
man’sexplanations have not satisfied me. Heis entirely familiar | deposited for the redempt of t f nat 
with our system of navigation laws. But ther« — some consid- | liquidation. These vast su aggregat t ; 
erations entering into the problem which he has not yet dis- | fund of more than $200,00! ) to 


cussed. He has himself endeavored to foste sr and provide f 


or this | ministration. 
languishing industry. In the last tariff: act prepared by the g \- W here, now, is that tremendous surplus? Let 


tleman and his colleagues during the Fifty-first Congress, t e | condition of the Treasury is according to t tats t of + 
was inserted a section greatly enlarged from the previous law, itleman who is now in charge of that Depart t of the ¢ 








which is as follows: ernment. It was made by hir ! » t ( 
SEc.7. Thatall lumber, timber, hemp, manilla, wire rope, andiron and ste¢ Ways and Means, on their invitation, during t 

rods, bars, spikes, nai piates, angles, beams, and - ylts and copper a lary of the p ent vea 

composition metal which may be necessary for the c truction and ¢ , _ 


ship or for the purpose of beingemployed in the foreign trade, incl 
trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, 
ee aie act, may be imported in bond, under such regulati 


i equip - . _— titan 4+ + 4+ fiir in 1 7 
ment of vessels built in the United States for forei; = account and owner [t must n D Reve Se in , 





secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and upon proof that su mater ~ on mace , = ‘ 
ials have been used for such purpose no duties shall be paid thereon. B and, which I { 








vessels receiving the benefit of this section shall not be allowed to ¢« in | t S tar 1 t } i 

the coastwise trade of the United States more than two months in I if } 

year, except upon the payment to the United States of the dutie wh sol sadioe” _ ™ , 

a rebate is herein allowed: Provided, That vessels built inthe United S it thus appears that 

for foreignaccount and ownership shall not be allowed toengage in the ‘ than two years of tl ’ 

wise trade of the United States 

it upo he forbearan ( i ( ( 
This is a generous provision from the gentleman's own hand, The Secretary of the Treasury, af t St 

designed to foster a great and an lishing industry i a de O 9 ast ( 
; trict. Under it a great variety of finishe i ‘produ s of gre before said, « 70,000 t 
F value is entirely exempt d from’ font Now, will the gentleman | paying o1 i 
i again complain of the bill to put cotton tic s on the free | on ( ‘ul 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] He is taking care of an i | 


dustry which is intended to supply the vehicles for 


commerce, and the bill which I have had th honor to i 
] ll ende avor to discuss fully hereafter. 





duce, and which 
intended to relieve a lan; 
nishes five or six millions of bales of cott 
merce. 

If the gentleman from Maine would regard consistency he ai . few mont 
I could join hands on this sort of reciprocity, and while I would than 
give him free all the materials for his ships, from the k t 





guishing indust 












nsactions is the entering wedge for the perpetuation 
of the pul debt under an arbitrary edict of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. He did not pretend that he had any authority for 
it, but iply referred to a similar arbitrary act of one of his 
predecessors. I have his statement in my hand. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. TURNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. The authority referred to is what was called 
he ‘Windom bonds.” Those were extended because there was 






















































































case, however, the Secretary of the Treasury claimed to have the 
money to pay the bonds, but still arbitrarily extended them at 2 
per cent. That is the difference between the two cases. 

Mr. TURNER. The incident to which my friend refers is 
well known to the country. A bill was pending in the House of 
Representatives providing for the refunding of bonds which 
were then about to fall due; and the gentleman from Kentucky 
{[Mr. CARLISLE] proposed an amendment which was obnoxious 
to the national-banks, requiring them to use those bonds as a 
basis of their circulation. The bill passed with thatamendment, 


proposing an interest rate of : 
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dent of the United States (Mr. Hayes) then in office, and he ve- 
toed the bill on account of the objections of the national banks. 
Soon after t 
without any lawful authority, stamped upon those bonds the fiat 
to which the gentleman from Missouri has referred. 

Now, I can suggest for the Secretary a better defense than has 
been made by the gentleman from Maine. If the appropriations 
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have been able to take care of these maturing bonds. He would 
have had the money with which to pay them; but a change had 
ensued in the administration of our public affairs. Ay, sir, a 
change had taken place in the rules of this House—a revolution 
which deprived the party to which I belong of the power to guard 
the public money from pillage and spoliation by obstruction. 
But for that revolution we, although in the minority, could have 
saved out of the general wreck more than enough to pay the 
bonds which have been extended. 

Without going into a general discussion of that revolution, I 
beg to refer to the question of the ‘*‘ quorum,” with its recent in- 
cidents 




























































































On the 27th of January, during the long session of the last Con- 
gress, there came up in the House of Representatives a contested- 


election case from the State of West Virginia. Not a rule had 
beenadopted. The House had to depend upon the Speaker's con- 
struction of general parliamentary law. On that day, on the 









our associates, we who composed the minority did not see fit to 
help our adversaries tomake a quorum, and refrained from voting. 


On the call of the yeas and nays no quorum appeared, and im- 
























{Mr. DINGLEY], known as the ** worsted bill,” passed through the 
fused tovote. The silent 


members were counted under the rule to make a quorum; the 


ouse. My political associates again ré 






























of the a It i 10 part of my wish to underrate the scope of 
hat decision, or to complain of the exultation manifested by the 
friends of the gentleman from Maine; nor do I quarrel with the 
eman himself about his occasional interjections of that de- 
n a good-humored way during recent debates; but any 
hover th esultof thatcase must depend largely on 
My friend [Mr. BOUTELLE] smiles at that 

M OUT was involuntary. 
Mr. TURNER vy that the gentleman [Mr. BOUTELLE] 

vv l n al , o ti 

Mr. Chairman, before we can decide whether the gentleman 
from Maine |Mr. R&rep] has received a triumphant vindication of 
inion we 1 r hisopinion was. Inaformer 





no money in the Treasury to pay them with, none whatever. | 
Five hundred million dollars’ worth of bonds weredue. In this | 


had gone on at the usual rate the Treasury Department would | 


he Congress adjourned the Secretary of the Treasury, | 





proposition to put a Republican contestant in the seat of one of | 
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Congress, when the gentleman occupied a seat upon the floor as 


| now, and when the rules were undergoing revision, he said: 


It is not the visible presence of members, but their judgment and their 
votes that the Constitution calls for in making a quorum. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What gentleman from Maine is my friend 
side} Georgia quoting now? [Laughter on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. TURNER. There can not be any mistake as to the gen- 
tleman from Maine to whom I am now referring. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, if my friend will permit me, Mr. 
Blaine, of Maine, has been quoted here and also Mr. REED, of 
Maine, and Idesire to know which gentleman from Maine is now 
referred to. 

Mr. TURNER. Iam reviewing this question now 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I simply wish to know which gentleman 
from Maine you refer to. 

Mr. TURNER. Iam referring to the gentleman’s present col- 
league, the late Speaker of the House of Representatives [Mr 
REED}. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Thatis what I wanted to ascertain. What 





| is the date of the speech you are quoting from? 
34 per cent. It went to the Presi- 


Mr. TURNER. lamreading from the debate which took place 
in the Forty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is what I thought. 

Mr. TURNER. Now, when it is proposed to show that the 
opinion of the ex-Speaker has been vindicated by the Supreme 
Court it is important to know which opinion is meant. 

Mr. WALKER. I agree with you. 

Mr. TURNER. Is it the decision which the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] made when it was his interest and his duty to 
protect the rights of the minority members of the House, or is it 
the opinion which he entertained when he sat there in the Speak- 
er’s chair, lord of all he surveyed? 

I do not deny, Mr. Chairman, to that honorable and distin- 
guished gentleman the right to change his opinion, but when 


| gentlemen exult over the supposed vindication of his opinion I 


again ask my friend from Massachusetts, which opinion? 
Mr. WALKER. His opinion that he gave here under his oath 


| of office as Speaker of this House; not what he gave in a com- 


paratively irresponsible position on the floor. [Great laughter 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. TURNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, without intending to in- 
dulge in any undue levity, and treating not only my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] but the honorable gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] with the high courtesy to which they are en- 
titled in the consideration of so important a constitutional ques- 
tion, I propose to consider it from the point of view which my 
friend from Massachusetts himself has now presented. Has that 


| opinion of the gentleman from Maine as Speaker been vindicated 


by the Supreme Court of the United States? I deny it. 
[ have before me that opinion of the Supreme Court. It is too 
long to insert in my remarks or to read to the House, but if I 


| misrepresent it in any way, let any gentleman present who feels 


| concerned in the matter correct me without a moment's hesita- 
| tion. It was printed in the RECORD of this session on the Ist day 


mediately the honorable Speaker proceeded with an outstretched 
hand tocount among the mass of members those who he assumed | 
had not voted, and so he made a quorum—a procedure which 
had no precedent or parallel in either house of Congress for one 

ndred years. Our brother, the sitting member, went hence. | 
‘his is the first ch-upter in this history. 

b h* House of Representatives adopted a rule 
which conferred the power to make a quorum in this way, and 
on the 9th of May following the bill of the gentlemanfrom Maine 
‘4 


bill passed the House in this way and finally went upon the stat- | 
hook. 
Some importer subsequently raised the question as to the va- 

y of this act in a court of the United States in New York 
and obtained a decision, and the case was brought to the Supreme 
Court. It was decided there a week or two ago, and theopinion | 
of the court was fired at us here from behind the Indian appro- 
priation | aday or two ago. [Laughter.] That decision re- 
versed 1 t of th wer court and affirmed the validity 


of March. That high court (rendering, it is due to the gentle- 
man from Maine to say, a unanimous opinion) simply declared 
that under the Constitution of the United States the House of 
Representatives had the power to make the rule. Itwas frankly 
admitted by many gentlemen upon our side with whom I talked 
at the time. What the gentleman from Maine potentially as- 
serted was the right of the Chair, to count members who had re- 
fused to vote on the yeas and nays, long before there was any 
rule on the subject. Now, I ask my friend from Massachusetts 
if he can show one line or sentence in the opinion of the Supreme 
Court which indicates that the court recognized such a preroga- 
tive as inherent in the Speaker? 

Mr. LIND. That question was not before the court, was it? 

Mr. WALKER. Does the gentleman wish me to answer? 

Mr. TURNER. Which gentleman shall I answer first? 

Mr. REED. I do not think there is any use in gentlemen at- 
tempting to reply upon that subject now in a dialogue. I hope 
to have the honor of saying something about that point myself. 
I beg pardon for interfering, but it looks to me now as if we 
were going off into a profitless dialogue upon a point of law, 
profitless because nobody will have time to fully present it 

Mr. WALKER. As I have been appealed to, I would like to 
occupy about three minutes or two minutes—— 

Mr. TURNER. No, I can not yield. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, one minute. 

Mr. TURNER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] ob- 
jects to that procedure— 

Mr. REED. Oh, no. 

Mr. TURNER. For a very good reason; and besides, I think 
it due to him that he himself should make the first impression 
on this question after I am through. 
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Mr. WALKER. Thenyou withdraw your request that I should 
answer your question? 

Mr. TURNER. No, sir. 

Mr. WALKER. I will take but one minute, if you will give it 
to me. 

Mr. TURNER. LIyield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WALKER. What I have to say is that a legislative as- 
sembly, in having the right to make its own rules, has a right to 
proceed under the common law of parliamentary practice. There 
is acommon law with reference to personal rights, a common 
law with reference to property, a common law with reference to 
legislative assemblies; and when a legislative assembly has not 


made rules the Speaker is bound under his oath to enforce the | 


common law of parliamentary practice. 

Mr. TURNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts may or may not be a lawyer. 

Mr. WALKER. [have carefully studied parliamentary law—— 

Mr. TURNER. Heis, hesays;aparliamentary lawyer. [Laugh- 
ter.] 
Mr. WALKER. Not much. 

Mr. TURNER. It would be a very “common” lawyer who 
would insist that the Speaker’s oath covers this matter: 

If the gentlemanfrom Massachusetts had a position among the 


crew of a merchantman, he would be unanimously elected the | 


‘‘ship’s lawyer.” If he is right about there being some common 
law on this question of counting a quorum, the able gentleman 
from Maine never set it up in defense of his asserted prerogative. 
Mr. WALKER. That is precisely what he did set up. 
Mr. TURNER. The ‘‘common law” means unbroken, imme- 
morial usage. So far from the action of the Speaker in this re- 


gard being warranted by any such usage, there never was before | 
s | 


in the entire history of Congress asingle instance of such action. 
After quoting the rule (Rule XV) the court said: 

The question, therefore, is as to the validity of this rule, and not what 
methods the Speaker may of his own motion resort to for determining the 
presence of a quorum, nor what matters the Speaker or Clerk may of their 
own Volition place upon the Journal. Neither do the advantages or disad- 
vantages, the wisdom or folly, of such arule present any matters for judi- 
cial consideration. With the courts the question is only one of power. The 
Constitution empowers the House to determine rules of proceeding. 

Such was the process by which the court reached the coneclu- 
sion that the law is valid. The effect of it would seem to imply 
that the Speaker could not assert this power except under a 
rule of the House. If the gentleman from Massachusetts, as 
a ‘parliamentary lawyer,” can find in this case any gratifica- 
tion for his pride of opinion, I will not mar the pleasure of his 
reflections. [Laughter.] 

Now, there is one other feature of this decision which I com- 
mend to the attention of my able friend from Maine when he 
comes to consider this matter. When the gentleman made that 
decision which (I speak it respectfully) ‘‘ damned him to eternal 


fame,” he not only asserted it as a prerogative in the Chair, but | 


he made-no discrimination as to the number of votes necessary 
to pass the resolution pending. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BURROWS. lLask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Georgia |[Mr. TURNER] be permitted to proceed for 
such time as may be necessary to complete his remarks. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Georgia be permitted to 
proceed for such time as may be necessary to complete his re- 
marks. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TURNER. 
committee for thiscourtesy and to the House for having granted 
the request which he has made. I had intended to conclude my 
remarks within the limits which the rules impose, and I will not 
trespass much longer on the indulgence of the House. 
**Go on!”] 
discuss respectfully and in the best spirit. 
portance that the public should properly understand and appre- 
ciate this important decision. 

As I was about to show a moment ago, the court held that 
‘the presence of the quorum was determined in accordance with 
a reasonable and valid rule theretofore adopted by the House, and 
of that quorum a majority voted in favor of the bill. It, there- 
fore, legally passed the House,” ete. It at least seems that the 
court meant to intimate an opinion that the number of votes 
necessary to pass a bill even under the rule would be a majority 
of all who were counted to make the quorum. I need not pause 
here to indicate that the officer doing the counting may, on close 
majorities, have it in his power to pass or defeat bills at his 
pleasure, by counting only as many of the members refusing to 
vote as might suit his purpose. And it will be noticed that the 
court emphasizes the fact that the rule had been “ theretofore 
adopted.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, taking leave of this decision of the Su- 
preme Court, the ablest bench of magistrates in the world,I beg 
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| are mutations in political affairs. 


| in the future. 








lam greatly indebted to my colleague on the | 
| thority of Afsop the fabulist. 
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leave to add, with profound respect to the court, that the por- 
tion of the decision which cites the rulings of other courts in mere 
corporation cases does not command my admiration or my con- 
fidence and, in my opinion, will not apply in a case before a par- 
liamentary body constituted like the House of Representatives. 

But there is another view of the matter which this high court 
declares, and that is that the people’s representatives are the 
primary tribunal to determine the propriety of particular rules. 
{|Applause.] And behind us, inallour districts, from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific, is another tribunal which has tried this question 
on appeal. The constituents of members subjected to this rule 
have passed this subject under review. That is a tribunal hav- 
ing exclusive and original jurisdiction. [Laughter and applause. ] 
This question was tried on every stump in the United States, and 
it was decided by a majority unprecedented in our political an- 
nals. On that great appeal, the opinionof the Speaker and that 
of my parliamentary friend from Massachusetts were overruled. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to stand here and exult over 
that decision: but I may with propriety add that that gentleman 
who appealed in vain from the decisions of the Speaker on the 
29th of January, 1890, is himself now the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And 
when the gentleman from Maine and others of his friends rise 
here and raise their punctilios from day to day about a‘ quo- 
rum,” it is a sufficient answer always, under the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, as well as under the rules 
which the people’s representatives have made for this House, 
to say, that there is no such rule. 

Now, sir, I have said that I have no disposition in this connec- 
tion unduly to exult over political successes. I know that there 
[ have myself sat on the 
minority side of this House when gentlemen now on my right 
held a pretty high hand over those with whom I am associated. 
It is one of the healthiest considerations that can visit the reflec- 
tions of a public man to remember that he is ultimately accounta- 
bleto the people. I know not what fortune may be instore for us 
Noman can tell; but I can not forbear, in this dis- 
cussion of the tariff, to indulge in a quotation from aspeech which 
the gentleman from Maine made here on a former occasion. In 
that speech he made, from a point near where I now stand, a 
most able, learned, and eloquent defense of the system of prote¢- 
tion. After having gone through all the aspects of the tariff 
which came within the range of his wide vision, he invoked an- 
cient history. Surely, I may quote from this speech without be- 
ing accused of improper exultation: 

Itis a classic 

Said he— 

You will find it in the 








» works of AZsop 

Now, in what I read I shall only change 
strike out the words ‘‘ free trade” and insert ‘ 

Once there was a dog; he was a nice little dog 
him exceptafew foolish reciprocity ideasin hishead. He was trotting along 
happy as the day, for he had i1 s mouth a nice shoulder of succulent mut- 
‘am bridged by a plank 


the fabulist 
word. I shall 
reciprocity:” 


one 


Nothing the matter with 






>? 





ton. By and by he came toas He trotted along 
and locking over the side of the plank he saw the markets of the world. 
[Great laughter and applause He dived for them, and a minute after he 
was crawling upthe bank the wettest, the sickest [great laughter], the nas- 


tiest, and the most muttonless dog that ever 
| Laughter. ] 
Another gentleman from Maine has recently said 
that it was the reciprocity clause that floated the entire McKinley 
bill; and the only way that I can account for it is upon the au- 


swam ashore 


} l 
eisewnere 


The great men of the Republican 


| party embarked their fortunes on that frail maritime venture 


| called ‘* Reciprocity.” 
[Cries of | 
This is an interesting subject to me, which I wish to | 
It is of the last im- | 
rasto. 


The gentleman from Maine himself had 
the good sense not to try the plank; but many great statesmen 
of his party went down in the vasty deep, and the few survivors 
appeared like Virgil’s shipwrecked sailors, rari nantes in gurgite 
{Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.} | 

As to this wool bill, I beg leave 


to say, asl have already said, 


| that I would have preferred lower duties on the finished product, 


and I would have preferred a general measure reducing taxation 


ion all the other schedules of the tariff: but I could not have 


my way about it, and I follow the better judgment of my associ- 
ates. 

This wool duty, as at present existing, was largely 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. Its cur 
cations, its compound duties, its compensatory duties, 
lorem duties, its duties by the 
are devices of his pe culiar ¢ And he was patriotic enough 
to say that the very first thing attempted on the tariff by this 
Democratic House is to attack the farmer. He meant that for 
the ears of the Alliance suppose, thinking they were 
gullible on this subject; but I can assure him that they 


devised by 
irio IS classifi- 
its ad va- 
its duties by the yard, 


pound, and 


enti 


people, | 


mder- 


stand these compensatory and ad valorem duties n 
than he supposes. 


ich better 




































UO) 






































































i 


On the first class of wox 
11 cents a pound, whicl 


nts per pound which w 








46 


classes are taxed hi 


vhen the manufacturer, 1 


4 


hing for the benefit of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. Marcu 10, 


isdefined by the McKinley act is a duty 
h was an increase from 10 cents. The 
gherand are likewiseincreased. Now, 
inder this bill, buys the farmer's wool 
1d takes it to his factory and makes it into cl 


the farmer, what becomes of the 11 


as put on for the benefit of the farmer? 


VALKER. The farmer gets it. 


ys the farmer gets it 
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TURNER. Myfriendfrom Massachusetts[Mr. WALKER] 
[Derisive laughter on the Democratic 
rable friend from Massachusetts the 


t tariff act. My friends on the Ways 


ow that I have always been concerned 


stion of pantaloons. [Laughter.] 


he fore 


mel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, the duty 


fo ur and one-half times the duty imposed by this act ona 
hed wool of the first class and in addition thereto 60 per 


You give by this act a prote: — of 11 ce we per pound on the 
a r’s unwashed wool, an a ‘nn you make it, first into cloth 
and then into clothing, the mani ufacti rer oy in return a com- 
pensatory duty, as it is called, of four and a half times 1] cents, 
or 494 cents a pound, as well as 60 per cent ad valorem. Now, I 
tate here that this compensatory duty, as here arranged, of four 
and a half times the protection granted the farmer, is an enor- 
I saggravation of the burden which the tax given to the farmer 
ought to put upon the finished product. It will not, in any case, 
according to the best information I have, require four and one- 
mes the raw material of the coarse wool to make a pound 
( olen cloth or re ady-made cloth ing. But even if it were the 
case that four and one-half pounds of unwashed wool were neces- 
ary to make a pound of the finished product, it would be upon 
t 1ypothesis that every particle of that clothing should be 
is Woo 
to ready-made clothing enter various materials, cotton lin- 
3, cotton pockets, buttons, and even some jute stuff for stay- 
' stiff nit pp. And the I .in a idition, there comes the proba- 
that the manufacturer has inserted a cotton warp, and he 
rove uve mixed with the filling shoddy or cotton, or cow’s hair 
or horse hair, or any other inferior material that may be used 
in association with wool; and yet the finished product, though it 
Cc ist of all these ingredients, you give back to the farmer ata 
Pp to which has been added four and a half times what he re- 
( tended protection of his wool per pound, and 
6 cent besides And the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[} WALKER] says that the farmer gets 11. 
eral MEMBERS. Gets it in the neck. [Laughter]. 
Mr. TURNER. In the language of current slang, the farmer 
j tin it.” [Laughter.] I beg to add the statement that if 
t] ity which the Government collects on imported wool and 
woclen goods should be aggregated with the enhanced cost of 
the American wool and woolen goods made of the American wool; 
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rate upon any question of law, has forgotten to bring that a 
to this que stion of polit ties. 


to roll call as the only 
members between tellers and their count as the sole test; or the count 


to one hostile to me, that until the decision of the Supreme Court 
no g¢ _ man ever dreamed that that was the point at isSue 


ent during the discussion of the rules of this 
1y such assumption or admission made, that it 
—, and not an ‘acting quorum” that the 
e United States demanded. Nay, the gentle- 
himself, this very day, and in this very speech, 
trary. 

The gentleman from Maine would not do me 


rely not. 
Ihave merely insisted that the decision an- 


nounces the opinion of the Supreme Courtthat the Speaker had 


quorum after the House of Representatives 


made the rule authorizing it. 


e Supreme Court have not announced any such 
me Court never so announced with regard to 
imply with regard to the Clerk. 

the gentleman from Georgia, usually so ac- 


The gentleman makes a serious issue with me 
Iam a little surprised at his getting off on 
kind, especially when the question is so easily 
ype he will pardon me if I read. [Cries o! 


‘Louder!”] I will read from the decision: 


resence of a majority be determined? The Constit 
» method of making this determination, and it is ther 
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petency of the House to prescribe any method whi 


rtain to ascertain the fact. It may prescribe answe1 
method of determination; or require the passage of 
of 
rk, and an announcement from the desk of the names 
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Chairman, [ resume what I had to say; which 


s, that nobody, until the decision of the Supreme Court, ever 
dreamed of stating that to be the issue; and the gentleman him- 
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Mr. TURNER. 
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showed that away down in his mind it had not 
nthat form. For when he — rtook to make 
in regard to a statement which I made in th 
tatives twely ore ago, he asked which opin- 
Court sustains. Then he read an opinion of 
at it was an ‘‘ac ting quorum ” and nota ** pres- 
ing that up to that moment his mind was fixed 


upon the real decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 


But the gentleman from Maine is too fair to 
in this connection. 

ely. 

That was an opinion in which the gentleman 
) the extreme verge of this question, and when 
nion which he asserted in the last House with 
ply meant that the gentleman on the two oc- 
t to the extremes of the line which connected 
ill permit me to say so, I will state now that 
occupied both sides of this question, and has 


imes. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 


» gentleman takes occasion of my own courtesy 
n the floor [laughter] to make this interesting 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon—— 

ave him with the credit that he has with his 
that subject. 
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1c once more the consideration of the ques- 
The whole attempt of the Democratic party 
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Supreme Courtof the United States have decided in favor of the 
position taken by the Republican party, and have so decided by | 
a unanimous vote, with the Chief Justice and two justices of the | 


court Democratic, all concurring in that decision. And, Mr. 


Chairman, I make the further assertion, to be verified by any | 
gentleman who takes the trouble to examine the decisions and | 


the facts, that the decision of every court of every State in the 
United States that has ever decided this question has been unani- 
mous to the same effect, without reference to party conditions or 
to party feeling. 
Now, then, the House of Representatives to-day is acting in 
absolute defiance of the Constitution of the United States, be- 
cause it insists upon an acting quorum, where the Constitution 


says that a present quorum is sufficient for the transaction of | 


business. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] say 
to me that this House can make rules which will govern that 
question? This House can make rules for its guidance, but those 
rules must be in accordance with the Constitution of the United 


States. Whether the quorum required is a present quorum or | 


an acting quorum is not to be determined by this House. That 
uestion has been determined by something superior to this 
ouse, even with a 3 to 1 Democratic majority [laughter], and 
that is the Constitution of the United States as expounded by the 
supreme tribunal that is entitled to expound it. {Applause.] 
The gentleman from Georgia has seen fit to refer to the last 
election. Why, that has been done to surfeit by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 
Although the gentleman from Georgia has done it in a more 
polished fashion, nevertheless the fact remains that that great 
argument has already been fully exploited. How often in the 


history of the world have the righteous gone temporarily to the | 





wall. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] Why, in the year | 


1653 Oliver Cromwell was Protector of Great Britain, and the 
flag of Great Britain was respected on every sea, and the voice 
of Cromwell stayed the persecution of Christians in every land: 
yet, in 1660 the people of Great Britain, with loud acclamations, 


bequeathed to us by them for one of paternalism and favoritism. 
We have lived under the Constitution for more than a century, 
and our history teaches some important lessons. For the first 
seventy years of our national existence, the General Govern- 
ment was so administered from this capital as to be scarcely felt 
by the people. While the general aggregate from decade to de- 
cade showed a marvellous increase in wealth and population, 
prosperity, like the sunshine, penetrated every part of the Re- 
public. 

Agriculture, manufactures, and commerce were equaily vigor- 
ous and healthy in their development. No individual or corpo- 
rate fortunes loomed up in such proportions as to excite envy or 
threaten danger, and wealth was distributed about equally with- 
out regard to vocations or localities. Asidefrom the moral and 
voleanic forces originating with the Government and culminating 
in the war between the States, and the protest made against the in- 
justice of the tariff law of 1828, there was no complaint or cause of 
complaint during all those years. There was notacitizen of the 
Republic worth $5,000,000. Farmers’ Alliances, laboring men’s 
unions, pools, trusts, combines, the oppression of capital and the 
srotests of labor, millionaires, and tramps were practically un- 
tener in the land. Whatever misfortune overtook the citizen, 
he did not attribute it to hiscountry. He accepted it as hisown 





| fault or an infliction of Providence, and never suspected his Gov- 


ernment of wrong or injustice. He felt that he had, so far as his 
country was concerned, an equal chance in life, and that was all 
he could ask or expect. 

How is it to-day? For the past quarter of a century we hav: 
had the same marvelousincrease of wealth. Measured in theag- 
gregate weare the most prosperous people on the earth. When 
we contemplate the measure of our national increase and the 
magnitude and splendor of our development, we are filled with 
pride for our country, but when we contemplate the inequalities 


| existing in the condition of American citizens our pride is turned 


| 


welcomed back the monarchy with Charles Il, and a few years | 
afterwards the Dutch fleet sailed up the Medway, bringing dis- | 


honor to the British flag. 

A few years more and Charles II lay buried in the great Ab- 
bey where England’s most honored dead do lie, and before his 
death Oliver Cromwell, headless, had been buried under Tyburn 


tree. But which would you rather honor the memory of to-day: | 
Charles II, admired for the moment by the English people, or | 


Oliver Cromwell, admired by all mankind forever? [Applause.] 
It is not victories in politicsor in war thatare finally triumphant, 
but it is the Lord’s truth, it is the sound principles; and, in the 
sign of those principles, the Republican party will be ultimately 
victorious. [Prolonged applause on the Republican side. |] 


the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON]. 


in so far as the law concerns him, is entitled to equal oppor- 
tunities in life with every other citizen. It was the cherished 
purpose of the fathers to do away with a governing class, to do 
away with governmental favorites and dependents and to secure 
by organic law the right of the citizen to a fair and equal chance 
in the race of life. The Government is a mere agnecy of the 
people ordained by them to give expression to their sovereign 
will, in matters falling within its scope, for the common benefit 
of all. It was never intended by its founders to become an in- 
strumentality of special providence whereby any man or class of 


to all the people. 

The Government must live and perform its functions. Taxa- 
tion is the breath of its nostrils. The power to tax within the 
limitations of the Constitution is absolute and can only be re- 
strained by the people who are at last the sources of all power. 
It is the strength as well as the weakness of popular government. 
Constitutionally exercised it may be employed to any extent for 
the public welfare, but when it is perverted it may, and often 
does, become an engine of oppression. If taxes are unjustly or 
unequally laid for a legitimate governmental purpose, orif taxes 
justly and equally laid are appropriated to an illegitimate pur- 
pose, in eitherevent a wrong is inflicted and the conditions under 
which the citizen lives become unequal and oppressive. 


into alarm for the happiness of the people and the safety of our 
institutions. Enormous wealth and extreme poverty can not 
long endure in a free republic, and that we are rapidly drifting 
to these extremes is the gravest problem that confronts the rep- 
resentatives of the people. 

What mean these vast accumulations of wealth in the hands 
ofafewmen? Whatmeans this sudden growth and prosperity 
of certain classes? What mean these loud complaints coming 
up from the South and West? What mean these incessant pro- 
tests from the farm and tlhe workshop? Why are farms worth 
less in New England than they were forty years ago? Why are 
the farming lands throughout the South worth less than they were 
in 1860? Why are the farmers ofthe West groaning under burdens 


| from which they can not deliver themselves? Why does money 
| invested in manufactures increase fivefold faster than money in- 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, I yiefd forty-five minutes to 


vested in agriculture? Why are the sons of farmers deserting 


| the field for other pursuits? 
Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the cardinal | 
idea underlying our system of government is, that each citizen | 


Look at the enormous excess of agricultural products which 
have been sold in home and foreign markets duting the last 
twenty years, and then contemplate the universal depression in 
agricultural communities throughout the land! There are causes 
at work which have produced this condition of affairs, and no 
thoughtful man can deny that their continued existence will re- 
sult ultimately in the conversion of an honest yoemanry com- 
posed of landholders into a miserable tenantry of landlords. No 
man can take his eye from the enormous aggregate wealth of the 
country and look at the way it is distributed without coming to 
the conclusion that a process of disintegration is going on which 


| if it continues in its progress will elevate the few to princely for 
men would receive at its hands benefits that were not common | 


Our free institutions rest on the assumption that a civilized | 


and enlightened people with the same lineage and the same tra- 
ditions will equally prosper under equal conditions. If this be 
true, our institutions will be preserved and the happiness and 


prosperity of the people will be secure as long as this cardinai | 


doctrine cherished by the fathers and enshrined in the Consti- 
tution finds practical and efficient application in the administra- 
tion of the Government. If it be false, our fathers wrought in 
vain, and we must abandon a Government of liberty and equality 


tunes and drive the many to miserable poverty. 











Is this condition of affairs normal inafree Republic? I protest 
in the name of the people that it is not. If every citizen was 
left to himself to work out his own destiny as God has given him 
capacity, without governmental interference in his affairs, such 
condition could not exist. Then if it be the fault of the Govern- 
ment, it is a frightful wrong and it is the imperative duty of the 
representatives of the people to at once discover the cause and 
apply the remedy. In respect to the cause of these ‘7 
inequalities in the condition of the people, there is a diffe 
of opinion among men who are equally patriotic and desirous of 
levislating for their relief. 

It is believed by many patriotic men for whose opinions I have 
orreat} pect. that t e den llliad « 
all ou oes Wh La ! he dey ition 
of silve vas a crime agi he p ) contribut » the 
financial distress, al 2 Wi f ds o ly to 
. ye it to its y ( ! { ) me la 
wherever the o pot nit is presen’ ] Oo not con 

inion that its remons zation will brin the 1 a re of 1 e 

1 is claimed for it I ain satisfied that a law resto o the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver wi i not 
crease the volume of the currency. |] onot beli Oo 
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materially affect one way or the other the financial and mone- 
tary condition of the country. I think it is very clear that we 
need a larger volume of sound currency than we now have, but 
I fail to sec how the volume of the currency produces the evils 
which I have described. 

Money is only the standard of value. It is the yardstick by 
which the value of property is measured and determined. When 
measured by our present standard the statistics of the country 
show that we have had for the past ten years an enormous in- 
crease in the aggregate value of property. Such, it seems to me, 
would not have been the case if the standard had been as short 
as it has been represented to be. The difficulty lies not somuch 
in the amount as in the distribution of the circulating medium. 
The farmers throughout the South and West are starving for 
noney, and yet the banks are everywhere plethoric with funds. 
The money hoarded in the banks would, in my judgment, be in 
the pockets of the people if they had been fairly dealt with. 

There are others who imagine that the people would be alto- 
gether prosperous and happy if they had more money. They 
profess to believe in the doctrine that the Government can create 
money ad libitum, in sufficient volume to answer all the needs of 
the people, and that it ought todo so. This theory is put for- 
ward by good meaning men who forget the fact, or were never 
advised of the fact, that no government, in either ancient or 
modern times, ever prospered under a system of unstable and 
depreciated currency. They seem to forget that the conditions 
which cause the present volume to flow from the pockets of the 
people into the strong boxes of certain classes would also cause 
five times the amount, whether of good money or bad money, to 
flow in the same direction. 

As the health of an individual depends less on the amount than 
on the equal distribution of the blood through all the veins and 
arteries, so does the prosperity of a country depend less on the 
volume than on the calm and undisturbed circulation of the cur- 
rency throughout all the channels of trade andcommerce. What- 
ever produces inequality in the circulation produces stagnation. 
We are threatened with financial apoplexy rather than financial 
hunger. The trouble is that the circulation rushes to the head 
and theextremities are depleted. We mustfirst remove the cause 
of the disease before we can expect to see the patient restored to 
health. 


Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who believe that unequal, ex- 







cessive, and unjust taxation is the proximate and efficient cause 
of the inequalities in the condition of the people which I have 
described. Whatever may be said of the causes which led up to 
the war between the States, it was from its inception an unpar- 
alleled struggle. More than two millions eight hundred thou- 
sand soldiers were from time to time put into the field, and all 
the resources of the Government were brought into requisition. 
Taxes were levied on everything that could pay taxes, not for 
the purposes of protection, not for the benefit of any class, but to 
enable the Government to successfully prosecute the war. The 
result was that a mighty tide of money flowed into the Treasury 


through many channels. 
The credit of the Government was also put to the utmost test, 
resulting in the issuance of a large volume of Treasury notes 
ich drove coin out of circulation and the creation of an im- 
mense bonded indebtedness. Whenthe war ended and a million 
soldiers were discharged and sent to their homes, the flood gates 
were still open and the money of the people continued to flow into 
the Treasury. It was absolutely necessary to do something in 


the way of reducing the taxes. But before calling attention to 
what was done, let us pause for a moment at this point in our 
] i the conditions which arose out of the war. 
Under the tariff system adopted during the war for war pur- 











poses the manufacturers of this country were protected and fos- 
ed as n r before, and despite the convulsion grew in wealth 
nd imvort The Treasury notes which were put into cir- 
ation in the purchase of the munitions of war at inflated 
prices we nthe hands of speculators. The bonds of 
he G me ad b rchased at greatly less than 
their face va ce were held .easure by men who 
were enriched ordeal thre -h the country passed. 
| ese classes, Who ‘ ) ul s of the acc idents of the 
ar, became vitally interested in such legislation as would still 

f ‘promote and make secu) their wealth. 
VN dual fortunes were identified with the other 
struggle, I am free toadmit that the Republican party 
W at time a great and patriotic party. Finding it in con- 
trol of the Government, I maintain that every parasite and bar- 
nacle int te ass legislation attached itself to that party 
and the reci of such legislation have remained a part, and 
the larger part since Parasites always adhere to a 
vigorous growtl Those who ask and expect governmental 
favors never belong to minorities. They always worship the ris- 
sun. They ali t he ranksof thatarmy which has 
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the most booty to distribute. Under these conditions, the Re- 
publican party by gradual processes abandoned its high mission 
and is to-day the party of those who have received or expect to 
receive benefits from the Government at the expense of their fel- 
low-citizens. [Applause.] 

In this connection it is proper to bear in mind that there has 
never been a day or an hour since the 4th of March, 1861, in 
which the Republican party has not had practical control of the 
Government. For a part of the time the opposition had control 
of one of the Houses of Congress, and once of the Executive De- 
partment, but at no time has it been in a position to enact a law 
or efficiently pursue a policy without the concurrence of the Re- 
publican party. The Democratic party was only enabled now 
and then to place a veto on the measures of its rival, and for all 
practical purposes we have had a Republican administration of 
the Government for more than thirty years. 

Now, let us trace its legislative history since the close of the 
war and see how perfectly it has conformed to the bidding of its 
masters. In respect to the currency it began by the demonetiza- 
tion of silver. At the time silver was disgraced and barred as a 
money metal it wasat a premium and was notin circulation. Coin 
at this juncture was unknown to the people and consequently the 
blow at silver was not then felt; and the people, even the wisest 
of the people in official life, did not realize or even know what 
had been done. No one but the conspirators dreamed of the far- 
reaching effects of this secret stab at silver, which had been rec- 
ognized as a money metal from the earliest dawn of history. 
Then followed the process of rapid approach to the resumption 
of specie payment which occurred in 1879. Thecurrency during 
that period appreciated in value and all property correspondingly 
depreciated, leaving a vortex in which wasswallowed up in large 
measure the prosperity of the people. 

In respect to the bonded indebtedness, a policy of favoritism 
waslikewisepursued. Originally payable in any money declared 
by law a legal tender, it was, at the expense of silver and treasury 
notes, converted into bonds payable in gold and bearing interest 

payable in the same coin. In this waydid the Republican party 

give stability to the currency and glory to the country at the ex- 
pense of the toiling millions and in the interest of the favored 
few. 

But it is to the question of taxation that I propose more espec- 
ially to address myself. It might have been expected that the 

tepublican party when it began to reduce taxation would legis- 
late in the interest ofthe people. Judging by its pretensions one 
would have supposed it would so legislate as to lift the burden as 
far as practicable from the shoulders of the men who had taken 
up arms in defense of their country. 

Notso. Its mission was first to take care of its masters in the 
matter of taxation, and then take care of the soldiers in a way 
that would rather augment than diminish the mammon of its fa- 
vorites. Instead of beginning at the end of the line where the 
people groaned, it began at the other end of the line where its 
masters revelled in wealth and luxury. It is unnecessary to re- 
capitulate. It is sufficient to say that the Republican party has 
practically exempted wealth in all its forms from the burdens of 
taxation. There is not a dollar’s worth of property between the 
two oceans held for purposes of investment that pays a cent in 
the way of taxes to the General Government. 

We live in a Republic of sixty-five millions of people, whose 
aggregate wealth is estimated at the almost incalculable sum of 
sixty-five billions of property, and yet no part of it is taxed to 
the extent of one cent. Not a corporation, not a bank, not an 
insurance company, not a trust, not a combine, not an income, 
not a succession, not a millionaire in all the land is taxed. I re- 
peat it, that the Government of Washington and Jefferson, the 
Government of the people and for the people, the Government 
created and designed as the abode of free men for all time, is the 
only civilized Government on earth which has exempted the 
wealth it protects from taxation and imposed its burdens on the 
articles daily used and consumed by the people. 

Does the Republican party practice economy? Let the Fifty- 
first Congress answer. Unfortunately for the country, on the 4th 
of March, 1889, it acquired control of the three coirdinate 
branches of the Government. The flood gates of profligacy and 
extravagance were again thrown open and it appropriated out 
of the Treasury more than $1,000,000,000. In two short years 
about two-thirds of all the money in this vast country went into 
and came out of the National Treasury. In the last ten years 
the Government has derived $2,119,000,000 from the tariff im- 
posed on importations to this country. 

Now, where did this vast sumof money come from? The ques- 
tion which interests the American consumer is, who paid it? 

| Out of whose pockets did it come? It is certain that the accum- 
| ulated wealth of the country, enormous as it is, never paid a 
| dollar of it. Anattempt has been made to deceive the people 
| into believing that this money came out of the pockets of the 
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importers and that it was a tribute paid by foreign countries to 
the national Treasury for the privilege of selling their wares in 
our market. No theory was ever advanced which was more 
fallacious and deceptive than this, and it has been demonstrated 
in a thousand ways to be a snare and delusion. The Republican 
party with unparalleled audacity pays a bounty to the sugar 
planter and then boasts of the good it has done in giving to the 
people free sugar. There has not been an instance in the history 
of legislation where the repeal of the duty on an article has not 
immediately resulted in the reduction of the price. 


The truth is that the importer merely acts as the agent of the | 





| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


American consumer in paying the duty on his wares and then 


collects the amountfrom the consumer in the price when he sells 
his goods. 
tariff tax. In the open foreign market the imported article com- 
mands afixed and certain price at which the American consumer 
could purchase it in exchange for his products, and to say that 
the importer pays a duty of 60 per cent and sells the article at 
the foreign price or anything like the foreign price is an ab- 
surdity. If the American consumer should ship his products to 
aforeign port and there sell them and invest the proceeds in 
foreign goods, could he bring them to his own country and there 


This is the inevitable and unavoidable logic of a | 


consume them without paying the duty? If he could not do this, | 
then how could he buy the goods directly from the importer after | 


they are landed in thiscountry without in the price refunding to 
the importer the duty? 

Mr. Chairman,I represent a district that is purely agricul- 
tural. In its confines there is a city of 75,000 people wholly de- 
pendent on agriculture for its prosperity. The merchantsof that 
city handle annually about 800,000 bales of cotton. This cotton 
is absolutely free wherever its owners see proper to send it. A 
part of it is sold in the home market and a part, and the greater 

art, in the foreign market. There is to be seen in the Cotton 
“xchange of Memphis every day in the year an object lesson 
which is a more cogent argument against the protective system 
than any Ican make. It is there demonstrated hour by hour 
and day by day that the price of cotton is not fixed in the mar- 
kets of this country, but is absolutely controlled in the open free 
markets of the world. The secretary of the exchange records 
the intelligence received over the cable, momentarily as it is 
transmitted, of the price of cotton in Liverpool, and that record 
fixes absolutely and undeviatingly the price of cotton in this 
country. 

There is nothing truer than that the market which fixes the 
rice of the surplus fixes the price of the entire crop. 
ows that the American cotton in the free open markets of the 
world comes in contact with the cottons of India and Egypt and 
all other countries producing the staple, and is sold in open, free 
competition with them. It is absolutely demonstrable and ab- 
solutely true that the cotton of this country is sold at free-trade 
prices. Butisit true that the men who by the sweat of their 
brows produce the cotton have an opportunity to purchase with 
its proceeds the necessaries of life where they can buy them the 
cheapest? 

Suppose a farmer had ten bales of cotton and should ship it to 
the market at Liverpool, is it not certain that he would meet 
there the cotton farmers in all other countries producing cotton 
and that he would be forced to sell in the open free market in 
competition with them? Now, suppose he should receive $400 
for his cotton and should invest the price in the necessaries of 
life, such as clothing, iron, or steel, or earthenware goods, what 
would be the result? Is it not absolutely certain that he could 
not land these goods on the shores of his own country without 
paying a duty of about 60 per cent, or $240? 

Now, suppose that he sold the cotton in the American market. 
Is it not equally certain that he would by the operation of our 
tariff laws be forced to buy the same goods imported into this 
country at a price made up of the foreign price, the cost of trans- 
portation, and the amount of duty paid by the importer? 

The same reasoning applies with equal force to wheat, corn, 
pork, beef, butter, and all other farm products produced in this 
country in excess of the requirements of the home market. It 
is the price of the excess which fixes the price of the whole. 
The duty, thrown as a makeshift into the tariff law, on imported 
farm products is a snare and a delusion. It is a bold and menda- 
cious attempt to deceive and ensnare the farmers into the belief 
that they are protected. 

There can be no protection, under the laws of this country. 
where a surplus is produced which is forced to seek a foreign 
market. Whenever any product leaves our ports it leaves be- 
hind the guardianship of our laws, and must necessarily be sold 
in open competition with like products of other countries. The 
price in the foreign market reacts on the home market and ab- 
solutely fixes the value of the product sold at home. So there 
is no escape from the conclusion that the wheat-grower of Minne- 
sota works in the harvest field in competition with the Cossack on 


So it fol- | 
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the plains of Russia,with the Turk on the shores of the Mediter- 
ranean, and the inhabitants of India on the banks of the Ganges! 
But when the farmer of Minnesota comes to purchasing the nec- 
essaries of life with the proceeds of his toil, he is forced to buy 
in a restricted market at tariff prices. 

This brings me to the motive underlying our tariff laws. They 
were concocted for the express purpose of laying duties on com- 
modities produced orxmanufactured alike in this and foreign 
countries. Such articles as are not produced in this country, 
like coffee, tea, quinine, and many others, are not taxed. The 
tariff laws are intended to prevent foreign manufactured goods 
from coming into free competition with American goods of the 
same kind and quality in the home market. This is the avowed 
object of the system. There can be nothing truer than that 
goods of the same kind and quality will bring the same price in 
the same open market. It is absolutely certain that the home- 
made article will sell at the same price with a like imported ar- 
ticle. If the home manufacturer sold for less he would drive the 
importer out of the market, and if the importer sold for less he 
would drive out the home manufacturer. The fact that each 
sells the same goods in the same market demonstrates that they 
sell at the same price. 

Now, the report for the last fiscal year shows that there were 
imported into this country dutiable goods on which was paid the 
sum of $219,522,205. I have already shown that this duty, when 
the importations are sold, came out of the pockets of the Ameri- 
can consumer. Now, when you contemplate the amount of goods 
manufactured and sold in this country of the same kind and qual- 
ity, some idea can be formed of the vast amount of money which 
is annually filched under this infamous system from the pockets 
of the people and transferred to the pockets of the protected 
classes. If $219,000,000 go into the Treasury from the importers 
and are paid back to the importers by the American consumers, 
it can easily be demonstrated that five times two hundred and 
nineteen millions, as an incident to the system, are transferred 
to the pockets of the American manufacturers in the price of the 
goods purchased by the people from them. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the logical result of protection, and the 
man who does not accept it is either blinded by interest or ig- 
norance. It is the most far-reaching and insidious system of 
robbery that was ever devised by the wit of man. It isagrowth 
that is entirely consistent with the existence of an ostentatious 
and splendid government, but is inconsistent with liberty and 
equality, and will ultimately and at no distant period subvert 
our free institutions if it is not eradicated. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is my first experience in Congressional 
life. Iam taking my first observations in the practical workings 
of the Government. I have noticed with what unconcealed con- 
tempt the Republicans in this House regard any effort on the 
part of their opponents at retrenchment and reform. I have ob- 
served the fine curl on the lip of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] as some ‘‘untutored ” Democrat, representing a rural dis- 
trict, would manage to get to his feet in order to interpose an ob- 
jection to some item in an appropriation bill. I asked the vari- 
ous chairmen of the committees of this House to state the amount 
of money involved in legislation pending before their respective 
committees, and I find that the aggregate would bankrupt the 
Treasury in asingle year. I have observed that the parties urg- 
ing the appropriations are generally men of wealth and power or 
their representatives. I have noticed that the people are not 
here except through their representatives. 

Now, why is this? Is it not plain that the manufacturers feel 
no interest in economy, and that they realize that an extrava- 
gant governmenthas been their opportunity? Whyshould they 
raise their voices for retrenchment and reform when it is appar- 
ent to them that the country is running on a schedule which 
raises the tariff in proportion to the amount of public expendi- 
tures, and fosters them in proportion to the extravagance of the 
Government? Why is it that the representatives of all the acecu- 
mulated wealth of the country are not here protesting against 
extravagance in the interest of a government economically ad- 
ministered? The answer comes back that it is no business of 
theirs. The accumulated wealth of the country pays no tax, and 
therefore feels no concern. So it is that the masses who eat 
and sleep and toil in the field and the workshop are left to them- 
selves to struggle with their environments. [I am convinced 
that if they were made to see things as they really are and to un- 
derstand this system in all its enormity and tortuous ramifica- 
tions, which is grinding away their substance, as it really is, a 
political revolution, instantaneous and far-reaching, would inev- 
itably result. 

Mr. Chairman, let us proceed to notice some of the reasons 
which the advocates of this system assign for its existence. One 
is, that it has reduced the price of goods to the consumer. In 
this connection I desire to make the observation that a mere re- 
duction in the price of goods is not always a blessing. A man 




































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































aply and if he is forced to sell more cheaply he may 


not be benefited. But I deny that protection has reduced the 
pl f goods. According to the advocates of this system it is 
the beginning and end of all goodithings. The march of science, 
the ti hs of invention, and the progress of civilization are 
all the 1 of protection! How patronizingly, with whata dis- 
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1 rior wisdom, does the protectionist ask the old, gray- | 
headed farmer what some article cost him when he was a boy 
al hat it ce ] now. Vhen he has answered, how trium- | 
] y he lif l tiles from the old man’s eyes in order that 
Chiltan 
Phe old 1 is not told that when he was a boy the wayfarer 
traveled from Rome to London as he did in the days of Ceesar! 
He is not told that in his single lifetime the world has made 
more progress in the development of the hidden laws of nature, 
more development in1 hanical improvements and inventions, 
more progress in labor-saving machinery, than in all the ages 
preceding him! H oes not tell him that such has been the 


progress in his lifetime that to-day the 
d and adapted to his manifold 
and can produce more than all the men 


machinery which man 
wants has more power 
and all the women on 


he . es 
has inven 





the earth could produce by manual labor, while he, innocent old 
farmer, plucks his corn from the stalk with his hand and picks 
his cotton from the boll with his fingers as did his father before 
him in the days of Washington! He does not tell him that the 
goods he buys are manufactured by a magician which in the con- 
tinual whirr of its automatic existence never tires, never eats, 
never sleeps, never hungers, never gets too cold or too hot, never | 


laughs, never weeps, never dies, and has no soul to save! 
would tell the old man all these things, he might inquire why it 
was that the Government created by Washington and Jefferson 
protected machinery made by an inventor at the expense of man 
created in the image of his God. [Applause.] 

Of all the excuses for this infamous system advanced by the 
protectionist, the most absurd, unfair, and untruthful is, that it 


has resulted in the cheapning of goods to the consumer. When 
the importer adds the duty to the imported article and sells it 
to the people, and when the manufacturer who competes with the 
importer adds the amount of the same duty to the like article 
when he sells it to the people, how is it possible for the system 
to do otherwise than enhance the price? No, the truth is, the 
scheme was deliberately concocted for the express purpose of en- 
hancing the price of allarticlesembraced in its schedules. When 
the tariff walls are built higher and higher so as to exclude the 
importer then we have no competition, but, instead, trusts and 





‘ring up like weeds b 


combines spr 


tween the tariff walls to 


g 
stifle competition. The American people are irrevocably bound 
hand and foot, and there is no escape from the tariff robber but 
to pay the booty he demands. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this crime is committed in the name of 


labor. The protectionists contend that it was all conceived and 

inaugurated for the purpose of securing better wages to the toilers 

of 1 There are two phases of the case that present 

answers to this claim. One is that bi ‘wages are paid to the 
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un} f the country than to those who are alleged 
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to be protected. The other is, that while this Government has 
placed a high rate of duty on imported goods, it has laid no em- 
bargo on immigration. The protected manufacturer has been 
lk Li prac Lica 1) fres ; prompt a by reed, to employ his labor 
wherever he ci ly it the cheapest, whetner in this or foreign 
oman 

The proof of this isdemonstrated by the statistics, which show 
that under this nefarious system since 1869, 9,006,236 immigrants 


found their way to our shores, while 


only 6,624,764 came here in 


all the years preceding from the foundation of the Government. 
i’ree labor, free wheat, and free cotton fare alike under this sys- 
t This is a newcountry, and with its marvelous development 
and still more marvelous resources furnishes better opportunities 
for the employment of labor at better wages than any other coun- 
try on the globe. Then, « labor organizations have learned 
something about the 1 of labor, and have accomplished a 
great deal in t ay of s tter and more uniform wages. 

Mr. C n connectio h this question, I wish to say 
somethi respect the a of the Repvblican party 
towards the negroes of the South. Not less than 100 of these 
peo the district which I have the honor to represent. 
W 1 not | by their suffrage, I represent them and I 
speak for their i rests. These people are almost exclusively 
t 3 of soil, the great majority of them being farm labor- 
‘ ‘ f the South are the cotton producers of the 
Sk i i th its of truth when I say that 75 
per cent of all 1 cotton raised in this country is produced by ne- 
gro iapor. ‘The qua of clothing these people wear, the tools 
with whi nd of table and kitchen ware they 
use, in short, t ( e which they buy, are taxed 
hi; in a a d in the tariff schedules. 
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The products of their toil are all sold, as I have shown, at a price 
fixed in the open free markets of the world. 
He is ignorant. Heiscredulous. He is the friend and the loyal 
supporter of the Republican party. White men in every part of 
the South, with one or two exceptions, have practically aban- 
doned that party. They have the intelligence to see and under- 
stand its methods; the negroes have not. 

The Republican party is practically a negro party south of the 
Potomac and Ohio Rivers. Sucharelation, it would seem, might 
appeal to the mercy of that party. Recently there was a con- 
vention in the city of my residence to consider the problem how 
not to raise so much cotton. It was shown that cotton would not 
The negro had toiled all th« 
He then stood on the banks of the Mississippi 
less, propertyless, moneyless, and every rag on his back 
was taxed by the Republican party. 

We of the South long to see the negro advance in all the way 
of civilization and Christianity. Poor as we are, we have con- 
tributed more in the way of voluntarily imposed taxes for his 
education and advancement than all the world besides. He is 
too ignorant to understand the complicated machinery of gov- 
ernment. He does not comprehend the tariff system. It is all 
Greek to him. I, therefore, in the interest of humanity appeal! 
to the Republican party in his behalf to lift this great burden of 
taxation from his shoulders. I make the appeal, but I know it 
will not be answered. The Republican party has other use for 
the negro. Its philanthropy is only skin deep. No Souther 


The negro is poor. 


| master ever calculated the value of his slave on the block with 
If he | 


more careor more accuracy than the Republican party calculates 
It cares nothing for his privations, 
but wants his vote, and knows that in his ignorance and blinded 
by his race prejudices itcan rely on him as anally. In theesti- 
mation of the Republican party the negro is a splendid instru- 
mentality for the government of Southerncommunities. He does 
not understand the tariff, but when it comes to the government 
of sovereign States and bringing them intoline with the Repub- 
lican party, he ismore important than considerations of humanity 
for him or his. 
Mr. Chairman, I can not repress my abhorrence of the attitude 
of the Republican party towards the negro ofthe South. When 
I remember that President Harrison is the great-grandson of 
{the signers of the Declaration of Independence and an 
honored governor of Virginia, and the grandson of a native of 
Virginia who was President of the United States and honored 
and loved by the Southern people, a man who by heredity and 
tradition ought to have understood the environments of the 
Southern people, I can not restrain my indignation over the fact 
that his Administration should have been blurred and disgraced 
by the attempted passage with his consent and by his advice of 
that most infamous of all infamous measures, the force bill. 
[Loud applause.] The bare attempt was sufficient to blight and 
wither like a simoon the evidences of prosperity which were 
springing up on all sides in the South. But for the fixed and 
unalterable purpose of the Republican party at the bidding of its 
masters to fasten upon the country for years to come the McKin- 
ley law, the force bill would never have been heard of. Jt must 
be a matter of congratulation and gratification to the brave men 
who averted the catastrophe at the other end of the Capitol to 
know that even the Republicans are now ashamed of it. 

Mr. Chairman, [ am a Southern man. By inheritance, by 
tradition, by association, and by all the memories of the dead 
past, 1 am in sympathy with the Southern people. But there 
does not dwell in my heart any sectional animosity. There does 
not dwell in the hearts of the Southern people any other than 
sentiments of loyalty to the flag of ours—fathers. [Applause.] 
When only recently it was believed that we were on the thresh- 
old of war it was apparent to the entire country that the sons 
of Texas were as ready to defend the honor of the flag as the 
sons of Maine. [Applause.] This is a happy fruition of the 
hopes of the patriotic men who foughtforthe Union. It was the 
dream of the Union soldier as he slept by the camp-fire, kept 


one oO 


| vigils by night, made long marches, and fought great battles, 


that the day would come when the Union would be restored in 
name and in truth, and that the brave men who opposed him in 
battle would be as loyal as himself to the glory and welfare of a 
common country. That dream has been fulfilled. 

We look back to the war as into the crater of an extinct vol- 
cano. There is not a man inall the South who would if he could 
rehabilitate the institution of slavery, or deny to the negro equal 
protection to life, liberty, and property under the law. There is 
not a man in all the South who would not uphold and defend the 
honor of the flag and the integrity of the Union. We invite our 
brethren of the North to come and dwell with us. Weappeal to 
tlkem to believe us and to trust us. Remember that ours is the 
same destiny and that whatever wounds the Union in any of its 
parts cripples the whole. We invite our brethren of the North 
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to contemplate the orde al through which we have passed and | 
the circumstances of our environment to-day. Our best and 
bravest men never returned to their homes after the war, but 
were left behind to dew in unknown graves. Thesurvivorsre- | 
turned to their homes, most of them without property, without 
money, and in nine instances out of ten in debt. 

The world knows how bravely they have toiled to rehabilitate 
their homes and to build up the Southern country. I say it wit! 
out the fear of successful aie diction that the world Turnishes s 
no parallel to the strides they have ms . le, environed as the sy have 
been. The prosperous North was al ready full to repletion of 
protected industries, and these men had neither the 1 
skill to build up manufactories in competition wie those a 
in existence. There was no alternative for them but to turn 
their attention to agricultural pursuits. 

To say nothing of other farm products, they have produced 
since the war 131,000,000 bales of cotton. This cotton, when sold 
at a price fixed in the open free markets of the world, realized 
about $6,500,000,000. This money, or the greater part of it, has 
been spe nt in the purchase of such necessaries of life as are em- 
braced in the schedules of our tariff laws. In this way you can 
form some just idea of the vast sums of money which have been 
filched by class legislation from these people to build up the enor- 
mous fortunes of the favored few. 

Then there is another view of the matter. The money paid by 
the Southern people during all these years, whether to the im- 
ports " or to the home manufacturers, has not remained with 
the me but has gone beyond their borders and has operated to de- 
plete to that extent the volume of their currency. Where a 
people yr large amounts of money in the way of taxes, whether 
rightfully or wrongfully imposed, and that money remains with 
them in « omega the inju ry is not so great; but where it is 

arried to other sections it is a curse and blight to all prosper- 
ity. 

[am not here to inveigh against the pension laws or to ani- 
madvert on their abuses. Iam one of those who believe that the 
Government ought to pension honorably discharged soldiers who 
were disabled from any cause of their coun- 
try; but I do say that the enormous sums paid in the w ay of pen- 
sions is a double hardship on the people of the South. Itisa 
hardship because it is drawn not from the wealth or pr op: srty of 
the country, but from its consumers. And it is a hardship be- 
cause that part paid by them is transferred from the South to 
the homes of those soldiers, thereby depleting from year to year 
the money in circulation. From all these causes it results that 
there is a dearth of money south of the Ohio River. 

I will venture the assertion that it will notexceed $6 per capita 
in ten of the Southern States. I state these facts in no sectional 
or complaining spirit but im the interest of right and justice. 
Is it any wonder, when they are considered, that the Southern 
xeople are Democrats? Is it any wonder that they ti rn from the 
Rey yublican party as they would from an avenging angel and fi 
thei ir hopes on that great national party, composing 
of white men in every section of the Unio 
retrenchment and reform and a 1% 
[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, there is a fee ling of unrest, a sense of wrong and 
injury, pervading the agric ultural masses of this ountry. This 
is the most significant omen in the po cig al firmament. The 
farmers are the most conservative as well as the most numerous 
part of our population. They have never heretofore asked for 
governmental aid or protectioninanyform. They are the friends 
of liberty and the de fe nders of free institutions. They resent op- 
pression and only ask a fair and equal chance in life. They are 
the last to complai n, but when once moved to action by a sense 
of injustice they will not be overlooked and can not be ignored. 
I do not state it too strongly when I say the farmers of the 
and West are dissatisfied with the present condition of affairs, 
and they are determined to effect a change of policy in the ad- 
ministration of this Government. [Applause.] To direct their 
efforts for relief within the limitations of the Constitution, to 
their advantage, and to the advantage of the entire c ountry, is 
the highest duty which our times bave imposed on American 
statesmanship. 

While profoundly convinced of the great injustice done the 
farmers, and while I stand ready to do whatever in me lies as a 
member of this House to lift the burdens of bad government from 
their shoulders, I have not‘hesitated to oppose certain financia 
schemes proposed for their relief. I have deprecated these 
schemes because I failed to see in them an efficacious remedy, and 

they seemed to me to be fraught with disaster to the entire 
country. In my judgment no greater calamity could befall the 
farmer than to dive srt his attention from the burdens of tariff 
taxation and to allure him into following a will-o’-the-wisp into 
fanciful, untried, and wholly impracticable financial schemes for 
the betterment of his condition. 
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ports of cotton, bre udstuffs, and pro ted to $557,- 
881, 9¢ pA. This vast sum was reali ma ts of the 
vorld in free competition t f ofa ther co . 
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farms unless the farmers in due course of tr will take thei 
merchandise in exchange for their produ 

Whatever restricts importations rest he for 1a t 
and the farmers are not only robbed und his system by having 
to pay an enormous tax on the neces 3 O! wh r pur- 
chased from the importer or the manufacturer of t intry, 
as I have already explained, but t are forced to it low 
prices in the foreign market because of the 1 Lit hich this 
system places on trade. We may here and curtail an ap- 
propriat ion bill, we may resort to this or that dé , but as lon 
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perity but its abrogat ; - 1e farme! no n ms, he 
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in strength, happin and prosperit; {Loud appla 
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Little did its authors compre hend how hard it was to era ate 
paternalism when the benefactions of government had been once 
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the markets of the world. No, the movement looks to another 
step, and a long and final step in the direction of centralization 
and paternal government. I refer tothe recent great conference 
held at St. Louis, composed of farmers and laboring men, repre- 
senting various industrial organizations. These men have 
grievances to redress and in their efforts to better their condi- 
tion they have my sympathies. 

[ differ with them only as to the remedy for the ills of which 
they complain. In their platform they declare in favor of what 
is known to the country as the subtreasury plan. Without inti- 
mating how the Government is to get the money, otherwise than 
to create it by fiat, they demand that it shall speedily increase 
the circulating medium to $50 per capita. They demand that 
the Government shall own and operate all the railroads. They 
demand that the Government shall operate all the telegraph and 
telephone lines. They demand that the Government shall pay 
the Shion soldier the difference between the price of the money 
paid to him during the war and gold. Nota protest is made 
against the maladministration of the pension laws. Nota pro- 
test is made against the iniquities and injustice of our tariff laws. 
Not a protest is made against the force bill. Nota word is said 
in favor of opening up the markets of the world for the produc- 
tions of the farm. Nota word is said about the improvement, 
in the interest of agriculture, of our great navigable rivers. 

The clamor is for prodigious results; results that are impossi- 
ble unless resort is had to the confiscationof property. Ifall the 
gold and all the silver in circulation on the habitable globe were 
piled up in the national Treasury it would not be sufficient to 
purchase the railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines of this coun- 
try with their appurtenances. If it were possible for the Gov- 
ernment to comply with the demands of the third party, a great 
army of officials and employés would at once take control of the 
Government itself. Inthe grasp of such a centralized power, our 
free institutions would perish as the snows melt under a vernal 
sun. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the crisis is approaching when our institutions 
will be put to the test. We must retrace our steps and find our 
way back to the paths trodden by our fathers. The principle 


which guided them in the formation of our Government was to | 


make secure the life, liberty, and property of the citizen, and 
then leave him alone and unaided to work out his individual des- 
tiny as God has given him the will and capacity todoit. This 
principle, which is vital to our institutions, promotes self-reli- 
ance, encourages individual effort, and secures a race of brave 
and liberty-loving men. Paternalism has exactly the opposite 
effect on the people. 
and first converts the citizen into a dependent and then into a 
slave. The salvation of the Confederate soldier is that he was 
taught in the school of adversity the lesson of self-reliance. The 
danger which threatens the Union soldier is that he was taught 
in the school of prosperity to lean on the Government for aid. 

[ repeat it, we must pause and retrace our steps, for if we do 
not we are destined to have an aristocracy of wealth more intol- 
erant than the nobility of Venice.. The history of mankind 
shows that the extremes of wealth and poverty always unite in 
the subversion of good government. The men in the middle 
walks of life, the men who have no favors to ask and are too in- 
dependent to cringe; the men, in short, who compose the rank 
and file of the Democratic party, are the mainstay and last hope 
of free institutions. [Loud applause.] They now constitute the 
majority, and if, before their substance is disintegrated and they 
are reduced to poverty, they will put their shoulders to the wheel 
they can make secure the heritage of good government their 
fathers bequeathed them. Let them demand purity in public 
life, economy in the public service, rigid accountability of pub- 
lic servants, no more taxes than the necessities of the Govern- 
ment require, and that there shall be no favored, protected, or 
privileged persons, classes, communities, or sections, but, in the 
language of Jefferson, ‘‘equal and exact justice to all men of 


whatever state or persuasion, religious or political.” Then the 
genius of prosperity will come like the sunlight of heaven and 


preside at the homes of all the people through all the land, in 
every State, from ocean to ocean. [Loud and prolonged ap- 

lause.] 
piause. | 


Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi (when the timeof Mr PATTERSON | 


of Tennessee had expired). [ask that the gentleman’s time be | 
extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is speak- 
ing in the time of the gentlemanfrom Massachusetts [Mr. STEV- 
ENS 


Mr. MCMILLIN. 


Not infringing upon the time of the gen- 
tleman from 


[ ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Tennessee be permitted to conclude his remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the gentleman will proceed. 
Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee resumed and concluded his 
remarks. 


Massachusetts, 


It destroys self-reliance and individuality, | 


Mr. MCMILLIN. 
rise 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 6007) placing wool on the free list and to reduce 
the duties on woolens, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 5 o’clock and 57 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (H. R. 2676) to reimburse the State of Kansas for money ex- 
pended in the adjustment and settlement of the claims of citizens 
of said State for property captured or destroyed by the Confed- 
erate forces during the late war, and for other purposes. (Re- 
port No. 602.) 

By Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia: A bill (H. R. 3897) for the relief of Esther A. Keyser, 
with an amendment. (Report No. 603.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 5719) for the relief of Harriet W.Shacklett, with 
an amendment. (Report No. 604.) 

A bill (H. R. 2289) for the relief of John M. Higgins, sr., and in 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 7090) of the same title. (ReportNo. 605.) 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 2102) to compensate George K. Kirchner for his 
stock of goods taken and destroyed by Federal soldiers in the 
year A. D. 1862. (Report No. 606.) 

A bill (H. R. 2090) for the relief of Edward A. Buder. 
No. 607.) 

A bill (H. R. 3364) for the relief of John Heberer. 
608. ) 

By Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 1231) for the relief of J. P. Randolph. (Report No. 609.) 

By Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 2944) for the relief of Nicholas G. Chesbrough. (Re- 
port No. 610.) 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
| bill (H. R. 2167) for the relief of Henry Polite Carson. (Report 
| No. 611.) 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H.R. 7091) for the relief of Gustavus F. Jocknick. 
(Report No. 612.) 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 6979) for the relief of John L. Peters. (Report No. 
613.) 


(Report 
(Report No. 





BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. CASTLE: A bill (H. R. 7080) to repeal certain appro- 
priations heretofore made to purchase grounds adjoining the post- 
office and court-house at St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARTER (by request): A bill (H. R. 7081) confirming 
title to lands in the subdivision of square 206 in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 7082) to abolish the com- 
pulsory marking, etc., of imported merchandise—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7083) amending paragraph 518 of an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im- 
| ports, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1890—to the 
| Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 7084) granting to honor- 
ably discharged soldiers and sailors the same privileges exer- 
cised by others locating homesteads on the public domain of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HULL (by request): A bill (H. R. 7085) to release cer- 
tain church property in the District of Columbia from arrears 
of taxation—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAUGEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7086) relating to 
cemeteries in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. ' < 

By Mr. CHIPMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7087) to punish 
dishonest contractors and builders in the District of Columbia— 
| to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7088) to provide an | By Mr. PARRETT: A bill (H. R. 7116) to correct the date of 


additional amount to build and equip a steam vessel for boarding 
purposes at Chicago, Il].—to the Committee on oe ee 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7089) to provide for the sur- 
vey and allotment of lands of the Klamath Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Oregon, and for the sale of the excess lands thereof— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 7094) to provide for the 
issue of fractional certificates—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. WISE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 103) granting the 
Compagnie Frangaise du Télégraphie de Paris i New York the 
right to lay submarine cables and telegraphs on the Atlantic coast 
of the United States, at some eligible place on the coast of South 

arolina and at some other eligible place on the coast of Virginia, 
at or near Norfolk, in said State, and to use said cables subject 
to such regulations as Congress may from time to time lawfully 
enact—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WARNER: A resolution for investigation of the man- 


agement of the Government Printing Office—to the Committee | 


on Rules. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A concurrent resolution instructing 
the Committee on Printing to ascertain a suitable site for Print- 
ing Office and report—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the General 
Assembly of Massachusetts to prevent the manufacture of cloth- 
ingin unhealthy places—to the Committee on Manufactures. 





PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABBITT: A bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of 
pension to Addison M. Copen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 7096) for the relief of Peter 
Gumm—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 7097) for the relief of 
William H. Lankford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUSHNELL: A bill (H. R. 7098) for the relief of Ed 


O'Neill, late postmaster at Hazel Green, Wis.—tothe Committee | 


on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 7099) granting an increase of 


pension to Samuel S. Anderson—to the Committee on Pensions. | 


By Mr.COOPER: A bill (H. R. 7100) to pension Jacob O’Neal— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7101) to increase the pension of Jacob Kip- 
hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7102) to pension Ferd. Anderson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 7103) to pay Philip 
Henklefor property unlawfully confiscated and destroyed —to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 7104) for the relief of the 
estate of John C. Thompson, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R.7105) to place the name of William Henry Har- | 


rison on the pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Mr. HALVORSON: A bill (H.R. 7106) for the relief of the 
ia representatives of Jacob H. Smyser—to the Committee on 
ar Claims. 
By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 7107) to granta pension to Joseph 
D. C. Artz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7109) for the relief of Perry A. Leatherberry— 
to the Committee on Claims. ; 


By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 7108) for the relief of John D. | 


Tyler—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. MCDONALD: A bill (H. R. 7110) granting a pension 
to Eugene T. Faunce, daughter of John Faunce, deceased, late 


captain United States Revenue Marine Service—to the Commit- | 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKAIG: A bill (H.R. 7111) for the relief of the Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church of Sharpsburg, Washington County, 
Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 7112) amending the rec- 
ord of, and granting an honorable discharge to, William Morris, 


late a private in Company B, Sixty-eighth Indiana Volunteers— | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 7113) granting a pension to Jo- 
seph J. Hancock, of Senoia, Ga.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. NORTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 7114) granting two 
years’ pay of her husband to Mrs. Eleonora G. Goldsborough, 
widow of the late Surgeon Charles B. Goldsborough, of the Ma- 
rine Hospital Service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 7115) to remove the 
charge of desertion against John G. Frost—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


X XITI——123 


muster of Rosalvo B. Brazelton as second lieutenant of Company 
D, Forty-second Regiment, Indiana Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 7117) g 
Henry Merritt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7118) for the relief of Henry 
Grebe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 7119) granting a pension to 
Frances Dingley Randall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7120) granting a pension to William H. Rich- 
ardson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7121) for the relief of Edward Devaney and 
Patrick Gunning—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 7122) to restore to the pension 
roll the name of Elizabeth Marshall, as legal widow of Henry L. 
Marshall, deceased, late of Company A, One hundred and eighty- 
fourth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 7123) granting an increase of 
pension to David Reed—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7124) to refer 
the claim against the United States of the North Alabama Col- 
lege of Huntsville, Ala., to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7125) for the relief of Thornton A. Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 7126) to authorize the Court of 
Claims to take jurisdiction of and ascertain the facts in the claim 
of the Peidmont Railroad Company—to the Committee on Claims, 


granting a pension to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk, as follows: 
| By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of citizens of Dallas, Tex., asking 
the passage of a bill to equalize the salaries of letter-carriers— 
| to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Petitions of Lost Creek, Wayne, Duplin, 
Justice, Lincoln, Strough Creek, Juniata, Jefferson, Spruce Hill, 
| Union, Warrior's Mark, Donation, Kishacoquillas, and Shaver's 
| Creek Granges, to encourage silk culture, to prevent gambling 
| in farm products, and to prevent adulteration of pure food—to 
| the Committee on Agriculture. 
| Also, petitions of the same bodies, to prevent contracts discred- 

iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for a pure-lard law—to the 
Commitiee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 1,000 citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for 
legislation to restrain foreign immigration and a constitutional 
amendment, ete.—to the Select Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. ANDREW: Petitions of Governor William E. Russell, 
Hon. John D. Long, and 11 others, and Gen. Francis A. Walker 
and 30 others, and Mayor A. P. Martin, F. I. Prince, and 30 
others, of Massachusetts, asking for courts and a system of law 
for Indian reservations—to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of Glen Rock Council, No, 
| 50, Order of United American Mechanics, of Pennsylvania, ask- 
| ing amendment of naturalization laws—to the Select Committee 
| on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petitions of Union and O. K. Granges, 
| of Indiana, to encourage silk culture, to prevent adulteration of 

pure food, and for a pure-lard law—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petitions of same bodies, to prevent 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of Alfred Ashbrook, asking inves- 
tigation of the claim of the petitioner in the matter of land entry 
made in 1860—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of 130 citizens of Adair County, 
lowa, for relief of John Schwars, late of Company I, Fourth lowa 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUSHNELL: Petition of the Typothetz of Milwaukee, 
Wis., for the abatement of the United States Government 
stamped post-office envelope printing monopoly—to the Com- 
| mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of John Rowe and others, of Wisconsin, in favor 
| of the passage of the pure-lard bill and to prevent adulteration 
of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

' By Mr.BURROWS: Petitions of Keeler and Parkville Granges, 





gambling in farm 


- 





of Michigan, fort D ard law, to encourage silk culture, and 
to prevent ga ng in farm products—to the Committee on 
4.0 i< 
O, ] on Sal odes, favoring the pure-lard |} »ill— 
‘ e Committee on Ways and Means 

( he same bodies, to prohibit contracts dis- 
diti al-ter eur! y—to the Committee on Coinage, 
tion 38] bedien, for free delivery of rural 

I s—to ( ‘ » Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


30, petition of the Board of Trade of Detroit, Mich., against 




















( I 0 ( le on C nage, Weights, and eas- 

> M SUSEY Pet ot Catiin Grangs to prevel bi D- 

rin farm produ and to } nt adulteration of pure food 

e nmittee on Agri 

Also etition of th 1 ody, for free delivery of rura 

mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
petition of Cat Grange, No. 4, of Illinois, urging the 
passage Of House bill 395—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

| \ CAMINETTI: R port of the State mineralogist of 
California on North Fork minir district, Yosemite National 
-Park—to 1 Commi yn Mines and Mining. 

iy Mr. CAPEH Petition of A. D. Hodam, for relief—to 
t ( 1 oO \ a 

Rv N COBURN: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Associat 
oO ‘ l auk Wis., against free and unlimited coin- 
age Oo , to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 

B ir. COMPTON: Petition of Beltsville Grange, of Mary- 
la o encoura ilk culture and to prevent gambling in fé 
! ( ( on Agricultw 

so, petition of the same body, for a pure-lard law—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
0, petitio William Her ry Harrison, to have his name 
jiaced on pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
iy Mr. COOLIDGE: Petition of Sidney P. Smith and others, 
for.t Jishment of co s of law in the Indian Territory— 
O ( ltt on the J lclary. 

iy Mr. COOPER: Petition of Sugar Creek Grange, of Indiana, 
fo ire-food law, to encourage silk culture, and to prevent 

ambling in farm pro ts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails— 
to the C nitt ‘ Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

\lso, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discred- 
iting leval-t rrency—to the Committee on Banking and 
t { ? 

18K peti ( ame 0d for a pure-lard law—to th: 
Co eon Wa Mean 

so, four petit iwpatch Grange, No. 80, of Indiana, 
pure lard, and against gambling in 
i prod ‘ Com ttee on Agriculture 
0. D a body, prohibiting contracts discred- 
lega ency—to the Committee on Banking and 
{ 
a rly, fo ee delivery of mails—to 
+ { ‘ , ‘ ( ; . 
1 sion Jaco O'Neal, invalid son of Willis 
O’ Nea ( i valid Pension 

\lso, pa t » with Ho ill to pension Fred Andersot 
j ‘ ‘ \ ald Ax Harrodsburg, Ind.—to the 
Co tte Invalid Pensio1 

\ 1s ) oO n y House 11 5699 for Sylvester Na- 

Donate ) 
rs to b l with evidence in the case of J. O. Law- 
| rg i » the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
papel » gO V House bill to increase the pension of 
i ( ( Invalid Pensions. 
iy Mr. CROSB Petition of Frank Wright and others, 
G otk Viass., for courts and systems ol 
aw « in} ‘ s—to 1 Committee on Indian Affairs. 
1 ‘ \ enstock & Shield and others, of Ma lison, 
nd. ie d and fourth class mail matter—to 
{ Or ttee « ost-O sand Post-Roads. 
on of E. B. J es and others of Lynn, Mass., for 
‘ ( urth ass mail matter—to the ( om- 
! e ] O \ Post-Roads 
of L ww Grange, Massachusetts, to prevent 

a oducts and to prevent adulteration of pur 

( + Com! on Ag ri ilt ire. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of ral 

i ( on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOAN: Petition of Excelsior Grange, of Ohio, for the 
encouraging of silk« and to prevent gambling in farm pro- 
auct to the Committee « \griculture. 

\lso, petition of the same body, favoring the pure-lard bill— 
to Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Curren oy. 

\lso, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. DOCKERY: Petitions of Jefferson and Bancroft 
Granges, of Missouri, to prohibit contracts discrediting legal- 


tender currency 
Also, petitions o 
product to the ( 


to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
f the same bodies, to pre vent gambling in farm 
ommittee on Agriculture. 

Also, p the same bodies, for the 
the Committe Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Jeiferson Grange, to en 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: Petitions of Caldwell Grange, of New Jer- 

y, to prevent gambling in farm products and favoring a pure- 
food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the free delivery of rural 
mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers to accompany the bill for the relief 
f Mrs. Susan C. Byrd. widowof Hugh L. B to the Commit- 


a tt oe os + +7) 
titions of pure-lard bill—to 


sourage silk culture—to 


O Si yrd 
tee on Pensions. 
By Mr. ENOCHS: Petition of 


Georgetown, Ohio, favoring 


North 
immi- 


A. J. Connell and others, of 
more stringent laws against 


gration—to the Select Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
ation. 

By Mr. FELLOWS: Papers to accompany House bill 6929—to 
the Committee on Milit ary Affairs. 

By Mr. FITHI AN: Petitions of Eureka Grange, No. 784, and 


nt 


Eureka Grange, No it 
products and 
culture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, favoring the pure-lard bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Euré ‘ka Grange, No. 784, for encou 
to silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Edwards County, Lll., in favor of 
the Conger lard bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of Morning Grange, favoring silk 
culture and to prevent adulteration of pure food—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for a pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition for the increase of pay of the postmaster at Gar- 
ne Kans.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and the Post- 

Loads. 
Also, petition 


gambling in farm 
ommittee on Agri- 


. 1699, of Illinois, to prev 
favoring a pure-food law—to the‘ 


lragement 


++ 
iti for increas pay postmaster at Equity, 
Kans.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HALLOWELL: Petition of Richlow, Nockamixan, and 
Franklin Granges, to encourage silk culture and to prevent gam- 
bling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same bodies, for a pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same bodies, to prevent contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency- the ttee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. HARMER: Petition of 


et 
Oi of 


-ost- 


to Commi 


Francis Remenlein, to be re- 


lieved from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of Philadelphia Grange, to preyent gambling in 
farm products and to prevent adulteration of pure food —to the 


Committee on Agriculture. 
Also, petition of the same body, for 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the same body, favoring fre 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Also, petition of the same body, to prevent ec 
rency—to the Committee 


a pure-lard law—to the 
ivery of rural 
Post-Roads. 

yntracts discred- 


Banking and 


ee del 


ng legal-tender cm on 
Currency. 

By Mr. HARTER: Paper toaccompany House bill 6932 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, paper to accompany House bill 6931 
War Claims. 

Also, petitions of Clinton Grange, of Ohio, to encourage silk 
culture and to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture 

Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of the same body,for free delivery ofru 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post -Roads. 

Also, epetition of the Presbyterian Church of Hayesville, — 
to close the World’s Fair on the § Sabbath and to prevent the sale 


—tothe 
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of liquors on the grounds of the same—-to the Select Committee 
on the Columbian Exposition. 

Also, petition of the members of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Hayesville, Ohio, for the regulation of the World’s 
Fair—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Protest of Sidney A. Bean Post, Grand 


Army of the Republic, of Hammond, Wis., against the free-coin- | 


age bill—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HAYES of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Clinton, Lowa, 
against bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of Anthony F. Green and 45 others, farmers of 
Dunn County, Wis., against any decrease in the tariff on barley 
as iixed by the McKinley bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, protest of 82 farmers of Pepin County, Wis., against any 
reduction of duty on barley as fixed by the McKinley bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of the Merchants’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., 
against the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinag 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HEARD: Resolution referring House bill 1308, for t! 
relief of the Christian Church of Marshall, Mo., to the Court of 
Claims, under act March 3, 1887—to the Committee on Was 
Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolution of the Board of Trade 
of Elgin, Ill., against free coinage of silver—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Petition for distribution o 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: Petitions of Asbury, Oak Hill, Church Hill, 
Forest, Murphy, Leatherwood, and Sylvan Grove Granges, of 
Pennsylvania, favoring a pure-food law, to encourage silk cul- 
ture, and to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for the pure-lard bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural! 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, to prohibit contracts dis- 
crediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking 
and currency. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Mills County, Tex.. 
in relation to opening the World’s Fair on Sunday—to the Select 
Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of 34 citizens of New York, fora 
sixteenth amendment to the Constitution prohibiting establish- 
ment of any religion, of appropriating money to any institution 
wholly or in part under sectarian control—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCDONALD: Petition of Eugenia T. Faunce, daugh- 
ter of John Faunce, late of the United States Revenue Marine 
Service, accompanying bill introduced by Mr. MCDONALD—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Transcript of proceedings in the mat 
ter of the paving of Clinton street from Wayne street to Berry 
street, by paving with cedar blocks, to accompany House bil 
7044, and for the relief of James Woulf—to the Committee on 

‘laims. 

Also, transcript of proceedings of the common council of the 
city of Fort Wayne, in the matter of the paving of Berry street 
from Clinton to Barr street, to accompany House bill 7043, and 
for the relief of Charles S. Bash—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of citizens of Anderson County 
asking that the compensation of postmaster be increased—to thi 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Stinnett, Andersou County, Ky., 
asking that the compensation of the postmaster be increased—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petitions of Mystic Grange, of Maine, to 
prevent gambling in farm products and to encourage silk cul- 
ture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

_ Also, petition of the same body, for the pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of same body, for free delivery of rural mails 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance against the Lapham bill by citizens of 
Maine—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 100 citizens of Jerauld and 
Hand Counties, S. Dak., protesting against opening World’s Fair 
on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposi- 
tion. : 

Also, petition of 30 citizens of Jerauld County, S. Dak., in re- 
gard to same—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Expo- 
sition. 

Also, petition of 28 citizens of Clark County, S. Dak., against 
repeal of duty on barley—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of 45 citizens of Seneca, S. Dak., asking World’ 
lair be closed on Sunday—to th select Committee on the Co- 
lumbian Exposition. 


Also, petition of 50 citizens of Odessa, S. Dak., asking World’s 
lair be closed on Sunday—to th select Committee on the Co- 


| 
| 1s 4 ens 
lumbian Exposition. 





\lso, petition of 50citizens of Hutchinson County, S. Dak., pro- 
testing against repeal of duty on barley—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of 30 citizens of Clark County, S. Dak., protest- 

ry against repeal of duty on barley—to the Committee on Way 
and Means. 

Also, petition of 28 citizens of Lebanon, S. Dak., asking Worl 
Fair be closed on Sunday—to the Select Committee on the Colum 
bian I xposition. 

By Mr. POST: Petitions of Orange Grange, of Illinoi Oo! 

a ire-food law. to encourage silk ilture, and to prevent gvam- 
bling in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mail 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 

\lso, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discredit- 

ecal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 

Also, petition of the same b dy, for the pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of H. Paukey, of Knox County, Lll., praying for 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under act of March 
3. 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: PetitionofSeth H. Wetherbee and others, 
favoring an amendmentrelating to the establishment of religion 
and the free exercise thereof—to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

‘Also, petition of Westport Grange, Massachusetts, to encour- 
age silk culture, and to prev gamblin n farm products--to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also. petition of the same bod fo nD to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means. 
1 











Also, memorial of the selectmen of the towns of Fairhaven, 
Marion, Mattapoisett, Browne, and Falmouth, against t pas- 
sage of the Lapham bill—to the Committe 1 Merchant Marin 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. REILLY: Resolutio of Prosperi Council, of Ma- 
hanoy, Pa., in favor of bill amending naturalization laws—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
a ainst the ¢ en o! the ( jian YOSLLLO m pul 4 Lo 
the Se Committee o ( l jan Mxpositiol1 

\iso >D 1LioOnsSs O Zel of Phila 1, Pa agalr 0 
ing Columbian Expositior OY sunday oO l select ¢ 
on the Co imbian Expositior 

By M ROBINSON of P : nia: Peti n < ran 
Grange, of P svivania, favoring t ) urd bi to the Com- 
! te on Ways and Mea 

\lso. petition of 1 au | i Li l 
produ to the ¢ I I ) } 

Also, petition of the same body, fo ee deliv of rural 
mali to the Committ on the Post-O! e and Po Roa 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Petitio of Union Grange, « 
Kentucky, to encour: k to} nt gam! i 
products, and favoring a p Oo the ( Oo 
Agriculture. 

Also, petit ron ( ‘ Ss 
crediting tender « 1e ¢ e on ¢ i 
Weights, a Measure 

L150 le! ria 0 ci l ( 
( House |} >. 4 i to 
the Committee « \cor)] t 

.1SO, me ul OF ( i 
a ( tel e ( ( 2 
l Lie on tT Pos {) i oO . 

By Mr. SCULL: M of Som Co 
Pa., in favor of tree ¢ é \ Co 
the Post-Office and Post-Ro: 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition 
constitutional amendment to e ( imi ‘ 

By Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYL Pe f ‘ rey 
ferson County, Ohio, pra) a of He i 
troduced by Hon, WILLI \M >. ST N « * P ae Va a 1 » Lire 
Select Committee on In l iO 

Also, petition of 36 « ( re { n} ard to same 
to the S ct Commit ition a va vlization 

Also, petition of 36 citizens of same county, in regard tosa 
to the Select Committee on Immigration and Natura 

Also, petition of Philip Kurtz, for the remova 
of desertion and for an honorable discha 


on Military Afi 
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Also, papers in support of the claim of John Scott, for increase 
of pension, to support House bill 694—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Also, petition of 21 members of the Brotherhood of Railroad | 


Trainmen, praying for legislation in behalf of uniform couplers 
and power brakes on all cars on all railroads in the United 
States—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, papers in the case of the desertion of George W. Shaw, 
late of Company B, Twenty-second Pennsylvania Cavalry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William H. Mumford— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition in the case of James F’. Conn, asking for pension 
by special act—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Levi Beer, for removal of the charge of de- 
sertion and for an honorable discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petitions of the Augusta and 


Windsor Granges, of Ohio, for free delivery of rural mails—to | 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, to prohibit contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petitions of the Augusta Grange, for a pure-food law, and 
the Windsor Grange, to encourage silk culture—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. VINCENT A. TAYLOR: Two petitions of Grange No. 
1174, of Ohio, for silk culture, and against gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

‘Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of certain citizens of Franklin 
County, Ark., to increase pension of David Reed, a Mexican war 
veteran—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Resolutions of the Denver Trades and 
Labor in favor of the free coinage of silver—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolution of Bricklayers’ International Union No. 2, of 
Colorado, in favor of House bill 257—to the Committee on Labor. 


Assembly, 


Also, resolution of Bricklayers and Masons’ Union No. 3, in fa- | 


vor of same bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of Pleasant View Grange, Colorado, to encour- 
age silk culture, to prevent gambling in farm products, and to 
prevent adulteration of pure food—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of same body, for a pure-lard law—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural mails — 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Michigan: Petition of Silica Grange, 


Michigan, to prevent gambling in farm products and to prevent | 


adulteration of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body,for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Offiee and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prevent contracts discredit- 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. WIKE: Memorial and petition for a constitutional 
amendment in respect to prohibiting establishment of religion 
or appropriation of money by taxation in aid thereof—to the Com- 
mitteee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Union Grange, Illinois, to prevent gambling 
in farm products, and to prevent adulteration of pure food—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a petition of the same body, for a pure-lard law—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, encouraging silk culture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Petition in favor of antioption 
bill, signed by citizens of Germantown, [1l.—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition for an amendment to the Constitution, signed by 
many citizens of Opdyke. Ill.—to the Committee on the Judi- 
c ary. io 

\Jso, affidavit in claim of Thomas D. Wagnon—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Missouri: Papers to accompany House bill 
5880, for pension to Mrs. Gilscliall—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: Petition of Oak Grove 
Grange, of West Virginia, favoring a pure-food law, to encourage 
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silk culture, and to prevent gambling in farm products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the same body, for the pure-lard bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition for repeal of tax on tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petitions of Thomson and Iona Granges, of 
Pennsylvania, to encourage silk culture, and to prevent gambling 
in farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, to prevent contracts discred- 
| iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
| Currency. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, for a pure-lard law—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Thomson Grange, for a pure-food law—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Farmers’ Institute, Wyoming County, Pa., 
in favor of free delivery of mail to rural districts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





j 
| 
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SENATE, 
FRIDAY, March 11, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following billsand joint resolution received yesterday from 
the House of Representatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 4275) to grant to the Champlainand St. Lawrence 
Railroad Company a right of way across the Fort Montgomery 
military reservation: 

A bill (H. R. 6071) to amend section 1216 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relative to certificates of merit to the enlisted men of the 
Army; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 96) to authorize the loan of certain 
ensigns, flags, and signal numbers for the purpose of decorating 
the streets and buildings of Washington on the occasion of the 
| Grand Army encampment in September, 1892. 

The bill (H. R. 6493) providing for the taking of depositions in 
criminal cases was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

HOSPITAL CORPS OF THE ARMY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 522) to amend 
the act approved March 1, 1887, relating to the Hospital Corps 
of the Army; which was, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” 
| to strike out ‘‘ nineteen” and insert ‘ eighteen.” 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tha 
| amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that had better be passed by 
| until the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs shall be 
in the Chamber. Let the bill lie on the table for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will! lie on the table for the pres- 
ent. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HOUK. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
| sentatives providing forthe printing of the eulogies in Congress 
upon Leonidas C. Houk, late a Representative from the State of 
Tennessee, etc.,and asking a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate insist on its 
amendments to the concurrent resolution, and agree ta the con- 
ference requested by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
| appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MAN- 
| DERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE LEE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives providing for printing the eulogies delivered in 
Congress on the Hon. William H. F. Lee, late a Representative 
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from the State of Virginia, and requesting a conference with | couragemen of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 


the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the conference requested by the House 
of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MAN- 
DERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


PETITIONS AWD MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMA&N presented a petition of 26 citizens of Harts- 
burg, Ohio, a petition of 36 citizens of Dupont, Ohio, and a peti- 
tion of 86 citizens of Delaware, Ohio, praying for the passage of | 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohib- | 
iting any legislation by the States respecting an establishment | 
of religion or an appropriation of money for any sectarian pur- | 
pose; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of 17 citizens of Van Wert County, | 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the Butterworth antioption bill; | 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the following petitions of Empire, Eldorado, | 
Centennial, North Jackson, Fallsburg, and Brighton Granges, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Ohio: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- | 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining lard | 
and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Com- | 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of Sidney A. Bean Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Wisconsin, remonstrating | 
against the passage of a free-coinage bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Maine Women’s Indian 
Association, praying that liberal appropriations be made for In- 
dian education; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also presented the following petitions of Eastern Star, Dex- | 
ter, Mystic, Maysville, South Dover, Rainbow, Sedgwick, and | 
Castine Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Maine: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent | 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 
Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 

lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Castine, Mystic, Rainbow, South 
Dover, and Maysville Center Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Maine, praying for the free delivery of mailsin rural districts; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. CASEY presented the petition of a special committee on 
behalf of the city council of Grand Forks, N. Dak., praying for 
legislation for the improvement of the Red River of the North, 
and the passage of Senate bill 72, and Senate bill 1035 relative 
thereto; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 38 citizens of North Dakota, 
praying for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States prohibiting any State from the passage of any law respect- 
ing the establishment of any religion or the prohibition thereof, 
ete.; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of the Bear Creek Quar- 
terly Meeting of Friends, of Iowa, remonstrating against the 
— of a bill granting licenses for the sale of intoxicating 

iquors in the Territory of Alaska; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of 25 citizens of Jackson County, 
Iowa, a petition of 18 citizens of Wright County, Iowa, and a 
petition of 31 citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the pas- 
sage of what are known as the Washburn-Hatch antioption bil!s: 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DIXON presented the following petitions of Exeter and 
Burrillville Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Rhode Island: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 


Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining lard 
and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of citizens of Windsor, Conn., 
praying for an amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting the 
States from appropriating public money for any institution in 
whole or in part under sectarian control: which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE presented the following petitions of Cape Eliza- 
beth, Lake, and Cornish Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Maine: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred tothe Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


| gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the following petitions of Thorn- 
ton, Cold River, Cheshire, Bear Hill, and Wyoming Granges, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of New Hampshire: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 


| lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 


Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented the petition of K. E. Richardson 
and other citizens of Louisville, Ky., praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, prohibit- 
ing any legislation by the States respecting an establishment of 
religion, or an appropriation of money for any sectarian purpose; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of Daniel W. Hen- 
dricks and 21 other citizens of Jefferson County, W. Va., pray- 
ing for the passage of what are known as the Washburn-Hatch 
antioption bills: which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST presented the following petitions of Rosebud and 
Liberty Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Missouri: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praving for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the following petitions of the Virginia 
State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Virginia: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
ara and nosin a tax ther ) ordered to lie on the table. 
Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs rdered to lie on the table. 
Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
erred to the Committee on Post-Office and Post- 
ition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sue of m ey 1 ii iegvai t de rin payment of a debts to the 
Committee on Financ he 
Mr. VOORHEES. I present a resolution adopted by the In- 
dianapolis Board of Trade deprecating any legislation imposing 
a tax upon or interfering in any way with the freedom of com- 
mercial transactions in agric lt ire and other products of t 
country, whether for immediateor future delivery. I move that 
he petit on be referred tothe Committ e on the Judiciary. 
The motion was agreed to 
Mr. VOORHEES. I alsopresenta petition of citizens of Rich- 
mond, Ind., in favor of an amendment to the Constitution provi- 


ding that ‘*' no State shall pass any law respecting an establish- 


ment of ting the free 


religion, or prohibi 


use its property or credit, or any money raised by taxation, or 
to authorize either to be used for the purpose of founding, main- 
taining, or aiding, by appropriation, payment for services, ex- 
enses, or otherwise, any church, religious denomination, or re- 
ligio is society, or any institution, society, or undertaking which 
is wholly, or in part, under sectarian or ecclesiastical control. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the following petitions of Re- 
covery, Blue River, Lotus, Ireland, and Union Granges, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Indiana: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Petitions praying for the passage of a pill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free-delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petitions pr 


; r 
ying ior the 


raying passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the 
Committee on Financ: 

Mr. BATE presented a peti 


ion of 200 citizens of Morristown, 


Kast ‘Tennessee, and accompanying letters from I. C. Hodges and 
Mrs. C. RK. Johnson, of the same place, praying that where any 
funds of the United States are expended for any exposition or 
exhibition the same shall not be opened on Sunday; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select 

Mr. ALLISON presented two petitions of citizens of Iowa, 
praying for the adoption of an amendent to the Constitution, pro- 
hibiting any State from passing any law respecting religion; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Friends’ Christian Endeavor 
Society, of lowa Falls, lowa, praying that the World’s Fair be 
closed on Sunday; that the sale of liquors be prohibited on the 
grounds, and that the art department be conducted in accord- 
ance with the American standard of purity in art; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select 

Mr. KYLEp: ted a petition of citizensof Columbia,S. Dak., 
praying for the passage of what are known as the Washburn- 
Hatch antioption bills; which was referred to the Committee on 





the Judiciary. 

Mr. TURPILE presented a memorial of the Indianapolis (Ind. 
Board of Trade, 1 onstrating against the passage of what are 
known as the Washburn-Haich antioption bills; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


of Peru, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of House bill 


He also presented a memorial of the Peru Bagging Company 


6006, providing for fre bagging; which was referred to thx 
Committee on | ee 

He also presented the following petitions of Mount Pleasant 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Indiana: 

Petition } raying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragementof silk cultur referred to the Committee on Agri- 
c ture and lore ir’ 

Petition pra or the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambli: ,lucts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petit the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and i u tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petit the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration o drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition pra: for t free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—refer! Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money full legal tender in payment of all debts—to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Coos County, 


| Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made for the purpose 


of removing obstructions from the channel of Coos Bay, Oregon; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. CULLOM presented the following petitions of Wheatland 
and Westrope Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois: 
Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—reftrred to the Committee on Ag- 


| riculture and Forestry. 


exercise thereof, or to i 


Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of Rev. Bradley Gil- 
man and 16 other citizens of Concord, N. H., and the petition of 
Frederic A. Faulkner and 37 other citizens of Keene, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for courts 
and a system of law for the Indian reservations; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the following petitions of Sutton, Granite, 
Sunapee Mountain, Wantastiquet, Harmony, Granite State, Un- 
conoohuc, and Winnipesaukee Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of New Hampshire: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill making certain is- 
sues of money legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the following petitions of Po- 
mona, Lisbon, Berlin, Center, Michigan, Lake Shore, and Sparta 
Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Michigan: 

Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on the 





| Judiciary. 


Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. 

Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues 
of money legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. FELTON presented a petition of the Council of Federated 
Trades of the Pacific Coast. praying for legislation to prevent the 
importation and immigration of Chinese into the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Council of Federated Trades 
of the Pacific Coast, remonstrating against the issuing of any 
bonds by the Government for the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present aletter from Messrs. Smythe & Lee, 
a very prominent firm of lawyers in the city of Charleston, 5.C., 
accompanied by a statement giving the reason why compulsory 
pilotage should not be abolished, and why Senate bill 1282, pro- 
viding for such abolition should not pass. I move that the 
letter be referred to the Committee on Commerce, and I beg leave 
to call the special attention of the committee to the communica- 
tion and the accompanying statement, as it seems to me they 
contain very cogent and complete reasons why the bill should 
not pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The papers will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. : 

Mr. BLODGETT presented the following petitions of King- 
wood Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of New Jersey: 

Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 
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Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent | Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropr ations [ report 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | back favorably, with an its, t bill (H. KR. t 
3 Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining | vide for certain of the mo rs 1 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. tions for the service of t Go c a 
Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- | ing June 30,1892, and I gi ot ym as t 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. } d to be amended i ( 
Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- all call it up this afternoo 
tricts—roferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The VICE-PRESIDENT. M e the b 
Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain is on the Calendar. 
of money legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Committ Mr. DOLPH. By direct the Cr ittee on ¢ ree, I 
on Finance. eport back the bill (H. R. 1627) provid ndry rht- 
Mr. VANCE presented a memorial of citizens of Hillsboro, | houses and other aids to navigation, with a ents, and a 
N. C., remonstrating against the passage of the bill for the re- | written report thereon. TT! ua 
moval of the Ute Indians from Colorado; which was referred to | great lakes and their tributa 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. The VICE-PRESIDENT The bill v be ] lon the ¢ 
Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of the heirs of William | endar. 
M. Deeson, deceased, by Glenn M. Cooper, of Washington, D. C., Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of ( 
praying to be allowed compensation for property taken and used | lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 410) to ame 
by the United States Army. I move that the petition, with the | charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Comp 
accompanying documents, be referred to the Committee on | reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereor 
Claims. Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
The motion was agreed to. whom was referred the b S. 1430) for the relief of Leonard | 
Mr. PALMER presented the following petitions of Hawthorn | Brownson, late first lieutenant Company K, Fifth Vermont Vo 
4 and Catlin Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, of Illinois: unteers, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
; Petition praying for the enactment of legislation for the en- | thereon. 
couragement of silk culture—referred to the Committee on Ag- Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on the Districtof Colw 
: i riculture and Forestry. bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2280) to amend section 
5 Petitions praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent | 727 and 729 of the Revised Statutes relati 0 the Di 0 
gambling in farm products—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | ( umbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a1 
Petitions praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining | port thereor 
lard and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
3 Petitions praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the adul- | trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4429) to 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. empower the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to grant 
Petitions praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- | respites and pardons in certain cases, to report it back favor 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads. | without amendment. It is a very brief bill, and | ask for it 
Petition praying for the passage of a bill making Certain issues | present consideration. 
of money legal tender in payment of alldebts—to the Committ: Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read f nformati 
on Finance. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for infor 
Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of citizens of Grundy | tion. 
County, Mo., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 254, ex- The Chief Clerk read the bill 
tending the privileges of the free delivery of mails; whicl The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the ] 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. consideration of the bill? 
Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of George B. Burrall, Mr. COCKRELL. Is tl any urgency about t mea 
Thomas L. Norton, and 150 other citizens of Lakeville, Conn.. | an iore than any othe neral legislationint ard tot D 
praying for the closing of the Columbian Exposition on Sunday: “4 
which wag referred to the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial Mr. PERKINS. The bi s very brief, it has pas t! 
(Select). House, and I thought it could be di d wl I 
Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of Fillmor The committee have 1 sly reported the Senat 
County, Nebr., praying for the passage of what are known as t! the same subject, whic! upon the Calendar, a 
Washburn-Hatch antioption bills; which was referred to the Cor course, ask that t Senate be indefinit postponed 
mittee on the Judiciary. the House bi ; passed. T Commissio are without 
: Mr. GRAY presented the following petitions of Fruitland | authority now, an mr it. 
: Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Delaware: The VICE-PRESIDENT ee ‘ ( 
Petition praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent | consideration of the bill? 
gambling in farm products—referred to the Committee on th: Mr. BUTLER. I think the bill had better go on ‘ i 
Judiciary. (he VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being ma vill w 
Petition praying for the passage of House bill 395, defining lard | be placed on the Calendar. 
3 and imposing a tax thereon—ordered to lie on the table. Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the Dista f « 
‘ Petition praying for the passage of a bill to prevent the ad bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1969) to pz ide fr { 
teration of food and drugs—ordered to lie on the table. disbursement of money appropriated by the acts of 1874 a 1878 
Petition praying for the free delivery of mails in rural dis- | making appropriation for th: payme nt of worl r] 
tricts—referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. | worked on public improven s under th ate b ( 
Petition praying for the passage of a bill making certain issues | works of the District of Columbia, submitted an ad 
of money legal tender in payment of all debts—to the Committee | thereon; which was agr and the } was post 
on Finance. nitely 
; Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of the Indian Right Mr. VANCE, from Committee on the D of Ce i 
f Association, of Philadelphia, Pa., officially signed, remonstrating | to whom was referred the bill (S. 1714) to ( , 
' against any reduction in the Indian appropriations for the com- | children in the D ( ( 0 
, ing fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- ed it with amen 
priations. - TURPIE, from the ¢ ttee o Pe oO 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. vas referred the b 5. 323 anting a pensi r 
Cooper, reported it without a ndmen mit 
Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, | thereon. 
submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 204) in relation to Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Pub B a 
the pay of Rear-Admiral James E. Jouett, United States Navy, | Grounds, to whom was referred the b S. 2498 et 
heretofore reported by him. : sale of the old custom-house and post-office in W t m. D 
He also, from the same committee, submitted a report to ac- reported it with an amendmer 
company the bill (S. 1558) to remit the time penalties exacted by He also, from the same committee, to w wa ferred t 
the Secretary of the Navy from the Pneumatic Dynamite Gun | bill (S. 2331) for the erection of a public buildin city of 
Company of New York, in the construction of the cruiser Ve- | Woonsocket, R. I., reported it without amendmen 
: suvius, heretofore reported by him. He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to bill (S. 880) t ) provide for the constructi: if a publi 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1912) granting a right of way | at Helena, Mont., reported it without amendment, an t 
through the Fort Missoula military reservation in the State of | a report thereon. 
Montana, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report Mr. GIBSON of Maryland, from the Committee on tl istrict 
thereon. of Columbia, to whom was referred the joint ré i 8. D2 
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Secretary of War to make a survey, plan, and 
st of constructing a bridge across the Eastern 
*otomac River in the District of Columbia, and 
, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
; h was agreed to. 
BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
ferred the bill (S. 1290) to provide for the purchase of lands 
adjoining the United States naval station, Port Royal, 8. C., re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1543) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy 
to contract for the purchase of a lot of land opposite to the 
port navy-yard, reported it with amendments, 
report thereon. 


OCOMPILATION OF A. W. 


l rposes 
tion, and 


tions: whie 


Was re 


Gos- 


and submitted a 


CHURCH AND H. H. SMITH. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted oy the 
Senator from New Hampshire {Mr. CHANDLER | January 5, 1892, 
to report it favorably without amendment, and [ ask for Neare s- 
ent consideration. 

The resolution was read, 


Resolved, That there 


Table showing the contents of the 


as follows: 


several volumes comprising the Annals 
of Congress, Congressional Debates, Congressional Globe, CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, Statutes at Large, and United States Supreme Court Reports, 
arranged by years and Congresses,’’ which was compiled for the Senate 
library by A. W.Church and H.H.Smith; the same being brought down to 
January 1, 1892 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President- 

Mr. MANDERSON., I will explain to the Senator that this 
is a small pamphlet, prepared by the librarian of the Senate 
library. It presents the contents in general form of the Annals 
of Congress, the Congressional Globe, the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 


Is there objection to the present 


ORD, the Statutes at Large, and I think the Supreme Court Re- | 
pe riods of time that each volume covers. | 
The resolution was in- | 
enator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. | 


ports, giving all the 
it is a very a 
troduced by the 
The cost of printing 500 copies will be $132. 
surely to print it for the use of ( ‘ongress. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read again. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again read. 
The Secretary read the resolution. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let me understand. 
ilet contain a reference to a!! 


little publication. 


Itis valuable enough 


Does the pam- 
the publications now extant of 
e proceedings of Congress down to this time ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, giving the date that each volume 
to the present. 
tion was 


eovers 
The 


agreed to. 


resolu considered by unanimous consent, and 
DISTRICT SEWERAGE. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] Febru- 
ary 1, 1892, to report it back favorably without amendment, and 
present consideration of the same. 

», by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
nt resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 700 additional copies of the report of the board of sanitary engi- 
neers of the District of Columbia upon the sewerage of the District for the 
official use of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire tostate that the resolution comes 
from the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and this limited number of copies of the report on the sewerage 
of the District is desired by the Commissioners of the District of 

lumbia. 

° } 


he reso! 


i ask for the 
The Senate 


concurre 


ition was agreed to. 


REPORT OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 
Mr. MANDERSON. lam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ng, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] February 3, 
1892, to report it back favorably with an amendment, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proces 
coneurrent resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed. in addition to the usual number, 3 500 copies of the annual re = “t 
of the National Academy of Sciences for 1891, in octavo form, of which 1,000 

opies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 500 copies for the use of the National Academy of 
Scienc and that there be printed, in addition to the usuai number, 2,300 
copies, in quarto form, of the memoirs of the National Academy of Sciences, 
which accompany the annual report for 1891, of Which 300 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate, 500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
and 1,500 copies for the use of the National Academy of Sciences. 


Mr. MANDERSON. | to strike out all after the word 


died to consider the 


move 
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‘“*number,” in the second line, 
resolution read: 


That there be printed, in addition to the usual number, of the report of the 
National Academy of Sciences for 1891, 2,000 copies, 500 for use of the Senate, 
1,000 copies for use of the House, and 500 for use of the Academy of Sciences; 
and of the memoirs which accompany the report for 1889, 2,500 copies, 500 for 


the Senate, 1,000 for the House, and 1,000 for distribution by the Acade my of 
Sciences. 


and to insert, so as to make the 


This amendment brings the resolution exactly to the number 


| provided for in the general printing bill which has passed the 
| Senate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


GEOLOGICAL 
MANDERSON., 


SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. [am directed by the Committee on Print- 


| ing, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted 
| by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] January 6, 1892, to 


report it back favorably with amendments, 
present consideration of the same. 
There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution, which was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring 


and I ask for the 


), Thatthere 


| be printed at the Government Printing Office, in addition to the number al- 
be printed for the use of the Senate 500 copies of the | 


ready ordered by law, 15,500 copies of the thirteenth annual report of the Di- 
rector of the United States Geological Survey, uniform with the preceding 
volumes of the series, of which 3,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 7,000 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribution by tha 
Geological Survey. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer certain amendments to make the 
resolution conform to the general printing bill passed by the Sen- 
ate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated. 

The CHTEF CLERK. Strike out ‘ 15,000” and substitute in lieu 
thereof ‘*12,000;” strike out ‘'3,500” and insert ‘*3,000;” strike 
out “7 000” and insert ‘'6,000;” strike out ‘'5,000” and insert 
. 3.000.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (5S. 2556) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Red River of the North: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2557) for the relief of 
William P. Buckmaster; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2558) for the 
relief of Joel T. Winn; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH. [ introduced a bill to create and establish the 
Pilot Service of the United States and to regulate the pilotage 
of vessels in the ports and harbors along the coast of the United 
States. This is a copy of a bill introduced in the other House. 
[ have not examined it sufficiently to desire to be committed to 
all of its provisions, but I do believe in the general proposition. 
[ wish to state also that I do not introduce it for the purpose of 
antagonizing any bill now before the Committee on Commerce, 
but for the sake of bringing the matter before that committee. 
I ask that the bill be read twice and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The bill (S. ) to create and establish the pilot service of 
the United States, and to regulate the pilotage of vessels in the 
ports and harbors along the coast of the United States, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2560) granting to 
the State of North Dakota a site for the State reform school; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 2561) for the relief of William 
G. Langford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2562) to provide for the examina- 
tion and classification of certain mineral lands in the States of 
Montana and Idaho; which was read twice by its title,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2563) for the relief of 
Anna Ella Carroll; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2564) to amend section 6 of the act 
approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘‘An act to repeal timber-cul- 
ture laws and for other purposes;” which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2565) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to refund certain moneys collected by the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2566) for the relief of Wil- 
liam and Mary College, of Virginia; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE. It seems to me that bill has always been before 
the Committee on Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has, but the Senator from Vir- 
ginia requests its reference to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 
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Mr. FRYE. If I know what the bill is, the Committee on | 


Claims clearly has jurisdiction, and it ought to have it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine suggests 
that the same bill has heretofore gone to the Committee on Claims. 
Does the Senator from Virginia insist upon a reference to the 
Committee on Education and Labor? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It belongs to the Committee onClaims. It 
has been before that committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill has heretofore been before the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE. It has always been there. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced abill (S. 2567) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Boaz Ford; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2568) to increase the pension 
of William Sharrock; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRESIDENTIAL TERM. 


Mr. STEWART introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 62) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution concerning eligibility 
to the office of President; which was read the first time by its 
title. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to have the joint resolution 
read in full. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
America in Congress assembled (two thirds of each House concurring therein), 


1961 


of the President is increasing with the growth of the country, 
and there is a disposition to increase that power, our legislation 
is all tending in that direction. We passed a bill the other day, 
the pure-food bill, which adds enormously to the power and pat- 
ronage of the Executive. and bills of that character are pressing 
upon us constantly. The growth of the Executive office is enor- 
mous in power and patronage, and no person should be placed in 
a position where the temptation would be to use that power for 
electioneering purposes. The White House should be entirely 
free from a politicalcampaign. Itshould not be the head center, 
the storm center so to speak, of contests that come every four 
years. If this temptation is removed we shall have the entire 
time and services of the Executive devoted to the discharge of 


| his duties. His duties are growing more and more important 
£ I ’ 


and his attention should not be distracted from the public service 
by a political campaign. 
It will be further observed that in this proposed amendment I 


| have relieved it of all personal application, so that it shall not 


affect any possible present aspirant. It is not proposed that it 


| shall go into effect until 1897, so that none of the present aspi- 


| rants will be affected by it. 


It dces not deny to aprivate citizen, 
although he may have been President, the right to aspire to that 
high office, and I do not see why he should be denied that right. 
If he goes out among his fellow-citizens and takes the same 
chances that others do, it is no detriment to the cause of civil- 
service reform to have him as a candidate. The only way to 


| benefit the civil service is to remove from the administration of 
the Government the temptation to use the power and patronage 


of the Government for electioneering purposes. 

[ believe there isageneral desire thatan amendment of this kind 
should pass, and if it ever passes, as I before remarked, it must 
be passed in somebody’s administration, and by an amendment 
like this, free from all personal application. I disclaim any per- 
sonal application, and I have so worded the amendment that 
no person now a candidate can possibly take exceptions to it, 
whether he be in office or out of office. After four years shall 
elapse from the time another election shall take place, then every- 
body will come in alike, as the amendment is to go into effect in 


| 1897. 


| reform, that is absolutely necessary. 


| believe that this is a reform, if we are to have civil-service 
If it is necessary to take 


| the minor offices out of the influence of politics, it is much more 


That the following proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United | 


States shall be submitted to the several States for their approval or rejec 
tion: 
‘ARTICLE XVI. 

“No person who has held the office of President for a term of four years 
or any part thereof shall be eligible to that office within four years after the 
expiration of such term.” 

is article shall take effect and be in force on and after the 4th day of 
March, 1897. 


necessary to keep the appointing power free from that influence. 
I think that the amendment should properly go to the Com- 


| mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and I make that mo- 


Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I have been considering what 


committee should properly have jurisdiction of this proposed 
amendment, and I have come to the conclusion that it ought to 
be referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment, for the reason that it relates exclusively to that subject. 
It does not in any way affect the framework of the Constitution: 
otherwise it would properly go to the Judiciary Committee, | 
presume. 

The measure is not in the language of many joint resolutions 
of like character which have been introduced and which provide 
for lengthening the term. That, I think, would be objectiona- 
ble, because the stake would be too strong and might produce 
revolution at some time. There have been contingencies in the 


history of the Government where there have been irregularities | 


of which great complaint was made, where the people have wil- 
lingly submitted in consequence of the fact that the term was 
only four years. I think it would be unwise to extend the term 


for a longer period, because elections are not an unmitigated | 


evil; they are necessary for educational purposes and should 
come as often as once in four years. 

The proposed amendment relates exclusively to the civil ser- 
vice of the Government. It relates exclusively to the qualifica- 
tion of the officer who shall fill the Presidential chair. ‘The civil 


service organization, I understand, is for the purpose of preven- | 


ting political influence operating upon appointments. If it be 
important that the clerks and minor officers should be removed 
from political influence in their appointment. it seems to me that 
it is of much more importance that the executive head, who ex- 


ercises the power and patronage of the whole Government, should | 


be relieved from all temptation to use the power in his hands to 
reélect himself to that office. 

This measure is no criticism upon any particular administra- 
tion. Ifa reform of this kind is to take place, it must take place 
during somebody's administration. It is not a sufficient answer 
that heretofore all Presidents have refrained from using the 
power in their hands to secure a reélection, because the power 


tion. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SHOUP submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the urgency deficiency appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORT OF FISH COMMISSIONER. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, covering the opera- 
tions of the Commission for the fiscal years 1889-'90 and 1890-’91, be printed; 
and that there be printed 8,000 extra copies, of which 2,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. and 
2,000 for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; the illustrations 
to be obtained by the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


ATLANTIC COAST SUBMARINE CABLE. 


Mr. DANIEL (by request) submitted the following concurrent 
resolution: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Whereas the State of South Carolina, by joint resolution of its Legisla- 
ture approved by the governor of said State, and the State of Virginia, by 
an act ofits Legislature also approved by the governor of said State, au- 
thorized, empowered, and granted to the Compagnie Francaise du Télégraphe 
de Paris a New York, a corporation organized and existing under and by 
virtue of the laws of the Republic of France, the right to lay, establish, and 
maintain a line or lines of telegraph or submarine cables on the Atlantic 
coast or shores of the said States respectively: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled 
concurring therein, That the rights, privileges, and grants of said States, and 
each of them,to said company, be, and the same are hereby, assented to by the 
Congress of the United States of America, subject to such regulations in the 
use of said line or lines of telegraph and submarine cables as Congress may 
from time to time lawfully enact therefor 


JOHN CHAMBERLAIN. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Idesire to know whether the bill (S. 371) 
granting a pension to John Chamberlain, which was passed yes- 
terday by the Senate, has been sent to the other House? 
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ESIDENT. It has not been. 
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VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
as agreed to, if there be no objection. It is agreed to: 
the bill will be restored to its place on the Calendar. 
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MILITARY 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to report, with amendments, the bill 
(H. R. 4636) making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 


ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


tary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, and to | 


submit a written report thereon. 

I desire to state that I shall endeavor to call 
early part, of next week for consideration. 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). 
on the Calendar and the report printed. 


up the bill in the 


The The 
bill will be placed 


SUPPLY 


DOLPH. Mr. President, pursuant to previous notice, I 
ask that the bill introduced by the senior Senator from California 
[Mr. STANFORD], and now on the table, to provide the Govern- 
ment with means sufficient to supply the national want of a sound 
circulating medium, may be taken up for the purpose of submit- 
ting some remarks thereon. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. T! 
a bill the title of which will be 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1204) to provide the Government 
with means sufficient to supply the nat 
culating medium. 
Mr. DOLPH. 
ampled national prosp« 
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and prospering, the Democratic party, true to the policy which 
has controlled it for more than half acentury, proposes to reverse 
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with advantage the character of 

ts prophecies of disaster that was to follow 
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the Democratic majority 

demoralized, and apparently at a loss 
to organize their attack upon it. 

late they have determined upon nothing except to at- 

tack a few of the important industries of especial importance to 

our farmersand laboring men. They denounce in their speeches 
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We are inclined to underestimate the blessings we have and to 
overestimate the things we do not possess. As Swift says: 
Vhen we are striving after a thing we only 
possess it we only see its bad features. 

[It will do no harm at least to discuss the question of the con- 
dition of our farming interests from an impartial standpoint, to 


see its good points; wh2n we 


| take account of what has been done to promote in this country 


ts takine the place | 8° important a branch of human industry as agriculture, to en- 
5 be ili’ Lie imCe | . = . s 
ane Teg | deavor to ascertain the compensating advantages of farming, to 


} 


| consider some of the remedies which have been proposed for the 
| evils under which farmers labor, and to inquire what further 


can be done by Congress within constitutional limitations and 


| with justice to all classes to improve the condition of the de- 


| countries. 





serving class of our citizens engaged in cultivating the soil. 

It is not my purpose to underestimate the disadvantages under 
which the farmers of this country labor. I desire to give our 
agricultural interests such intelligent consideration as will dis- 
cover all the adverse circumstances with which they contend 
with a view so far as it can be done by legislation of removing 
every cause of disaster. But nothing is gained by misrepresent- 
ing the actual condition of our farming communities. I am per- 
suaded that the condition of the farming interests of thiscountry 


| is not as deplorable as the Democratic missionaries of free trade 


represent. On the contrary, it can easily be shown that our 
larmers are better off, that they are better clothed and fed, that 
they work fewer hours than at any previous time, and that their 


| children are better clothed and have better advantages for ob- 


taining an education, and the farmers and their families enjoy 
more of thecomforts and conveniences of wealth and civilization 
than at any preceding period. 

The condition of the farmers of this country is immeasurably 


| better than the condition of the farmers at this or at any past 


time in any other country on the face of the earth. 

[ can not stop to compare with particularity the condition of 
the farmers of the United States with that of the farmers of other 
There are all grades of difference from that between 
the American farmer and the miserable ryots of India living in 
nakedness, hunger, and squalid misery and the poor farmers of 


| overcrowded China who eke out a miserable existence living a 
| week on what would be required to support an American farmer 
| a day to that between our farmers and those of France and Great 


granaries are full and the | 
} 


| then in a most distressed condition. 
| ture in Great Britain is deplorable indeed. 


: ae L ‘pe | the agricultural industries of that country. 
protection afforded them by our tariff laws, are | - 


forests are | 


Britain. 

_ But even the latter are compelled to adopt habits of industry 
and economy such as our farmers are strangers to, and are even 
The condition of agricul- 
Free trade has ruined 
The price of land 
has fallen, the agricultural products of the country have dimin- 
ished, land goes uncultivated for lack of tenants, farms once 


| highly cultivated are given up to weeds, once elegant home- 


tim- | 


irming and laboring classes, they | 


ries which are of especial value | : . : 
ch are of especial valu | that this comparison was made two years ago, and that the prices 
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steads are in ruins. Competition with the cheap agricultural 
products of the world has ruined farming in Great Britain. 

Although the advocates of free trade are denouncing the pro- 
tective system as responsible for all the adversities and lack of 
prosperity of the farmer, it is that system and that system alone 
that has rendered the present prosperity of the farmer possible, 
and if anything would compass the ruin of our agricultural in- 
terests, it would be the removal of the protection given by our 
laws to domestic industries, the consequent destruction of our 
home market for the products of the farm and the forcing of 
large numbers of people now profitably engaged in manufactur- 
ing into the cultivation of the soil. 

Some two years ago the junior Senator from Iowa read in the 
Senate an article clipped, 1 think,from one of the newspapers of 
his State comparing pricesof articles used by farmers in 1880 and 
in 1890. Itimpressed me at the time as being a valuable contribu- 
tion to the stock of information on this question of the compar- 
ative condition of our farmers at the present time and in past 
years, and my impression was confirmed by arecent examination 
of it. I need make no apology for reproducing it here. Its au- 
thorship is immaterial, as everyone having any knowledge on the 
subject will admit its correctness. It should be borne in mind 


| of manufactured articles have been since constantly decreasing, 
| and that the price of sugar, on account of the removal of duties 


O =. told with elabo | on imported sugar has greatly declined, while there has been a 
erO 0 13 "aA- | ° >  . 

ee wee cen aan "a | marked improvement in the prices of the products of the farm 
; eat. ~ Serr | within the last year. 

an honest and painstaking inquiry into the | she 


resent time would be | 
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The article is as follows: 


We are very far from affirming or believing that our social order is perfect. 
There is much inequality and injustice in the distribution of burdens and re- 
wards. But the important question is whether matters are growing better 
or worse. Are the rich growing richer and the peor pote: Are the trusts 
and monopolies of which we read so much making life harder for the man 
who works by the day or the month, and for the farmer who must sell his 
produce in competition with the world? Are the inequalities of life becom- 
ing greater? Are the poor more in the power of the rich than formerly? 
Is it true that none of the increased production of civilization goes to labor? 
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hese are the living questions. Facts are better than opinions, and we have this time? Is his income as large as ever Up to1879 the county of Webster 
Foun red a few facts that are very convincing. | paid 10 per « _ = its indebtedness. In 1879 i 7 per cent to 
mien CR ALN a ee | Clean up its old debt. In 1886it made another ye of redu 
PRICES IN 1880 COMPARED WITH 1890. ing the interest rate, and sold its5 per cent bonds at a premium of $1.010, so 
What better method of determining these questions is there than to com- the rate is now actually less than! recent. The bonds of the independent 
pare the present with the past in cold figures? Do the wages of the working- | school district of Fort Dodge draw 5 per cent, having been reduced from 8 to 
man buy more or better food, clothes, comforts, and luxuries now than for- | 6, and from 6 to the present rat 
merly, or do they not? If not, then it is true that he is not getting any ben- | Ordinaryloansdonotshow the same reductions inthe interest rate, because 
efits from the development of the age. But if we find a general reduction in | Easterncapitaldoesnotcome West as freely to private borrowers as on county 
the cost of what he has to buy it is evident that he is being benefited by the | or school-district bonds. The loan agent gets between the principals on pri 
increased production. ; | vateloans and makes an expense 880 home money generaliy commanded 
We have accordingly applied to one merchant in each line of trade in Fort | 10 per cent, and Eastern capital 7 : Py - Cent. W . mission. Now 
Dodge for a comparative statement of his retail prices now and in 1880. We | home capital commands 8 per cet i ide canit er cent. With acom- 
have chosen the year 1880for comparison instead of one more distant because | mission which makes not quite 1 per cent mor 
we wish to show the comparatively recent reductions. If 1870 or 1860 had 
been chosen the comparison on all manufactured articles would, of course, RAILROAD CHARGE 
have shown much greater reductions. We have endeavored to procure a ee ee ee 


strictly fair statement, requesting that care be taken to compare articles of | oo + y a eer “sip Ba mee 
the same grade and if possible of the same brand, and to give the cash price | iaeheo = Bap a de Fort = ; a : — — oo — J a i 80 the 
in each case. There are sometimes so many grades of the same article that | 7° 5"). ee ae a vie shateaclherPngey. -<dbecdeeen ~ ee Was <> Clute ane om other 
some confusion may arise unless it is borne in mind that the 1880 and 1890 o “80 “8 . os ae hundre as now the ran | on San ad and ot her grain 20. 
prices given are for one and the same grade. In some cases, where there are n 1880 the rate on all stock from this poit ae AZO Was HOY per Car <5 Teet 
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Many makes and grades and prices, it is more intelligent to give the percent- oy, UR, Hl - Oe ee ee ee es or 
’ ot , ne ight ON a dD: “1 OTF irom 1icago to fort oage a8 O65 Cents; now 
pas enn ae itis 33 cents. In 1880 the rate on lumber from Dubuque to Fort Dodge was 


Let us take up the case of the farmer first, as he is the largest factor in the 
Iowa agitation of this problem. There have been great fortunes made in the 
manufacture of farm implements, and much talk of combines andexorbitant | 

rofits. Let us see whether the millionaires have been able to absorb all the | 


> } 


l4cents; nowitisS.3cents. In1&80the rate on first-class freight from Chicago 
to Fort Dodge was 92 cents; now it is 70 cents. We should explain that 70 
la few weeks ago. At present, however, this 


cents Was the rate in force until 
rate is cut, but it will probably be restore omewhere near the old figure 



























nefits of inventive skill and large production of these implements: , -* ‘ a 
| before long, 50 we Make no a unt of this cut 
: | Price | Price CONCLUSION 
Articles. | in 1880. | in 1890. : , ; 
| | This closes the comparison of prices on what the farmer, mechanic, and 
aint? eo } Tom | laborer haveto buy. Itis beyond dispute that the development of theage has 
Self-binder ....__._.._. $315.00 | $130.00 | accomplished a large reduction in all manufactured articles. Now, unless 
Corn-planter and check-rower 80. 00 | 40.00 | there has been a corresponding reduction in the products of the farm and in 
i4 inch steel-beam walking plow --...-. | 28.00 14.00 | the wages of the mechanic and the laborer, we have established our claim 
an cecaarneees Ea 20 Je a 25.00 | that never in the history of the human race would a day’s labor buy so many 
Walking cultivator _- 35. 00 20.00 | comforts as to-day. Weclip from The Messenger the following report of the 
Mowing-machine ---_.._-_-- 85. 00 50.00 | prices of agricultural products in 1880 and 1890 
Strowbridge seeder _______- 35. 00 13. 00 | — 
: ceoi 6 
warms wagon... 85.00} 50.00 | Products Price in 1880. | Price in 1890 
—- spring wagon. ito - 160. GO | 75. 00 
Ol eee pha aiennnepeaepeeseusitehe paiemcipel (*) ‘ : 
Corn-shellers ae tee Le a (+) | Wheat... w. 10 tO DW. — 
tok sti abdiakiiohasaniniios res (t) | Oats -. 21 60.18 to 80.19 
| Corn atte “ 18 to 20 | i) 
— ———<—_—___— — ———————— — ——— | Rye iat 55 
*Generally reduced one-half. +All reduced about one-half. | Flaxseed 1.25 a 
+ Reduced one-half. Barley r ae 50) : 
- | Hogs _. aie ‘ 3.50to 3.75 3.70 to 3.80 
The above are the principal implements incommon use. Thereductionin | Cattle 3.00to 4.00 250to 3.50 
their cost to the farmer since 1880 runs from 33 to 60 per cent. And the ma- | Rol! butter 16 to 18 13 to 15 
chinery is made better than before. Tub butter 18 to 23 
It should not be strange if, with these great reductions in the cost of farm | Kegs : a ~~ "99 


implements and with farming land free to settlers, there was an enormous | 
increase in the production of farm staples from 1880 to 1890 and a shrinkage | : — eee = 
in prices. Furthermore, hasnot the workingman who labors in the factory | There was no market for wheat in 1890, as the farmers in this locality have 
where these implements are made a legitimate right to look for some benefits | abandoned growing it entirely, and now grow corn, oats, hogs, and cattle in 
to himself from these great labor-savers which he sees go out to the fleldsof | stead 
production? Does not the very principle for which our restive friends are | We submit to the candid farmer whether. with his bountiful yield of last 
contending demand that the benefits of cheaper farm implements shall not year,and his implements, barb wire, and supplies of all kinds reduced as 
be all absorbed by the farmer, but that they shall reach all of the consumers | above, he is not in better relations with the world now than in April, 1880 
of farm produce? with prices on produce as above and his supplies at the old figure 
The stock ofa hardware store can almost be classified as farm implements, And now, what about the mechanic and laboring man? Is it not a 
and we will examine hardware next. Atthe top of the list we place barb | undisputed, that labor of every kind is a: paid now asin1880? Asarule 
wire, as its consumption is wholly by the farmers. Our farmer friends will in the cities labor is constantly fighting for a betterment of its condition and 
hardly be able fo realize thatten years ago they were paying 10 cents a pound onstantly gaining either an increase of wages or shorter hours. American 
for barb wire. But we know they were, for we have examined the charges | workingmen were never more alert to their interests than they are to-day 
upon the books of one of the best firms in Fort Dodge. All of the prices here | and their movement for fewer hours of labor and better pay never has com: 



































were procured by examining the books of this firm for 1880: manded the interest and the sympathy.that it commands to-day. They were 
_ i = a i | never so intelligent as they are to-day, and that means both that they de 
I : Price Price | Serve more and thatthey know how to get more. The workingman is win- 
Articles. | in 1880. | in 1890 ning on both sides of the question, more hours to himself and better wages 
ie Neti ales . ae en) sr on one side and cheaper living on the other side. It is doubly false, then, 
} | | to assert that the “evelopment of the age is not benefiting the workingman 
ee SIE er BE... on oes 5onc. 5.5 etd teeta mae WO. 04 | : 
eee Cee .10 05 a 7 
Tron nails, a Fi cetieteahs sdisasiliiebindntis co eae Ce 6.00 a | Common clevis Siiiieeninnate oe $0. 20 #0. 10 
Steel nails, per keg... _. ee eee | 2 20) Milk pans, per dozen 2,25 1.00 
Plain wire, per pound ccadihniten a ay . 064 | .034 | Buggy springs, per pound 20 10 
eS cates ladle caiicionastioacl 2.25 | 1.75 | Swedes iron, per pound 12 " 
I eeidiaten ne 2 | 20 vartridges, per box ; 15 
Horseshoes, per keg__...... ee ee ee er ee ee ees 8.00 4.50 » cloth, per foot 06 
oo oe ee wtwciinwanae + .20 | 124 | auger 2. 25 1.25 
Plow steel, per pound aa et $0. 134 #0. OR4 Cast washers, per pound 05 02 
COON MOVES .occceuscccee ERAS ...-| 33.00 24.00 | Slop pail - 1.00 65 
Mattock and handle__...______- sean takin ae | 1.40 | a5 | Tincup 10 05 
ij. Sees CANN Fe hs Ik 5 7% | .49 | Zinc, per poun ) 10 
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q ER le RRL I TE aE. S | 40 | 25 Doorknobs 0) 10 
a Putty, per pound... F ace nD Oe | 10 | 0) | Cast butts, with screws ) 
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te | 6 | 03 File a 65 
I ec de % | 5 | Tin, per sheet_-. saeieni 35 ) 
Seat spring, pair _........__. PS Ne ee 1.75 1.00 Dooriatches --- - m 10 
Bl cae seen Ss Sn See's ahs 22 ee 1.50 75 Basket ata RH 15 
Roof saddle 1. OO 85 
Maat oe —_ ” — . SE D Key ) OS 
HARNESS. | Covered pai 10 
~ a aa 
Harness costs but little less than ten years ago. This is because most har- | (4), '°C\08?TOW Be 
I ness is made by hand and the labor-cost is as greatas ever. In all machine- ; pl an = 1) 
made goods there are considerable reductions. Plane... 1. Of 60) 
: | Pie plates, per dozen ; “70 5, 
4 , DRUG-STORE STOCK AND BOOKS. | Mortise lock ; 90 35 
7 The general line of drugs are from 20 to 30 per cent cheaper than in 1880 on oe ean - £2 2. 25 
; Paints are 20 per cent lower; lamps, one-half lower; stationery, one-half | — en Stone ee ‘0 3. OO 
q lower; toilet brushes, 30 per cent lower; paint brushes, not so much. The | ia 
; books of standard authors are away down; cost about one-third what they | )'2¢0W sass 
7 formerly did. School books are much lower. io - 
INTEREST. * Reduced one-half * Reduced 25 ] 
' I suppose this has reference to the money sharks of whom we have heard. We are told that we might have gone on through the whole stock of a har 





How has the capitalist who lives on the interest of his money fared during ' ware store with similar results, but the above wert lect 
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a daybook in use inthe spring of 1880 and are no doubt a fair illustration of 
how prices in hardware compare now with prices ten years ago. There has 
been a good deal of talk of trusts and high prices and monopolies created by 
the tariff in hardware goods, but they do not appear to prevent a good share 
at least of the benefits resulting from improved methods and increased pro- 
duction from reaching the consumer. 

Everyhody is interested directly in the price of groceries. And the two 
best known and most successful trusts in this country are upon articles 
which come under this head, sugar and kerosene. This is the place, then 
where we are to find the benefits of increased production and modern meth- 






ods all absorbed by rich and cruel monopolies 
Articles | Price | Price 
one in 1880. | in 1890. 
' i 
Sugar, granulated, per pound - $0. 12} #0. 07 
Sugar, standard A scinhiteietaneapaiecatitas age eedigaaiastiaraen weihat ll 063 
Sugar, C dete ae | 10 06! 
Keresene oil, 150° test, per gallon ........-. | . 25 13 
Kerosene oil, 175° test, per gallon | . 15 
Salt, per barrel , Sa 1.25 
Flour, per cwt | 4.50 | 2. 50 
RRND, TB oo oc ccincans 33 | 33 
Coffee, Rio cutiugns greumatnndipeacnian.sitnenieanhnemaetinainialinn 25 25 
Canned tomatoes, per can 15 10 
Boston butter crackers, per pound a 12} | 10 
Soda crackers, per pound 10 | 06} 
Soap, per cake coese —_ OF 05 
Crockery . E vs eee = aioe ere ete hein alll =i (*) 
Teas : : i F ce nel Ph ao . ae (7) 
Tobacco ‘ ae ee iho (3) 


+30 per cent reduction 


*25 per cent reduction +35 per cent reduction. 

Here isasurprise. The products of the two great “trusts,’’ sugar and oil, 
show quite as great a reduction as anything. Is it possible, after all, that 
the assertion is true that to achieve any permanent success a trust must sell 
its products for less than private manufacturers, and make its money out of 
economies possible in large production under one management? One thing 
is certain, namely, that the consumers of oil and sugar are getting them for 
much less than ten years ago 


DRY 


GOODS 


In dry goods we find the same downward range of prices, showing that the 
benefits of labor-saving machines and large productions go to all consumers. 
Here are a few figures 


Price 


Price 


ticles 
aEwecet in 1880. | in 1890. 
Unbleached muslin, per yard.... pinta etonts $0. 08 #0. 06 
Calico, per yard seine SSaee  aecheaneee 07 . 05 
Gingham, per yard = is i oom 12} | .10 
Worsted dress goods, per yard...... . ininiataizinn — 15 | . 124 
Do . 35 25 
Do . 50 
I rattle tebe iinet .00 75 
I ac eh ati ee a (*) 
Silks and velvets (t) 
Carpets 7 , sia ae he te i (t) 
General reduction on stock of dry-goods store | (§) 


+25 to 33) per cent reduction. 
§ 23 to 334 per cent reduction. 


*33k per cent reduction 
+25 to 33} per cent reduction 


CLOTHING. 


On clothingcomparative figures can not well be given because qualities vary. 
Chere has been, however, since 1880, a general reduction on ready-made cloth- 
ing ranging from 30 to 50 percent, and there has been a decided improvement 
in the stability of ready-made clothing. A pair of overalls sell for #1, are 
warranted not to rip, and last in every-day hard laborfor months. Good 
serviceable suits can be had for $7 to $10. It is the universal opinion of all 
familiar with the trade that the tariff cuts no figure whatever in the cost of 
such goods as laboring men and farmers wear forcommon. Such goods are 
as cheap here asin England. The tariff gets in its work on the dress suits 
and all fine goods, just as the protectionists intend it shall 


BOOTS AND SHOES. 


Inventive genius has accomplished wonders in the boot and shoe business 
since the village shoemaker took orders for the foot-wear of the neighbor- 
hood. Great progress had been made in the manufacture of foot-wear by 
machinery yess to 1880, but we are not dealing with that time now. The 
average reduction in the retail price of foot-wear since 1880 is 33} per cent. 
So all of the benefits of improved methods in the production of shoes have 
not by any means been absorbed by the manufacturer. 

WATCHES, 


CLOCKS, AND CUTLERY. 


The old-time watchmaker has gone to join the old-time shoemaker. Who 
gets the benefit of inventive geniusthere’ The silver watch which retailed in 
1880 at #20 now retails at #12 
now retails at 8. Everything in the store has suffered a reduction of from 
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all the benefits for themselves. 
pare as follows: 


Freight rates are also lower. Prices com- 


Price | Price 


Azxticies. in 1880. in 1890. 


Dimension lumber. 
First sheeting. 


| $20. 00 | $15. 00 
| 18. 00 13. 00 
i 


i il a ll 4. 50 | 3. 00 
I oa oe ae ee ee ee 24.00] 18. 
ee eee ak ae eS enn 20.00} 16.0 
er ee ie arnt tla eee ene eee a -16 | 11 
CS ECE ELT ETS ATES Dg HA | 40.00} 30.00 
a cura awad bond aw Wlueen | 8.50) 2.50 
er ee BERRA A ELS, ELIT | 30.00! 20.00 
Doors, windows, sash, and blinds ................. Rat eet | (*) 


*30 per cent reduction. 

The existence of farm mortgages is constantly referred to by 
our Democratic friends as an evidence of the lack of prosperity 
of the farmersof thecountry. Any intelligent person will readily 
understand that a mortgage may as well be an evidence of pros- 
perity and business enterprise as of the lack of it. No one famil- 
iar with the subject required the results of the recent investiga- 
tion by the Census Bureau to satisfy him that a very large pro- 
portion of farm mortgages have been given to improve the con- 


| ditionof the mortgagees, and are proofs of energy, enterprise, and 
| prosperity. 





The set of knives and forks sold in 1880 at #6 | 


| are given. 


In an extra census bulletin, issued by the Superintendent of 
the Census January 25, 1892, the statistics of farms, homes, and 
mortgages for Alabama, Illinois, lowa, Kansas, and Tennessee 
From it it appears that an existing real estate mort- 
gage debt of $906,669,526 has been found in the five States men- 
tioned bearing interest rates varying from an average State rate 
of 6 per cent in Tennessee to 8.64 per cent in Kansas. Thatin 
the seventeen counties of which the objects of indebtedness were 
ascertained from 34.81 to 92.32 of the debt was incurred to secure 
the purchase price and to pay for improvements upon the mort- 
gaged premises unconnected with any other object of indebted- 
ness. And from 69.62 per cent to 96.8 per cent of the mortgaged 
debts was incurred to secure purchase money to pay for improve- 
ments, invest in business, and to buy various articles of personal 
property when not combined with other objects. 

Let us inquire how farm mortgages promote the prosperity of 
the mortgagee. One man goes West and takes up a homestead 
upon the public lands; he is without capital, and if he had re- 
mained in one of the older States, would have continued to be a 
farm laborer and his sons would probably have followed in his 
footsteps; he manages to live until he secures title to his home- 
stead; and then mortgages it to secure the money necessary to 
build a comfortable house to shelter himself and family, or to 
procure necessary farming utensils. Is the mortgage in his case 
an evidence of poverty and of the effects of bad legislation, or is 
it an evidence of prosperity and of the wisdom of Congressional 
legislation under which he has been enabled to secure a home? 

From a farm laborer earning by unremitting toil the means 
necessary to meet the necessary expenses of a bare living, he 
has become an independent farmer making a comfortable living 
and enjoying acomfortable home. Take another case. Suppose 
this man removing to a newState in the West had, instead of 
taking up Government land, purchased animproved farm from 
some owner who by ecomomy and diligence had accumulated 
means sufficient to justify his retiring from the farm and engag- 
ing in the nearest town in some different employment or living 
upon the interest of his money, and mortgages the farm for the 
purchase price, is the mortgage an evidence of the lack of pros- 
perity of either theseller or the purchaser? Is in notexactly the 
reverse, an evidence of the prosperous condition of the country 
in general, and of farmers in particular. 

Suppose another case: The sons of this farmer grow up to man- 
hood and desire to enter upon business for themselves; they are 
without capital; they can go to the neighboring town and become 
mechanics or skilled laborers, engaging in manufacturing, hire 


| out as farm laborers in the vicinity, or they may be able to pur- 


chase on credit in whole or in part a portion of the home farm or 
of a neighbor's farm, who, on account of increasing years and in- 


| firmities or by reason of accumulated means, is desirous of quit- 


334 to 0 per cent. No gobbling up of all the benefits of improved methods 
the ‘ 
FURNITURE 

I tail ] s of furniture have suffered a reduction since 1880 ranging | 
from 25 to }0 per cent 4 half dozen wooden chairs, such as sell now for 83, 
sold then for 84.50 to ®. Bedsteads sold now at $1.75 and 8.50 sold then at #4 
and %. The cut is heavy on all articles, but most on the machine-made arti- 

es rhe big manufacturers of furniture have not been able to absorb all 
the benefits of improved methods. It should be borne in mind in this con- | 
nection that the raw material of which furniture is made has not decreased 
in price, nor have the wages of laborers in the factories been reduced. 


LUMBER. 


At first thought one would not expect much reduction in lumber since 1880. 
Standing pine costs more now than then, butinventive genius has been mak- 
ing the sawmills more productive, and thé mill-owners have failed to hold 


| ting farming or curtailing his farming operations. 


Suppose they 
buy farms and give mortgages to secure the purchase price, and 
from day laborers become independent and prosperous farmers, 
securing comfortable homes for themselves and their families, 
and paying for their farms in yearly installments. Are theamort- 
gages in such a case evidences of the lack of prosperity? 

These are the ways in which most of the farm mortgages are 


| created, and in nine cases out of ten the results are most bene- 


| ficial to the mortgagees. 


It is a blessing to the industrious and 
deserving poor man to be able to buy land on credit, and in his 
case the mortgage is an evidence of prosperity. And this is true 
in the case of every farm mortgage, except where the mortgage 
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is proof of poor business qualifications, of the lack of energy and 
economy, orof extravagance or misfortune. Let any man in a 
farming community look around among his neighbors and ascer- 
tain for himself for what reason or reasons farm mortgages have 
been given, and his observation will verify my statement. 

Everyone has known of instances where two men have com- 
menced life under substantially similar circumstances in the same 
neighborhood and perhaps on adjoining farms. The one by 
energy, industry, and economy, has speedily become wealthy, has 
gone on adding farm to farm, and become known as a successful 
man. The other by indolence and lack of thrift has made no 
substantial progress, and perhaps the capital he started with 
has gone to the saloon-keeper, or been expended in extrava- 
gant living. If the farm of such a man has become mortgaged 
can anyone rightfully point to the mortgage as an evidence that 
the farmer is unjusty discriminated against by our laws? Not- 
withstanding every vocation in this country is alike open to all, 
and the alleged disadvantages of farmers in this country, their 
ranks in the past have been and are being rapidly recruited from 
the young, intelligent, and enterprising men of the country until 
the competition in agriculture is as great asin any other branch 
of industry in this country. This of itself is proof that there 
must be some compensating advantages to the farmer. 

A statement has been made and is constantly repeated as to the 
percentage of profit on capital invested in farming which J think 
requires some examination before it is fully accepted. It 1s 
claimed that the profit of such investments does not exceed 3 per 
cent. There must be some qualification to thisstatement. Every- 
one knows of many cases in which farms have been purchased 
mainly on credit, the deferred payments for the same bearing 


interest at the high rate prevailing in the Western States and | 


from the proceeds of the farm alone the purchasers have paid 
for them within comparatively short periods. If but 3 per cent 
upon the value of a farm can be made by judicious farming it would 


appear that the purchase of a farm on credit to be paid for by | 


farming was a hopeless undertaking. 
in comparing farming with other industries 1t should be remem- 
bered that a farmer and his family are largely supported by the 
roceeds of the farm, but the man who loans money at 6 per cent 


interest, the man who lives on asalary or works for a day’s wages | 
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must pay for much that is used by the farmer and his family, and | 


of which I presume no account is taken in computing the profits 


of thefarm. I can not but believe that the disparity between the | 
condition of farmers in this country and the condition of those 


engaged in other industries is overdrawn. Such a disparity as 
it is claimed by some to exist in the nature of things could not 
long continue in a country where every industry and every 
avenue to fortune is open to all, and in which the men who con- 
trol great enterprises and accumulate great fortunes are as a rule 
sons of farmers, and were reared under still greater disadvan- 
tages than confront the farmers of to-day. 

AsI listened recently to my friend, the senior Senator from 
Kansas, while he discussed the condition of trade, manufactures, 
and business at a time which he said was within the memory of 
many now living, ‘“‘when but little money was required in the 


ordinary affairs of the working people,” when the village me- | 
chanic, by the expenditure of human muscle, performed the work 


now done by machines with muscles of iron and nerves of steel, 


and received his pay in barter, | was impressed with the idea | 


that the Senator looked upon those good old times as a millenium 
in our history, and deprecated the labor-saving inventions, the 


improved machinery, the aggregation of capital employed in | 


manufacturing enterprises, and the genius, enterprise, and en- 
ergy of our people, which have contributed to produce such great 
industrial changes. 

Whether the changes which have taken place in this and all 
civilized countries have or have not exerted a beneficial influence 
upon the prosperity, comfort, and happiness of the people, it is 
idle to bemoan them or to hope to secure a return to the good old 
methods of fifty years ago, or to prevent further development in 
the same direction, as idle as the fulmination against the first 
windmill md the command of King Canute to stay the ocean 
tides. Whenever any branch of manufactures offers reasonable 
remuneration capital without limit will be invested in it. Every 
improvementin labor-saving machinery will be speedily adopted, 
and the division of labor will go on until the greatest results 
possible are secured by the least outlay. There is a law which 
can not be controlled by legislation which governs business en- 
terprise, and by which the greatest result for the least expendi- 
ture of labor and capital will always be secured. 

_A persistent effort is being made to mislead the people by par- 
ties who hope to advance their personal interests and by Demo- 
cratic politicians who hope to create dissatisfaction and discontent 
among the agricultural classes by misrepresenting the condition 
of farmers, magnifying every adverse circumstance by which they 





are surrounded and charging it to bad legislation. I will say to 
my friend from Kansas, who assumes to be champion of the in- 
terest of farmers, that if he is able to pointoutany way by which 
the welfare of our farming communities can constitutionally and 
consistently with sound principles of government and finance, and 
without injustice to other classes of our citizens be advanced, I 
will gladly join him, and every member of this body on this side 
of the Chamber will join him in endeavoring to secure the adop- 
tion of that measure. 

As the oldest and one of the most important branches of hu- 
man industry we are all as desirous as he is of giving the first con- 


| sideration to legislation for the promotion of agricultural indus- 


tries. I listened with attention to his speech, when he discussed 
the subtreasury scheme of the Senator from California, and 
while I regarded some of his propositions for bettering the con- 
dition of the farmer as impracticable and visionary, I said to him 
afterwards, ‘‘ You and I are seeking the same end; the difference 
between us is the way by which it can be reached.” If a strug- 
gle with poverty and experience in farm life under all the disad- 
vantages under which the farmers of this country labored forty 
years ago can prepare one to sympathize with farmers, I have 
been thus prepared. 

I agree with all that has been advanced as to the necessity and 
propriety of promoting the prosperity of that portion of our people 
engaged in agriculture. I hail with satisfaction every organiza- 
tion of farmers calculated to improve their condition, to secure 
necessary legislation in their interests and better the modes of 
farming, and I have a profound respect for those whose time and 


| labor are devoted to the advancement of the true interest of any 


class of our people. But to those who for political or personal ad- 
vantage seek to mislead the people and by so doing make them 
discontented with their condition I have the profoundest con- 
tempt. 

When I contemplate some of the doleful prognostications with 
which the Senate has of late, on several occasions, been regaled, 
I am reminded of the language of Lord Macaulay, who, on anoc- 
casion similar to this, said that ‘‘ there is no quackery in medi- 
cine, religion, or politics which may not impose even on a power- 
ful mind when that mind has been disordered by pain or fear;” 
and to quote further from this gifted man, I say that these fabri- 
cated pictures of gloom and distress can have no other effect 
upon the people, if they have any effect at all, than to ‘ blind 
their judgment, inflame their passions, and make them prone to 
believe those who flatter them and to distrust those who would 
serve them.” 

While Congress has not adopted every Utopian scheme which 
has been advocated for the betterment of the agricultural inter- 
ests of the country, it has under Republican control labored as- 
siduously to ascertain the needs of our farming population and 
has adopted such measures as met with the approval of the in- 
telligent and conservative judgments of the majority. The im- 
portance of agriculture has been recognized by Congress in the 
creation of a Department of Agriculture and by yearly appropri- 
ations to provide for the efficient conduct of its business. 

This Department was created to secure the application of sci- 
entific methods to the development and improvement of agri- 
culture. It seeks by the distribution of new varieties of seeds 
and plants, by the circulation of treatises on different subjects 
connected with farming, and annual reports containing the latest 
and most reliable information on the subject of agriculture, to 
secure the cultivation of the best varieties of agricultural prod- 
ucts, the selection for breeding of the best animals, increased 
yield from land now under cultivation, and increased acreage, 
the prevention and the cure of diseases to which plants and 
domestic animals are subject, their protection from attacks of 
birds, of insects, and animals, the encouragement of diversified 
farming so as to secure the production in this country of every- 
thing consumed here which can be profitably raised, and the en- 
larging our foreign trade, and the giving of intelligent direction 
to the agriculture of the country to enable us to supply the for- 
eign demand. 

| can not stop to enlarge upon the work of this Department, or 
its value to the farming interests of the country. Every intelli- 
gent farmer understands the value of scientific investigation and 
report upon the important subjects examined by the Department, 
of the distribution of new varieties of seeds, of authentic infor- 
mation concerning agriculture, as well as of the successful efforts 
of the Department to extend our foreign trade in agricultural 
products. To say nothing of our reciprocity treaties with other 
countries, it is surely of some consequence to our farmers that 
the restrictions upon American pork have been removed by the 
principal countries of Europe, and that corn bread is likely to 
become popular on the breakfast tables of the people of more 
than one European country. 

The public domain, which was mostly acquired by purchase, 
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the cost D 
taxation, | 
interests. 
Wa 


ng paid out of the Treasury from moneys derived from 
as been in later years chiefly devoted to agricultural 
Under Republican administration the homestead law 
passed, providing free homes and farms to those who desired 
to engage in agriculture. It has long been the declared policy 
f the G ‘nment to reserve the public domain for homes for 





sett ; of endeavoring to derive a revenue from it. 
Every year the Government is expending millions to extinguish 
t! idian title to Indian reservations and open them up to set- 
n Asa gift of public land was of no value without the 
means of reaching it, the Government encouraged and aided the 
construction of railroads to reach the public domain and fur- 
nished transportation for its products. 

Congress, under Republican administration, has endowed agri- 
cultural colleges in the States and supports by annual appropri- 


ations agricultural 


f 
sons ol farme 


experiment stations. At these colleges the 
rs are instructed in scientific farming, and experi- 
ments are conducted to determine the varieties of farm products 
adapted to the climate and soil and the best methods of cultiva- 


tio Congress has entered upon the exercise of its power to reg- 
reculate commerce between the States, to correct abuses, and to 
regulate freight charges of great railroad corporations, largely 
in the interest of the farmers of the country, and is endeavoring 
to perfect such legislation in the light of experience. The pro- 
visions for reciprocity contained in the McKinley law was inserted 


in the interests of the farmers of this country. 

The products of foreign countries to be admitted free under reci- 
procity treaties entered into under it, with the sing.ie exception of 
hides, which have been free for years, are articles hich are not 
profitably produced in this country, and therefore do not come in 
competition with our agricultural products, while the enlarged 
foreign markets created for our exports are largely for the prod- 

‘farm. In short, if it be admitted that the protective 

to agriculture by increasing a home market 

products of the farm and withdrawing a portion of our 

from agricultural pursuits to engage in manufac- 

[| challenge anyone to point out any legislation by Con- 

gress during the last thirty years upon economical subjects 

ich has not been for the purpose of directly or indirectly 
venefiting the farmers of this country. 


i‘) 4) 
system is beneficial 
for tie 
population 


tures 
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Che legislation for the purpose of restoring our merchant ma- 


rine and securing our share of the foreign carrying trade, is as 
much if not more in the interest of the farmers of this country 
than of shipowners. Capital, if it can not be safely and profit- 
ably invested in the construction and navigating of ships, can b 
invested in a hundred other enterprises. The advantage to be 
derived by building up our merchant marine is not so much the 
giving of employment to American capital as the securing of 


y 
the extension of our foreign trade and opening up foreign mar- 
for the products of our industry, and the securing by 
reased competition reduced rates of transportation. 
The proposition to loan the credit of the Government tosecure 
: construction of the Nicaragua Canal, its control when con- 
structed by the United States, and its capitalization atthe actual 
t of construction, a measure which has my hearty support, 
while iti d by some who assume to speak for the farmers 
of the Pacitic coast, isa measure which,while it would be of great 
public importance by furnishing anaval and coaling stationin Nic- 


in- 





is Oppo 


aragua, facilitating the movements and increasing the effective- | 


ness of our Navy, would be an inestimable boon to the farmers of 
the Pacific coast as wellas to all the producers and consumers 
of the United States. If the canal were completed and put into 
operation, with tolls based upon its actual cost, the price of every 
bushel of wheat and every pound of wool grown, of every can of 
salmon produced, and of every foot of lumber manufactured on 
coast would be increased to the extent that the cost of trans- 


the 
portation to European markets was decreased. 


lo catch the ear of the poor man and to endeavor to make him 
ted with hiscondition and to persuade him that the party 
‘is in some way to blame for his lack of prosperity, the 
inequalities of wealth and the supposed privileges and abuses of 
wealt him. 
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in powell 






before 





ntly kept But these inequalities 
are not confined to age, country, or party. They result from 
causes never yet controlled by legislation—from faculties and pow- 


lanted by th 
‘ther the 


ers im] » Creator in the human race. 

Wh rreat inequalities in the distribution of wealth 
are beneficial or not in causing great enterprises to be under- 
taken and prosecuted which give employment to laboring men 


and develop the resources and increase the wealth of a country 
is a question upon which honest men might differ. But, conced- 
ing the aggregation of wealth to be an evil, before condemning 
a political party for. the existence of the evil let there be a practi- 
cai remedy proposer 

Numerous are t] which have been proposed to rem- 
edy existing evils in an society. 

Some have propo he evils or ¢ ipposed evils aris- 
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ing from the inequalities in the distribution of wealth by the 
equal division of all the accumulated products of labor among 
the people. Ifsuch athing were possible and were accomplished 
it would be but acomparatively short time until there would be 
still greater inequalities than at present. The indolent, extrav- 
agant, and vicious would speedily squander the share received 
by them in the distribution, and while it lasted would contribute 
nothing to the general wealth and prosperity, while the indus- 
trious, enterprising, and acquisitive would profit by the vices and 
improvidence of others and speedily accumulate great fortunes. 

Others have dreamed of a state of human society in which all 
the wealth was owned in common and its use controlled by the 
Government, in which honor and preferment were the only in- 
ducements to extraordinary efforts, and the aggregate product 
of human labor was enjoyed in common by all the citizens of the 
State. Sucha scheme of human society is utopian. It is impos- 
sible. Admitting the strongest claims of humanity, that man- 
kind is a great brotherhood and achord of kinship runs through 
the race, such a scheme is neither warranted by the condition 
of society or its probable result. Every right-thinking man de- 
sires to relieve as far as possible the miseriesof the race; itis 
apparent, however, that this can never be fully done. The mis- 
ery that is in the world is largely the result of indolence, of 
thriftlessness, and vice. To many who bemoan their condition 
with the most bitterness and complain the loudest concerning 
the distribution of wealth and the present condition of human 
society the benefactions of the charitable are a positive injury. 

The only hope for their improvement lies in the fact that by an 
inexorable law of nature idleness, improvidence, and vice are 
punished in this world by a want and distress. The inducement 
to industry and economy afforded by the law which secures to 
every man the title to and enjoyment of his rightful acquisitions 
has been the means of the world’s progress from a state of sav- 
age society to its present condition. We are the heirs of the 
products of the labor and the thrift of past generations; of their 
wealth and their learning, and all that contributes to our civili- 
zation, our refinement, and comfort. 

‘Take away this inducement by organizing the people of a State 
or nation in one great codperative society in which all the prod- 
ucts of mental and manual industry are to beowned and enjoyed 
in common, in which the idle and improvident are to share 
equally in the gains of all, and the creation of wealth, the ad- 
vance of the arts and sciences, and the march of civilization 
would be at once arrested, and such a people would rapidly re- 
lapse into barbarism. The true way to promote national and in- 
dividual prosperity is to secure employment for all the members 
of society, so that each can contribute something to the weaith of 
the whole and be rewarded for diligence and thrift. 

Something may be done and has been done by legislation to 
correct the evils which grow out of the unequal distribution of 
wealth. Great fortunesshould be made to bear their proper pro- 
portion of the public burdens. Speculation in the products of 
human laborshould be prevented and controlled so far as is neces- 
sary for the protection of producers and consumers and consistent 
with the right of a man to reap the advantage of foresight and 
enterprise. Congress has, by appropriate legislation, exerted 
its constitutional power to prevent and punish trusts. It has, 
by the ext reise of its power to reculate commerce, passed laws 
to regulate corporations-engaged in interstate commerce and 
legislated for the protection of sailors and others engaged in both 
interstate and foreign commerce; it has passed laws to prevent the 
importation into this country of cooly labor and the immigration 
of persons under contract for services, and in every constitutional 
way is seeking to protect the weak and poor against the strong 
and wealthy. 

Of all the schemes which have been advocated for the relief 
of farmers the scheme known as the subtreasury bill, a scheme 
for the issue of an indefinite amount of Government notes, to be 
loaned by the Government upon real estate security at a low rate 
of interest, is the most visionary and the most impracticable. | 
can conceive of nothing more certain to destroy the credit of the 
Government, todepreciate its notes and its obligations, and bring 
financial ruin upon this country than this scheme. Unless the 
issue of Government notes was in excessive amounts, but a few 
favorites—the people who now control the wealth of the coun- 
try—could be accommodated with Government loans. 

The notes could only be made to pass current while they were 
redeemable by law at the Treasury in gold and silver and the 
Government possessed the ability to redeem them upon presen- 
tation. This would be wholly impracticable, and from the first 
issue of such notes they would part company with gold and silver, 
and if the issue were continued would depreciate until they would 
be as worthless as the continental money became after the Revo- 
Some people who talk fluently about cheap 
money I fear have an inadequate conception of the use of money. 
Money is a medium or tool of exchange. It was invented and 
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There is not much danger that any monopoly of manufacturing 
in this country will be of long duration. It is true that in arti- 
cles for which patents have been issued there is for a limited 
period an exclusive right in the patentee or his assigns to manu- 
facturethem. But with thisexccption manufacturing industries 
are open to all, and no one establishment will be long permitted 
to make undue profits. As to patents for new and useful inven- 
tions, the question for the legislator to determine is, what is for 
the best interests of all the people, and his aim should be, in 
granting an exclusive right to use a new invention, to adopt a 
medium which, while it will sufficiently stimulate the inventive 
genius of the country, will give the exclusive right to manufac- 
ture and use an invention for the shortest period. 

True statesmanship willendeavor to see that profitable employ- 
ment is furnished to all as the only means of promoting the in- 
dependence and wealth and prosperity of the people. To provide 
employment for the laborers of a country it is necessary to pro- 
mote diversified industry. Capital under a Government that 
recognizes the right of individuals to control the accumulations 
of their own exertions can not be forced by popular opinion or by 
legislation into unprofitable channels. When there is sufficient 
inducement for its investment in manufacturing enterprises it 
will be so invested. But when there is not a prospect for fairly 
remunerative profits in manufacturing it will seek other channels 
of investment or lie idle. Neither patriotism or philanthropy 
govern capitalists in their business enterprises; the law that gov- 
erns all men in legitimate business affairs is the law of self-in- 
terest. 


It is therefore necessary, in order to secure the establishment | gram: 


of new industries or the continuance of existing establishments, 
that such protection be given as will enable those who invest in 
them to realize a reasonable profit upon their capital. 
not as independent as capital. If a large number of laborers are 
suddenly deprived of employment by the collapse of an industry 
they often have great difficulty in securing other employments, 
and if a reduction of wages is necessary to enable the business 
to be continued they have no alternative but to consent to the 
reduction. 
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ricultural products abroad have contributed largely to the gen- 
eral prosperity, but business of every kind has been prosperous 
and all our industries have produced increased products to add 
to our prosperity. While there has been an unprecedented in- 
crease of our exports and decrease of our imports of articles com- 
ing into competition with domestic products, competition at home 
in manufactures has reduced the margin of profits toa minimum. 

The case of cotton ties affords an interesting illustration of the 
effect of the McKinley law on domestic industries and on prices. 
The following is clipped from a recent issue of the Economist 
and needs no explanation from a protectionist: 

ONLY AMERICAN COTTON TIES. 

Many are the pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD devoted todescriptions 
of the woes inflicted upon the poor cotton-planters by the duty on cotton ties 
Mr. MILLS found the extent of their alleged oppression from this source to 
be 35 P= cent ad valorem and placed cotton ties on the free list in his bil! 
Mr. McKinley found the same rate and raised it to 1.3 cents a pound, amid 
the renewed lamentations of the opposition. 

Now, mark theresult. Notatie has been imported in over thirteen months, 
although for the year ending June, 1890, we had imported 44,621,533 pounds 
“Ah, but,” the free trader will interpose at this point, ‘‘you developed the 
making of cotton ties, a branch of manufacturing, at the expense of the cot 
ton-grower, Who was compelled to pay more for his cotton ties.”” In which 
the free trader is exactly > the truth. Cotton ties have fallen 20 per 
cent under the new law. Protection worked here as it has in hundreds of 
other instances. When the home market was secured to our own manufa 


| turers they went towork turning out cotton ties in suchlarge quantities that 


Labor is | 


The effect of the recent tariff legislation upon our foreign trade | 


has been marked and beneficial tothiscountry. From the Treas- 
ury statement of foreign commerce and immigration for Decem- 
ber last it appears that the value of our imports of merchandise 
for the twelve months ending December 31, 1891, was $828,312,646, 
an increase over the value of imports for the year ending Decem- 
ber, 1890, of about five millions, although our importations dur- 
ing the year ending December 30, 1890, were largely increased 
in anticipation of the enactment of a new tariff law, and that the 
value of our imports for the year ending December 30, 1890, ex- 
ceeded the average value of our imports for the preceding ten 
years in the sum of $226,450,216. The value of our exports for 
the month of December, 1891, was unprecedented, amounting to 
$119,732,532, as against $98,451,752 for December, 1890; the value 
of our exports for 1891 was $970,506,282, as against $857,502,548, 
the value of our exports for 1890, an excess of $113,300,734, and 
an increase over the average value of exports for the preceding 
ten years of $206,563,150. The balance of trade for the year 1891 
was in our favor in the amount of $142,193,636. 

The increase of our exports was principally of agricultural 
products, stated in the order of magnitude or value to be bread- 
stuffs, raw cotton, copper, manufactures of iron and steel. The 
value of our exports and imports for the year 1891 amounted to 
$1,798,818,928, an increase of $117,918,654 over the total foreign 
commerce of 1890 and exceeding the annual average value of our 


commerce for the preceding ten years by the sum of $333,130,367. | 


A gratifying increase in the production of articles required for 
home consumption is shown in that for the three years ending 
December 30, 1889-’90-"91, there has been a large increase of im- 
ports of articles admitted free of duty and a comparatively larger 
decrease in dutiable articles. If the beneficial results of the 
American system and the McKinley law can be judged by the 
condition of our foreign commerce they have been all that the 
most strenuous advocates of the system anticipated. 

The McKinley tariff law, which has been in operation but a 
comparatively short time, has advanced the prices of agricultural 
products, decreased the importation into this country of dutia- 


ble goods, stimulated manufactures, and caused the establishment | 


of new industries, and if given a fair trial will secure the pro- 
duction in this country of annually increasing amounts of arti- 
cles of human industry which we consume, but which have here- 
tofore been produced abroad, thus giving to American capital 
and labor employment, and increasing the demand for raw ma- 
terial, while by the sharp competition of 65,000,000 of the most 
energetic, enterprising and skillful people on the face of the 
earth, the price of manufactured articles to the consumer will 
be constantly reduced. 

[t is true that better crops and an increased demand for our ag- 


the price went down, while only the quality of the ties and the savings-bank 
accounts of the American workingmen employed at making them went up 


That the people of Great Britain have acorrect understanding 
of the purposes and the effect of the McKinley law is apparent 
from the following clipping from the Sheffield (England) Tele- 


The promoters of the McKinley tariff meant it to push forward the policy 
of America for Americans. One method of realizing it was to keep all work 
within their own dominions. The country was to be made self-supplying 
what could be produced at home was not to be boughtabroad. That was the 
keynote of the McKinley scheme, andit is working out the idea of its design 
rs with the precision and effectiveness.of a machine. 


That the legitimate effect of the McKinley law has been to im- 
prove the prices of most things that farmers produce and to re- 
duce the price of most things they consume is certain. 

In support of this assertion I present some statements concern- 
ing prices of farm products and articles consumed by farmers. 

The Tribune of South Bend, Ind., of June 20, 1891, contained an 
article on better prices for farm products, in which the better 
prices then prevailing were attributed to the McKinley law, from 
which I quote the following: 


Here are eight articles of produce most raised by farmers of St. Joseph 
County, and of Indiana generally, on every one of which the McKinley bill 
increased the duty to keep Canadian farmers from shipping into the United 
States to compete with our own farmers. The amounts paid in South Bend 
for these articles June 13, 1890, are given in the first column, and the amounts 
paid June 13, 1891, under the McKinley law, are given in the second column 


| | 
1890. 1891 


| $40.00 #90. 00 


50 bushels wheat ... 


I i aad 19. 00 30. 00 
ARTE aa a aa aes 12.50) 25. 00 
a ess 20.00} 34.50 
50 bushels buckwheat .. naman nas ee | eG 
50 bushels potatoes... os re --| 15.00} 50.00 
50 dozen eggs .......... | 5.00 7.50 
OT ET  ntintccveakh aman baneen 90. 00 } 180.00 





Total a Bot ee wae 404. 50 


sesinliatd 7 
The difference in prices for the same amount of produce sold in June, 1890, 
and June, 1891, is just $183 in favor of the present McKinley June, and lacks 
but $38.50 of being double what was received in June last year. 


I insert a tabulated statement, published by the American Pro- 


| tective Tariff League, showing the prices of a large number of 


articles in October, 1889, October, 1890, and September, 1891: 


THE TRUTH ABOUT PRICES. 


Below will be found the average retail prices of fifty-six articles incommon 
use. The first column shows prices in 1857, near the close of our last free-trade 
period; the second column gives prices in 1889, a year before the McKinley 
bill passed; the next column gives prices in 1890, during the campaign of last 
year, while the last column gives present prices: 





Oct., 





+ t., | Sept. 
Articies. 1857. | geo’ | 1900! | 1801 
cael tliat cemented atl $1.49 | 00.95 | 0.92 | 80.88 
Binding-twine, pound................-. oaanee . 14} | - 144 il 
ED pic tinieecane bens ohe 6. 834 4.23 | 4.00} 3.70 
Blue shirting, yard................... . Pe ae 09} 
Boots, pair_....- See ae gaa hae ee 4.76 | 3.27 3.07 ». 78} 
EC iain tsaswsebenkevkbeneonanne od ed. : 063 06 
| Carpets, yard --| 1.302] 77 72} . 66} 
SII 5. ntinn dinstpenereniew . 34 . 24 22 . 19) 
EEE TT 47 > . &, 20) 
SS anne cenncnes cn aseeuese ve 98 . 523 . 46 41 
| Cotton thread, spool ...........-. 0) .6 4 04) 
5 CO, IE ob. oh 0< cd ccongnces- satel 114 07} 06 06} 
| DCR TTERE GRRERE, PRET... .. cnn ccceccccecccsecs i 1.28) 713 . 58) 
Ug tra sees acne aa | <4 | ‘27 2 20} 
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| a ie I 
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The Economistof December 11, 1891, contained a table compar- 
ing the prices of carpets in March, 1890, and in December, 1891. 


Prices of carpets compared. 





Dec., 1891, 


| 
Mar. , 1890, 
new law. 


old law. 


| 

| 
; . 
Alexander Smith & Sons Carpet Company: 
| 





asad cate as teibibipshibee enter sone aa sia $1.80 | $1.50 
Extra Gobelin Moquette ........................-.- 1.70 1. 60 to 1. 65 
Hartford Carpet Company: Brussels, five-frame-.-_.. | 1.20 | 1.10 

Lowell Carpet Company: | 
Super three-ply 77 | 75 
EMPORIO q2 2ccc cco een neve ce cece cece es-=-ee- .60 | 57h 
SE, EVO CLOMID 2. occccneccanncsccsamess 1.20 | 1.17} to1. 20 

E.S. Higgins & Co.: } 
india Nayh bhtntinebiesdimnecuees an eas 1.30 | 1, 25 
Tapestry (10-wire) ..........----.------------------ . 67} 65 
an cinntiiccebbechbewanenbdmeen . 574 55 
A se etanend | 50 47} 

Stephen Sanford & Sons: Double X tapestry Brus- 

TN Cia anal .70 65 

| 


The Economist well says: ‘‘This table would probably be as 
appropriate an epitaph as could be placed on the tomb of the de- 
funct ‘McKinley prices’ liar.” 

In arecent issue of the Minneapolis Tribune, under the heading 
‘‘Farm Life in the Good Old Times,” I find the following: 

The farmer of to-day makes two special complaints: High prices for what 
he buys and low prices for what he sells. How was it with our farmer 
fathers? 

Take the staple dry-goods article, calico. In 1790 it cost 58 cents a yard; in 
1830, 29 cents a yard; in 1860, 11 cents; in 1891, 5 cents. 

Take the staple grocery article, sugar. In 1790 it cost 18} cents for cheap 
brown grades; in 1830, 15 cents; in 1860, 10 cents; in 1891, 5} cents for granu 
lated. 

For what the farmer sells take the staple dairy-produced butter. The 
prices in Massachusetts are as follows: In 1790, 11 cents; in 1830, 18 cents; in 
1860, 26 cents; in 1891, 30 to 35 cents. 

The staple meat product, dressed beef, in Massachusetts sold in 1790 at only 
3} cents; in 1830, 7} cents; in 1860, 12 cents; in 1891, 12 to 18 cents. 

I was more embarrassed in standing by the report of the Com- 
mittee on Finance upon the McKinley bill at the last session, by the 
provision increasing the duties upon tin plate after July 1, 1891, 
than by any other provision of the bill; not because I did not believe 
that in accordance with the general policy of protection such en- 
couragement should be given to the tin-plate industry as would 
enable it to be established and maintained in the United States, 
and that with such encouragement very soon the price of tin 
plate would be reduced in this country, but because tin plate is 
an article largely used in the business of canning fish and fruits 
in Oregon, and some of my constituents engaged in such business 
believed that the price of tin plate would be increased by the in- 
crease of duties. 
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| ciation, held at the Sherman Hous 
| ruary last, 


| opening address. 


| eral attention by the public as the 


| years has not gone by, and we are criticised because we are n 


1969 


[ have therefore watched the effect of the McKinley law upon 
the prices of tin plate and upon the tin-plate industry in this 


country with great interest. 

[am happy to know that the prophecies of free-traders of a 
great increase of price and of the inability of our people 
cessfully manufacture tin plate in this country 
proven false. 

At a meeting of the Western Packers’ Canned Goods 
LOth of Feb- 
Mr. Clarence R. Britton, of the Tinned- 
Plate Manufacturers’ Association of the United Stat 
To show the views of tin-plate vers 
as to the justice of protecting their industry, and the effect of 
the McKinley law upon prices and upon the manufacture of tin 
plates in this country, I quote briefly from his address. He 


tO suc- 


already 


have 


\sso- 
», Chicago, on the 
secretary 
, made the 


ve fart 
manula 


Sala: 


It can be said, I believe, that no business topi received such gen 
in-plate question. Why this is so itis 
hard to understand. Each and every one of our many and great industries 
had a beginning, and that beginning a smal! one in every instance, and why 
should more than this be expected of the manufacture of tin plate 

If all of our now great enterprises had in their infancy met with such hos 
tile treatment the United States would not be what she is to-day, the 
est manufacturing nation of the world 

Those who have studied this subject ora moment that man- 
ufacturers in this country will continue for a very long time to use or even 
adopt the Welsh methods. There have been improvements made right here 


has ever 





great- 


do not believe f 


+ | in Chicago, which, though not quite perfected in every detail, are so nearly 


so that we are sure they will prove successful, for they are in the hands of 
men of mechanical genius and capital, who will not allow them to fai! 

The framers of the ‘‘tin-plate clause” in the ‘new tariff law” realized it 
would be an immense undertaking to transfer so large an industry 3,000 miles 
to the land of the consumer, the place where it belongs. They asked, de 
manded, and obtained five years for this object, and as yet one of these five 
} ot prepared to 
supply the entire amount for the American market 

x ” * * * * 

The American manufact tarted by trying to make the best grades 
ofplates: first, because there is achance foralittle profit, but mainly because 
they know that every teakettle, every tin cup, and every tin roof made from 
American plates will be watched with an eagle eye for years to come, and the 
material must be of such aquality as to stand thisseveresttest. ‘There are 
now in successful operation twelve different tin-plate works, varying in 
size from the one7 by 9 feet, which Governor Campbell's lieutenant claimed 
he found at Apollo, to those at Demmler and St. Louis, covering from 4 to 6 
acres. There are thirteen others in course of erection, some nearly com- 
pleted and all of which will be in full operation by the fall of 1892 These 
twenty-five works will contain fifty-five mills, with a capacity of about 35,000 
boxes per week, or between 60,000 and 70,000 tons per year, which is about 
one-sixth of the present consumption. These twenty-five works, when com- 
pleted, will represent an investment of between three and four millions of 
dollars. If this be done in one year’s time, what may be expected in three 
or five? 

Those of you who still have doubts of something ever being done toward 
supplying the American market with American plates, come with me to St 
Louis, Maywood, Elwood,and Anderson, Ind.; to Cleveland, Irondale, and 
Piqua, Ohio; to Demmler, Apollo, Pittsburg, Kensington, Blairsville, and 
Philadelphia, Pa.; to Baltimore, Md., and to Brooklyn, N. Y., and see the 
works now in operation and others nearing « 


urers have 


omplet ion 


At the same meeting acommunication from W.C. Cronemeyer, 
president of the Tin Plate Manufacturing Company of Demmler, 
Pa., was read, from which I quote the following: 

We certainly would not have been granted the extension to six years had 
we asserted that all could be done in one year; and certainly no reasonable 
person will expect that a business which requires millions and millions of 
dollars’ worth of costly machinery to be erected could be fully developed in 


| one year. 


What we stated and promised the legislators in Washington was that 
within one year after the law would take effect we could demonstrate the 
feasibility of producing our own tin plate, and this promise we have kept 
Our own company is now, and has been for a year, again actively engaged in 
the manufacture of tin plates, and the inclosed copy of testimonials « 
of our customers, received during last September, 
that we have produced some good results. 

Present indications do not show that theinterests of the canning industry 
have been seriously jeopardized by the additional duty. The prices of tin 
plate in this country to-day are only a very little higher than what they were 
eighteen months ago, while export prices in England have been reduced 25 
per cent in order to overcome our import duty. Two years ago the duty was 
only 1 cent per pound, or $1.08 per box, and a box of coke tin plate cost in New 
York $5.20; to-day the duty is 2 2-10 cents per pound, or ®.37 per box, and 
the price of coke tin in New York is 8.35 per box; increase in duty, #1.30 per 
box, increase in price only 15cents per box. Does this not show very clearly 
that the consumers in this country have paid an immense profit to foreign 
manufacturers for many y and thatthe English manufacturers are 
yielding a part of their profits to the United States Treasury? 


if some 
bears evidence of the fact 


ears 


now 
And on the 












other hand, if the United States Governmenttakes off that duty, which some 
people call a tax, do you believe that the foreign manufacturers wv 
put it on 1in and put it in their own pockets 

But we will soon make all our tin plates here sure as the water fle 
down the river. The progress of industry andcivilization flows Westward 
and the tin-plate industry is right inthe swim. It may be po to dam 
up ariver and stop its flow for a while, but soon the waters will o flow and 
tearthedam andcontinueonintheircourse. The h manufacturers and 
their agents may damn) the progress of our industry, but the American 
manufacturer, with the help of the American people | tear ir dams 
and continue progressing until every American housewife has her kitchen 
furnished with the domestic product and until every quart of American 
canned fruit is packed in American tit 

It will thus be seen that the McKinley law is meeting the ex- 
pectations of its friends, even as to the most doubtful of its pro 


visions. 

[ am indebted also to the Economist for the following excerpt 
from a speech of Governor Boies, of Iowa, at a dinner of the Re- 
form Club, December 23, 1890, and the accompanying extract from 
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y 12, 1892, which illustrate the insincerity of 
ree-trade orators. The contrast is very striking, and can 
t yexplained by the increased prosperity of the 


~ > 
i 
i 
J 
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f zy the last year It will be observed that only one 
\ ‘ ust Dex r, addressing a free-trade organization and 
e wworing to make the farmersof the country dissatisfied with 
1 I ara a gioomy pi re of the condition 
( fa i n effect, that for years farming has been 
co { a los ges this lack of prosperity to the tariff, 
a ays ‘1 \ iking power of this nation must revise the 
was a political speech, made to catch votes, intended to 
! ix Dl1Can I s discontented and be ieve they were suf- 
fe e effe t of vit io 5 legislation, and cause then 
ote fe party which promised to overthrow the protec 
) a tablish a tariff for revenue only. One year and 
twenty days later, in compliance with the requirements of the 
constitution of his State, he depicts a condition of prosperity of 
the ing interests in his State, not for the past year only, but 


for the past ‘‘ biennial period,” which is calculated to make the 


condition of the farmers of Iowa envied even by those engaged in 
acturi [ present the two extracts in parallel columns 
the contrast may be the more effective, and with the head- 
¢ 1 em it the isco omist: 
POLITIC V TRUTH 


A provision in the constitution of 























rk irali our State directs that “the gov r 
i ve ca shall convey to the General Assemb]) 
tl for yé information concerning thecondition 
been pros of the State and recommend such 
pr and legislation as he deems expedient.” 
pu n In discharging this duty it is my 
i pleasant privilege to say that at no 
be ‘ » get t stry | time in the history of lowa have her 
m a rer asis peo] been blessed with more gen- 
I t prepare fora I the cons eral prosperity than they now enjoy. 
Gq s of hich othay al In each of the years composing the 
a ‘ I sense—n ian can | last biennial period we have been fa- 
ine ire vored with abundant crops. * * 
ant t y further 1 t n | With increased prices for the prod- 
din this industry ts ucts of our farms has come a sub- 
wait Lho irl V Stal ivance in the market val 
that is large enough | of the agricultural lands of our State. 
th enor! iS rplu A marked impetus ha een given to 
annually produce the upbuuiding of our cities 1d 
t hiya is sperity has « } 
! ) as tho u i iing 
, ine wn nD il Our lines of rail\ ive 
fe lence I for 
j ( t t staples we are al na 
j t the dk vbroa and wherever we in 
December 23, 1890, |; every branch of industry, ule, or 
| profession in which our people are 
| engaged, are to beseen unmistakable 
| evidences of the general prosperity 
| with which we are bl ed Vessag 
| of Governor Boies of Iowa, January 
12, 1892. 
ions of tl rity of the present House were 
vi very isi on the Pacific coast would be crippled 
a strove »coal would mean the destruction of the coal 





mining industries of Oregon and Washington. Free wool would 
destroy ow reat wool-growing industry. Free lumber would 


adian lumber at a premium and cause our great lumber- 








u 3 | nts to shut down, and by the destruction of these 
industries alone a very large portion of our population, profit- 
ably employed, would be thrown out of employment, and for 
what? ‘To secure for our manufacturing industries cheaper raw 


material to enable them to extend the foreign market for their 


s is the exc ? given by th a lvocates of free trade. But 
all the advantages which would accrue to our manufacturers to 
enable th o compete for the foreign trade by the free admis- 
sion of raw materials they now have under the McKinley law, 
which gives a drawback of 99 per cent on all imported material 

. sfc ; 


3 for the export trade. 











One of nportant industries selected by the Democratic 
House fe truction is the wool-growing industry. In attack- 
ine this it stry they are entirely consistent with the avowed 
pe cy ott pa \ P ident Cleveland advocat sd free wool. 
By the N s bill it was placed on the free list. The Democrats 
in both branches of ¢ ption or two or three 
I Ly W ( ed voted for free wool. 
W hat be t eft wool on the free list? It 
\ ( the ¥ l industry in the United States, 
a ‘ 10,000 laughter pen, and deprive the 
‘ n n otates and thelr oVU,.U0U00 as- 

n t of employment 

pl ive the uncultivable portions « 
750,000 fa forgrazing sheep. There never has been 
free v { s e the year 1816. In 1860, after four- 
teen vears of 1 ariff under Democratic administration, 
th ber o United States was 22,471,275. and the 
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average weight of the fleece was 2.68 pounds; in 1891, undera pro- 
tective tariff, the number of sheep was 43,439,136, and the average 
weight of the fleece was 6.6 pounds. The total wool clip in 1860 
was 61,043,017 pounds, and in 1891 286,678,479 pounds, an increase 
of 475 per cent, while the increase in population from 1860 to 1890 
was but 100 per cent. 

The price of wool in this country is fixed by the price in the 
London market, and is substantially the price in London with 
the American duty on imported wool of the same grade added. 

However unsatisfactory the price of wool may be in this coun- 
try, the fact remains that it is from 12 to 15 cents per pound 
higher than it would have been if wool had been placed on the 
free list. 

I present a table showing the difference between free-trade and 
protection wool prices: 


Home and foreign price s of wool fy yn 1881 to 1890. 


| (Omitting decimals 


Ohio Foreign 

|} coarse | combing 

vool, | wool. 
1881 pees a alii Bild ccc natedein ‘ i 38 | 29 
UE «ics cinethitiesmcbauinen scocaabalie Anactaesetenin tn i ail 35 28 
1883 ae kl ae ne iNet 35 | 25 
1884 sail . aca lacaicen See i iekceat a 30 | 24 
1885 Snaia ales deities dcstinubessemeants tae ee 28 24 
= er shins a ee 32 3 


1887 EE Be ete eo eee a ee 31 D4 


aes ; pes a eens 31 | 24 
ree cee Se it oe hdc eas 36 23 
RR os icon kbeiiect ote ae a eae 37 25 


[ have good authority for the statement that the real differ- 
ence is greater than it appears to be from the above comparison, 
for the reason that the foreign wool is put up better and yields 
a far greater percentage of scoured wool to the pound than th 
American product yields. 

It is claimed that free wool would reduce the price of clothing. 
Concerning this claim I quote from a speech I made in the Sen 


ate March 29, 1890, as follows: 





It is said free 1 will reduce the p of clothiz So far i 
price of the poor man's clothing is co! rned thisis untrue. Clothing is 
cheaper to-day in the United States than eve1 fore in the history of this 





country; the laboring man can now buy more and b r clothing wi 
product of a month’s labor than ever before. The fact is that the domestic 
competition in a nation of 60,000,009 of people, with skilled artisans, with in 
proved machinery, and a long and constant demand of the best market 01 
the face of the globe, has reduced the cost of plain clothing to the lowest 
living prices. But consider how trifling the effect of the tariff on wool must 
be on the price of a suit of clothes. There are from three to five pounds of 
wool in a suit of clothes. The average duty is, say, 10 cents per pound. The 
price of the wool in a suit of clothing would, until our wool industries were 
destroyed and our *p driven to the slaughter pen, be decreased from! 
0 cents per suit, but as soon as our wool industry was destroyed it would be 
largely increased 

The fact is that the wool which is in a suit of clothes is but a small part oi 
its cost. After the wool is prepared for market by the grower there is the 
home buyer with his commissions, the wool broker with his charges, trans- 
portation, storage, insurance, the manufacture of the cloth, the profits of the 
wholesale and retail merchants who handie the cloth before it reaches the 
manufacturer of clothing; the manufacturer of the clothing, the whol 
























lesale 
merchant and the retail merchant who sell the clothing, with their profit 
Undertake to trace this 30 or 50 cents’ reduction in the price of the wool which 
is used in making a suit of clothes from the wool-grower until it comes back 
to him in clothing, and how much would be returned to him? You might as 
well expect to irrigate your garden by pouring a pail of water on a mountain 
top 10 miles away, as to expect to see the visible effects of cheaper wool un 


der free trade in cheaper clothing. Then only a small proportion of the la 


borer’s wages is expended for woolen clothing. 

No complaint has ever been heard from the laboring man about the price 
of clothing, and American laborers and their families are better clothed to 
day than ever before in the history of this country, and better than the labor- 
ing men of any other country on the face of the earth at this or any other 
time in the history of the world 

The increase of duties on wool and manufactures of wool by 
the McKinley law has not increased the price of clothing in the 
United States. The vrice of clothing, like the price of most 
manufactured articles, has been constantly decreasing from the 
effect of domestic competition and is cheaper to-day than it was 
when the McKinley law was enacted, and cheaper than ever be- 
fore in the world’s history. 

When the tariff was reduced on wool in 1883 wool in the United 
States fell in anticipation of the admissiion of foreign woo] un- 
der the new tariff 5 cents per pound, although the reduction in 
duty was less than 2 cents per pound. For the purpose of stim- 
ulating this important industry, in the McKiuley law Congress 
increased the duty on wool and also on manufactures of wool. 
The increase on manufactures of wool was not made alone in the 
interest of the manufacturers, but in the interest of wool-grow- 
ers as well. The importation of woolen manufactures is as much 
in competition with the wool-growing industry as the importa- 
tion of raw wool, and it would have been an idle thing to have 
increased the duty upon wool and to have permitted manufac- 
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F tures of wool to be imported at a rate of duty which would have t vain for the D veratic orato 
crippled the wool-manufacturing industries in this country. the Pa coas ( e dist on of a ta or r 
: If the price of wool has not been increased in tl 


this country and trade so lt 1 3 ra 

























: under the McKinley law in proportion to the increase of duty on O They } ( 
3 imported wool, it is because the constantly increasing producis | Of th labors from 1 a 
Z of other countries have forced the price still lower in the world’s | revenue which shall b 
markets; and without the McKinley law the decrease in price in | OF articles not pi c 
; the world’s markets would have been all the more injurious to | poli 
the wool-growers of the country. a lent « 
There has recently been an improved demand for wool, but 11 oducts of other ¢ 
seems the Democratic majority in the House will, 1 b) n 
endeavoring to put it upon the free list, check the upward ten-| a 
dency of the price. , 
| é There is no doubt but that we can grow all the wool in el 
t United States we consume. It is claimed that we can not raise | time Is not far ¢ 
the finer grades, but must import them from Australia ( ivket abroa 
where. ‘T'wo years ago last June the Senate Committee on « t for ou . 
f telations with Canada took the testimony of intelligent witn sj t ply the ael t 
1 in California and Oregon engaged in raising and manufacturl ands for consumption a ak 
c wool, who stated that with proper attention to 1 select f | effo to in se t] pro S 
flocks and proper care as fine wool could be grown on the Pa | tematic cultivation "7 
coast as in Australia orelsewhere. The following,taken from th: ere « a - 
Economist of January 29, 1892, presents the attitude of the tarii ore ible 
reformers in the House of Representatives towards the far "Ss | al 
: of this country in a striking light: e British ¢ 
Free-traders have liked not r better in the past than to paint terrible i ng in it to op a c r th i 
Pictures of how the robber bz ns’’ are growing richer daily the ( pre 
of the poor taxed con er. In view of the fact that the present ‘ . 
Congress intends to inaugurate its piecemeal programme of dest! ; . 
industries by making wool free, this argument now becon very i Na L¢ ! 
ing and ins ctive as showing the honesty of free-trade a t ! ods of agricult ea if 
first ‘‘robber barons,”’ the first millionaire monopolists in } ect I 
tries who have awakened the righteous indignation of t ‘ S 
“reform” are the farmers husbanding their fiocks on the hills and prairie i ( 
of the West. That the farmer, for whom in the past reformer! have tle i rhe i ul ‘ 
pressed so much solicitude as being the principal sufferer by « niquito ry s ; 
system of tariff taxation,” should now be pointed t leading exam} ; “tes, cig ; : 
of the ‘“‘ bloated tariff monopolist” is a striking c« ntary « e-trade | af , rai prod ort Li 
honesty. And, while the shibboleth of V I ith t rica is bein Oo . 
“free raw material’ manufa rers who be L t OW? | tion. and ec tio: | 
product and free trade in everything else, it will prove: ib iswo : aa . 
with all farmers and wool-growers, whose principal 1 ) l t f y the ) Laema i c a 
wool would destroy. } so chean 
Another industry menaced by the Democratic tari ) is in | a 
lumbering. e of all ; i 
The placing of lumber on the free list would be a the mined by yply fre a 
: prosperity of New York, Pennsylvania, Michigan, Wise n, 0 ( ut 
‘ and other Northern States and the Pacific coast. Formany years | ‘ at, a vec 
the lumber business will be one of the leading industries of O is comp 
gonand Washington. In our vast forests of fir, cedar, and pins "he question of 
is enormous wealth awaiting the talismaniec touch of labor to | this intry as to der i 
convert it into money and put it into circulation to stimulat to be misled and 
commerce and develop other industri In no part of the U1 tensilo! foreign tra 
are such large and valuable tracts of timber as on the Pacific | 1 and to come to t c it 
northwest. Already the lumber business there is giving-profit- | trade must be also. Nec 
able employment to large amounts of capital and thousands of | } t y consistent with f 
laborers. rer ocity between two cou es W ( 
Under the present tariff the importation of lumber and timb between them. O 


into the United States amounts to over five millions of dollars McKinley ta aw t c 

and theduties to $1,800,000. This $1,800,000 the Democratic party | Kin nil Congr 

propose to remit to the Canadian lumberman or the Cana lian | coffee, tea, and hides had a \ ) ; 
Government, and to induce an increased importation of lumbe1 this an amendment pared, it . at 1 Sta ) 


to compete with American lumber. The excuse which is given | Was introduced by 1 - 4 la 
by free-traders for this, namely, that our forests of pine are rap- | following is a copy: 

idly disappearing and will be saved to future generations by the And the Pri nt of the U? S 

increased importation of Canadian lumber, does not apply tothe | the: lation, t 

North Pacific coast. The great forests of that coast must be | PrOSUCTS 07 al , 

cleared to enable the agriculturists to occupy and cultivate th por ' ' 


soil. They are comparatively inexhaustible. Whenever the | four, corn me nd other brea 
ground is not cultivated,or annually burned over, a new growth | ; nes obo 
rapidly succeeds the first when it is removed. In Canada the | menis and m 
Government owns the timber land and sells the timber. It als 
lays an export duty upon certain kinds of timber. 

One of two things is certain to follow the placing of lumber on : 
the free list: We will lose the $1,800,000 now collected as duti ; ecame ¢ viden tt PPUSUU & 
on lumber, and it will go into the treasury of Canada, and an in- | Cred Dy & majority « Lt OS ¢ , t 
creased rate of stumpage and an increased rate of export duty | #@& 
will be placed upon lumber toswell the treasury of Canada at the | country ¢ 
expense of our own, and the price of lumber will not be reduced, 
or, what is the more probable result, the price of lumber willde- | 4 
cline in the United States; our mills will be compelled to shut | 01% 
down, or the wages of the men engaged in the industry must b 


reduced to the standard of the wages paid for Chinese and ¢ 


cheap labor engaged in the manufacture of lumber in Canada. | the G 

Canadian lumber will pay no taxes to the country, while the 

ital employed in the manufacture of lumber in this country, | Uso ote! 

which pays taxes, will be destroyed, and the products of our mills, | tea, and } nto the 1 

which help to bear the public burdens, will be decreased. The | equal and u \ 

owners of timber land, the mill owners, the loggers, the lumber — oe 

men will all suffer by the mistaken policy of free trade in lumber | ductio ich countr , ; 
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e . ° | 
and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, and paid upon | 


sugar, molasses, col 


tea, and hides, the product of or exported from such 

















designate i country as follows, namely: | 
All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic tests as fol lows, namely: 
AJl sugars not above N ». 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, 
f cane juice or of beet juice, me lada, concentrated melada, conc rete 
entrat lasses, testing by the » polariscope not above 75°, seven- 
fil cent ymund; and for every additional degree or fraction of a 
degre how polariscopic test, two-hundredths of 1 cent per pound 
widiti 
All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 
Dutch standard of color, and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above | 
No. 13 and not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 13 cents per pound. 
All sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 1Zcents 
igars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color nts per pound 
sses testing above 56°, 4 cents per gallon 








drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as 
molasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound 

On tea, 10 tents per pound 

Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pi kled, Angora goat-skins, 
raw, Without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufac- 
tured, and skins, except sheep skins, with the wool on, 1} cents per pound 
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for the purpose of increasing our trade with Cuba and Porto 
Rico, with which our foreign trade was also unsatisfactory. The 
= fficulty in securing such an agreement arose from the evident 
belief of the Spanish authorities that a provision for the restora- 


tion of duties on sugar, if just concessions could not be obtained 


from foreign countries e xporting sugar to this country, would 
not be executed; but when convine ed that Cuba could not e njoy 
the benefits of free sugar without reciprocal concessions, an 
agreement was made, which secured large concessions in the re- 
mission and reduction of duties upon articles of American pro- 
duction, especially agricultural products. A similar agreement 
was entered into with the Dominican Republic. A valuable 
treaty has also been negotiated with Germany by which a reduc- 
tion of duties upon an important list of our products into that 


| country is made. What has already been accomplished under 
| this provision, what is likely to be accomplished, shows that it is 
| a valuable provision for securing an extension of our foreign 


This amendment was adopted in the Senate by a vote of 38 | 


yeas, all Republicans, to 29 nays. The following is the vote on 
the adoption of the amendment: 





YEAS—38. 

h Dolph Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allen Frye Moody, Spooner, 
Allison Hale, Paddock, Squire, 
Cameron Hawley Pierce, Stewart, 
Casey Hiscock *latt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hoar *lumb, Teller, 
Cullom Ingalls Power, Washburn, 
Davis Jones, Nev Quay, Wilson, Iowa. 
Dawes McMillan, Sanders, 
Dixon Manderson Sawyer, 


NA YS—29 


Bate Colquitt Harris Vance 
Berry Danie! Jones, Ark Vest 
Blackburn Fdmunds Morgan, Voorhees, 
Blodgett Evarts, Pasco, Walthall, 
Butler Faulkner Pugh Wilson, Md 
Carlisle Gibson Ransom, 

Cockrell Gorman, Reagan 

Coke Gray, Turpie, 


W hoever is entitled to credit for this provision or the success 


claimed by the Democrats in Congress. It will be observed that 
the re meee. proposed by this provision is a restricted reci- 
procity, limited so far as the admission of articles into this eoun- 
try is concerned, with the exception of hides, to tea and coffee, 
which we do not produce at all, and to sugar, of which after years 
of prot ction and encouragement we produce only about one- 
‘ ighth of the amount that we consume; and it will be borne in 
mind that all of these articles except sugar are articles which we 
had prior to the passage of the McKinley law delib woes placed 
on the free list, and that sugar was put upon the free list by 
the McKinley law for the purpose of reducing the revenue and 

cheapening an article of necessity unive rsally used, and with 
the conviction that for the purpose of building up the sugar in- 
dustry in the United States the protective policy had been a fail- 
ure. 

It will also be borne in mind that the placing of sugar upon the 
free list was accompanied with a provision for the enc ourage- 
ment of our citizens engaged in the industry. Power was con- 
ferred upon the President to demand of countries producing these 
articles concessions concerning the admission into those coun- 
tries of our products which in his judgment would be a fair 





equivalent for the benefit they would receive from the removal | 


f 


of duties upon their products above enumerated, and if the de- 
oe was not granted to suspend the law placing them upon the 
» list and make them subject to duty. Notwithstanding the 
a ninistration has had to meet the predictions of our Demo- 
cratic friends that no President would dare to reimpose duties 
ipon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, and the influence of 
the Democratic press belittling the reciprocity clause in the Me- 
Kinley act, the provision has proved to be very valuable, and 
much has been accomplished under it in the way of securing a 
reduction of duty upon our exports to various countries and ex- 
tending our markets for the products of our farms and of our 
manufactures 
{ can not consider the details of the several agreements which 
have been made under this provision. Suffice it to say that an 
agreement was early reached with Brazil, with which our trade 
was very unsatisfactory, the balance of trade against us having 
been for many years nearly $50,000,000 per annum. By this 
agreement Brazil gave free admission to many valuable Ameri- 
ican products and largely reduced duties upon others. Under it 
our trade with Brazil has increased within the last eight months 
$2,000,000, and promises to increase until the balance of trade 
against us is removed or largely reduced. 
With more difficulty an agreement was reached with Spain 





trade and opening up foreign markets for our varied products, 
and especially the products of the farm. 

[It will be interesting now tosee whether our Democratic friends 
will acknowledge they were mistaken in their opposition to this 
provision and endeavor to excuse their mistake or will belittle 
what has been accomplished under it and deny its beneficial 
effects in extending our foreign commerce. I have been careful 
to draw the distinction between reciprocity under the provisions 
of the McKinley law which I have been discussing, and unre- 
stricted reciprocity, to which | am not committed. As a mem- 
ber of the Senate Committee with our Relations to Canada, I have 
had some opportunity to inform myself concerning the condition 
of our trade with that country. 

The subject is of general interest on account of the proximity 
of Canada to this countr y, the vast extent of her territory, the 
similarity in many respects of her natural advantages and re- 
sources, and the many interests which the people of the United 
States and of Canada have in common; and it possesses special 
interest to me because of the commercial relations of the State 
which I in part represent in the Senate with British Columbia. 
[ have considered the desirability of closer relations between 
the twocountries. Annexation of Canada tothe United States is 


| a dream of the future. If Canada were to-day knocking for ad- 
of the efforts to enlarge our foreign trade under it, none will be | 


mission into the Union public opinion in this country would be 
divided as to whether she should be received. The United States 


| does not seek for further acquisitions of territory and does not 


covet,Canada. 

Many people on both sides of the international boundary be- 
lieve that manifest destiny points to political union between the 
two countries; but the people of Canada will be ready to seek ad- 
mission into the Federal Union quite as soon as the people of the 
United States are ready to admit them. Commercial union is 
impracticable while the United States Congress has power to 
change at any time duties upon imports unless the Canadian Par- 
liament will surrender the power to fix rates of duty upon im- 
ports into Canada to the Congress of the United States, which is 
not likely to happen. The only practical question, it appears to 
me, for present consideration is whether a reciprocity treaty can 
be negotiated which would be mutually beneficial to both par- 
ties. 

In congratulating ourselves upon the success of reciprocity we 
should be careful to distinguish between the character of the rec- 
iprocity treaties recently negotiated, and that reciprocity which 
does not discriminate as to the objects to be admitted into this 
country free. The provisions of the reciprocity treaty with Can- 
ada of 1854 are familiar to all. American fishermen secured the 
right to take fish from British waters and cure them on British 
shores, and British fishermen were accorded similar rights in our 
territory north of latitude 36°. The natural products of each 
country were admitted to the other free of duty. The British 
were admitted to the free navigation of Lake Michigan and the 
use of our State canals and we were to have the free navigation 
of the St. Lawrence and the use of Canadian canals. 

No one familiar with the results of this treaty will deny that 
they were very unsatisfactory. The Canadians sent us their agri- 
cultural pro ucts and coal, lumber, grindstones, and fish, and took 
from us breadstuffs and a limited amount of manufactures, but 
while our exports to Canada before the treaty took effect were 
more than twice the value of our imports and under the treaty 
our exports were doubled, our imports were much more increased 
and the balance of trade was against us. Canada greatly in- 
creased the duties on our leading manufactures, which caused a 
large reduction in value of our exports. Of the $239,000,000 
worth of imports from Canada during the continuance of the 
treaty 94 per cent came free of duty as against 58 per cent of our 
exports to Canada admitted duty free; our entire exports to 
Canada aggregating in value less by $36,000,000 than the valu 
of imports into this country. 

The rights of navigation to Americans in the Welland and St. 
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Lawrence Canals were inadequate compensation for similar privi- 
leges granted to Canada. Canada doubled her exports of fish to 
the United States, and our fishing industries received a severe 
blow by Canadian competition. The United States lost in duties 
remitted on Canadian fish alone $6,000,000. The prosperity of 
Canada under the provisions of the treaty appeared by the in- 
creased value of her cultivated lands, the great increase in her 
agricultural products, and the increased value in her export of 
lumber. The growth of her fishing industries was marked. The 
Canadian Dominion is naturally desirous of renewing a commer- 
cial treaty which resulted in such marked benefit to her. 

Our people became satisfied that a commercial treaty which 
secured reciprocity in the natural products of the two countries 
but allowed heavy duties on our manufactures was calculated to 


benefit Canada at our expense. Although ipere were other rea- | 


sons which had weight to terminate our trégty of 1854, no doubt 
one of the principal reasons was the unwillingness of Canada to 
extend the reciprocity provision to manufactures. That a com- 
mercial treaty might be negotiated between this country and 
Canada which would prove advantageous to both parties is prob- 
able, but in the light of our past experience it ig not probable 
that the United States will be willing to enter into a reciprocity 
treaty with Canada upon the basis advocated by the predominant 
party in the Dominion, a reciprocity limited to the natural prod- 
ucts of both countries. There are so many objections, political 
and economic, to commercial union at the present time as to make 
that impracticable. 

The ruling party in the Dominion has been endeavoring, and | 
think wisely, for years past, by the adoption of what they term 
the aalienel system, a protective tariff upon imports which come 
into competition with home products, to build up Canadian man- 
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thing is certain; Canada need not hope that the United States 
will admit free the products of her fisheries, her farms, her 
mines and forests without opening her ports to the free admis- 
sion of our manufactures, or their admission at greatly reduced 
rates of duty, and just and liberal modifications of the present 
commercial restrictions imposed upon our commerce. 

The benefits of the protective policy are confined to no section 
or class. In the South, where before the war of the.rebellion, 
owing to the existance of slavery, the great wealth of the mine 


| and forest were undeveloped and industries were confined to those 


which could be carried on by ignorant and servile labor, and 
where during the war every industry was crippled or destroyed, 
the American policy of protection is producing its legitimate and 
beneficial results. From the ashesof her former prosperity have 
sprung new industries and a far greater degree of prosperity for 
her people. 

Rich mines of coal and iron have been opened and are profit- 
ably worked. Manufactures have been established. Blazing 
forges illuminate the darkness of night and the hum of machin- 
ery is heard by day. Slavery, the great hinderance to her indus- 
trial development, is a thing of the past, and a new South with 
new and varied industries called into existence and promoted by 
our protective tariff laws has arisen and has entered upon an 
unexampled career of prosperity. Her diversified industries, 
by affording profitable employment to labor, have greatly in- 


| creased the prosperity of her people and are rapidly increasing the 


ufactures, develop her natural resources, and make her commer- | 


cially independent. She willno doubt be very reluctant to aban- 
don a system which has already produced good results, and 
promises so much in the future; and while they, the Canadians, 
greatly covet the enlarged market which the free admission of 
her natural products into the United States to supply the demand 
of 65,000,000 of people would give them, they are unwilling to per- 
mit their manufacturing industries to meet the competition of 


the manufacturing industries of the United States, which would | 


follow the admission of American manufactures into Canada free. 
For one, believing that our agricultural interests are of prime im- 
portance, demanding all the protection that can be afforded to 
them by just legislation, I do not think that any reciprocity 
treaty which can be at present devised would compensate the 
United States for the admission into this country free of duty of 
all the agricultural products of Canada. 

The United States is the natural market for the surplus agri- 
cultural products of Canada. The great extent and productive- 
ness of her agricultural land, her extensive forests and mines, 
render her, so long as our agricultural, lumbering, and manu- 
facturing interests require protection, a formidable competitor 
of the United States. Even with the increased tariff upon the 
products of Canada imported into this country, she sent us in 
1891 more in value of the products of her industries than in 1890 
by the sum of $37,555. She contributed to our national Treasury, 
to defray the necessary expenses of our Government, largely in- 
creased amounts in duties paid upon her exports to this country. 
Every one admits, I think, that whatever the general rule may 
be, the price of the articles imported from Canada is fixed by 
the supply and demand in this country, and that the duty is paid 
by the Canadian producer. 

Those who are clamoring for enlarged markets through reci- 
procity with Canada should also bear in mind that the market of 
Canada, on account of her comparatively small population, is a 
limited one; that we largely control it now, and that under the 


broadest reciprocity we could not expect to monopolize it. The | 
exports of our manufactures to Canada might be increased by | 


full reciproeity, but her exports to this country of her agricul- 
tural products and the products of her fisheries and mines to 
supply our large markets would be greatly increased. The in- 
crease of our imports from Canada would largely exceed the ex- 

rts of this country to Canada. In view of this fact it is not to 

wondered at that the sentiment in favor of unrestricted reci- 
procity with Canada is mostly confined to merchants and trad- 
ers, and that the farmers of the country as a rule are opposed 
to it. 

It is apparent that whatever advantage this country would 
derive from reciprocity with Canada would inure to the ben- 
efits of the manufacturers and traders, and whatever advantage 
Canada would receive would be at the loss of the farmers of this 
country. The time may come when the production of thiscountry 
will not be sufficient to supply the home market, and it may be to 
our interest toopen our markets to the free importation of bread- 
stuffs and raw material from Canada. But we have not reached 
that point in our history and do not need to anticipate it. One 


vealth of States. Railroads are being built to provide transpor- 
tation for the products of new regions. Unless these new and 
diversified industries are crippled or destroyed by the abandon- 


| ment of the protective policy, a marvelous development of the 


resources Of this favored portion of the Union will speedily take 
place. 

We have agreatcountry. Our territory, extending from ocean 
to ocean and from the Great Lakes to the Gulf, has almost every 
variety of soil and climate to be found in the temperate zones. 
Our resources are abundant and varied. Raw material is every- 
where at hand awaiting only the magical touch of human labor 
to convert it into articles of beauty and value for the use of man. 
We have a population of 65,000,000, and it is rapidly increasing. 

All that is necessary to secure the continued development of 
our resources and increased prosperity for our people is the 
continuance of the policy concerning our foreign commerce 
which has resulted in giving employment to our own people, de- 
veloping our own resources, adding the products of labor to our 
national and individual wealth, and promoting national pros- 
perity; the policy which has enabled us to so great an extent 
to supply the domestic demand with articles of domestic produc- 
tion, which has preferred the interests of our own people to the 
interests of the peoples of other lands. 

The policy which after the adoption of the Constitution was 
inaugurated by the First Congress and which changed the con- 
dition of the industries of this country from absolute ruin to pros- 
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yerity, and speedily relieved the universal want and suffering of 
he people brought upon them by free trade and the importation of 
British goods. The policy which inspired the tariff laws of 1824 
and 1828, which brought upon the country an era of unexampled 
prosperity following a period of bankruptcy brought on by ti 
abandonment of the protective system. 

The policy which, when its abandonment had again brought 
poverty and distress upon the country again rescued the country 
when the Whig party had been placed in power for that purpose, 
the policy which upon the accession of the Republican party to 
power again prevailed and again brought prosperity to the coun- 
try and has secured a development of our resources and a derree 
of prosperity for our people unparalleled in this or in any other 
country; which caused the value of the property in the United 
States to increase from $14,000,000,000 in 1860 to $44,000,000,000 
in 1880, and from $44,000,000,000 in 1880 to $62,610,000,000 in 1890. 

Shall the policy which has opened our mines, cleared our for- 
ests, caused the settlement and cultivation of our vast domain, 
established and maintained great manufacturing industrics, built 
railroads, given employment to ourlaboring men, provided them 


with comfortable homes, and given them the means of securing 
an education for their children, and made the country rich and 
prosperous, be now abandoned, our gates opened to the free ad- 
mission of foreign goods, the labor now performed by our own 
citizens be given to foreigners and our people taxed to enrich 
foreign manufacturers? It isfor the people of this country tode- 
termine. I have faith that they will determine in favor of the 
interests of America as against the interests of Europe and Asia 


SQUAN INLET LIGHT STATION. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Light-Ho 
a site for a house on the coast of New Jersey. 


se Board purchased 


received the deed, 


and had it recorded. Shortly afterwards it was discovered that 
the site would not do for the proposed light, and they 


bargained 
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with the same parties for another site for the same price, with 
an agreement that the Government should deed back the site 
obtained before. The Board is exceedingly anxious that author- 
ity shall be granted at the earliest possible moment in order 
that they may commence the building of the light station. 
Therefore, I ask that Calendar No. 408, being Senate bill 2451, 
may be considered atthismoment. It will not take twominutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The 
Senator from Maine asks that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside for the consideration of a bill, the title of 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2451) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to reconvey to Lucius U. Maltby and Louise W. 
Maltby, his wife, Margaret Elizabeth Lucas, and the Sea Girt 
Land Improvement Company, a piece of land selected as a site for 





the Squan Inlet light station, New Jersey, but found to be un- 
suitable for the purposes of said station. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 


ent consideration of the bill? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The PRESIDIN( 
preamble. 
ihe preamble was agreed to. 


OFFICER. 


The question now is on agree- 
the 


POST-OFFICE BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is now 
before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 427) to provide for the erection of public 
buildings for post-offices in towns and cities where the post-office 
receipts for three years preceding have exceeded $3,000 annually, | 
the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 





KYLE, to add to section 2 the following proviso: 

} l, That in the construction of said post-office buildings and public 
bu ngs already constructed ample room, together with shelves, tables, and 
all necessary appliances, shall be provided for a public library, to consist of | 
at st one copy of each Government publication. Said publications shall 
bn nishe the Postmaster-General, and after being received at the 
re post-offices shall be under the care and control of the local post- 
n wi ull act as librarian and shall open said rooms tothe public 
fr »o'clo m. till 9 o'clock p. m 

. KYLE. Mr. President, if that amendment is to be voted 
on at all, should prefer to offer the amendment I hold in my 


hand as a substitute for it, making some changes in the phrase- 


olor 


T PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has a right to 
modify his amendment. The amendment as modified will be 
sta : 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to section 2 the fol- 
lo ng 

That in the construction of said post-office buildings and public buildings 


airea 


iy constructed ample room, together with shelves, tables, and all neces- 
sary appliances, shall be provided for a public library, to consist of at least 


one copy of each Government [document of current and future publication 
by the Departments, together with the daily record of Congressional proceed- 
ing Said publications shall be furnished by the Postmaster-General, and 
after being received at the respective post-offices shall be under the care of 
the local postmaster [who shall be librarian, and shall open said rooms to 
the public under such regulations as the Postmaster-General shall direct]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment as modified by the Senator from South Dakota. 


'. VEST. Mr. President, I very heartily sympathize with 

he object of the Senator from South Dakota, but I appeal to him 
not to insist upon placing his amendment on the pending bill. 
vident that it introduces an entirely new system, the 
xxtent of which it is almost impossible now to appreciate. 


i 
? 
It 1s very ‘ 
€ 


do not care to discuss in detail the provisions of this amend- 
ment for the purpose of antagonizing it, but I can not resist say- 
Ing that if one copy of all the Government publications is to be 
sent h of these post-oflices, it will involve in every case the 
ilding twice as large as the proposed post-office 


to eac 
i a build 


erection Ol 


ing 


itself 


rtain that if the Senator from South Dakota appre- 
enormous amount of this governmental literature 
which is sent out or will be sent out from this capital during each 
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put an amendment creating this wide departure from existing 
conditions upon a bill which is intended fora very different pur- 
pose, simply to provide for the post-offices of the country. 

Mr. KYLE. r. President, 1 certainly do not wish to encum- 
ber or in any way hinder the passage of the bill introduced by 
the Senator from Missouri; and with the intention, perhaps in 
the very near future, of introducing a bill upon the same line as 
indicated by the amendment I have offered, I will withdraw the 
proposed amendment to the second section of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question then is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] 
as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I desire tosay thatthe modi- 
fication that the Senator from Missouri has made in the amend- 
ment has come so near to the idea I have expressed through my 
amendment as an amendment to his that I shall take great 
pleasure in voting for his amendment to the bill as it stands. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I should like to inquire, if the 
substitute offered by the Senator from Missouri shall be adopted 
to the bill, whether the bill then, as thus amended, will be sub- 
ject to amendment by additional sections? 

Mr. HARRIS. Unquestionably. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will bein order then to move 
to amend by the addition of sections. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. Ifthe Senator from Mississippi will permit me, I 
was about to suggest that I desire to offer an amendment on be- 
half of the committee. On page 4 of the printed bill, section 4, 
in lines 16 and 17, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ State within 
which such site may be situated” and insert ‘‘ United States au- 
thorizing the condemnation of land for sites of public buildings;” 
su that, instead of reading,as it does now, that the condemnation 
proceedings shall be in the name of the United States “‘ under 
the laws of the State within which such site may be situated,” it 
will read: 

Under the laws of the United States authorizing the condemmation of land 
for sites of public buildings. 

I will state that this amendment is caused by the fact that 1] 
overlooked—which I[ ought not to have done, for I had something 
to dowith the framing of the act itself—the general act, which is 
found in the Supplement to the Revised Statutes, volume 1, cre- 


| ating a general condemnation law of the United States by proceed- 


ingsin the Federal courts for the condemnation of sites for public 
buildings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
at the desk. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, on page 4, section 4, after the word 
‘the ” where it occurs the last time in the line, it is proposed 


The amendment will be stated 


| to strike out the words “ State within which such site may be 


situated ” and insert *‘ United States authorizing the condemna- 
tion of land for sites of public buildings.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I now move to strike out section 7 of the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 


It is proposed to strike out section 7, as 
follows: 


Suc. 7. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provisions of this act, the 
sum of $500,000, to be Grawn from the Treasury and expended and the ac- 
counts therefor to be audited in the same manner as other expenditures for 


the postal service. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, I desire simply to remark, 
before we pass upon the substitute, that there is very little ma- 
terial difference between this substitute and that of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock]. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska antedates in point of time the substi- 
tute and the bill which was reported by the Committtee on Public 


| Buildings and Grounds, and the pending measure has adopted 


some of the material provisions in so many words of the bill of- 
fered by the Senator from Nebraska. The only material differ- 
ence is in regard to the limitation as to the construction of build- 
ings. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska included 
all buildings from $3,000 up without limit. The present bill in- 
cludes those where the gross receipts for three years preceding 
are at least $3,000 a year up to those offices where the gross re- 
ceipts for three years preceding are $30,000 annually; and with 
a single observation [ shall not detain the Senate further. 

I said yesterday that the object of the committee was to popu- 
larize the erection of these buildings and to distribute them fairly 
and justly throughout the wholecountry. I had occasion tostate 
then that, in my judgment, the outcry against the present sys- 


| temadopted by Congress in regard to public buildings came from 


year, he would admit the force of what I say. That is entirely 
a from the additional consideration that the postmaster is 
constituted ex officio librarian, and must necessarily have an- 
other clerk, with additional expenses and new duties and respon- 
81D aced upon him. 

ippeal to the Senator not to insist upon this amendment. If 
broughtinas aseparate measure, referred toacommittee, and then 
reported, after examination, I state very frankly that I sympa- 
ti with his object and can see how much good may come from 
it; but this is certainly not the place nor the time in which to ' 


the fact that the large cities throughout the United States had 
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almost monopolized these appropriations. I have in my hand | 
now a statement, which I believe to be absolutely correct, show- | 
ing the amount expended by Congress heretofore in the large | 
cities of the country for public buildings. 

We have expended altogether for public buildings in the United 
States $150,000,000, so far in our history, and we have given to | 
the large cities as follows: Baltimore, $1,522,348.91; Boston, 34,- | 
623,122.47; Charleston, $2,696,592.34; Chicago, $4,553,215.71; Cin- | 
cinnati, $5,088,382.35; New Orleans, $4,221,824.40; New York, 
$8,549,832.63; Philadelphia, $4,623,943.49; St. Louis, $5,686 854.65; 
San Francisco, $2,130,512.15, making the expenditures for the | 
public buildings in these large cities, exclusive of improvements, | 
which amount to a very large sum besides, over $40,000,000 out 
of the $150,000,000 which have been expended for public build- | 
ings throughout the whole country in the entire history of the | 
United States. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, there are the following in- 
teresting statistics: Outside of the expenditures which I have 
enumerated, there are one hundred and three cities outside of 
Washington where the Government buildings have cost over | 
$100,000 and less than $1,000,000, and there are forty or fifty cities 
with Government buildings ranging from $40,000 to $90,000. 

These statistics make it evident that the pending substitute, 
which provides for the erection of buildings in cities and towns 
where the receipts have been $3,000 annually for three years 
preceding up to $30,000 annually for three years preceding, will 
meet almost entirely the demand for the erection of additional 


buildings all over the country, there having been the expendi- | 


tures for public buildings which I have enumerated. 

This is all I desire to say, Mr. President, in regard to this sub- 
ject. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, it is always with a good deal of 
doubt that I oppose any bill which receives the sanction of the 
mature judgment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], but 
it seems to me that there are some features of this bill which are 
s0 very objectionable and so very unfair to certain portions of 
the country that I can not with my views give my assent to it. 

I recognize how difficult it is to frame any bill of this nature 
on general lines that will not more or less discriminate against 
certain localities or certain points; but the peculiarity of this 
bill is that it discriminates against the agricultural States of the 
Unionand gives those States which are engaged in other pursuits 
immense advantages over the agricultural people. 

I did not have time yesterday to go through the list of the 


towns which are included or would be entitled to public build- | 


ings if this bill becomes a law, but I ran my eye over four States, 
to which I will refer. TheStates are Arkansas, California, Colo- 
rado, and Connecticut. I do not have the statistics of the popu- 
lation of these States before me, but I presume that the number 
of members that they have in Congress will, to a certain extent, 
show the proportion that each bears to the other in regard to 
population. 

In the State of Arkansas we have six members of Congress and 
I think California has eight, and yet, according to that list which 
I saw yesterday, California would have thirty-one public build- 
ings under this bill, while Arkansas would have but nine. The 
State of Colorado, I think, has two members of Congress under 
the new apportionment, and yet under this bill Colorado has 
sixteen towns which would be entitled to public buildings and 
Arkansas but nine. The State of Connecticut, which, I think, 
has four members in the other House, would be entitled to twenty 
public buildings, while Arkansas, with her six members of Con- 
gress, would be entitled to nine. 

Mr. President, I think this is an unfair and an unjust distribu- 
tion of the public moneys of the United States. I donotsee upon 
what principle of equity we can say that States with a much 
larger population should have a less number of these public 
buildings, or so much less, as is shown by this table. Ihave no 
doubt if I had gone through the list the same unjust dispropor- 
tion would appear throughout. That calculation was based, as 
I understand, upon the original bill, which provided for towns 
where the receipts were not less than three nor more than eight 
thousand dollars. This would simply increase the number of 
cities, and [ think it would make the proportion still greater un- 
der the present bill than it would be under the substitute. 

This is one serious objection, but it is not the only objection. 
This bill if it becomes a law will provide for the ultimate expend- 
iture of not less than $25,000,000. It is true that this is to ve 
expended year by year in such sums as Congress may appropri- 
ate; but it further provides that three officers, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Postmaster-General, and the Secretary of the 
Interior, shall constitute a board, and if we appropriate $500,000 or 
$1,000,000 this year this board will have the absolute power—and 


there will be no appeal from it—to decide in what State and at | 
what points the public money shall be expended, except that it! way now, I think we ought not to embark in anot ysten 
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shall beequitably done; but they are the sole judges as to whether 


this $500,000 shall be expended in California or in Connecticut; 
and it is to them that the people of the country would have to 


‘ 


| petition and bring influence to bear to show that this town or 


that town was entitled to more consideration than some other 
town that was being urged in some other Stat 


While the present method has been shown by the Senator from 
Missouri not to be satisfactory, yet I think it would be still more 
objectionable to appropriate $25,000,000 and leave it for three 
United States officers to determine how and where it should be 
expended rather than to leave it to the common sense of the 
Congress of the United States. 

It may be that there has been logrolling, as it is called, in re- 
gard to these public building bills; it may be that buildings have 
been erected in cities and towns where they should not have 
been, and that others have been neglected who were more en 


itled to them, but the same complaint will come against this 


commission, and come with double force, a commission respon 
ble to nobody, a commission that might use it--I would not in- 
sinuate that they would do it, but they might use it—to reward 


their friends or to punish their enemies. 

That is the character of the bill which is now before the Sen- 
ate, and while I have no disposition to extend the argument 
these are my main objections to it Besides, [ am not willing to 
support a bill which necessarily involves such a large expendi- 


| ture as $25,000,000, when it is so clea ‘ly shown that it can not 


and will not be equally distributed to all of the States of this 
Union. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, 1 do not know that I can do 
more than to say that [ indorse every word that has beenso well 
said by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] in his opposi- 
tion to this bill. The main point urged by him I should like to 
emphasize a little, and that is it is a bill which will operate in 


favor of the commercial and manufacturing States of the Union as 
against the farming or agricultural States. Theillustration was 
liven by the Senator to prove this. 

There is only one thought I desire to add to what the Senator 
so well said, and that is this: Under the present policies of the 
Government, policies which have been fixed for twenty-five or 
thirty years, and which it 
the urban population of the country has very much increased and 
the business which the Dp Op! of towns and cities follow has be- 
come much more profitable than that which the rural people fol- 
low. 

The result of all that will be about this: That from a gener 
fund collected from all the States of the Uni those which : 
agricultural and those w! uring, a large sum is 
taken every year, and when you come to distribute that fund it 
goes mainly to that portion of our common country whose pros- 
perity has been more advanced, I mightsay abnormally advanced, 
at the expense of the other. So, Mr. President, the present un- 
equal and unjust operations of the fiscal department of our Gov- 
ernment will become more unequal and more unjust. 

[ hope I may be pardoned for alluding, not in any spirit of criti- 
cism or censure, to one of the things which operate in a financial 
point of view very much against the section of country from 
whichIcome. I am willing, so far as this argument is concerned, 
to admit—because I do not wish to raise a question about that 
that this thing in regard to which I am about to speak, is un 


o 


ry al iY ; 
seems almost impossible to reverse 






1ich are manufact 


voidable, but still in discussing this measure, which will operate 
so unjustly in the way of distributing the taxes collected from 
this country, I have a right to allude to it. 

About one hundred and twenty-five or one hundred and thirt 
millionsof doliarsa year are taken from the taxes collected from 
the whole country and paid in the way of pensions almost ex- 
clusively to one section. Mr. President, | wish to bs under- 


stood. [am not saying that this is wrong now; that is not my 





business; I am not saying this is unjust; that is not the point in 
controversy now. Iam onlyalluding to the fact that largesums 
of money have been for years, and are likely to be for years 
longer, collected from the whole country to be disburse in one 
section of it alone. That operates in the long run in this way 
It subjects that section of the country which contributes its due 
share of the taxes, and which receives none or very little of thi 
large disbursement, toa constant drain of money. I am notas 
ing to reverse that; Iam not m any criti { 
but what I wish to say is simply en this cause is 0 
ing and has been operating and will unavoidably continue to 
operate—and so far as the present case is concerned I am willi 
to admit for the sake of the argument that it operates just 
yet it does furthermore operate to impoverish one section of 1) 
country and enrich another. 

The use I want to make of that argument is that whilst I am 
not attempting to arrest the pension system or its force in any 
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which we are not bound to embark in, and which will contribute | and second classes. Five hundredand eighty-eight of those post- 
, ghty-clg J 


in the same way to an undue expenditure of the public money. 

[ believe, Mr. President, thatis all I desire tosay on this subject. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. Presideut, I am very heartily in favor of 
the project proposed by this bill, or rather the substitute of the 
Senator from Missouri, which seems to me to put the general 
basis upon which this legislation should stand on a foundation 
that ought to meet the approval of good men, and that will meet 
the approval of the people of this country. 

As [ look at it this project has several advantages. The first 
is economy; the second is fairness in the employment of the 
public money. The Senator from Missouri has just given to the 


Senate information which shows that this country has now ex- | 


pended #150,000,000, and has but 142 public buildings. If accord- 
ing to this bill the entire number of places in the second and 


third classes of post-offices should have a public building con- | 


structed and the average cost were but $25,000 (and that sum is 


$5,000 in excess of the limit proposed in the substitute of the | 


Senator from Missouri) the entire expenditure would be but $75,- 
000,000, and instead then of having a few public buildingsin a 


few favored places, overloaded with expense and ornament, they 


would be distributed to communities as small in population as | 


from 2,000 to 3,000. It would diffuse the advantages of the sys- 
tem of public buildings throughout the United States. 

[t would become a measure of economy in another respect. 
When a public building was proposed and a special and as usual 
an e 


would be at once, why should not this building be constructed 


4 


ce between different places for a public building? 


It is said by the distinguished Senator from Arkansas [Mr. | 
BERRY] and echoed by the distinguished Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] that this bill would discriminate unfairly | 


against the agriculture communities. How can it be contended 
that it is not a very great improvement in that respect? What 
agricultural community where the population is less than 2,000 
inasingle town now receives a public building? The agricul- 
tural communities of this country have hitherto been called upon 
to pay $150,000,000 for a small number of public buildings. Will 


it not be much to theiradvantage that economy shall be the rule | 


hereafter and that there shall be justice and fairness in the dis- 
tribution of this bounty of the Government? 


‘ 
Another advantage which this measure proposes is similarity 
in the construction of public buildings. The bill requires the 


} + 


designs to be of uniform character. The limitation upon the 
construction of each adds force and efficacy to that requirement. 
, instead of baving in one of our cities a building dependent 
pon the ingenuity and skill of representatives from that 
y in procuring an appropriation, we shall have buildings 
f similar character, and in whatever town of reasonable size the 


eye lights upon the public building of the United States it will | 


be at once distinguished and known. 

[ do not intend to spend time in urging these general points 
of advantage in favor of this measure. I desire, however, to add 
a word or two in respect to the particulars of the bill. 


In the first place, the provision in regard to the localities in | 
which public buildings shall be constructed is as comprehensive | 


as it seems to me it could reasonably be asked atthe present time 


that a general bill should be 


building may be constructed any town above the lowest limit 
hall be included, in order that buildings may be provided by 
this board of supervision and construction where the buildings 
are in the first place most necessary. 


But, in answer to the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas 


cress to determine that. The bill now leaves it, when no deter- 


mination shall previously have been made by Congress, to the 
r 


selection of this board of construction; but it provides that the | 


board shall have power to construct no more buildings than by 
general appropriation for that purpose from year to year Con- 
gress shall choose to leave to them to construct. 

[t will be perfectly easy, therefore, whenever the appropria- 
ion for the purpose of constructing buildings under this meas- 
re isunder consideration, for Congress to insert the names of the 

in which the appropriation shall be expended, and thus if 
can more wisely designate the localities which shall 
1 it will be open to Congress to do it, leaving for the 
f the board of Cabinet officers only such other 
shall see fit to so leave to their judgment. 
of improving the bill, I desire that the limita- 
hich w ted yesterday in the seventh and eighth lines 
of the third section by the words *‘and have notexceeded $90,000,” 


shall be stricken out 


Lon 3 


offices. Of these 2,392 are in the third class, leaving 730in the first 





{ desire that the bill should be | 
amended so that within the category of towns where a public | 


Chere are now 3,122 Presidential post- | 


offices, all of which are not in public buildings, are now in quar- 
ters for which the Government pays rent, and the aggregate rent 
for those 588 buildings is $461,690.56 a year. Any gentlemancan 
in a moment make the computation, which will show that at the 
rate which the Government pays for the use of money that would 


| capitalize a sum vastly beyond what will be necessary to con- 


struct public buildings under this bill for all of those places. 

In 1,311 third-class offices the Government now rents the build- 
ings, and in over a thousand of that same class authority has 
been conferred upon the Postmaster-General in the legislation 
of recent years to rent offices instead of imposing the obligation 
upon the postmaster himself, as was formerly the rule. Un- 
doubtedly within a few years the additional thousand and more 
of third-class offices will be rented and the charge for rent added 
to the annual expenditures of the Government. The Govern- 
ment can build and pay the interest on the cost of building at 
the rate which it is necessary for it to pay much cheaper than 
it can rent of any landlord. It is simply a measure of economy 
in that respect which is proposed by this legislation. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator capitalized those two amounts? 

Mr. VILAS. Taking those two amounts, $461,690.56 for the 


| second-class offices and those of the first class that are rented, 
| and $282,392 for the third-class offices, it makes a total of $744,082, 
travagant appropriation were asked for it, the answer | 


and you will see that that is 3 per cent on a sum of nearly $25,- 


| 000,000. It may be said in round numbers to be $25,000,000. 
inder the general law within the usual limitations applied by | 
that law for the purposes of economy and for the purposes of jus- | 


Mr. FRYE. Was not the estimate of the Senator from Mis- 
souri in excess of $25,000,000 for all these post-offices? 

Mr. VEST. No: $19,760,000. 

Mr. FRYE. For all now included in the bill, with the limita- 
tion? 

Mr. VEST. No; in the original bill the limitation was between 


| $3,000 and $8,000 receipts for three years, and the expenditures 
| under that limitation would have been $19,760,000. The bill as 


the Senator from Wisconsin desires it would involve an expen- 
diture of nearly $25,000,000, I understand. It would be $744,000a 
year, within a fraction of 3 per cent on $25,000,000. 

Mr. VILAS. It seems to me that it is desirable to strike out 
that top limitation so that it will be within the power of Con- 
gress by designation of particular places, or in the power of the 


| board of construction if Congress shall see fit in its annual ap- 


propriations, to leave that designation entirely to that board to 


| select as among the earliest places for construction, if desired, 


those communities where the demand for a public building is the 
largest and the most exigent. 

Another amendment, simply by way of improving the bill, 
which I desire to suggest is that if it be left to the selection of 
this board that choice shall be in every case with the approval 
of the President, whose approval in a later partof the third sec- 
tion as to the limit of cost is required. That approval may as 
well be had upon this point as upon any other, and I think it will 


| tend to increase confidence in the manner of selection. 


Another point—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the bill leave it to this board of the half 
million dollars to be spent in a year to divide it between the 
places, giving one place so much and another so much according 
to the discretion of the board, oris the amount for each building 
fixed the same? 

Mr. VILAS. The limit in the bill which may be expended 


| upon any one post-office, including the cost of ground, is fixed at 
n respect to the selection of the places, it will be easy for Con- | 


$20,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then they have aright under $20,000 to fix 
what shall go to each place? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes, under $20,000. 

The next amendment which I desire to suggest to the bill is, 
if this entire body of places shall be enlarged so as to embrace 
second-class offices as well as third-class offices, as I hope it will 
be, and as by the amendment of the Senator from Missouri it 
has in part already been extended, it will be obvious that there 
should be a somewhat larger discretion given to the board of 
construction in regard to the limit of amount in places of the 
larger size. There are second-class post-offices in places of 50,- 
000 inhabitants, I think. Certainly, very large and considerable 
towns do not rise beyond the second class in the classification of 
post-offices. I think the limitation ought, therefore, to be larger 
in that class of towns, and I purpose to move an amendment to 
that effect by inserting, after the words “twenty thousand dol- 

| lars,” in the nineteenth line of the third section, these words: 
In places where the gross receipts of the post-office for each of the three 
years preceding shall not have exceeded $24,000— 
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Which is the line of demarkation between second and third 
class offices— 


nor $35,000 in others. 


That will give an opportunity for some discrimination in ac- 
cordance with the magnitude of the place, the extent of busi- 
ness conducted in the post-office, and of course according to the 
necessities and exigencies of the public service in a public build- 
ing. 

j accordance with the same purpose, I should like also to see 
the sixth section amended, which provides a latitude of addition 
to the building when for the uses of the customs, the internal 
revenue, the judicial, or the land office branch of the Govern- 
ment. In that case additional accommodations may be provided 
for in the building constructed, and I would suggest that a limit 
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should be fixed upon any addition for that purpose, and that the | 
limit should be that the cost shall not in such a case exceed an | 


amount equal to that fixed for the post-office purposes. 

Mr. President, I have no desire to take up the time of the Sen- 
ate by any unnecessary discussion of these matters, and I will, 
therefore, say nothing more at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Wiscon- 
sin propose any amendments now? 

Mr. VILAS. If it is now in order, I will propose the first 
amendment which I mentioned, to strike out the words in lines 
7 and 8 of section 3, ‘‘and have not exceeded $90,000,” so that the 
larger places as well as the smaller may be within the general 
provisions of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Inregard to that amendment I have simply tosay, 


| ment than those in Arkansas, that is all; whether it comes f) 





States where the population is consolidated in cities and towns 
than in the other butlesspopulated sections? Isnot that afact? 

Mr. VEST. My answer is that this rule operates justly and 
equally everywhere. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator did not answer the question. 

Mr. VEST. I did not understand the question if I did not an- 
swer it. 

Mr. BERRY. Well,the Senator yesterday furnished me with 
a list of towns that would be entitled to a building if this bill be- 
came a law,in which it was shown that the State of Colorado 
would be entitled to sixteen buildings, while the State of Ar- 
kansas would be entitled to but nine. 

Mr. VEST. Well! 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator insist that from that it fol- 
lows that the Colorado people write so many more letters in 
portion than the people of Arkansas write? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know what the cause is, but it shows that 
the towns in Colorado pay more in gross receipts to the Govern- 


pro- 


om 
the sale of stamps or from other causes. 

Mr. BERRY. TheSenator wasinsisting that it simply showed 
the people did not writeso many letters 


[ insist that it depends 
on no such thing. 


It depends upon whether it is an agricultural 


| population or whether it is a commercial and manufacturing 


| population. 


with all deference to the opinion of the Senator from Wisconsin, | 


who filled so acceptably the office of Postmaster-General in the 
last Administration, that I think the present limit of $30,000 a 
year for three years preceding is sufficient. The list of public 
buildings for the larger cities which I read, showing that 103 of 
these cities have buildings which cost from $100,000 to $1,000,000, 
exclusive of the very large cities in which $40,000,000 have already 
been expended, will show that of the larger places in the coun- 
try the larger portion of them have been supplied with public 
buildings. Itseems to me that as this is a tentative proposition 
we had better confine ourselves as afirst experiment to the terms 
of the substitute as it now stands. Ishall defer, however, of 
course, to the judgment of the Senate in regard to that matter. 

Mr. President, if I had any doubt about the correctness of this 
bill, it has been removed by the debate here thismorning. Yes- 
terday the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] attacked the 
bill because he said it did not provide for enough towns in Con- 
necticut, which is a manufacturing State. This morning my 
friends from Arkansas and Mississippi attack the bill because it 
is unjust to the agricultural States. Under the old rule, virtus 
est medium, the billis right. The two extremes oppose it, and 
therefore it is conservative and should be enacted. 

I must confess my unlimited surprise that I have advocated any 
measure here that antagonizes the interests of the agricuttural 
States. I represent a State much larger agriculturally than 
either Mississippi or Arkansas, and there are twenty towns to one 
in either of those States that are cut out by the provisions of this 
bill—I mean those where the post-office receipts are less than 
$3,000. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not hear the Senator from Missouri. He 
said something about Arkansas. I should be glad if he would 
repeat it. 

Mr. VEST. Isay I represent a State much larger agricultu- 
rally than either Arkansas or Mississippi, and I am entirely ig- 
norant in regard to the operation of this bill if I am advocating 
any measure here that militates against the interests of my con- 
stituents. 

Mr. President, what is the basis of the distribution of these 
buildings? Post-office receipts. What can be more just than 
that? If there are towns in Arkansas where the post-office re- 
ceipts do not amount to $3,000 annually for three years it is be- 
cause the people do not write more letters and do not receive 
more, and no act of Congress can supply that deficiency. The 
same rule applies all over the country, in New England, in the 
South, in the West, and in the East. 

Mr. BERRY. Does not the Senator admit that it depends on 
the size of the town, the number of stamps that are sold, and not 
on the population of the entire State where many small post- 
offices are distributed over the State? 

Mr. VEST. It depends exclusively on the post-office receipts 
and not on population, for that is the very rule we rejected. 

_ Mr. BERRY. I wish to ask the Senator, with his permission, 
if there are a large number of post-offices distributed throughout 


an entire agricultural community, while the letters written from | 


the entire State with the stamps consumed may exceed the num- 
ber and amount in another State where the population is more 
dense, would not the bill operate to construct more buildings in 


| of correct business transaction the rule 


| ask the Senate to take this bil 


| cated here. 


The commercial people and the manufacturing 
people are consolidated in the towns, while the agricultural 
people are distributed throughout the entire State. 

Mr. VEST. Yesterday the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] objected to the bill because he said there were only 
twenty towns in his State that were provided for, and he repre- 
sents a manufacturing State. [ have not counted up how many 
towns in the State of Missouri are not provided for, but a much 
larger number than in either Mississippi or Arkansas, because it 
is a State of 2,500,000 people. But 1 am satisfied with a rule that 
applies to all the States alike, and I would resist a rule here 
that would operate unequally by the terms of the provision itself. 

This bill simply lays down one rule, and it is a justone. We 
discussed the question in our committee in regard to whether we 
would put it upon population or upon the gross receipts of the 
post-office, and we concluded that it was more just to put it upon 
the receipts of the post-office. 

If a post-office pays in for three years preceding in gross re- 
ceipts $9,000, it comes within the terms of this bill. If you put it 
upon population you would do immediate injustice, because there 
may be a town of 2,000 people where 
amount to more than $9,000 for the three years preceding, when 
there may be a town of 5,000 people that on account of the local- 
ity and surrounding circumstances will not pay somuch. This 
money goes into the Treasury of the United States, and is then 
paid out of the Treasury, and upon every principle of justice and 


the p st-office receipts 


and you must adopt 
some rule—ought to be based upon the receipts of the post- 
offices and not upon anything else. 

It is objected by the Senators from Arkansas and Mississippi 
that this discretion will be abused by these three Cabinet offi- 
Where is it placed? Is it to be left 
Look at what Congress has done under the log-rolling system, 
which is a disgrace to our legislation. Last year we spent $5,- 
500,000 for public buildings and we got35ofthem. Senators talk 
aboutsuspicion. Lookatthat! Five andahalf million dollars and 
35 public buildings for thatenormous amount. Here,as the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin shows, we propose to distribute to 1,800 towns 
of the United States uniformly public buildings for the transac- 
tion of the postal business. In the interest of economy this bill 
saves millions of dollars to the Treasury. , 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to call the attention of the Senat 
from Missouri to the fact that yesterday in the discussion it was 
stated by me that there are 151 buildings now in process of con- 
struction at different stages, not yet occupied at all events, which 
have cost or will cost when completed $34,000,000, or som 
more than is required for the whole 
number of offices. 

Mr. VEST. I have nothing more 


fross 


cers. to be in Congress? 


thing 
ning 


+3 . ¢ 12 . 
ion OL this vast 


construs 
to add. Mr. President. I 
land amend it, if amendment be 
necessary, but to pass it upon the principle which we have advo- 
[t is very easy to oppose any bill; the easiest thing 
in the world is to attack any proposed legislation; but I submit 
that no Senator has pretended to say here that the present sys- 
temisajustone. We know that itisfullof evil. Weknow that 





| the distribution is unequal and unjust as it obtains at present; 
and we know from the proposed legislation in both branches of 
| Congress that the evil will increase. Just so soon as you pass 


one special act for a public building in a State, every other town 
in the State must have one or Liberty lies bleeding in the street 
and statesmen are defeated for the next Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). The 
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Secretary will report the first amendment offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin]Mr. ViILAS] to theamendment of the committee. 

Ths Carer CLERK. In section 3, lines 7and 8, strike out the 
yrds ‘‘and have not exceeded $9,000;” so as to read: 


wi 


¥ theaccommodation in towns and cities having no Federal building, of a’l 
Presidential post-offices the gross receipts of which for three years preceding 
shali have exceeded the sum of 89,000, said buildings to be fairly distributed 
and Territories. 





among the t ral Stats 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I only want to say a few words 
in response to that which was stated by the Senator from Mis- 
souri fl ir. VEST]. I want to say, in the first place, that I agree 
with him that there have been gross abuses under the present 

m. But Lam nota m 
Buildings and Grounds, and possibly while 
sponsible as any other Senator for the measures that pass unless 
I oppose them, I am 
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mber of the Committee on Public | 
I am as much re- | 
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town.” Are you willing to vote fora bill that conferssuch powers? 
| would rather trust the members of Congress, the representa- 
tives of the people, although it ischarged that they may have en- 
gaged in log-rolling. I do not know whether that is true or not. 
Members who have served on the committees of the respective 
Houses having charge of these matters know more about that 
than I do. - But even admitting that that is true, I would rather 
trust the representatives of the people, although they may have 
engaged in log-rolling, than to trust these three officials of the 
Federal Government who would be tempted, to say the least of it, 
to use this power for political purposes. 

Now this is simply a basis. It is a plan for the distribution of 
the buildings subject to appropriations on the part of Congress 
to carry outthe plan. It is an unfinished and immature plan until 


| Congress itself shall have appropriated for these buildings. Does 


not peculiarly responsible for these abuses | 


which have grown up and the large appropriations which have 


been made for public buildings in the larger cities. I think that 
inexcusable and unjustifiable in every sense of the word and in 
every particular; and while the amount has been enormous, yet 
it is true. to-day that most of the larger cities are already sup- 

But I attack the injustice of the bill, because Isay under it the 
distribution, when you consider it with reference to the different 
States, will be the more unjust and more unfair to that class of 
people who receive the least appropriations from this Govern- 
ment. The Senator from Missouri said it would be perfectly fair 
to every State and would depend upon the amount of stamps sold 
or the correspondence that took place inthe State. dassert, Mr. 
President, that it depends upon no such thing. It depends upon 
the amount of stamps sold in particular towns throughout the 
Union, and not as applied to the various States. I say that this 
bill discriminates against the agricultural States,the States where 
the population is distributed throughout the entire country, and 
in favor of those States where the people live and reside in towns 
more than they do in agricultural States. 

The Senator from Missouri can not evade that proposition. 
ke the State of Connecticut and the State of Arkansas, to 
which I referred this morning, and it shows that beyond ques- 
tion. The population of the State of Arkansas is almost double 
that in the State of Connecticut. It is more than double that 
of Colorado. Yet Arkansas would get but nine build- 
ings, while Colorado would getsixteenand Connecticut would get 
twenty, and still the Senatorfrom Missouri tells us that this is a 
fair distribution going toall partsofthecountry. It is unfair to 
the agricultural States, and it is unfair te the agricultural people 
within each State. Itis unfair tothe people. A town may have 
$3,000 of gross receipts; another equally large near by may fall 
fifty or seventy-five dollars short of $3,000, and yet the Senator 
says that we would have peace and quiet, and liberty would no 
longer lie bleeding in the streets, and statesmen would not be 
defeated if you give one the public building and the other not. 

c, Mr. President, that statesmen would have more diffi- 


in the State 


i think 
culty in sustaining themselves throughout the agricultural States 
under this bill than they would have in regard to any legislation 
that has been had heretofore. 

ow, the Senator says that I complain of the discretion. Ac- 


cording to the Senator’s bill he has left the discretion alone, I 
believe, with the Postmaster-General as to the places that shall 
be selected. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] proposes 


to offer an amendment which will leave that discretion with the 

Secretary of the Interior, the Postmaster-General, and the Secre- 

tary of tne Treasury, but in eithercase it leaves these three men 

to ct which town, which State shall be favored by the first 
t made. 


appropriation that is 
Mr. GEORGE. And how much each town shall receive. 


4 


Mr. BERRY, And how much each town shall receive, not to 
‘ ed $20,000 for any one plac 
t the Senator from Missouri says that no harm comes from 
t} ( oO is admitted, and it will be admitted, the 
chairmar the Committee on Appropriations will state I hay 
no doubt here to-day, that it would be impossible to get more 


than $1,000,000 perhaps appropriated in any one year for the con- 


struction of these public buildings. According to that amount 
it will take some twenty-five years to build them, yet these three 
officials have the right under this bill to say that buildings shal] 
b t wherever their judgment may dictate, and thereby every 
Stat iy be left out except such as they may select. 

Senator would confer upon them this great power. 
Mr. Ps nt, I do not say that is a power that would beso used, 
but I say it is a power that could be used to build up the strong- 
est political machine of any power that has been conferred upon 
any indi in the United States of America for these three 
mento say this year “‘ You shall have no building; this State 
shall have them; this town shall have them, and not another 


the Senator suppose that if there should be partiality used by any 
board of this kind with reference to the distribution of these build- 


| dings any Congress could be induced to appropriate for them? It 
the amount appropriated for some of the larger cities has been | 


is an absurd idea, Mr. President. 

Mr. BERRY. I would say in answer to the Senator from Ne- 
braska that the amount to be appropriated is to be left to Con- 
gress as to where that shall be used, and the amount for each 
building, not exceeding a certain sum, is to be determined by 
these commissioners, the Senator thinks. Perhaps they would 
hesitate toappropriate. [want tosay, Mr. President,for the time 
that I have been here I have seen bil! after bill passed that they 
were afraid to put the amount in the face of the bill for fear that 
it would not be indorsed by the people, but thereafter they could 
always rely upon the Appropriation Committees to come up and 
appropriate for that and a great many other matters that ought 
not to be appropriated for. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I know the Senator does not mean to be un- 
fair. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not, if I know it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. When he says that the matter of the deter- 
mination as to what shall be expended for any office is at all 
within the discretion of this board he certainly does not correctly 
apprehend the provisions of the proposed act or he would not 
make that statement. There is not the least particle of discre- 
tion with the board as to the amountof money that shall be recom- 
mended and estimated for. It is for the Congress to make appro- 
priations that rest upon this basis of gross receipts, which, as the 
Senator from Missouri has so strongly stated, is the best basis 
and the fairest and most impartial the human mind can conceive. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs],who 
is as familiar with this bill as any other Senator here, stated 
upon the floor not ten minutes ago that the place to be selected, 
if his amendment was adopted, would depend upon these three 
commissioners; that the amount the public building was to cost 
would depend upon them provided it did not cost the maximum 
sum named. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin if that is nota 
correct statement? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, but it has not been accepted by the Senate 
as yet. 

Mr. VILAS. The amendment that I propose is to add to the 
confidence which would be felt in the selection by making the 
board, with the approval of the President, the arbiter of choice. 
But the Senator from Arkansas did not hear the further sugges- 
tion, for I think he was not present, that it will remain always in 
the hands of these glorious representatives of the people to name, 
when they make any appropriation, any place they choose as one 
of the places of choice under this bill, and until they make an 
appropriation no building can be constructed. 

Mr. BERRY. Oh, Mr. President, I suppose that it always re- 
mains in the hands of the representatives of the people to repeal 
the law, to change the power at any time that they may see 
proper to do so. Nooneever doubted that proposition. But un- 
der the present bill I state that as to the amount to be expended at 
any particular town not exceeding a certain amount the discre- 
tion is left with this commission, and the Senator from Nebraska 
is mistaken if he states otherwise. Thatis the bill. The com- 
missioners can not go beyond a certain limit, but under that 
limit they are to determine the question, if this bill becomes a 
law. 

[ will simply add one word more. This bill, the Senator from 
Missouri admits, will cost the people of this country $25,000,000. 
I know, Mr. President, that if it should become a law, like every 
other act almost that is passed by Congress, we who happen to 
live in the Southern section of this Union will not get our pro- 
portionate share of this appropriation, as we never get of any 
other save and except it may be under the river and harbor bill. 
| know that the expenditures made from year to year are dis- 
tributed throughout the other States, and that they are still 
dissatisfied and want more distributed. You may make it a law, 
but I will not vote for any bill that so unjustly discriminates 
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against my State as to give it with its greater population a The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 7, after the word “ dol- 
nine public buildings, while the State of Colorado, with less than | lars,” strike out ‘and have not exceeded $90,000;” so as to read 
half the number of people that we have, gets sixteen buildings Of all Presidential post-offices, the gross receipts of which for three yea 
under this bill, because I believe it is unjust and unfair, and if | preceding shall have exceeded the sum of £9,000, said buildings to be fair 
the appropriation is made it will not be by my vote. ee ee 

Mr. WHITE. May I ask my friendfrom Arkansasaquestion? | The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 






Mr. BERRY. Certainly. amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. Take the present plan of renting these post- | he amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
offices. The Government rents them now and pays rent. Does| . Mr. VILAS. I nowmove the second amendment which I men 
not the Senator think that the discrimination under the rent sys- | tioned, to insert, after the word ** Territories,” in the ninth lin 


*» 


tem is equally as great at the present time as will be the disgrim- | 0f Section 3, what I send to the desk. 
ination if this bill is passed? The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
Mr. BERRY. It may be so, Mr. President. I do not know, | Will be stated. 





for I have not looked into it, butIam notresponsibleforthat. I | | Che CHIEF CLERK, In the ninth line of section 3, after the 
will be responsible for this measure if I vote for it. I want to | word “ Territories,” insert: 
say as to the rent system, however, that the rent paid in hun-/| The places for the construction thereof to be from time to time selected 
* * |} an signated in writing, by the Postmaster-Gener: scretary of the Tz : 
dreds of the smaller towns of this country amounts to nothing, | {5 “ind Secretary of the Interior, with the approval of the President. 
and I want to say, furthermore, that every time you have a pub- te ana: Rei 
~ ‘ e | Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that amendment. 


lic building constructed you must have a janitor and it increases “ey ay 

: s aia a s os 2 m * } Mr. ALLISON. 

the cost, it increases the officials. The amount paid for rent 

amounts to nothing as compared with the increased expense to 
the United States of taking care of the building. 

We all know how these public buildings are taken care of. 


Do I understand it to be the purpose of thi 
amendment, together with the other provisions of the bill, to 
allow contracts to be made or obligations to be incurred whereby 


these buildings are to be erected prior to and in advance of ap- 


r : Ps ropriatio ade by Congress for that purpose? 

We know that they must have public officials at every one of | P’OpTatons made by Congress for that purpos ’ 

them, a janitor and a clerk, and I know not how many more |, .Mr. VEST. If the Senator will look at another portion of the 
a ’ , , | bill as amended he will see that that is expressly prohibited. 


No contracts are to be entered into in excess of the appropria- 


tions by Congress for that fiscal year. 


But I say, Mr. President, that this bill is an expensive bill. It 
is a bill that if once begun there is no limit to the probable cost 


that it may be, and instead of its being covered by $25,000,000, if Mr. ALLISON. For that purpose’ 
ra z , ? iL ; ‘that purpose? 
it is carried out and the people of the country do not revolt | Mr. VEST y ; —s 

i . vrs . cs. 


against it and repeal the law, it will be far nearer 350,000,000 be- 
fore the process is completed than $25,000,000. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like toask my friend, the Senator from 
Arkansas, what proportion of the $150,000,000 that have been 
hitherto appropriated for public buildings Arkansas has enjoyed? 

Mr. BERRY. Several years ago Arkansas got an appropria- 
tion for a public building at Little Rock, which, I think, cost | 
something like $130,000 or $140,000. She also, since I have been 
here, had an appropriation for a public building, a jail and a 
court-house, at Fort Smith. The original appropriation, I think, ea Re ae ae ; ; 
was $100,000, and I think perhaps since that time there have | ¥** has ees before ere subject, I mo Fa, 25 20 ees 
been some additional sums appropriated; I do not know the ex- | “ChGment, todllisers, altel a Sn thousand dollars, 
act amount. We alsogot an appropriation of $75,000 for a build- | ‘2 © Bineteenth ine, the words: 
ing that is not yet completed, at Helena, Ark. Arkansas, to- 

ether with Texas it may be said, got an appropriation for a pub- 
ic building at Texarkana, that is built right across the State 


Mr. ALLISON. Therefore this provision now proposed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin is advisory and preliminary to the 
suggestion to be made to Congress for appropriations? 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is preliminary to the estimates. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I think it is avery good amend 
ment. J 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. With a view to perfect the third section in ac- 
cordance with the amendment adopted, and in accordance with 


in places where the gross receipts of the post-office for each of the three 


years preceding shall not have exceeded $24,000 nor $35,000 in other places 


I move this amendment, so as to give a top limit of construc 


line, one-half in Texasand one-half in Arkansas, costing $100,000, | WON in accordance W ith the size of the offices and the number of 
I think there was an appropriation in the last Congress of $25,000 | P©O! le. tee 
for a public building at Camden, Ark. That is as near as I re- The VICE-PRESIDENT lhe amendment to the amendment 
member the amounts that have been appropriated to that State. | V1"! be stated. a 
Perhaps I may have left out some towns, but I do not remember | , Che CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 19, after the word ‘‘ dol- 
it if I have done so. lars,” insert: 

Mr. VILAS. I think it is obvious from the statement of the In places where the gross receipts of the post-office for each of the thre 

years preceding shal! not have exceeded $24,000, nor $35,000 in other places 


Senator from Arkansas that his State would derive a better share 
under this proposed law than she has derived under the system 
which gives full latitude to the skill and ability of her Repre- Provided, however, That the cost to the United States of no such building 
sentatives in securing appropriations. Let me ask the Senator |“? a re Pee SS ee — ee eee 
from Arkansas another question. By what line of definition | preceding shall not have exceeded #4,000, nor $35,000 in ot her plas , and 
will he bound places in which publie buildings should be con- | that within said limit the cost of each building shall be determined by the 


So as to read: 





structed that will be better than the one proposed by the com- | * °C “*S'¢r General, et 

mittee? Mr. PERKINS. Does that read as the Senator from Wiscon 
Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator, as I said in the be- | sin desires? It seems to me that it is a litthe ambicuous accor 

ginning of my remarks, that it is dificult to make any general | ing to the language given to us from the Secretary’s desk. It 


rule that will not work injustice to certain localities. ThatIad- | says ‘‘ not to exceed $24,000” and ‘* not to exceed $35,000 in oth 
mitted. As to what would be a better bill than this, the Sena- | places,” without specifying what places. 





tor from Wisconsin is very much like some of my friends down Mr. VILAS. I think the Senator from Kansas did not quite 
in Arkansas. When I was canvassing last summer they wanted | hear the amendment. Let that portion of the section lx read 
to know if I would support the subtreasury bill, and I told them | again. 
that I would not. They said that then it devolved on me to tell The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theprovisow 2 read as proposed 
them something that was better, and my answer to them was | to be amended. 
that [ thought it was better to reduce the taxes of the country, The CHIEF CLERK \fter the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 19, in 
to reduce the expenses of the General Government to the lowest | sert: 
minimum consistent with a proper administration of law, and In places where the gross receipts of the post-office for each of th 
to turn to the Constitution as our fathers made it and not be | Years preceding shall not have exceeded £24,000, nor $35,000 
eternally coming to the United States, and asking this and ask- So as to make the proviso read 
ing that and spending more money than the people of the United Mr. PADDOCK. Is that to be understood as the m: m 
States ought to pay in taxes. I say, then, to the Senator that it | limit for all buildings? Do I understand the Senator from Wi 
does not devolve upon me to suggest a better remedy. This | consin, that $35,000 is to be the maximum limit for all b 
measure is a bad one in my opinion, and worse than leaving it to Mr. VILAS. For post-office buildings. 
the representatives of the people as we do now. Mr. PADDOCK. I! am opposed to that proposition myself. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the Mr. VILAS. It increases the limit. ‘ 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin[Mr.V1LASs]}| Mr. HALE. I should like to have the bill laid aside for a fev 
to the amendment of the committee. minutes, so as to call up the deficiency bill of which I gave notic: 
Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. this morning. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment to theamendment| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending bill will be leid aside 


will be read. | temporarily. 
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LAREDO, TEX., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. PERKIN The Senator from Maine yields for one mo- 
ment to me. Yeste day I entered a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate passed the bill (S. 1646) making Laredo, 
Tex., asubport of entry. I desire to withdraw the motion to re- 
consider. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr.GRAY. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ARMY HOSPITAL CORPS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 552) to amend 
the act approved March 1, 1887, relating to the Hospital Corps 
of the Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

URGENT APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let the deficiency bill be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 6876) to provide for certain of the most ur- 
gent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the amendments of the committee be con- 
sidered as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 

hat course will be pursued. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 3, under the head of *‘ Interior Department,” after line 
17, to insert: 


DEFICIENCY 





rand purchase of Indian supplies: To pay the expense of pur- 
chasing goods and supplies for the Indian service, including rent of ware- 
ay of necessary employés; advertising, at rates not exceeding 
regular < omn 1ercial rates; inspection, and all other expenses connected there- 
with, including telegraphing, Ro 000 





The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 3, 

Office of s 
surveyor-generai 
eld work of whi 
1892, #3,000. 


to insert after line 23: 

general of Wyoming: For clerk hire in the office of the 
Wyoming to complete the land surveys in said State, the 
h has already been made during the fiscal years 1891 and 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was on page 4, to insert after line 4: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Paper for checks and drafts, independent treasury: For paper for inter 
est, transfer, redemption, pension, and other checks and drafts for the use 
of the Treasurer of the United States, assistant treasurers, pension agents, 
irsing officers, and others, $7,000 
he amendment was agreed to. 
I amendment was on page 


Expenses of assessing real property, 


5, to insert after line 3: 
District of Columbia: For books, sta- 


he next 





tionery, and other necessary expenses, including labor and clerical services 

fr 1 December 1, 1891, required in the assessment of real property in the 

District of Columbia, as provided for in the acts of March 3, 1883, and March 
1891, $8,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 5, to insert after line 12: 

Health department: For the collection and removal of garbage, #28,930.94. 
. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I deem it but just and 
air that the Senate should know the facts as to thisitem. The 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, at least twoof them, 
the two civil members of that board of three, were before the 
full Committee o 





it the 





y’s history was more than $24,000 ever appropriated for this 
purpose; that never before was there a deficiency in this item, 
and that never before had such inefficient and worthless service 
been rendered, nor as many complaints been made, as during 
this partof the fiscal year. Yet,sir,$24,000is the largestamount 
that ever was appropriated for this garbage item. 
appropriated for it for the present fiscal 
hin the first five months the last dollar of it was ex- 
and for the next seven months not a dollar was left on 
forward and ask Congress to make an 
appropriation for a deficiency of $28,930.94. 

Mr. PLATT. From now il June 30? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. From now until the Ist day of July 

Mr. STEWART. How has the work been done? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. They have been running on credit since 

t December. The whole $24,000 was expe nded between the 

early in December. Since that 


Ist day of Jul) 
December failure of appropriation u 


thousand dollars was 
year. Wit 
pended, 
hand. Now, they come 
f 


and some day 
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| tions this very day. 


1 Appropriations this morning, and they stated | 
record shows to be true, that in no one year of this | 






MARCH 11, 





ing this work, if they can be accredited with ever having done 
it at all, on credit, without a dollar, and without the ee 
of Congress to bind either the people of this District or the Gov- 
ernment for a dollar. 

Mr. DAWES. Why should they not go on in that way? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
why they should go on in that way. 

Mr. DAWES. Whyshould they not goon? Why not? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Why not? I would stop all such pro- 
cedure if I could. Here is an item of twenty-eight thousand, 
nine hundred and odd dollars as a deficiency for the present fis- 
cal year, when the sum of $24,000, the largest amount ever appro- 
priated for that purpose in a whole year, has already been given 
and has already been wasted and squandered. 

Mr. FRYE. I havea dim recollection that the Senate in a 
somewhat sentimental mood in the last Congress passed a law 
requiring the Commissioners to see to it that the garbage was 
removed every night, thus quadrupling the labor which was 
required. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have avery distinct impression upon 
my mind, based upon the statements of the Commissioners of the 
District made to the Committee on Appropriations this morn- 


| ing, that they never did it, but that more complaints were piled 


in upon these Commissioners because of a failure to remove the 
garbage or comply with the law than ever had been known be- 
fore. I undertake to say that the service has been inefficient; it 
has been valueless; it has been wastefully and criminally extrava- 
gant; and the question is whether the Senate will allow the 
large appropriation made on the fullest estimate ever submitted 
to Congress to be squandered within five months, and more than 
that whole sum to be demanded to finish out the fiscal year, when 
it is admitted by the very executors of the law that the service 


| has been less acceptable and more condemned than was ever 


known before. 

I do not want the people here to die of pestilence and disease; 
[ want the garbage removed; but I think we had better find 
another disbursing officer if this is the best rendition of ac- 
counts that they can make; and these are the statements made 
by two of the Commissioners to the Committee on Appropria- 
If this is the best that can be done, we had 
better make this deficiency appropriation, it seems to me, and 


| impose the charge and custody of its disbursement upon the su- 


perintendent of public buildings and grounds, upon the Chief 
Engineer officer of the United States Army, or, in short, upon 
anybody who can be discovered with a search warrant, rather 
than leave it in the hands of men who upon their own confession 
have made so dismal a failure and squandered money after so 
criminal a fashion. 

As the Committee on Appropriations have recommended that 
this deficiency shall be given, I am not going to antagonize my 
own committee by undertaking to override the decision th: ut they 
have reached; but I do deem it to be my duty to tell the Senate 
what the facts are, in order that they may. know that teem this 
time forth, in this direction and with this or ganization, it is 
dealing not inside of the law but outside of the law, where ap- 
propriations in defiance of the law must be more than doubled 
in order to treat the people of this District and this city to the 
most miserable service that they have ever been afflicted with. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] is right in saying that so great adeficiency, com- 
pared with the original appropriation, gives rise to question and 
doubt and examination; and it seems to me a very fitting thing 
that the attention of the Senate should be called to this item. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator permit me just one 
moment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wantto enter, in connection with what 
[ have said, a disclaimer of any purpose to reflect upon the mili- 


| tary or Engineer Commissioner of this District; for, as I under- 


| stand, 
| under him. 


this organization of the local government does not come 
He has recently been assigned by the law from the 


| Engineer Corps to this service, and I am sure he is in no wise 


Twenty-four | 


| 


intil now they have been do- | 


responsible for this condition of things, because he has just come 
into the position and place. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose it ison the civilian side of the Board? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Altogether. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. It is true thatthe appropriations 
made for this most important work, in which everybody that 
either dwells or sojourns for a time in Washington is interested, 
have been $24,000 a year, and that has been ample heretofore. 
[t is a phenomenal condition that that sum, which has answered 
for every year’s needs before this, is now sought to be doubled 
and more than doubled. It is true that the $24,000 which was 
appropriated for the current year in the bill of last year was ex- 
pended, as stated by the Senator from Kentucky, in about five 
months. 
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What the Committee on Appropriations was confronted with 
was the situation. The money undoubtedly has been expended. 
The Commission is without money, without funds, and this im- 
portant work of collecting and carrying away and disposing in a 
proper fashion of the garbage of the city must go on. The com- 
mittee was met with that condition, and it did not venture,what- 
ever doubts it might have as to the wisdom of what had been | 
done before as suggested by the Senator from Kentucky, to re- 
fuse the appropriation and stop this work, because the spring 
season is coming, to be followed by the summer season, and if 
the carrying away of this garbage ceases, disease, death, and 
calamity will stalk abroad in the city. Therefore the commit- 
tee, overlooking the faults, whatever they may be, of the man- 
agement of this fund, has recommended this appropriation. 

It is fair to the District Commissioners tosay that their expla- 
nation is this: They had a contract for this service for $24,000 
for the year. They say that the needs—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, Mr. President, if I am not inter- 
rupting the Senator 

Mr. HALE. Certainly not; 1 yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [I am indorsing everything the Senator 
says, for he is stating the case very fully and very clearly, but I 
will ask him to add to the statement that I have already made | 
this, that to-day before the Committee on Appropriations the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia said that they had now 
before them an offer from a responsible party to do this work for 
the next five years for $24,400 a year, although they have already 
spent $24,000 in five months of this year and demand in round num- 
bers $29,000 more. 

Mr. HALE. The Commissioners were very frank about it, 
Mr. President. They admitted that heretofore $24,000 a year 
had done the work, and that hereafter they could get it done for 
that amount per year, but claim that this is a phenomenal year. 








They claim that during last summer the consumption and growth 
of vegetable matter was such that during the summer months 
and into September the complaints that were lodged with them 
about the inefficiency and incompleteness of this service through- 
out the city were perhaps ten times greater than ever before. 
The result was that, seeing the need that had arisen for better 
work under the contract, the contractor was notified that he 
must put on more men and more carts and do this work more 
efficiently. The contractor undertook to do that, but found his 
contract in its limitation of money would not justify him in that, 
and at last abandoned the contract—threw it up. He had given 
bonds, as contracts are always upheld and shored up by bonds, 
and the Commissioners proposed to resort to his bond; but of 
course that is a legal proceeding and attended with the delays 
which lawsuits involve in courts. 

The Commissioners, however, found the work thrown upon 
themselves. It would not do for them to say, ‘‘ We will not do 
it.” The contractor had abandoned it; nothing was being done; 
no new contract could be then made, and the Commissioners had 
to take the work upon themselves and do it as an instrument of 
the Government, and everybody knows that when the Govern- 
ment goes into any business, no matter what, it costs about twice 
what it costs a private individual. They were obliged to puton 
men and obliged to pay them large sums and extravagant wages 
undoubtedly. I thought so from the statement that the Com- 
missioners made. 

What the Commissioners claim is that they did the best they 
could, that they cut down the pay as fast as they could, and em- 

loyed as few people as they thought would do the work, but that 
in the meantime the money had gone, and that until July, when 
they can make a new contract, they need $28,930.94 to cover all 
sums and all expenses and proper care of the city’s health and 
prosperity as it is affected by this garbage. 

Mr. STEWART. And to pay existing obligations? 

Mr. HALE. That applies to all the work from December 
around to July. They have been going on and employing men 
and have had no money, and the men are waiting for an appro- 
priation by Congress. 

Now, it does seem remarkable that here is one year segregated, | 
standing by itself, and costing more than twice as much as any 
previous year or any future year is expected to cost, and the only | 
explanation is that which I have given. The Commissioners say | 
that they have done the best they could. Whether they have 
managed this with the wisdom and with the energy and the 
discretion that perfect men might have done, I am not prepared 
to say, but the committee, met with this situation, did not feel 
like denying them the money. 





What was the scope of the amendment the Senator from Ken- 
tucky suggested? | 
_ Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not offer any amendment. I said | 
it seemed to me that if Congress was to go on making these ap- | 
propriations, in justice to the Government, which pays half the | 
expenses of this District, and to the taxpayers of this District, 


who pay the other half, it ought to find some other disbursing 
agents. 

Mr. HALE. That was the suggestion made by the Senator? 
The answer and the natural answer that I would make to that, 
and what would suggest itself to the mind of any Senator, would 
be that we intrust this Commission with the disposition and dis- 
bursement of very large sums of money, amounting to millions 
of dollars; and to take this particular appropriation now and de- 
clare that it shall be expended by some other person or some 
other authority is in effect a censure of the District Commission- 


| ers. 


Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Maine if this fund 
is now disbursed by the District Commissioners or by the health 
officer? 

Mr. HALE. The care of this subject-matter is in the hands 
of the health officer, undoubtedly. As to who pays out the 
money, I do not know, and I do not think that is essential: but 
the District Commissioners take the report of the health officer 
and he is accountable to them for the operation of this law, for 
the carrying out and spending of the appropriation, but, like 
other funds, it passes through the District Commissioners and is 
disbursed by their disbursing officer. 

While I am sorry that it costs so much money this year, and 
hope and believe that it will not cost as much any other year, I 
should doubt the propriety now of visiting the censure of this 
body upon the District Commissioners. I am glad the subject 
has been somewhat ventilated and that attention is called to it, 
and I have no doubt that hereafter the Commissioners will see 
that a good contract is made with a responsible party with good 
bonds, and that he will be required to carry out his contract, who- 
ever the party may be who makesit. The old contractor aban- 
doned itand left, and there was no power to compel him to do the 
work. With thisexplanation I leave the question to the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I simply want to answer 
the question submitted by the Senator from South Carolina | Mr. 
BUTLER] as to whether the health department or the Commis- 
sioners of the District are responsible for these disbursements. 
I desire to say that there are nodisagreements between the Sena- 
tor from Maine and myself. 1 indorse every word that he has 
said, and I go further and accept his statement as a full, com- 
plete, accurate, and fair one. But, in answer to the question of 
the Senator from South Carolina, [I would say that whilst the 
Commissioners—I do not mean to include the military or Engi- 
neer Commissioner, but | mean to speak simply of the two civil 
Commissioners—are technically and primarily responsible, and 
they are substantially responsible when traced out to the last re- 
sults, the health officer of this District is the man who makes the 
contracts and issues the vouchers, which are simply approved 
by the civil Commissioners and then paid. 

Now, it isafact that neither occurred to the Senator from 
Maine nor to me until this minute, that the record shows and 
the testimony of the Commissioners before the committee to-day 
showed, that such was the management of that health depart- 
ment during the first three months of the present fiscal year that 
the contractor threw up his contract. Without authority of law 
the health officer went ahead and hired fifty wagons. I do not 
remember whether the statement was three, four, or five dollars 
a day as the price paid. 

Mr. CULLOM. Five dollars. 

Mr. HALE. Five dollars at first. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Five dollars at first. He hired fifty 
wagons and he appointed ten inspectors at a salary of between 
three and four dollars a day, for which he had no earthly war- 
rant of law. He issued these vouchers and the Commissioners 
became responsible when they indorsed them for payment. He 
hired ten inspectors to do what? ‘To findout whether there was 
garbage that needed to be removed, when he had not a penny 
with which to hire adray or a wagon to remove it after he found 
it. 

The Commissioners went further and stated this morning that 
they themselves put advertisements in the Washington city 
papers asking to be informed where garbage could be found, 
and that communications relative to the matter flowed in upon 
them by the thousand, and they stood without a penny with 
which to remove a pound of garbage. They did not move it, 
and it is not moved to-day, and never has been moved under the 
law as required, nor anywhere within the reach or neighborhood 
of the legal requirement. 

The health officer is primarily responsible, | admit. He made 


these unauthorized contracts; he wasted and squandered the ap- 
propriation that had been sufficient in every year of this coun- 
try’s history till now, but he had not the power to pay those 
warrants. He issued the vouchers. The Commissioners them- 
selves had to become responsible twice over, because the ery 
Commissioners appointed the present health officer. 

Mr. HARRIS. [should like to ask the Senator from Ken- 











tucky v is 1 health officer at the time of these abuses? 
T re \ ange, | nk, about that time in that office. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Dr. Hammett. Dr. Townshend had been 
fo velve or fourteen years the health officer of this District, 
and no deficie ever occurred in this or any other item under 
his administr: nd no complaints ever poured in upon the 
C I ner’ office after the fashion that exists to-day as they 
a. : : 

(y RGE How did D Townshend get out of offic .? 
BLACKBURN. These Commissioners put him out of 
ftice; d d hisresignation. He refused toresign, and they 


Hammett, wh« 


c 

kicked him out of office in order to appoint Dr. 

in less than five months’ time, violated every law that Congress 
} 
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Mr. ] SLAC KB U RN 
question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has either the Senator from Maine or 
myself made a single statement of fact that was not supported 
ymmissioners of the 


Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 


District of Columbia to-day? 

CALL. I think not, and I do not think there is anything 
in the facts stated by the distin guished Senator from Kentue sky 
which is suffic! ient ground to jus tify this censure. ; 

The simple fact is that there isa much larger cinpundeamnenda’ 
W hat the details are, 


‘ 
this year than ever before. That is all. 
or in what respect there was bad judgment, we are not capable 


of deciding; we have not the facts before us, we have not the evi- 


we De 


lad eve enac I e restraint, limitation, and government 

of that health office, involved us in a greater expenditure, as 

stated before, than was ever known in the history of this city or 

thi yuntry, and instead of $24,000 we are called upon to-day 

after the fashion of the man who on the 1 lighway calls upon you 

to stand d delive ve are threatened with pestilence and 

death w S we app! s right here and right now $52,930.94 

to do for half a year t it never cost anybody else more than | 
$24,000 a whole year to do. 

Now, Is: y that that health department is primarily responsible, 
but this Commission is responsible twice over, first, because it 
arbitrarily and by foree—I do not mean physical force—de- | 
manded and compelled the resignation or expulsion of a compe- 
tent officer in order to furnish this city and this Government 
with such an officer as this. He has never made a contract, 


whether inside the law or outside the law, he has never drawn a 
voucher, and he has never issued a warrant that these two civil 


Commissioners have not approved and paid as long as the money 
lasted, and the: fiance of law, have made this Government 
responsible for all the debts that have accrued since last Decem- 
be 

Mr. DOLPH Does the Senator from Kentucky mean to say 
t] the appropriation now asked for of $52,930 is a deficiency? 

\ BLACKBURN. I say the deficiency asked for is $28,- | 
930 whic to the sted appropriation already made 
of +.the ) 7 to $52.930.94 

DOLPH. If $24,000 a year has b sufficient in the past 
to do the rk, and if $24,400 is going to be sufficient in the fu- 
ture, wl ,ould we appropriate $29,000 in round numbers to do | 
the ¢ for tl \inder of this fiscal year? 

R B \.CKB LN Ly say,in answer to the Se nator from 
Oregon—and I thank him for the query—the Commissioners ad- 
mitted, and the record shows, that $24,000 is the largest amount 
eV t ted f ver a opriated, or ever used. The Com- 
missi state f r that they have an offer from a responsi- 
ble pan vb 1, to take effect upon the Ist day of 
next July, the contract to run for a period of five years, at $24,- 
40) a year, and yet these same Commissioners tell us, ‘‘ We have 
gotten away with $24,000 for the first five months of the present 
fiscal year, a 1 must give $28,930.94 more or else pesti- 
lence will swe his city a you will become responsible for | 
al h ha OC LDA 15 WI . 

Mr. DAWES [ was not in the committee this morning when 
this scene took place, and I should like to inquire of my friend 

a iny member of the committee put the 
question to these Commissioners, why keep this man in office? 

r. BLACKBURN. I think no 
DAWES. Itseems to me I should have put that question 


to them if I had been present, and it appears to me the best = 





viso to put upon this deficiency bill is, ** provided that they take 
French i of this health off 

N BLACKBURN. I cordially indorse the conclusions of 
my friend from M chusetts 

Mr. CALI Mr. President, as a member of the committ [ 
think it is fair and proper that I should say that I was not im- 
I 1 ’ nee that came before us that the Commis- 
si Sv justly subject to the censure which my colleague 
upon t committee, the distinguished Senator from Kentucky 
Mr. BLA‘ URN] has pronour against them. 

The sir fi of t ss of 1 appropriation over the | 
amounts expended in f years, unexplained and without any 
opportu! ) part of the health officer to 
ex : ‘ ind hardly sufficient to 
aut ‘ eir action in this matter. 
a ’ t f as stated by the Senator from Maine 
{\ , as? ng from an exigency which came upo1 
ul T Stat as it nad been ma l 
fi rof n the part of the contractor to do 
t cu v the ht was! red of him un- 
di ; ) \ ‘ iffered w them. 

Chat is ag tow h there are two sides, and I am not 
] are oO say that there was anything presented to the com- 
m Ww } s s t stat ent that the Cor issi 
Cen i 5 


There may have been something in the necessity of the 
case, as stated by these gentlemen, which may have justified 
them in obtaining the performance of his work at whatever 
costit was. Certainly, if, without any fault of theirs, there was 
such an amount of uncleanliness in the city as to threaten the 
population here with epidemic diseases, it was an economical 
ae for them to have the work performed at whatever cost 

rovided only that they exercised good judgment in having it 
Whether they didor notIdo notknow. TheSenatorfrom 
Kentucky may know more about that than I do, but I think it 
due to myself and due to the Commissioners to say that there 
vas nothing in my observation which condemns them or ought 
to condemn them in the’jud; gm ‘nt of the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I do not desire to inter- 
fere with the Senator from Florida, but I wish he would answer 
me a question. 

Mr.CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator speaks of it being necessary 
for these Commissioners at any cost, under any conditions, inside 
of the law or outside of the law, to go and do this work to pro- 
tect the health of thecity. Now, I want the Senator from Florida 
to state, as the Senator from Maine has already stated, and as I 
have tried to say, whether the Commissioners did not admit this 
morning that they did not do the work, but, upon the contrary, 
there never was a year in which complaints poured in after such 
a fashion; that the y came by the thousands, declaring that the 
work was not done, notwithstanding more than two dollars for 
one were being expended beyond what had ever been expended 
before—whether the Commissioners did not admit this morning 
that, spending more than twice the thousands of dollars ever ex- 
pended before, according to the testimony of the people of the 
city of Washington, the most unsatisfactory, insufficient, and 
wor _— 88 service ever known was being rendered to them? 

‘ALL. I think they did. 

HALE. It is right to say here at this point that the 
siccuaiaaaiaa began and flooded the Commissioners before the con- 
tract was given out. 

Mr, BLACKPURN. That is right. 

} HALE ey did not commence after the Commissioners 
had taken charge of the work as being incident tothe ir manage- 
ment, oo began and accumulated during the work of the con- 
tractor, and that was one of the things that led to the contractor 
eeniainas the work. 

Mr. BLACKRURN. That is true; but, Mr. President, as the 
Senator will remember, it was all under the present organiza- 
tion of the health department, for which these Commissioners 
are solely responsible. 

Mr -" ALE. Yes. 

Mr. *EORGE. When did Health Officer Townshend go out? 

Mr. Bl LACKBURN. In June 

Mr. CALL. Admitting that to be so, where does the censure 
of the Commissioners come in? They may have acted very im- 
properly. Ido not know, but I say from that fact alone no im- 
putation rests upon the Commissioners. They made a contract 
through this health officer; and, if he was the responsible party, 
they were only charged with the duty of seeing that a contract 
vas made and then that it was perform Now they say that 
they discovered it was not performed efliciently, and as soon as 
they did, they took the means to reach and require the con- 
tractor to do something more; whereupon he abandoned his con- 
tract 

I do not wish any controve? - 4 and | apprec ‘iate the purpose o1 
the Senator from Ke ntucky and heartily sympathize with him in 
it, but I think it ) to the Cx mmissioners, and certainly due 
to myself to say upon the facts stated I did not come to the 
conclusion that there was any degree of censure justly to be vis- 
ited upon the C saabadianenen. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question 

os ——- was avreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the biil will 
sumed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
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1 the amendment. 
be re- 
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line 19, after the word “ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ one deputy marshal, I unde od that the n 
at $3 per day;” in line 21, after the words “in all,” to strike out | Missourj[] VEST] had f 
‘‘seventeen thousand four hundred and forty-two” and insert | and that the proviso, co 

‘‘ eiohteen thousand three hundred and eight-four,” and in line | been stricken out to confor 
23, after the words “one-half of,” to strike out “‘ which sum” | that part of the bill until a 


and insert “‘ the foregoing sums for the District of Columbia;” so | covered this omission. | 


as top make the paragraph read: far as my own vote goes, : 
+} } 54043 e 4 aaa 

For the police court: For one judge, $3,000; one deputy clerk, $1,500; on« the limitations of this prov 

bailiff, at $3 per day, 842; one deputy marshal, at $8 per day; compensation | to say thata publie buildiz 


of jury, &8,000; witness fee ;, $4,000; in all, $18,384, one-half of the foregoir 
sums for the District of Columbia shall be paid from the revenue of the Dis 


trict of Columbia, and one-half from any money in the Treasury not other- | amount fixed by the amend! 


wise appropriated | consin [Mr. VILAS]—$35,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. ee tegen. the office in 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 2, to insert: which are nearly $20,000 ar 
WAR DEPARTMENT | years, receive a an app ropriat 
Office of Quartermaster-General: For salary of one assistant draftsman Congress, and that building 
61,600 thought to be hardly adeg 
The amendment was agreed Ww. for the business of the to 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 5, to insert: say that a town having ann 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. to $60,000 can be accon 


} 
Defending suits in claims against the United States: For defraying the | than $35,000. ‘he ground 


nect ssary expenses incurred in the examination of witnesses and procuring | many of these town 
of ev vidence in the matter of claims against the United States and im defend- | 41,..4°; } 
ing suits in the Court of Claims, including the payment of such e xpenses as | " 
in the discretion of the Attorney-General shall be necessary for making 






proper defense for the United States in the matter of French spoliation | | therefore move, as an ame! 
claims, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General, %5,000 | wre ‘d ** located.” in secti 
The amendment was agreed to. the words ‘** Postmaster-Ge1 
The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 15, to insert: ing words be inserted 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. hall : 
: ° , | shall exceed the sum o! 
The balance of the sum of $10,000, appropriated by act of March 3, 1891, to | , a it ‘ ) s 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to collect and publish information as to | jimit of cost herein f 
the bet methods of cultivating the soil by irrigation, remaining unexpende i | tary of the Treasury, and 
on January 1, 1892, is hereby reappropriated and made available for said pur- | of the President : 
poses, and out of said amount the disbursing officer of the Department of 
Agriculture shall be reimbursed in the sum of 918.76, by him paid out since | The VICE-PRESIDEN J 
January 1, 1892, as salaries and expenses of the division of said Department ; er o ti desl 
hav ing charge of the irrigation inquiry, and from said amount there shall : : ae .- - 
also be paid all unpaid balances of compensation due pe rsons heretoforeem- | there 18s anamendamentaiready 
ployed in said division for services rendered and not yet paid for, saidreport | committee. 
and all proceedings hereunder to be comple ‘ted by the Ist day of May next Mr PERRET? ‘ 
eee . . , | sir. I ERKINS. aot 
rhe amendment was agreed to. _ | ViLAs] has an amendment 
rl" 1e readi orl the bill was concluded. endment to that amet 
_Mr. Cl HANDLER. Inotice on page 5 there is an appropria-| The VICE- PRE SIDE NT. 
tion: from Wisconsin, being an 
For the police court: For one judge, $3,000; one ds y clerk, $1,500; on in o ! 
; t 83 per £949 nea ¢ , ty mars at &2 ner te. ae DW : 
bail a ver day, $342; one deputy hal, at oo per day, et Mr. "ERKINS. Perhay 





Ms aking $18, 384asa deficiency for the police court of the District. | cent th ie .endment. 
I desire to ask the Senator in charge of this bill Funes emai Thi ‘EPI 
that there is any such deficiency in the appropriation for the | of the ‘ nator fro 
»olice court; whether anew judge has been created whose salary | +} 
a not been appropriated for, or what the reason is why 





a ’ P s cood for all classes. “It 
HALE. It is an appropriation that dropped out, I think, | sa { States which hay 
wn n = last bill in conference. There are several items of that tation in the cost shall be 
kind in this bill—three or four of them. This is one of them. | such towns. It is an absur: 
There is one in the War Department and one inthe Interior De-| The VICE-PRESIDEN 
partment. The House put them in, and the Senate committee | of the Senator from Vi on 
found that they were proper and right, and did not interfere | mittee. 
with them. Mr. VILAS. I ask that 
Mr. CHANDLER. Can the Senator inform me whether he | Nebras ka (Mr . PADDOCK 
has any information as to the cause of the dropping out of those The VICE- Pp RESIDEN’ r 
items? The CHIEF CLERK. In 


Mr. HALE. It is pretty difficult when an item drops out of 
an appropriation bill to remember just where it goes out, whether ale 2 ie thea 
it is between the two. Houses in conference or in the enrollment, | jl] be deter: ont — 
and I do not know where these particular cases occurred or : 
whose fault it was. The fact is that we have not appropriated 


propos d to strike out: 


And inst 





the n 7 y yet for this court, and it is needed. aces Meee cena aa 
. - ) i i u Co 1 } bad 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- | limit of cost herein fix 
ments were concurred in. So as to read 
7 1 o 241 > ao U Ou 
The amendine nts were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to - ed I . 
i é Lowever hat the 
be 5 ad ¢ a third time. ir the ground on which the same i 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. nual receipts for the three pre 
aes a ed : . may be reduced below the max 
POST-OF FICE BUILDINGS. shiek all tie iinekenentiensdiamanme 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consider- a aecaeate ' ;, 
ation of unfinished business. Mr. VEST. As I und 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | would be that instead of $2 


sideration of the bill (S. 427) to provide for the erection of public | for the three precedir 
silaAain } : : +; ; ; 

buildings for post-offices in towns and c ities where the post-office | Gene ral mav reduce that 

receipts for three years preceding have exceeded $3,000 ana 






ially. Mr. PADDOCK. That 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, when this bill was perfected, Mr. PERKINS 
after the defeat of the substitute offered by myself yesterday, | Mr. VEST. I 
Supposed that in the fixing of a maximum limit it was to be th: Mr. PERKINS 


limit of the maximum cost. My own amendment fixed no max 
mum limit, but left the basis of $3,000 of annual receipts for th: ir. 
years preceding the construction or the authority to construct | of the Senator from N 
for all public buildings without limit. ’ on a 
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se PADDOC K. If this basi 
appropriation was not made in the regular annual appropriation | g the basis of cost for publi 
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good many other things, that was the most prominent feature in 
the discussion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This is avery different amendment from 
that to which the Senator refers. That amendment had no max- 
imum limit of cost. This has amaximum limit of $90,000. The 
other amendment was an amendment providing for such a rule, 
the objection to my amendment being that there was no maxi- 
mum limit of cost at all. There is now in the bill, as my friend 
from Missouri has modified it, a maximum limit of $90,000. 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President; under the action of the Sen- 
ate to-day that was stricken out, and there is no limit. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then I shall move to insert the maximum 
limit, because I agreed to that change, and will now stand by it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] to the amendment of 
the committee. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. VEST. What amendment are we voting on? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment reported by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear 
to have it. The ayes have it, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, I do not think the proposi- 
tion is understood. This, as I understand it, is the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin making a maximum limit of $35,- 
000. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is not the proposition as it is under- 
stood on this side of the Chamber,I think. I should like, there- 
fore, to have another vote upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. As I understand, the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, upon which the vote was just taken, fixes 
the maximum limit at $35.000? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the way I understood it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 19 of section 3, after the word 
dollars,” it is proposed to insert: 

In places where the gross receipts of the post-office for each of the three 
years preceding shall not exceed $24,000, nor $35,000 in other places. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the amendment which has 
been voted upon. 

Mr.PERKINS. Mr. President, is it the understanding of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, if this amendment is accepted, that in 
cities where the gross receipts are $30,000 a year a public build- 
ing costing only $30,000 may be constructed? 

Mr. VILAS. Thirty-five thousand dollars, provided it be 
limited to post-office purposes, but if the bill is adopted with sec- 
tion 6 in it as it is now, that sum may be increased if the build- 
ing be provided for other than post-office uses. 

Mr. HARRIS. Such as custom houses. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is where the aggregate receipts of a 
post-office are $90,000 for three years, according to the limit now 
proposed, the cost of the building can not exceed $35,000. 

Mr. VILAS. Precisely. 

Mr. PADDOCK. What I mean to say is that that is an ab- 
surd proposition; that the class of buildings to which I have re- 
ferred, which are very numerous indeed, particularly in the 
Western States, can not be provided for by any such legislation. 
The result will be that none of the buildings, such as we have 
been in the habit of appropriating for here, will be reached at all. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the suggestion of the Senator 
may undoubtedly apply to some of the larger cities to be included, 
perhaps, within the general definition of places from which selec- 
tion might be made, but if you make your top limitation adapted 
to the largest places in the country, you intrust to this board a 
very great discretion and one which might jeopardize the success 
of this bill and even the proper administration of this measure. 

[It seems to me it would be far wiser to put a moderate limita- 
tion in the beginning upon the cost of the post-offices, and if 
when we have had some little experience of the operation of this 
bill, we shall receive, as we shall be very likely to do from this 
board of construction, composed of officers of such eminence in 
the Government, suggestions for change, they may be able to 
make some that will be adequate, and then there always remains 
this: whenever the annual appropriations are made by Congress 
for this purpose it will be within its power in special cases to make 
additional provision for particular places where the business re- 
quires 1t, 

Mr. PADDOCK. The object I have had in view always from 
the beginning to the end of the consideration of this subject has 
been to remove it as far as possible from special legislation, from 
this logrolling and omnibus business which, I regret to say, is 
based somewhat on favoritism and not on judgment, which is not 
always impartial, but is often partial. 
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I desired that no maximum limit should be fixed in this bill. 
On investigation, however, I became satisfied if a limit should 
be fixed at $90,000, which would be the sum of the gross annual 
receipts for three years, that it would cover about all the build- 
ings, and that it was only fair, and certainly wise, that the larger 
as well as the smaller towns should be embraced within the lim- 
its of the proposition. 

The proposition of gross receipts as the basis is certainly equal 
and fair and just toall alike. It will be as good for the small 
towns as for the large ones, and being an equitable rule and being 
ample, $30,000, the sum of the annual receipts for three years, I 
vhink, would cover the cost of all the buildings that will be re- 
quired to be constructed for a number of years. * It will remove 
this vexatious business of legislating here as we have been doing 
it, the result of which has been, as I showed in the statement I 
made yesterday, which will be found in the RECORD, that there 
are now in process of construction in one stage or another 151 
buildings, which are to cost between thirty-four and thirty-five 
million dollars, approximating in amount all the money that it 
will take to cover this whole field on the plan proposed. And 
while we are at it, it seems to me to be good judgment and the 
part of justice and fairness and good legislation to cover the 
whole case. So I shall insist on this amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. It occurs to me that the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] will not in effect do 
justice to cities of fifteen or twenty thousand people. 

The rule that was established by the bill as reported by the 
committee was, as I understand it, to adjust equitably between 
the cities that receive $3,000 or more in gross receipts this prin- 
ciple of providing public buildings. If acity receive annually 
$3,000, it might have a building that would cost $9,000; if its re- 
ceipts were $4,000 a year, it might have a building costing $12,- 
000; if its receipts were $5,000 a year, it might have a building 
costing $15,000, or the gross receipts for three years. But when 
you get up to $8,000, the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Wisconsin would impose a limitation, so that after the re- 
ceipts equaled $8,000 a year or more and the office represented 
a city with a population corresponding with the business and re- 
ceipts of the office, it would not get the equitable adjustment 
suggested by the bill in the first instance; or, in other words, 
notwithstanding you had acity which had receipts annually of 
$30,000, yet in the aggregate you could get but $35,000 for your 
public building. 

There are many cities in the country of 20,000 people or of 25,- 
000 people where that amount would scarcely get a site fora 
public building well located. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CULLOM] suggests that at Joliet, in his own State, they have 
been asking for a public building, and a suitable site for a public 
building in that city can not be acquired for less than $25,000, 
leaving nothing, under the provision suggested by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, for the building itself. I know the same istrue 
in my Own State in some of the best towns, and the amendment 
I suggested yesterday, and which the Senator from Missouri ac- 
cepted, was that we might in this generai way provide for the 
better towns that could not, under the rule that had prevailed 
heretofore in Congress, be provided for; in other words, towns 
of ten, fifteen, or twenty thousand people. They were not under 
the practice that prevailed in Congress heretofore provided with 
public buildings, and hence the Senator consented to an amend- 
ment which would provide for them in this bill in an equitable 
way; but if we are to limit and restrict the appropriation to 
$24,000 or to $35,000, and require that from that appropriation we 
shall secure a site as well asconstructa building, we are discrim- 
inating against them and we are not going to be able to give 
them public buildings at all. 

I think the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. PADDOCK], that the gross receipts for three years from these 
offices, where it shall be found necessary in the judgment of this 
board, may be used for the purpose of securing a site and con- 
structing a building, is not an unreasonable one. It is the equi- 
table rule that was suggested in the first instance when the bill 
limited sites and buildings to towns where the receipts did not 
exceed $8,000 a year. That was the rule as the bill was first re- 
ported, because cities were not provided for where the receipts 
exceeded $8,000 a year; but by the amendment that was accepted 
yesterday that limitation was removed, so that cities where the 
receipts are $30,000 a year are provided for and covered, and yet 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin sub- 
stantially retains the limitation in the amount that may be ex- 
pended to the amount originally suggested, and it certainly 
would not secure a building and a site such as a city of 20,000 or 
25,000 people ought to have. J think the amendment ought not 
to prevail. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to ask the Senator from Kan- 
sas, before he sits down, if it was not his understanding yester- 


' day that $90,000 was to be the maximum limit of cost? 
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Mr.PERKINS. Ithought the Senator from Missouriaccepted V1LAS], it includes post-offices where the receipts are above 
that suggestion yesterday when he accepted the other suggestion. | $3,000. That would take in the offices of the first class, the sec- 


Mr. VEST. No. 

Mr. PERKINS. That was my understanding. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That was the understanding on this side. 

Mr. VEST. That was a misunderstanding, because the $30,- 
000 was confined simply to the receipts of the office. 

Mr. PERKINS. It was my understanding when that was con- 
sented to that the other necessarily followed. 

Mr. VEST. Now, let me say just this: In the committee bill 
as originally offered there was no provision as to the limitation 
of the cost of the building based upon the receipts of the office 
for the three preceding years except as to the classification. 
The committee bill provided that all post-offices where the re- 
ceipts for three years preceding should be at least $3,000 annually 
and not exceeding $8,000 should come within the provisions of | 
this legislation. The substitute of the Senator from Nebraska 
was based upon the idea of limiting the cost of the building to | 
the receipts for the three preceding years. That was the differ- | 
ence between the two bills. 

Now, by an amendment which was adopted yesterday by the 
Senate, the limitation of $8,000 a year in the receipts of the office 
was removed and $30,000 substituted as tothe receipts. AsI un- 
derstand now the proposition of the Senator from Nebraska, it | 
is to renew the provision in his substitute that the cost of the 
building shall not exceed the receipts for the three years pre- | 
ceding, which would be at the highest $90,000. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is it. 

Mr. VEST. But there is also in that provision another im- 
portant qualification that the Postmaster-General may decrease 
that amount. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The board, composed of the Postmaster 
General, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of | 
the Interior. 

Mr. VEST. The board, then, these three Cabinet officers, with | 
the approval of the President. 

Mr. PADDOCK. They can not raise it. 

Mr. VEST. They can not go over $90,000 in any case. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is it. 

Mr. VEST. They can not increase, but they may go under | 
that amount, and it seems to me that after increasing the limit 
to $30,000 from $8,000 for each of the three preceding yearsand | 
giving this discretion to a board, where at last it must rest, is 
the best we can do with the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It would not relieve the situation at all in 
the class of towns I spoke of if you raise the limit. 

Mr. FELTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California [Mr. | 
FELTON] has been recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask if the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska is adopted, how much will it increase the 
estimated cost of these buildings’ 

Mr. VEST. It is simply impossible to answer that, because 
the discretion rests with this board to fix the amount under 
$90,000. 

Mr. BERRY. I willask what the maximum amount may be? 

Mr. VEST. I can not answer that because it will require some 
little calculation, of course, in order todo it. The whole effect 
of this amendment is simply to increase the limit of cost from 

20,000 to $90,000. That is all of it. Under the bill as reported 
originally the cost of no building could exceed $20,000, whereas 
under this amendment it may come as high as $90,000, subject to 
the discretion of the board. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
ask him one more question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask, if this bill should be 
amended as proposed by the Senator from Nebraska, if where 
the receipts of a post-office are $30,000 a year, for three years, 
the building may cost $90,000? 

Mr. VEST. It might. 

Mr. BERRY. And where the receipts are above $30,000, those 
cities which have not already public buildings will be expected 
to be provided for by special acts, will they not? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President 

Mr. BERRY. I asked the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] 
that question. 

Mr. VEST. It does not follow necessarily. They might re- 
ceive, I suppose, a public building costing $90,000. 

Mr. BERRY. But those above that would be left to be pro- 
vided for if this amendment is adopted? 

Mr. VEST. AsI understand the bill under the amendment 
adopted at the instance of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
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ond class, and all the third class, except those below $3,000 or 


between $3,000 and $1,900. 

Mr. BERRY. That is not the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that, b 
the whole bill includes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
understand that the amendent offered by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. VILAS] was agreed to? 

Mr. VEST. Iso understood; I may be mistaken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair putthe question, and de- 
clared the amendment agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Why, Mr. President, that is a mistake. I 
raised the question as to the vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then a motion must be made tore- 
consider it. That is the distinct understanding of the Chair. 
The Chair put the question on the adoption of the amendment, 


it | am talking about what 


| and afterwards had it again read to the Senate. 


Mr. PADDOCK. That would not, of course, be a very fair 
thing, because I raised the question on the vote, stating that it 
was not understood on this side, but that Senators were voting 
under a misapprehension. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That came subsequently to the an- 
nouncement of the vote by the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator that if he thinks 


| . 1 
| there was any mistake, he can reserve a separate vote on the 
| amendment when the bill is reported to the Senate. 


Mr. PADDOCK. It is not usual under such circumstances to 
enforce the vote. It has happened here athousand times where, 
under such circumstances, a vote has been declared off or the vote 
has been by unanimous consent retaken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no desire to enforce 
his views, and only asked the question for information. He was 


; under the impression, owing to the discussion which was pro- 


ceeding in the Senate, that it was not the general understanding 
of the Senate that the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 


| sin had been agreed to. 


Mr. PADDOCK. lIask that the vote may be reconsidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question then will be on the 
reconsideration of the amendmentsubmitted by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] to the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. 
braska yield to me? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let me get the vote on the amendment re- 
considered first. Then we shall have the whole question open. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I shall move to adjourn. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let the vote be reconsidered. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from California [Mr. FELTON] 
desires to ask a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from California some time since as being entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. President, I simply desire to ask a ques- 
tion for information. I presume the Senator from Nebraska 
can answer as well as any other Senator. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not know about that. 

Mr. FELTON. If I understand it, this bill involves an ex- 
penditure of some millions of dollars, and if so— 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the money is appropriated from year to 
year. 

Mr. FELTON. That is the point. The question I wish to 
ask is, if that be so, whether it would be appropriated all at once 
or appropriated by degrees? 

Mr. PADDOCK. No more can be properly appropriated in 
any year than will be demanded under the estimates which will 
be made in pursuance of the law. 

Mr.FELTON. In which event will the Senator kindly inform 
me which one of these hundreds of places desiring public build- 
ings will get a building first? 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is a subject to be left, of course, to the 
board which has charge of this matter, subject tothe Appropria 
tions Committees of the two Houses to determine themselves 
whether the estimates are correct and whether the appropria- 
tions should be made in accordance with them 

Mr. FELTON. In other words, the whole matter is to be left 
to a tribunal composed of three or four gentlemen to decide this 


President. will the Senator from Ne- 


question. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The whole matter is left to Congress to de- 
termine by the appropriation each year exactly as towhat build- 
ings shall be constructed. 

Mr.FELTON. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
makes the appropriation and does not designate the places where 
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the buildings shall be constructed. That power is delegated to 
@ commission. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The designation does not control the appro- 
priation, does it? 

r. FELTON. No, but if the two did not agree, then there 
would be nothing accomplished under the bil 

Mr. PADDOCK. If they did not agree, which would contro 
the designation or the appropriation? 

Ir. FELTON. Is ispect that nothing would controlit. Isup- 
pose the Senator would not like to see that result; otherwise this 
pl sed legislation would be of no use 

ir. PADDOCK. Oe eer ae ae They 
might cone that they did not want to construct the buildings. 
They are not required under the act to do anything atall. The 
whole thir matter of appropriation. 





[ simply wanted to understand what would be 


the result. 








Mr. PADDOCK. I have stated exactly what would be the re- 
sult. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to state, be- 
fore putting the motion of the Senator from South Carolina, that 
the vote by which the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Ww in [Mr. VILAS] was adopted as an amendment to the 
amendment of the committee will be regarded as reconsidered if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
vote is reconsiaereda. 

BUT L ER. There is no objection. Now I move that the 
Se: ate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 14, 1892, at 12 
oclocKkK m 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


FRIDAY, March 11, 1892. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBuRN, D. D 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

IMMIGRANT FUND. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to resolu- 
tion of February 16, 1892, certain information relative to receipts 
and expenditures of the immigrant fund; which was referred to 


the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, and ordered 
to be printed. 
BACKWATER FROM THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in re sponse to resolution of March 
1, 1892, information relative to the effect of backwater from the | ° 
Mississippi River, and its cause; as ich was referred to the Com- | 
I e on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

DULTERATION OF FOOD AND DRUGS. 
SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1) for pre- 


adulteration and misbranding of food and drugs, and 

ir ui a first and second time, and 

:mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
LEAVE ABSENCE. 

yu nt, obtained leave of 

ks, on account of important business. 
ORDER TO PRINT. 

HERBERT, t 


which was re: 


OF 


nanimous const ab- 


’y unanimous consent, it was 
there be printed 2,000 copies of the report of the 
Affairs on the appropriation bill, 1,000 for 
and 1,000 for distribution among mem- 
ORGE 


R. ALLEN. 


unanimous consent to call up from the 
lar the bill (H. R. 3885) to increase the pension of 
, as follows: 

it the 


"¢ ted to place 


Secretary of the Interior 
» pens 

pension laws, 

» ee En OF 


be, and he is hereby 
ion rolls, subject to the provi- 
the name of George R. Al- 
the rate of 80 per month, 


-ont 
snera 
sawrence County 
eived by him 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


[am not certain that I ought to object, but I 
reason for the passage of this bill. 


te the reasons. If the Chair will per- 
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mit, I think I can satisfy every 
bill etn oo and pass now. 

Geor; Allen isin his ninety-ninth year. 
the war of ‘1812 about eighteen months. 
destitute. 


gentleman of the House that this 


He served during 
He is poor—absolutel) 
Apart from the pension of $8 per month which he now 


| receives, his support comes entirely from relatives of the third 


and fourth degree of consang 
| ease f rl mImati ; his feet and legs 
cause Of rheumatism 1n his feet and legs. 


| Director of the United States Geological Survey, 





| 


He is unable to move be- 
He is a man of high 
character and respectability. His application for this increase 
of pension comes to this House backed by the indorsement of th 


uinity. 


most respectable people in my community. The bill is in ac- 
cordance with a precedent which has been established here. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of this bill? The Chair hears none. The first question is 
upon agreeing to the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Pensions, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7 strike out ‘‘ 850°’ and insert ‘$25.’ 
The SPEAKER (having put the question) declared the amend 


ment agreed to. 


Mr. BAILEY. Let us have a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 112, noes 
none. 

Mr. BAILEY. Possibly this bill ought to pass; but as there 


ought to be a full vote upon its passage, I make the point now 
that no quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CURTIS and 
appointed. 

The House 
noes none. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS, a motion to reconsider the last vot 
was laid on the hy 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, a 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following concurre 
resolutions: 

Resolved by the Senate é House of Represe 


be printed at the Gov ernment Printing Office 
ready ordered by law, 


lr. BAILEY were 


again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 169, 


tatives concurring), That ther 
in addition to the number al 
12,000 copies of the thirteenth annual report of the 
uniform with the preced- 
for the use of the Senate 
and 3,000 for distribution b) 


ing volumes of the series, of which 3,000 shall be 
6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives 


| the Geological Survey. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Repressel atives concurring), That there 
be printed in addition to the usual number, of the report of the National 
Academy of Scie nees for 1891, 2,000 c opies—500 for the use of the Senate, 1,00 
for the use of the House, and 500 for the use of the Academy of Sciences; of 
the memoirs which accompany the reportof 1889, 2,500 copies—500 for the Sen 
ate, 1,000 for the House, and 1,000 for distribution by the Academy of Sciences 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That theré¢ 
+ printed 700 additional copie s of the report of the board of sanitary en- 
gine ers of the District of Columbia upon the sewerage of the District for t 
icial use of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


It also announced that the Senate had insisted upon itsamend- 
ments to the concurrent resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives to print the eulogies delivered in Congress upon Hon. W.H 
F. Lee, late a Representative from the State of Virginia, ha 
agreed to the conference asked by the House upon the disagre 


| ing votesof the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MAN- 


| DERSON, Mr. 


HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN as the said confere¢ 


| on the part of the Senate. 





It also announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the concurrent resolution of the House of Represen- 
tatives to print the eulogies delivered in Congress upon Hon. 
Leonidas C. Houk, late a Representative from the State of Ten 
nessee, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on th: 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the [ 
lowing titles; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 18) for the relief of Edward S. Armstrong; 

A bill (S. 44) for the relief of William ¢ Clif ts 

A bill (S. 218) donating to the county of C 
Washingtor 1, for public ‘buildi ngs, the proc 
tain public lands; 

A bill (S, 370) 
good; 

A bill (S. to amend an act en 
administration of justice in th 
1890; 

A bill (S. 621) to provide for 
rangement of the military records of 
and the war of 1812; 

A bill (S. 695) to authorize the Secretary 
survey and mark the boundary between the 
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and the State of South Dakota which lies west of the Missouri | 
River; 

A pill (S. 798) for the relief of the legal representatives of John | 
H. Jones and Thomas D. Harris; 

A bill (S. 839) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and | 
Northern Railway through the Devils Lake Indian Reservation, | 
in the State of North Dakota; 

A bill (S. 1492) to authorize the appointment of an inspector of 
plumbing in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1612) to compensate Thomas G. Hayes for legal serv- | 
ices rendered under direction of the Attorney-General; 
A bill (S. 1644) authorizing the Continental Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the Rio Grande River at or near 

Brownsville, Tex.; 

A bill (S. 1647) to authorize the Alabama Grand Trunk Rail- 
road Company to bridge across the Tallapoosa and Coosa Rivers; | 

A bill (S. 1759) for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Ma- | 
gruder; 

A bill (S. 1884) to prevent fraud upon the water revenues of 
the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 2001) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massa- | 
chusetts. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
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tations of those who have advocated this sort of medicine. If it 

it is] the enterprise of American 

manufacturers and the skill and intellig of American work- 

men rather than because of the artificial barriers which have 
been erected by class legislation. 

The trouble with the attempt to protect the woolen manufac- 


is prosperous to-day, it is because of 


turers by enormous prohibitory duties has been the trouble which 
has been found in attempting to build up ey ‘ry other industry 
by this artificial method. The demand for high duties upon 
woolen goods, above those rendered necessary to maintain the 


\merican seale of living for American workmen, and the addi- 
tional cost of capital and plant, led to the demand for similar 
duties upon the raw material of manufacture, and the woolen 
manufacturer has found his last state worse than his first. What 
every American manufacturer of woolen goods will gladly wel- 
come. if he consults the interest of his business alone, is freedom 
to purchase his materials where he can find the best, and where 
he can find them on the most favorable terms. Free raw mate- 
rials tothe manufacturers of woolen goods is but anextension of 
the boon which has already been granted to the cotton, silk, and 
leather industries. 

The advantage of free raw materials to the manufacturer does 


| not stop with the amount of the reduction of duty. It frees the 


manufacturer from trammels in all directions. Customs deci- 


| sions on rates of duty no longer keep him in suspense for years 


Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense to-day 
with the call of committees for reports. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. With the view of proceeding to-day with the 
discussion of the tariff, I ask also that instead of devoting to-day 
to the Private Calendar, the two hours to-morrow between the 
convening of the House and the time fixed by special order for 
eulogies be dedicated to the Private Calendar, giving to-day for 
the consideration of the tariff. This is satisfactory, as [ am in- | 
formed, to the committees having private claims in charge. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] asks unanimous consent that to-morrow, after the read- 
ing of the Journal and the clearing of the Speaker's table, the | 
House proceed to the consideration of the Private Calendar until 
the hour fixed for the special order. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Is it a part of the under- | 
standing that no private bills are to be considered to-day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. Is there objec- | 
tion? 

Mr. MCRAE. Under this proposed order shall we have an 
hour’s consideration to-day of reports ffom committees? 

TheSPEAKER. There is nosecond morning hour on Friday. 

Mr. MCRAE. I supposed there might be to-day, if the regular 
business of Friday is to go over. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rulesit is in order for any com- 
mittee having an appropriation bill or a revenue bill in charge 
to move to go into Committee of the Whole on any day after the 
first morning hour. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. If the House should agree to this 
proposed order by unanimous consent, would it then be in order | 
for any committee having ordinarily the right of way to occupy | 
the day to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. If the House by unanimous consent fixes | 
this order of business for to-morrow, it must be proceeded with. | 
The Chair hears no objection to the request, and the proposed | 
order is made. 

| 


TARIFF ON WOOL. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering revenue | 
bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair, and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6007) placing wool on the free list, and to 
reduce the duties on woolens. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
STEVENS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, the bill which has been re- | 
ported by the Committee on Waysand Means, to make wool free 
of duty and reduce the duties on woolen goods, will, I believe, 
benefit alike the manufacturers of woolen goods and the great 
mass of the American people who consume them. As a manu- 
facturer I am not afraid to seek the relief of the people by re- | 
duced duties on my product, and I believe that the majority of | 
American woolen manufacturers who have studied this question 
most carefully are rapidly coming over to my opinion. 

For thirty years I have been an advocate of free wool and re- 
duced duties on woolen goods. For many of these years I seemed 
to stand almost alone, but the American woolen industry, under | 
the artificial stimulus of high duties, has not justified the expec- | 
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| clothing which he makes for the American peopie, and the high 


as to the cost of his materials; high duties no longer drive him 
to select the poorest wools, which come at lower rates, for the 
cost of his materials no longer compels him to scan with eagle 
eye every other item of expense in the cost of production, in- 
cluding the wages of his workmen, to make up for the hundreds 
of thousands of dollars which he pays into the Treasury. Better 
machinery, larger investments, higher wages to American work- 
men, and lower prices and better goods to American consumers, 
all these benefits are within his grasp with freedom to purchase 
in every market and to make the best use of his own foresight 
and judgment and the skill of his men. 
The abolition of the duty on wool does no 


4 


mean necessarily a 


| smaller demand or lower prices for American wool. It means 


that both American wool and foreign can be used to the best ad- 
vantage for the purposes to which each is best adapted, and that 
they can be mixed in proper proportions in all sorts of fabrics. 
It means that more wool would be used than is used to-day, be- 


cause foreign wool, less the d ity, would take the place of shoddy 
and other imitations, and more oon ine woolen Lor ds woi id be 
| sold to American buyers. And it may mean in the future per- 
haps also the opening of new markets to American manufa 
turers. 

Reduced taxes and lower prices always mean increased cot 1 
sumption. That has been the experience of Europe, and must 
be more emphatically the é x perc Cc Oo America, where th 
measure of the growing tastes and educationof the citizen isthe 
measure of his wants. Our Republican friends have alread 
found that lifting the taxes from coffee and rar has giv 
more coffee and more sugar to ey y American consumer. 

Benefits to American consumers go hand in hand with bene- 
fits to American manufacturers. I'ree wool means one of two 
things or both of them—lower prices or better goods. The on 


is the equivalent of the other. The tariff legislation which has 








| compelled the hosiery-workers of Europe to debase the quality 
of their goods in order to get them into this country at the old 
| prices is the opposite of the tarifl ‘ ation pre posed n th 
pending bill, and it will have the opposite effects. The Ameri- 
| can people will have reason to complain, if the pending legisla 
tion, if enacted into law, does not bring tl n lo r pric or 
better goods. The change may not come at onc anges in 
industrial conditions seldom come with great rapidity. Sut the 
change will surely come. The hund: conditions w] 1 res 
late prices must feel, mingling with the other fore the fore 
of gravitation of free materi if st ited domest ompet 
tion and foreign competition within e: r rea ore 1 C01 
petition I do not fear while American manufacturers mainta 
their preseut high standard of enterprise and American work- 
men their standard of intelligence and skill. The proportion of 
wooien goods imported into this country to the total amount 
consumed has been small under high duties, and I believe it wil 
continue small under low duties and healthier conditions of do- 
mestic production. 

That I no longer stand alone in these opinions, if I have some- 
times seemed to in the years gon > by, [ willdemonstrate by read . 
ing a few extracts from letters from the most prominent woolen 
manufacturers in this country. The petition of the Wool C 
sumers’ Association, representing millions of invested capital and 

| the most progressive and thoughtful of American manufactur- 
ers, has been laid before your body. It needs no co ent from 


me, for it speaks for itself the constantly growing opinion of men 
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who understand this subject and speak as manufacturers and not 
as politicians. 
Mr. Robert Bleakie, one of the largest of our Massachusetts 


manufacturers, says: 


I have carefully looked over the draft of a proposed bill which you kindly 
sent me. If I understand it correctly, it will give us, in substance, all that 
the Mills bill could have given us—that is, such protection as the cotton, 
lk, and leather industries enjoy—free raw material with a substantial ad 
rem duty on imported manufactured goods 


Ss) 
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Mr. Jesse Metcalf, the representative of one of the largest fac- 
tories in Rhode Island, says, in a letter dated January 6, 1892: 

rhe wool bill that you send me ought to be satisfactory tothe manufactur 
ers and to the consumers, as we should be amply protected, and the people 
would get goods at a much less price than they do now. The present duty 
on cheap worsted dress goods is an outrage, so it seems to me, and the only 
way to remedy it is by making wool free 

The carpet manufacturers speak through Mr. Arthur T. Ly- 
man, the treasurer of the Lowell Manufacturing Company. I 
suppose hardly anyone will have the hardihood to dispute me 


when I say that he speaks the honest opinion of the great ma-|_.*? a : ; : 
y that he speak I | visions of the McKinley bill and boldly proclaimed by its author, 


jority of carpet manufacturers in this country, when he says: 

Free wool is a great benefit to all manufacturers and would be felt as a 
great relief by all, and especially by the carpet manufacturers who have been 
sorely oppressed by the present law. They are much annoyed in Philadel 
phia. * * * Free woolis an immense boon to manufacturers, and the 
chance by making wool free to reduce the duties on goods heavily without 
hurting the manufacturers, makes the bill proposed one of universal benefit 

These expressions are typical of the best opinion of American 
manufacturers. They are not afraid of free wool and reduced 
duties. On the contrary, they believe that such conditions will 
be infinitely more beneficial, alike to them and to those who 
uy of them, than the conditions which exist to-day. 

Now, for a word upon the details of the pending bill. I stand 
here an American manufacturer, but charged also with the high 
commission which was given the majority of this House by the 
American people in the elections of 1890, by a clearer mandate 
than any they ever delivered before, torelieve the people of useless 
tariff taxation. This bill, in my opinion, does just that with the 
articles with which it deals. You can not strike down every 
shred of protection for one finished American product while you 
leave it on other such products. You can not strike down every 
barrier between the wages of Europe and the wages of America 
so long’as every other industry feels the unhealthy stimulus and 
the feverish fluctuation in prices due to our present tariff system. 
If the laborer in the woolen mills goes to purchase supplies for 
himself or his family, he pays the artificial prices which the 
high tariff system enables them to charge. Worse than this, he 
gets even now no such compensating difference in wages as the 
difference in the prices of certain articles under healthy condi- 
tions of competition and the artificial conditions which prevail 
to-day. You can not strike at the wages of the woolen operative 
by making duties too low while you surround him in every other 
industry with all the luxuriant morbid growth of an unhealthy 
system. 

The schedule of duties proposed by your committee is a thor- 
oughly symmetrical system. Strike at one part and you impair 
the symmetry of the whole. The duty on yarns has been made 
less than that on fabrics, the duty on goods with a cotton warp 
is less than that on goods all wool; the duty on fabrics is less 
than that on made-up articles. We have put the duty on the 
cheaper blankets at 20 per cent, so that any striking increase in 
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price by the American manufacturer above that will cover the | 


difference between European and American wages, will open the 
gates to foreign blankets, and force the American manufacturer 
to do justice tothe American buyer. We have made rates lower 
than those of the Mills bill upon blankets, upon fabrics with a 
cotton warp, and upon all kinds of carpeting. The bill of the 
committee represents, in my opinion, as wise a distribution of 
duties as could be made. Lower rates than these might cripple 
\merican manufacturers, deprive American workmen of their 


places and defeat many of the objects of progressive tariff reform | 


which is the aim of the majority of this House. 

This bill as it stands represents infinite possibilities of good to 
all the American people. If it stimulates manufactures by en- 
abling the poor man to buy more clothes than formerly, the poor 
woman to buy an al!-wool dress where she now buys one of part 
shoddy or part cotton, the child of poverty to be protected by a 
double blanket where he is now covered by but a single one, the 


House of Representatives of the Fifty-second Congress will live | 


in the hearts of the American people with keener love and higher 


honors than any House which has ever sat in thisCapitol. [Ap- | 


plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, the measure we have 
under discussion is a bill to put wool on the free-list and relieve 
the people of almost two-thirds of the tax they are now paying 
on their woolen goods. 


If good, no one can justify a vote ‘against it. If vicious, no 


[t is either a:good bill or it is a bad bill. | 
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one ought to vote for it and it ought to be defeated. On its 
own merits, freed from all other considerations, it ought to stand 
or fall. I shall confine myself to giving the reasons that have 
influenced your committee to frame and report it to the House, 
and which will influence me to vote for it; and to combating the 
arguments that have been and will be urged by those who op- 
pose its passage. 

But I wish to preface the remarks I shall make by saying that 
[ yield to the assumption of no Democrat in or out of this House, 
no matter what his policy may be, that he is a more earnest or 
ardent tariff reformer than I am. And while I shall earnestly 
support any bill which may be agreed on, having for its purpose 
the relief of the people from any part of the oppressive rates of 
the present law, I shall at all times urge that the measure of re- 
lief asked in all bills reported to this Congress be, if possible, an 
advance beyond that demanded by any tariff bill which has within 
the last twenty-five years found its way to the Calendar of this 
House. 

As the demand of the Republican party, manifested in the pro- 


| was higher rates and greater exactions for the manufacturers 


| 
| 





than had ever before been asked by them, so I believe the de- 
mand of the Democratic party ought to be lower rates and greater 
relief to the people than reformers have ever before asked in 
any attempt to revise the tariff. 

And, Mr. Chairman, while I am only expressing my own con- 
victions as tothe measureof reduction that ought to characterize 
all revenue bills that are presented to this House for its approval, 
[ believe I can safely say that the Democratic members of your 
committee who have prepared this bill are actuated by the same 
view of their duty to this House and the people who elected 
them. Impelled by this purpose, and desiring to make a sharp, 
distinct, and disencumbered issue with the Republican party, 
whether 65,000,000 of people shall continue to pay 914 per cent 
increase on all the clothes, carpets, and woolen goods they con- 
sume, as the McKinley law exacts, or whether they shall pay 
only the 35 per cent fixed in this measure, we have presented 
this bill and ask that it be enacted into law as an indication of 
the rate of tariff relief the Democratic party will give the coun- 
try when intrusted with power to do so. 

Shall 56+ per cent of unnecessary taxation, now imposed on about 
$370,000,000 worth of woolen goods consumed yearly by the people 
of this country, be released to remain in the people’s pockets, is 
the question that every member of this House will answer yea 
or nay when, at the end of this discussion, he responds to the 
roll call on the passagé or rejection of this bill. There will be 
no questions involved as to what shall be done with the tariff in 
the manufactures of iron, or of cotton, on glass or tin plate, or 
on any of the thousands of other articles so unjustly ont unnec- 
essarily burdened with excessive rates. These questions will be, 
in their turn, discussed and determined. 

But the plain question will be in this House and before the 
people: Are you willing to reduce taxation on woolen clothes 
and woolen goods, a prime and absolute necessity to all our peo- 
ple, in the cheapness of which the poor are more vitally inter- 
ested than in anything else except their food and shelter, from 
an average of 91+ per cent under the present law to an average 
of 35 per cent under this bill? Two popular arguments are urged 
by the advocates of protection against this legislation. First, 
the duty of 11 to 12 cents per pound ought to be retained on wool 
in order to protect the wool-grower of this country against for- 
eign competition, and by increasing the price of his clip make 
his business profitable; and second, that even if you give the 
manufacturer free wool you have in this bill reduced the duties 
on woolen goods till the protection left will not compensate the 
manufacturer for the difference between the prices he pays for 
labor here and those paid by his competitor in Europe. 

Let us examine these arguments. oes the imposition of this 
11 to 12 cents per pound on foreign wools imported into this coun- 
try protect the home wool-raiser or increase the prices of his 
clip. Fortunately there is no necessity to theorize about this 


| matter. The answer is plainly written in the comparison of the 


actual quotations of the prices of unprotected wool in the mar- 
kets of London with the prices of the same qualities of home- 
grown protected wools in the markets of this country for the 
last twenty-five years. During that entire period the compari- 
son shows that the average prices of the foreign-grown wools in 
the London markets, where they have no protection, have varied 
less than l cent er pound from the prices of the similar quali- 
ties of our home-grown protected wools in the markets of New 
York, Philadelphia, and Boston. And during all that period, 
with this large rate of protection, the prices of wool, like those 
of wheat, cotton, tobacco, and all the crops of the farmer, have 
been fixed and regulated by the open markets of the world, and 
have gradually declined. 

These facts are conclusively shown by the table of market quo- 
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tations during this period of twenty-five years printed with the 
report on this bill. 

And, Mr. Chairman, we heard read on the floor of the House 
on yesterday a letter controverting all of the facts set forth in 
the report of the majority of this committee, and perhaps you 
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| isnot only put on the fre ist by this bill, but me rates of ad 
valorem duties, intended to protect the wool manufacturer, have 
been so greatly reduced that they will not cover the difference 


will hear others read before this debate concludes; but if you ex- | 


amine them and compare them with the letter shown in this re- 


port, you will find they are attempts to evade the question by | 


making up reasons and excuses why this is so, which you will 
find to differ from each other and be very unsatisfactory. 

So that it will be seen that the tariff on wool, which has been 
used for over twenty-five years to keep the wool-growers in *‘an 
organized combination all along the line” with the other pro- 
tected industries to maintain exorbitant tariff duties, is like all 
other tariffs onfarm products, ashamandfraud. The reasons for 
this failure of protection to increase or even maintain the prices 


of our wool is now well understood. I will only stop to quote | 
briefly from the report of David A. Wells, special commissioner | 


of the revenue, made to the Secretary of the Treasury in 1869. 
He was then a Republican, holding his position under President 
Grant's administration. Since, he has become the Democratic 
leader of the tariff reform sentiment of the country. This report 
pointed out, twenty-four years ago, the ruinous effects of tariff on 
wool, both to the wool-grower and the wool-manufacturer, and 
the reasons therefor. And it has been verified by the history 
and condition of these industries from that day to this. 

But it may be said, have not the wool-growers, who outnumber the woolen 
manufacturers ten to one, any claim and right to protection? The answer 
to this is also very simple, and is to be found, first, in the fact that under 
the existing tariff, which affords a protection entirely in accordance with the 
wishes of those who claimed to represent the interests of the wool-grower, 
domestic American wool has touched and maintains a lower price than has 
almost ever before been experienced; and, secondly, this other fact, which 
can neither be ignored nor controverted, that the periods when the American 
wool-grower has received the highest price in gold for his wool have been 
coincident with the periods when imported wools have been subjected to the 
lowest duties, as from 1858 to 1860, when wools costing less than 20 cents per 
pound were admitted free of duty. This circumstance finds a ready expla 
nation in the fact that during the periods referred to the American manufac- 
turer was enabled to purchase cheaply and sell cheaply, and, competing ad- 
vantageously with the foreign producer, to furthermore sell largely; and 
under the increased consumption which followed, the supply of domestic 
wool became inadequate to the demand. 


But suppose the duty on wool does increase its price, as our 
Republican friends claim. Under what rule of equity or moral- 
ity can the sheep-raiser demand that those who raise cattle and 
hogs, or wheat and cotton, which are cheapened by the compe- 
tition they must meet in the markets of the world, shall pay 
more out of the inadequate returns for their products, for the 
clothes they wear, in order that his wool may escape the same 
competition to which they are subjected? Not only does no ele- 
ment of greater skill or higher wages enter into the labor neces- 
sary to raise sheep, but on the contrary the sheep and wool pro- 
duced in this country involve less labor cost than the products 
of any other agricultural pursuit. Indeed, onthe cheap lands and 
great ranches of the West, the only portion of the country where 
wool is largely grown, but little element either of labor or capi- 
tal, except that alone invested in the flocks, enters into the cost 
of wool-growing. 

What reason, then, I repeat, is there that the wool-grower 
should be favored beyond the millions engaged in other agricul- 
tural pursuits who can get no benefit from protection? If there 
is any better reason than that he is thereby bribed to support the 
tariff combine, by raising his patriotic voice in behalf of the 
‘*home market” and against ‘‘ the competition of the pauper la- 
bor of Europe,” which is flowing to our shores in an ever-increas- 
ing, untaxed tide, I have never heard it. Tt must be borne in 
mind, however, that this country has not, does not now, and never 
can raise either the quantity or quality of wool necessary to clothe 
our people comfortably and successfully and profitably maintain 
our woolen manufacturing industries. 

We need not theorize about this proposition, as it has been 
thoroughly demonstrated by the history of our woolen indus- 
tries under the heavy duties imposed on foreign wool by all the 
tariff revisions since the war. Even under the increased rates 
of the McKinley bill the importation of wool increased from 
124,000,000 pounds in 1889 to 136,000,000 poundsin 1891. All will 
admit that the duty which the manufacturer must pay on this 
large importation of the raw material must be added to the price 
of the goods and finally paid by the consumers. If then the 
duty on foreign wool is added to the manufactured goods and in- 
creases by that much the cost of woolen goods to the consumer 
and yet brings no benefit or profit to the wool-grower, or if a 
benefit to him confers an advantage to which he is not entitled. 
why should this duty not be removed and this bill be passed by 
Congress and become a law? . 

But my Republican friend is ready with his second and more 
dangerous, because more deceptive, objection. He urges that wool 


| dersold and driven out of the market, close 


between the wages paid by our woolen manufacturers and the 
lower wages paid in Europe. If this is so, he asserts that the 
home manufacturers must either reduce their wages or be un- 
ip their business, 
and discharge their employés. The manufacturing protectionist, 
when driven from the field of argument at all other points, al- 
ways plants himself behind the laboring people, and, abandoning 
all care for his own interests and profits, becomes the disinter- 
ested champion and advocate of higher prices for American labor. 

Two years ago we heard in this House, day after day, glowingly 


| portrayed the great benefits that increased rates of duty would 


bring to American labor in widening its field and increasing its 
compensation. 

The McKinley bill with its enormous increases of duty became 
law, and from that day to this I do not believe a member of this 
House can point out an industry in which wages have been in- 
creased. On the contrary, week after week we have had strikes 
and lockouts, always resulting disastrously to labor in the reduc- 
tion of wages. It has been demonstrated to the satisfaction of 
all fair-minded men that the labor cost in the manufacture of 
textile fabrics in this country differs but little, if any,from that 
paid by our European competitors. That the actual labor cost 
in the products of the factories of this country is little, if any, 
greater than in the factories of free-trade England. It is true 
that the price paid per hour, per day, or per week, is greater 
here than in any other country. 

But our machinery and methods are so much superior that the 
same amount expended in labor yields as great an output of pro- 
duction in the shorter as the labor of Europe yields in the longer 
time. One dollar expended in high-priced labor with superior 
machinery and methods here produces as much as one dollar ex- 
pended in low-priced labor with inferior machinery and methods 
produces there. The old countries are conservative and slow to 
change their methods and adopt improvements in manufactur- 
ing as in all other things. Labor is more abundant and must 
have employment and there is less incentive to invent and use 
labor-saving machinery. We are progressive and alert to in- 
vent and adoptnew, cheaper, and speedier methods in all things. 

t is my honest conviction that the American woolen manufac- 
turer if given free wool, free dyestuff, free machinery, and placed 
on an equal footing in every other respect with his Eurspean 
competitor can pay American wages, and not only hold the .ome 
market for his products but successfully compete for the woolen 
markets of the world, for we must bear in mind that he is con- 
stantly protected in the home market by the cost of transporta- 
tion and other disadvantages which always burden his foreign 
competitor. 

Our purpose, however, has been, and this, if I understand it, is 
the purpose of all tariff reformers, to deal not only fairly but 
liberally with the industries of this country, and especially with 
the workmen they employ. Hence in the preparation of this bill 
we have determined to strip the man or party that opposes its 
passage, of the last vestige of excuse or apology by leaving on 
woolen goods a rate of protection which is greater in almost 
every case than all the wages of labor expended in their pro- 
tection. Ido not believe any candid man, be he a protectionist 
or tariff reformer, manufacturer or consumer, can carefully ex- 
amine the rates fixed in this bill without admitting that they are 
much higher than are necessary to give ample protection in any 
contingency to the home manufacturer. It 
than they asked when after the war the Wool Manufacturers’ as- 
sociation bargained with the Wool Growers’ association to inau- 
gurate the scheme of oppressive duties on wool and woolen goods 
which has existed ever since, and which this bill proposes to 
destroy. This bargain was wellstated by Mr. Wells in his able 


report to which I have already referred. 


is 10 per cent more 















He says: 

At the close of the war followed y a mar 1 decline in the 
prices of Wool) a number tlemen claiming to represent the wool-grow 
ers of the United States ho appear to have been more especially inter 
ested in the breeding of sheep than 1! the growing of wool, conceived the 
idea that, if all foreign wool could | ut out by le lation from competi 
tion with the domestic product, the war prices of domestic wool could be 
maintained, and great gain be thereby made to accrue to all concerned. 


Measures to accomplish this object were accordingly set onfoot; and, asthe 
scheme looked especially toward the 1 ie interest of the agri 
oO iccess from its very outset 





culturists of the country, it gave p 

Meantime, the manufacturers of wool, clearly perceiving that a restriction 
of supply and increase in the price of wool would place them at a disad 
vantage in respect to foreign competition, became alarmed and proposed co 
operation to the Wool Growers* Association. The offer was accepted, the 
parties entered into union, and by means of delegates entered upon their 
work. What was this work? Not to imerease the revenues of the national 
Treasury; not to promote the interests of the great mass of the people to 


whom woolen fabrics are almost as much a necessity as food and shelter; 


nor to increase the wages or comforts of the laborers who he wool or 
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manufacture the cloth é 
for the promotign of their respective private gains and interests. ; 
The basis of the agreement on which the interests united was substantially 








LOWS 
t the duty on raw or unwashed woolsand hair, other than wools adapted 
rpets, should be fixed at rates varying from 10 to 12cents per pound and 
from 10 to 11 per cent ad valorem, In order, then, to compensate the manu- 
facturer for such a prospective enhancement of the price of his raw material, 
it was agreed that, in consideration of the fact that 4 pounds of the cheap- 


est imported wool (mestiza), paying anaggregate duty of 46 cents, were some- 
times employed in the fabrication of a pound of finished cloth, the duty on 
eloth should be 30) cents per pound, and on other fabrics of wool of varying 
weight a duty in like proportion. In order, next, to give the manufacturer 
protection against his foreign competitor, 25 per cent ad valorem was added; 
and in order to further compensate for the payment of an internal-revenue 
tax of 6 per cent, which tax was repealed in the succeeding year, 10 per cent 
more Was a d, thus making the aggregate duties on cloths, shawls, and 
woolen goods generally 50 cents per pound and 35 per centad valorem. It 
will thus be seen that, if the manufacturers, as is often alleged, did not enter 
into the arrangement for an increase of duties through their own seeking, 
they neverth 
granted to the w 
sequent circumstances, 
to their own showing, 






growers; and, in addition to that, through force of sub- 
an additional protection in excess of what, according 
1ey considered necessary. 






The wool-grower under this bargain was to be protected by a 
duty varying from 10 to 12 cents per pound, and in addition 10 to 
11 per cent ad valorem. This was the tax he was to levy on the 
manufacturer when he bought his wool. The manufacturer, 
when he went into the market to sell his goods, was the first to 
be compensated for the tax he paid the wool-grower by a duty of 
50 cents per pound on the cloth he sold. This 50 cents per pound 
on the cloth was agreed to be the equivalent of the 10 to 12 cents 
per pound, and the 10 toll per cent ad valorem, he had paid the 
wool-grower on the wool out of which the cloth was made. And 
this must first be repaid to the manufacturer by the consumer 
of the goods. 

Ten per cent more was added for the internal-revenue tax 
then existing. And only 25 per cent ad valorem was to be ex- 
acted as the woolen manufacturers’ protection against foreign 
The 10 per cent internal-revenue tax was long 
repealed, and this bill repeals all duties on the raw wool, 
and gives the manufacturer his raw material encumbered with 
no duty to increase its cost. There is left then to the manu- 


competition. 


since 
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but simply and exclusively to influence legislation | by Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor, who accom- 


| panies them with this letter: 


unaged to secure full compensation for all that was | 


| labor cost for pane. 


facturer no possible claim for more duty than is sufficient to 


protect his goods against foreign competition. If 25 per cent 
was enough when this bargain was made at the close of the war, 
certainly the 35 per cent given by this bill ought to be more 
than ample now. 

On no grade of woolen goods have we allowed less than the 25 
per cent then demanded, and the rates range from that to 45 per 


cent on made-up clothing, in the production of which, there is | 


the greatest per cent of labor to be protected. So that, viewed 
from the standpoint of the woolen manufacturers’ demands at the 


close of the war, we have in granting an average of 35 per cent 
in this bill, given 10 per cent more than they considered neces- 


+ 4 


sary to protect their industry from foreign competition. 
Hence, Mr. Chairman, I meet the deceptive clamor of the Re- 


publican part 


ty that the earnings of labor will be reduced by the 


assertion and the proof that the policy of the Democratic party | 


in its struggle for tariff reform is notonly to maintain the wages, 














and broaden the field of all labor, in and out of our factories, but 
to increase the comforts their wages when earned will purchase | 
for themselves and families. In framing this bill your commit- 
tee has kept constantly in view this Democratic doctrine which 
is so well stated in Mr. Cleveland’s great tariff message to the 
Fiftieth Congress, when he said: 

But the reduction of taxation demanded should be so measured as not to 
necessitate or justify either the loss of employment by the workingman nor 
th ‘ rof his wages; and the profits still remaining to the manufac- 
turer, af necessary readjustment, should furnish no excuse for the sacri 
fic f the interests of his employés either in their opportunity to work or in 
the diminution of their compensation. Norcan the workerin manufactures 

ai understand that while a high tariff is claimed to be necessary toallow 
the payment of remunerative wages, it certainly results in a very large in- 
cl é in the price of nearly all sorts of manufactures, which. in almost 
‘ tle for! he 1 s for the use of himselfand his family. Hereceives 
at the desk hisemployer his wages, and perhaps before he reaches his 
ho 3 « in a purch > f family use @f an article which embraces 
hisown labor, to return in the payment of the increase in price which the 
tar pel the I ( ipensation of many days of toil. 





iven this branch of the subject careful examination, 
conclusively show that there has been no departure 

liberal policy towards labor employed in our woolen 

mills order that the Republicans in this House, and before 
the country, in the apologies they will make for their opposition 
to this bill may not deceive the laboring people with the argu- 
ment that these reductions are such as to affect their wages, I 
have obtained from a source that puts their accuracy beyond 


question, statistics of the percentage of labor cost in 217 samples 


of the vari WO goods covered by the paragraphs of this 
bill. Of these 152 were the products of our home factories and 
65 were the products of Great Britain and the continent of Eu- 
rope. These statistics vy collected and are furnished to me 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., March 4, 1892. 

DEAR Sik: Referring to your verbal request of yesterday, I have the honor 
to hand you herewith a table giving the names of different textiles, so far 
as woolens are concerned, comprehended in the forthcoming seventh an- 
nual report of the Commissioner of Labor relating to cost of production. 
In addition to the names, the table gives the total cost per yard, the total 
labor cost per yard, and the percentage which the labor cost per yard is of 
the total cost. It is this column that you particularly desire. Otherwise 
the facts are the same as reported in the table furnished the Ways and Means 
Committee and printed in H. R. Report No. 501, present session. 

The only use which can be made of this table which I hand you is to ascer- 
tain the percentage which the labor cost is of the total cost per yard of the 
different articles named. There can be no “pee made as between the 
labor cost of articles in one country and the labor cost in another, and the 
attempt should not be made. The organization of the goods specified is 
given in the table sent to Mr. Springer and printed in the majority report 
above referred to. The productand establishment numbers in the left-hand 
columns of the table herewith handed you will enable you to find the organi- 
zation of goods for each line by corresponding numbers in the table printed 
in the majority report. 

By “labor cost” in this table is meant the labor necessary to produce the 
finished goods after the materials are assembled in the works. Sometimes 
an exceedingly low labor cost is given for foreign-made goods, resulting 
from the fact that methods are different, itbeing generally the custom in 
foreign countries, in establishments where weaving is performed, for the 
proprietors to secure their yarns from other establishments; that is, the 
spinning is done in one works and the weaving and other processes per- 
formed in another. Thus the labor cost in some cases might be minus the 
For the purpose you wish, which is not that of 
comparison, as I understand you, the percentages are fairly accurate. In 
this country, however, “‘ labor cost”’ in the table handed you refers to the la- 
bor cost for making the goods from the wool; that is to say, all the proc- 
esses of manufacture in this country are usually carried on under one ad- 
ministration. 

Iam, very respectfully, 


CARROLL D. WRIGHT, Commissioner. 
Hon. ALEX. B. MONTGOMERY, M. C.., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


[From the forthcoming seventh annual report of the Commissioner of La 

bor.—Subject to verification. } 

Cost of production of woolen and worsted textiles at various establish- 
ments in various states, the total cost, and cost of laborinone yard. 
{Insurance, interest, depreciation of value of plant, and charges for freight 

of product to place of free delivery are not included in the total cost. ] 
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1 42 Continent of | Alma............. 1890 ,@0.1990 [00.0425 | 21. 36 
Europe. | 
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| green. | 
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25 | 42 a lca | Cashmere, Indian 1890 | @. 2815 | b. 0310 | 11.01 
6 19 | United States Cassimere.. .....| 1890 . 3990 . 1005 | 25.19 
F | i8 ete ie ee ed 1890 | .&8379 17. 3¢ 
28 2 a Se ae | } 1890 | 1. 1528 30. 32 
29 2 i ll NE | 1889-90 | 1. 1467 23. 38 
30 7 a ES: . Se 1888-89} .7541 | 25. 0 
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42 24 sa a a a ead | 1888-"89 | 1, 6368 . 4403 | 26.90 
43 24 |....do ecclesia x assdpdig eae | 1888-89 | 1.6525 | .4080 | 24. 36 
44 | 24 |___.do IR Rs Lott Peed | 1888-"89 | 1.5161 | . 3804 | 25.68 
45 24 a Se 1888-"89 | 1. 7740 . 4055 | 22.89 
16 24 do Diao: Ri ee 1888-89 | 1.7965 | .4178 | 23.26 
17 Oc ee a ee lyass—"s9 | 1.7874] .4130 | 23.11 
48 24 a > is Sed A RR Se | oad | 1888-"89 | 1.7870 . 4263 | 23. 86 
49 | se a. | 1888-"89 | 1. 8989 . 4916 | 25. 89 
50 | 98 do do 1888 | 1.5975 | .4306 | 26.96 
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[ propost tO Dase on 


ave of Or COS the woolen goods of Great Britain and the 

Continent of Europe is as great as in this country, for the reasons 

states the Commissioner's letter. In this country the table 

covers all ‘tthe labor cost for making the goods from the wool,” 

vhile labor costs shown in the foreign goods is sometimes 

exceedingly small, because, as the Commissioner states and the 
t es show, the ct 


st of spinning the yarn and dyeing and 
nishing the cloth is not included. Yetnoone can make acare- 


lexamination of thi 


is table without reaching the conclusion 


that the entire percentage of labor cost in woolen goods made in 
Europe differs but little from the cost in those made in our mills. 
But on the authority of this table I assert, without fear of suc- 


cessful contradiction, thatthe percentage of protection given in 
this bill is not only enough to cover any supposed difference be- 
tween the labor cost at home and in Europe, but is more than 
to pay all the labor cost of the production of woolen 


oods in our factories. 


sufficient 
table is reduced to percentages on the value of the home product, 
just as this bill fixes the rates of duty on the valueof the foreign 
product, compare for yourselves rates of protection in the bill 
it] rat labor cost in the home-produced goods shown 
nthe table. In blankets, the table shows labor cost in 
numbers, 22 to 28 per cent. This bill gives protection, varying 
with the weight, from 25 to35 percenton blankets. In cashmere 
and cheviots the table shows cost of labor varying from 17 to 34 
per cent through a long list of these classes of woolen goods; this 
bill giveson these goods 40 percent protection. Cloaking shows 
in the table a labor cgstof 204 per cent; this bill gives 40 percent 
protection. Flannels and flannel shirting, 12 to 33 per cent of 
labor in table; in this bill 40 per cent protection. 

Ladies’ dress goods 15 to 244 per cent labor cost in table; pro- 
tection of 35 per cent given in this bill. Overcoating 164 to 25 


with the s of 


per cent labor cost in table; 40 per cent protection given in this 
bill. Plain black cloths, serges, tweeds, and suitings, 13 to 354 


per cent labor cost in table; 40 per cent of protection given in 
bill. Worsted goods, through along line of various qualities, 
15 to 27 per cent of labor cost in table; 40 per cent of protection 
given in bill. Taking the entire list of 165 home-manufactured 
articles, covered by the table, it will be found that the average 
labor cost is less than 23 per cent. Thus it is shown that in giv- 
ing an average of 35 per cent, this bill actually gives an average 
of 12 per centmore feree than the entire labor cost involved 
in the production of these goods at home. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. With pleasure. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. If that proposition is correct, why not re- 


peal altogether the duty on manufactures of wool as well as on 


1 
the raw wool? 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Let me understand your question. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. I say, if I understand your argument, that 
the duty on the manufacture of wool is sufficient to cover the en- 


tire labor cost of manufacturing the cloth from the wool, why 
do not yourepealthe duty on the manufactured article when you 
repeal it on the raw material? = 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Butwedo redvtce the duty on the man- 
ufactured article. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iunderstand that. 
entirely on the raw wool. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. We do, and for the reasons already 
given in the first part of my speech, which I think will be satis- 
factory to the country, whether they are to the gentleman from 
Maine or not. I hope so, atleast. This is what I am endeavor- 
ing to satisfy the countryabout. I want to show thatthe duties 
imposed by this bill, while lessening the cost of the product to 
the con xr of this country, are still-of such a character that 

‘an not be claimed they are injurious to any class of manufac- 
wers or laborers. 
Mr. MILLIKEN, 
this House 


But you repeal the duty 


puilit 
7 


[ supposed the gentleman was talki 
and not to the country. 


to 


ig 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. Well, if I should do that I may say 
that I would be the first man who ever did it yet. I do not de- 

re to furnish the only exception. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That may be correct for the gentleman's 
side of the House. 


Mn. MONTGOMERY. Well, 


I. know the other side claims to 


be more virtuous than this side in that regard. I have heard 
the same kind of talk before and not later than yesterday on this 
flo : . . 

But I do not propose to let the case rest on this evidence alone. 
Turning to page 3 of the annual report of the Massachusetts bu- 
reau of statistics of labor for 1889, we find Horace G. Waldin, 
chief of the bureau, saying: 

Production involves twoelements, labor and capital. In the discussion of 
economic questions relating to production, evidence respecting the labor 
element, including under that head wages and labor cost, is always of value 
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this table no argument that the percent- 


Marcu 11, 


The part which such evidence plays in the solution of certain practical prob- 
lems is unquestioned. The proper adjustment of a protective tariff can not 
be made without this evidence, nor can controversies between labor and cap- 
ital be rightly settled without reference to it. 

To answering the question, ‘‘ What relation does the cost of 
labor bear to the cost of the product as it lies completed in the 
manufacturer’s hands?” he devotes the first part of his report. 
To show how carefully and accurately his investigations have 


| been made he prefaces his tables with this statement: 


Remembering that the labor cost in the | 


The material collected by the bureau upon which the present part rests is 
from original sources and in the form of distinct and complete returns from 
1,615 different manufacturing establishments in this Commonwealth (Mas 
sachusetts). It is not only entirely reliable, but it is new, the field having 
never till now been covered by any extended investigation. 

Then follow tables, too extensive to be inserted in this speech, 
covering the entire field of the manufacturing industries of that 
greatest of manufacturing States. But the summing up of the 
averages that these tables show is all we need. This will be 
found on page 80, where he says: 


In the following industries the percentage of wage cost is above 20, but 


| does not exceed 33.33; that is, at least one-fifth but not more than one-third 
| of the cost of production is due to the cost of labor: Arms and ammunition, 


round | 


29.51 per cent; artificial teeth and dental work, 25.87 per cent; boots and 
shoes, 24.87 per cent; brooms, brushes, and mops, 33.33 per cent; boxes (pa- 
per and wooden), 32.65,per cent; buttons and dress trimmings, 27.32 per cent; 


| carpetings, 21.18 per cent; cement, kaolin, lime, and plaster, 31.70 per cent; 
| clothing, 22.97 per cent; cotton goods, 30.33 per cent; cotton, woolen, and other 


textiles, 32.64 per cent. 

Drugs and medicines, 22.94 per cent; dyestuffs, 20.60 per cent; electroplat 
ing, 27.50 per cent; emery and sand paper and cloth, etc., 26.70 per cent; flax, 
hemp, and jute goods, 22.14 per cent; hosiery and knit goods, 31.65 per cent; 
ink, mucilage, and paste, 24.57 per cent; ivory, bone, shell, and horn goods, 
etec., 22.19 per cent; linen, 32.71 per cent; lumber, 24.98 per cent; perfumes, 
toilet articles, etc., 27.37 per cent; rubber and elastic goods, 25.23 per cent 
silk and silk goods, 30.45 per cent; straw and —— goods, 22.57 per cent 
trunks and valises, 21.67 cent; whips, lashes, and stocks, 23.17 per cent; 
woolen goods, 21.05 per cent, and worsted goods, 21.04 per cent. 

These include most of the great factory industries of the Commonwealth. 


It will be seen that these results of the extended investigations 


| of the chief of the bureau of labor statisties of the State of Mas- 


| cost of 


sachusetts for the year 1889 correspond with remarkable accu- 
racy with the results obtained by Commissioner Wright as to 
the percentage of labor in woolen goods produced in our facto- 
ries. I have italicized the goods covered by this bill in the above 
quotation that they may be the more readily examined. And 
all this carefully collected expertevidence is fully supported by 
the census returns on woolen goods for 1890. They show that 
$338,231,000 worth of woolen goods were produced in this coun- 
try, for which $76,741,000 were paid in wages. This givesa labor 
22% per cent. 

It must be kept constantly in mind that in these tables all the 
labor cost from the raw wool (made free by this bill) to the fin- 
ished product is included, exept in the single case of ready-made 
clothing. In thatcasethere isa double labor cost of from 21 to 
22 per cent in making from the wool the woolen or worsted 
cloth, and 23 per cent in converting the cloth into ready-made 
clothing, giving 44 to 45 per cent of labor cost in ready-made 
clothing. In view of this fact, we have given 45per cent of pro- 
tection on ready-made clothing. 

These statistics, taken in Massachusetts for the purpose, as the 


| chief of the bureau of labor says, of furnishing datafor the ad- 
| justment of tariff rates, show that the labor cost in woolen goods, 


| interests, ought to hasten to accept it. 


including carpeting and hosiery and knit goods, certainly aver- 
ages less than 25 per cent, which is 10 per cent less than the ay- 
erage of protection given in this bill. 

They confront the Republican protectionist who shall here- 
after attempt to maintain, in this House or before the country, 
to which the gentleman from Maine objects, that the protection 
given in this bill is notadequate to repay the home manufacturer 
the difference between wages here and in Europe, with the proof 
that it is 10 per cent more than enough to pay for the entire 
wages our manufacturers pay for production. They show that, 
if the foreigner could induce or compel his employés to furnish 
their labor for nothing, and in addition to this to pay him 10 per 
cent on the value of the goods produced for the privilege of work- 
ing, he could not still compete on equal terms with our home 
manufacturer, protected by the rates we have given, so far as 
labor cost affects the price of woolen goods. They reduce to an 
absurdity and expose to ridicule and contempt Republican ar- 
guments that higher rates than this bill carries and tariff re- 
formers offer are needed to maintain American wages. They 
demonstrate that the zeal for laboring men, constantly put for- 
ward to justify burdensome tariffs, is a sham and fraud. : 

The truth is, we are offering in this measure more protection 
than is necessary, and the woolen manufacturers, in their own 
The people intend to 
have tariff reduction. Reject this bill, and as it is a demand for 
lower rates than the Mills bill asked, so will the next bill you 
have an opportunity to accept be a demand for still greater re- 
ductions than this bill proposes. And I shall be in hearty ac- 
cord with that just demand. 
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Why, Mr. Chairman, in reply to my question, whether the rates 
offered by this ‘bill were not ample to protect our home manu- 
facturers, the gentleman from Maine |Mr. DINGLEY] in his open- 
ing speech was compelled to admit that they were, except in 
some very fine goods, but named no article except plush, which 
I understood him to claim was an “ infant industry” struggling 
into life under the McKinley bill. I will venture the prophecy y 
now that when Commissioner Wright turns the light of statis- 
tical investigation on his plush industr y you will find this claim of 
great labor cost as fraudulent as in the one hundred and sixty- 
five cases revealed in the table which I have presented. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. But, Mr. Chairman, before I yield the 
floor, I wish to say a few words about the i importance of ‘this bill, 
and the effect of its passage through this House, whether it be- 
comes a law, or is rejected by the Senate, or vetoed by the Presi- 
dent. 

For the first half of the current year we imported $19,000,000 
worth of woolen goods. This would give us an importation for the 
year of $38,000,000, on which under “the present law $35,000,000 
will be collected. This is exclusive of the $6, 000,000 collected 
on raw wool. So that under the wool schedule, w hic h this bill 
revises and reduces, the consumers of woolen goods will pay on 
the imported goods alone for this year $35,000,000. But the woolen 
goods manufactured at home and consumed by the people 
amounted, as shown by the census report of 1890, to $346,000,000. 

From these figures we see that we use over nine times as many 
home-manufactured woolen goods as we import. 

If the home manufacturer can not add to the price of his prod- 
uct the amount of the protection allowed, then the rate allowed 
is confessedly unnecessarily high, and ought to be reduced. But 
the facts show that he can, for the foreign manufacturer is pay- 
ing the duty and competing with our home manufacturers at the 
same prices in the markets of this country. And as we use nine 
times as many home-produced as we use of imported woolen goods, 
the conclusion is irresistible that when we, under the McKinley 
bill, pay into the Treasury $35,000,000 on the $38,000,000 of im- 

orted goods, we must pay to the manufacturers $315,000,000 on 

346,000,000 worth of home-produced goods. 

Iagree with the minority of the committee that the reduction 
of amount paid into the Treasury will be about $6,000,000 on wool 
and $19,000,000 on account of reduction of rates of duty on im- 
ported woolen goods by this bill. If so, there will be released to 
remain in the pockets of the people nine times this sum of $19,- 
000,000 on the home-produced goods, or $171,000,000. 

The aggregate saving to the consumers, even if the raw wool 
does not decrease in price (as I believe it will not), will be $19,- 
000,000 on the imported goods and $171,000,000 on the home man- 
ufactured goods, aggregating $190,000,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky permit 
an interruption again? 

Mr. MONTG OMERY . With great pleasure. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I want to ask the gentleman as to the 
amount of money that he argues is saved, out of whose pockets 
does it come? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Out of whose pockets? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not it come out of the pockets of the 
farmers of the country who are engaged in raising most 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Ifthe gentleman from Maine had heard 
the first part of my speech, in which I showed how this money 
was to be saved, and why it was saved, he would not have needed 
to ask the question. It is to be saved in the pockets of the peo- 
ple by preventing it from going into the pockets of the gentle- 
man from Maine’s constituents or the manufacturers in other 
parts of the country. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is to say, it is to be saved from the 
farmers—taken from their pockets, those who raise the sheep 
and put into the pockets of your constituents. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Oh, my friend, you are mistaken about 
that. I represent some sheep-raisers myself, and I do not think 
any farmer in this country will be deceived any longer by the 
promises which have heretofore been held out to him that he is 
to receive more for his wool by a tariff on it. The man whoraises 
wheat or other farm products is not deceived by telling him that 
you in the McKinley bill put a tariff on the crops whic h he raises 
and endeavor to make him believe that in that manner he will 
receive more for his wheat and corn. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will you yield for another question? 

Mr. MONTGOME RY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the farmer is not going to receive any 
more money for his wool by the imposition of a tariff on the im- 
ported articles, then what harm does the tariff do to the con- 
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sumer? If the wool is not any higher on account of the tariff 
upon it the cloth made from wool certainly would not be. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. If the gentleman, I repeat, had paid 
attention I endeavored to make myself understood on that sub- 
jectin the beginning of my speech. [am making these computa- 
tations to show the amounts that will be saved to the consumers 
of this country by virtue of the reductions on woolen goods pro- 
posed in this bill. I have said that free wool would not affect 
the price of wool in this country; that the manufacturer would 
have to pay and the farmer receive as much for his wool as he 
now pays. But the computation and figures on which I base the 
statement of a saving of $19,000,000 is the reduction in the tariff 
on woolen goods. And the saving in woolen goods, not on the 
wool, but on the goods made from the wool, was the basis of the 
statement. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not want to interrupt my friend fur- 
ther 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. Lam perfectly willing to yield for an 
interruption. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Butif the gentleman can explain to me— 


oe wool 
on the free list is going to save money on the manufactured ar- 
ticles, and at the same time not reduce the price of wool, he cer- 
tainly will get an idea into my head that I do not believe any 
other man in this country is capable of putting there. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Now, Mr.Chairman, I will see if [can 
not get my argument into the gentleman’s head. [ discussed the 
question of putting wool on the free list in the first part of my 
speecu, and have passed on from that question. 

I have proved that putting wool on the free list would not de- 
crease the price of wool, and [ do not believe that it will decrease 
the price of wool. I have shown that the farmer would receive 
as much for his wool as he ever received. I have gone from that 
question and am now discussing what the people of this country 
will save by the reductions made in this bill on the woolen goods 
themselves and alone. And these figures which I was quoting, 
and this saving which] have been attempting to illustrate, results 
not from free wool, but from the reduction on the woolen goods; 
not from the compensatory duties, but from the reduction of 
the protective duties of the McKinley bill on woolen goods 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, if my friend wili allow me one ‘word 
more, if I correctly understand him, he is not arguing at all in 
favor of putting wool on the free list, w hich is one of the propo- 
sitions of the bill, but is arguing in favor of the reduction which 
is made on the manufactured article. 1 would like to ask the 
gentleman if he thinks that a bill which places wool on the free 
list, at the same time leaving the duty on the manufactured 
article higher than under the Morrill tariff, is really a very long 
step in the direction of tariff reform? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will answer 
that question. I assume that the gentleman from Maine was not 
in the Hall when I[ attempted, in the early part of my speech, to 
discuss that portion of the bill which puts wool on the free list, 
or he would not have misunderstood this portion of my argument. 
[am willing to admit with the gentleman that when you put 
wool on the free list these rates are greater than they ought to 
be. I have said so already in my speech; but I have said, and I 
repeat it again, that these rates are kept so high in order that 
the gentleman from Maine |[Mr. MILLIKEN | and other gentlemen 
who oppose this bill and will vote against it, may be stripped of 
the apology that they will attempt to make to their constituents 
that t hey so voted in order to protect the laboring people of the 


perhaps I am a little dull of comprehension—how putting 


country who are engage d in woolen manufactures. \pplause 
on the Democratic side. | 
[ am now going on, if the gentleman will excuse me for a few 


moments, to show that,excluding the $6,000,000 which will be 
lost to the Treasury and saved to the people on wool which is im- 
ported—excluding this six millions, the minority admit nineteen 
millions will be the reduction on woolen goods alone. If nine 
times as many home goods are used, what will the saving be to the 


people we representii we pass this bill? My purpose, Mr. Chair- 


man, in this part of my argument, is to show that this is nota 
sporadic effort at tariff reform; that it is a bill that will relieve 
the people from taxa’ ion from one to two hunéred millions of 
dollars, and any man may go to the coun "Vy, De he Democrat or 
Republican, to belittle such a bill, if he chooses, and h en- 
titled to all the glory he will achieve before the people in at- 
tempt ing to do so 


If only half of this enormous sum of $190,000,.000 can be saved 
to the pr ople by the reduct 
present law, it seems to me that no measure could be more 


ion « the exorbitant rates of the 


| portant or define more sharply or more aggressively the issue be- 


tween the ardent, progressive, and determined tariff reformers, 
who desire to accomplish something, and those equally deter- 
mined not only that the consumers shall have no relief, but that 


the protective system shall continue to be used to enrich a few, 
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while it impoverishes both the Treasury and the people. This 
bill deals with no theories. The issue it makes is involved in 
none of the complicated or confusing schedules with which the 
people are notfamiliar. Its benefits will be universal. It re- 
moves almost two-thirds of a tax which is paid by 65, “~ 000 of 
yeople on all the woolen clothes they wear, but which falls the 
font iest on the poor, who wear the cheaper goods on which the 
present law imposes the highest duties. 

But this saving is not the most important effect of this bill 
if it becomes law. It is conceded on all hands that the wool 
schedule is the citadel without which the present scheme of ex- 
cessive protection could not be successfully defended or main- | 
tained. Break up the combination between the wool-growers | 
and the wool manufacturers; put wool on the free list and reduce 
the duties on woolen goods to a revenue basis, and a complete 
revision of the whole system must inevitably and speedily follow; | 
and when their interest in maintaining excessive rates has been | 
lestroyed, no pr ople will be more earnest in hastening and wel- 


: : 
coming such a revision than the wool growers and manufactur- 
ers themselves. | 

Il am not one of those who believe that this measure will be re- 


jected lightly, or as a matter of course, at the other end of the | 
Capitol, or at the other end of the avenue, if it should reach 
there. I believe that it meets the approval and will enlist the | 
support of four-fifths of the woolen manufacturers of this country, 
and has behind it a public sentiment irrespective of politics to 
which neither Senator nor President can afford to be indifferent. | 
But if it is rejected by the Senate or vetoed, what then? We | 
will have made an issue about which no man with intelligence 


clothes he buys 35 per cent under this bill over being taxed 914 
per cent under the McKinley bill can be misled or deceived. 

Clothes for himself and family, worth $10 without protection, 
cost, $19.15 under the existing law, while under this bill they 
would cost only $13.50, asaving of $5.65 in so small a purchase. 
He who can understand so simple a calculation will comprehend 
the difference between the policy of the Republican party writ- 
ten in the McKinley law, and that of the Democratic party pro- 
claimed in this bill, and cast his vote accordingly. The people 
understand this subject better than the protectionists suppose. 
On no schedule has the campaign of education been so persist- 
ently and successfully pressed as on that dealing with wool and 
woolen goods. They understand that no schedule levies upon 
them such universal and impoverishing exactions. It was the 
keynote of that bold, aggressive message which so much im- 
pressed me when read from that desk on the second day of my 
service in this House, and which has been echoed and reéchoed 
by Democratic speakers in every city, village, and schoolhouse 
throughout this land from that day to this. 

However they may be confused or misled by other duties that 
they donot understand, and however they may be induced to con- 
done a vote against a general revision, because some rate may 
be affected which affords them a local advantage, they do under- 
stand the importance to them of free wool and cheaper clothing 
and will turn a deaf ear to the arguments or appologies of the man 
who on this floor, in the Senate, or in the White House refuses 
them this relief. The people will not fail to contrast the legis- 
lation of this House with - of the last, which they so promptly 
condemned. The policy of the last Congress, dominated by the 
Republican party, cas to sumaiier a large surplus inherited from 
an economical Democratic administration by extravagant and 
reckless appropriations and by the passage of the McKinley bill 


to reduce revenues by increasing duties so as to prohibit impor- 
tation, thereby diverting the taxes from the Treasury into the 


pockets of the protected manufacturers. This they successfully 
accomplished, until, if not confronted with, we are now on the 
vel verge of re ficie ncy. 


Che policy of this Congress is war on all wasteful and extrava- 


gant appropriations; economy in public expenditures; and by the 
passage of this and other tariff bills, a radical and sweeping re- 
duction of the tax burdens borne by the people. It is in the 
power of the Senate and President to defeat these efforts to 
curtail excessive expenditures and oppressive tribute and taxa- 
tion. Already we hear much talk of the Democratic policy of 
cheese-paring economy and homeopathic doses of tariff reform 
by those who regard legislation saving to the people forty or 
fifty million dollars of unnecessary appropriations and more than 
a idred millions of taxes and tribute as too small a business 
to engage the attention or enlist the energies of broad-gauged 
thoroughbred statesmal ship. 


One of the gentlemen from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is distressed 
that we do not offer a general bill revising the whole tariff. He 
complains that cheay clething, ¢ cheap tin plate, cheap cotton-ties, | 
cheap binding-tw , and other reductions demanded in separate 
bills will destroy the symmetry of that system so beautifully ar- 


| 
ranged in the McKinley bill torob the people and the Treasury, ! 
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while it fosters and fattens a small army of protection patriots 
who furnish money and votes for the Republican party. The 
distinguished leader on the Republican side of the House [Mr. 
REE p}, from the same State, is disturbed because we are engaged 
in shooting holes through the McKinley tariff law. 

Mr. REED. Not that you are engaged in shooting holes 
through it, but in trying to doso. That is all you are doing. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Well, the effort is very deserving. 
You ought to give us credit for that. 

Mr. REED. It is a very small effort—a popgun affair. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Well, we will leave that to the peo- 
ple, as we left the proceedings of the last Congress. But we 
ought not to be surprised that these gentlemen are not satisfied 
with what a Democratic House is doing. They represent a peo- 
ple whose chief and most profitable crop is high protection, 
watered and, to use the language of Mr. DINGLEY, “ renovated” 
by such legislation as the McKinley bill, and their harvest is to 
gather tribute from the unfortunate constituents of three-fourths 
of the members on this floor. But, gentlemen, youare mistaken 
about what we are doing. We are not shooting holes in the Mc- 
Kinley bill; but with the people at our backs we are marching 
through the enormous breac hes which the cyclone of 1890 tore 


| in that bill and in the Re publican party, and proposing by legis- 


lation to relieve the people from the enormous rates of taxation 
on the woolen clothing they must wear and use, and which a Re- 
publican Congress sanctioned and approved when it passed the 
McKinley bill. {Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE Mr. Chairman, Mr. Blaine’s so-called 


| reciprocity scheme and the tax upon raw wools are, in my judg- 
enough to calculate the advantage to him of being taxed on the 


ment, the two most eminent fallacies by which the protective sys- 


| tem is sought nowto be maintained. I believe Mr. Blaine is the 
conceded author of the reciprocity annex to the McKinley bill, 


which was approved by the President of the United States on 
the Ist day of October, 1890 
Under section 3 of said act six reciprocity treaties have been 


| completed. First, between the United States and the United 


States of Brazil, concluded January 31, 1891, proclaimed February 
», 1891. Treaty with-San Domingo, concluded June 4, 1891, pro- 
claimed August 1, 1891. Treaty with Spain for Cuba and Puerto 
Rico, concluded June 16, 1891, proclaimed August 1,1891. Treaty 
with Salvador, concluded December 30, 1891, proclaimed Decem- 
ber 31, 1891. Treaty with the Government of Great Britain for 
reciprocity with the colonies of Trinidad, concluded February 1, 
1892, proclaimed February 1,1892. Treaty with the German Em- 
pire, concluded January 30, 1892, proclaimed February 1, 1892. 

Mr. Chairman, why has this new project been thrust with such 
vigor upon the country? The protectionists have heretofore ar- 
gued that protection in itself is working a just compensation to 
all our people in their various vocations. They have alwayscon- 
tended that protection involved a correct principle, just to all in 
its operations. Here is a concession by the first protectionist 
in the country that a principle once just in its operations is lia- 
ble, unless aided by another principle, to become unjust. In 
other words, protection, to be just, must have a sort of annex at- 
tached called reciprocity. The old arguments have ceased to 
move the people. The argument that a tariff is not a tax has 
been exploded. The argument that competition among manu- 
facturers lowers the cost o: produc tion is not well taken, because 
the schoolboys know that three things are necessary in ‘order to 
produce the manufactured article—the plant, the raw materials, 
and labor. 

The interest on the money necessary to construct the plant is 
fixed by the great principles of supply and demand. The wages 
of labor is what labor is worth in the competing market, and the 
raw materials cost what they are worth in the markets of trade. 
So, how are you to reduce materially the first cost of an article? 
Does a protective tariff reduce the first cost? What is the prin- 
cipal cause that has operated to reduce the original cost of a 
manufactured article? We contend that it is not a protective 
tariff; but that it is inventive genius. 

Fifteen years ago it would take two men all day to put barbs 
on three or four hundred pounds of wire. To-day two men, re- 
ceiving less wages per day with improved machinery, can put 
barbs upon three or four thousand poundsof wire. So the labor 
cost due to the use of labor-saving machinery has been many fold 
reduced in every line of manufacture. Competition has its real 
application in the selling price of the finished product. Com- 
petition can never figure very seriously with reference to the first 
cost; butin the absence of trusts and combinations it is singularly 
important in the selling price of articles of the same line of goods 
manufactured by competing establishments. 

Mr. Chairman, ther e is one other argument to which I desire to 

call the attention of the committee, that hasalw ays been regarded 
by the protectionists as their stron; gest argume nt, and that is that 
the laborers in the manfactories would consume all the surplus 
of agriculture. Reciprocity is a sad commentary upon the home 
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market theory, and is a virtual concession that markets have to 
be found for other bushels of wheat and “ other barrels of pork.” | 
So the protectionist has been driven from his former position. | « 
He has taken his stand upon new ground and behind new forti- | 
fications. The leading protectionists know that 40 per cent of 
our people are directly interested in agriculture, and that some- 
thing had to be done in order to appease the approaching storm | 
of righteous indignation; that it was necessary to have a new | 
stage setting and change of scenery. 

Mr. Blaine, in his Bar Harbor letter of September 15, 1890, 
said: 

The protectionist who opposes reciprocity in the form in which itis now 

roposed, knocks away one of the strongest supports of this system. The 

nactment of reciprocity is the safeguard of protection; the defeat of reci 
procity is the opportunity of free trade. 

Again he says in the same letter: 

Giving the fullest protection to all Eastern interests, as the proposed tar- | 
iff bill does, surely no man of good judgment, certainly no protectionist of 
wise forecast wishes to expose a Western interest to serious injury. 

The ‘** Western interest” to which he refers is agriculture. 
Reciprocity he would have the country believe is purely for the 
benefit of the agricultural people. Do the conditions controlling 
our foreign commerce warrant such an inference? Sir, I here 
state that Great Britain, Ireland, and Western a is practi- 
cally the only market for all the surplus of agriculture. It is 
the civilized, overpopulated, commercial, and wealthy nations 
of the world that desire our exports of agriculture. It is the 
vast populations circumscribed within narrow limits struggling | 
to subsist upon a stingy and in some instances worn out soil. 

Have you stopped to think of the vastness of the population in 
many parts of the old world? England and Wales, according to 
the census of 1891, had 498 inhabitants per square mile; in Ger- 
many there were 224 to the square mile in 1885; in France 187 | 
under her census of 1886; in Belgium 525 under her census of | 
1889; in Austro-Hungary 186 under her census of 1889; in Italy 
270 under her census of 1891; and on the whole continent of Eu- 
rope it is estimated for the year 1890 that there are 101 people 
per square mile. 

Mr. Chairman, I might further remark that in the Nether- | 
lands there are 380 people per square mile, and in the Kingdom 
of Saxony, which is, perhaps, the most densely populated coun- | 
try in the world, there are over 600 people per square mile. In | 
the United States, according to the Eleventh Census, there are | 
but little over 21 people per square mile. If all the people in | 
the United States were put into the State of Texas there would | 
only be 365 people per square mile. The population of England | 
and Wales is twenty-two times as dense per square mile as the | 

opulation of the United States. Soin England and Wales there | 
is less than an acre and a half of land for each man, woman, aud | 
child. It is these overpopulated countries, civilized and com- 
mercial in character, that are demanding our surplue of agri- 
culture, and not the sparsely settled, warlike, agricultural com- 
munities of Central and South America. 

I now quote from a summary statement of the imports and ex- | 
orts of the United States for the twelve months ending June 30), 
891 (Treasury document No. 12). Itis interesting to examine 

this statement and see to what foreign countries our exports of 

agriculture go. When I speak of our exports of last year I mean 
our exports for the fiscal year ending on the 30th of last June. 

Our exports of corn were valued at $17,652,000. Of this amount 

over $13,500,000 worth went to Great Britain and Ireland and 

Western Europe, and less than the seventeenth part went to the | 

countries south of us; and when I speak of the countries south of 
us I mean all of the countries south of the Rio Grande—Mexico, 

Central and South America, and all of the islands adjacent to 

South America, including the West Indies. 

Our exports of cattle last year were valued at $30,445,000. 
Over $30,000,000 worth of this amount went to Great Britain, 
Ireland, and Western Europe, and less than the ninetieth part 
to the countries south of us. 

Last year we exported $51,420,000 worth of wheat. Over $27,- 
000,000 worth of this amount went to England, $12,500,000 to 
France, and $48,000,000 of the whole amount went to Great Britain 
and Ireland and the countries of Western Europe, and less than 
the seventieth part to the coutries south of the Rio Grande. 

Weexported last year $54,705,000 worth of wheat flour. Thirty- 
three million seven hundred and eighty-one thousand dollars’ 
worth went to Great Britain and Ireland alone. 

We now produce annually in the United States about 8,500,000 
bales of cotton, and export in a raw state nearly seven-ninths of 
the whole amount. Our exports of raw cotton last year were 
valued at $290,712,000. Nearly $171,000,000 worth went to Great 
Britain and Ireland alone: over $50,000,000 worth to Germany: 
over $27,000,000 worth to France, and over $37,000,000 worth to 
other countries of Europe; and less than $1,500,000 worth to the 
countries south of us. So less than the one hundred and nin- 
tieth part went to the Southern countries. 








| ears for steam railroads. Bra 


Of our exports of sole leather amounting to over $6,000,000 


worth we sent less than the three hundred and fiftieth part to the 


sountries south of us. The fact contained in this statement is 


important, because I will presently show that the Argentine Re- 
public, in SouthAmerica, is one of the great agricultural coun- 
tries of the world, and, if not so now, is destined to be so. 


Again, take the item of cotton-seed oil and v stable oil. We 


or 
PC 


exported last year nearly $4,000,000 worth, and less than the 
| twenty-fourth part went to the countries south of us. 


Of canned beef we exported $9,000,000 worth. Over $8,500,000 
worth went to Great Britain and Ireland and Western Europe 


| and less than the one hundred and eightieth part to the coun- 


tries south of us. 


We exported $15,300,000 worth of fresh bee! Nearly all of it 


| went to the countries of the Old World, and so far as this state- 


ment shows no part went to the countries south of us. 

Of salted, pickled, and cured beef we sold last year $5,196,000 
vorth. Four million five hundred thousand dollars’ worth went 
to the countries of the Old World and less than the fiftieth part 
to the countries south of us. 

We sold $5,500,000 worth of tallow. Five million dollars’ worth 
of which went to the countries of the Old World and less than 
the twentieth part to the countries south of us. 

Bacon is an important item of export. We exported $37,404,- 
000 worth last year, of which about $36,000,000 worth went to 
the Old World and less than the thirtieth part to the countries 
south of us. Soitisapparent, if we would find markets for ‘‘ other 
barrels of pork,” we need go beyond the Atlantic. 

Eight million two hundred and foriy-five thousand dollars’ 
worth of hams were exported. More than $7,000,000 worth went 
to Europe and Great Britain and Ireland, and less than the thir- 
teenth part to the countries south of us. Thirty-four million 
four hundred and fourteen thousand dollars’ worth of lard were 
exported last year. Over $28,000,000 worth went to Great Brit- 
ain and Ireland and the countries of Europe. 

Weexported $8,114,000 worth of oleomargarine. Over $8,000,000 
worth of it went to the Old World and less than the fortieth part 
to the conutries south of us. 

Our exports of cheese amounted to $7,400,000 worth. Over 
$7,000,000 of this amount went to the countries of the Old World. 

We exported $21,033,000 worth of tobacco, leaf, stem, and trim- 
ming. More than $18,000,000 of this amount went to the coun- 
tries of the Old World and about the fortieth part to the coun- 
tries south of us. 

Mr. Chairman, I have gone over asummary of our agricultural 
exports for the purpose of suggesting to our farmers to what 
countries our agricultural exports are destined, and I here assert 
that it is not agricultural products that the people of South 
America want, but in the main they desire manufactured goods. 


Our exports of agricultural implements for the fiscal year ending 


| the 30th of June, 1890, amounted to $3,859,000. Of this amount 


$1,065,000 was exported to the Argentine Republic, in South 
America, alone. She purchased of us in the year 1890 twice as 
many agricultural implements as any other nationality in the 


world. Especially do I call the attention of the House to this 
fact, because ordinarily people buy the things they desire and 
need most. ; 

Of books, maps, and engravings and other printed matter, we 


exported last year $1,820,000 worth, of which $225,000 worth went 
to Brazil, in South America. 

Last year we exported $4,901,000 of carriages, horse cars, and 
purchased $682,000 worth; the 





Argentine Republic $505,000, and the West Indies and the Ar- 
gentine Republic together $1,285,000 worth. 

Again, take the item of manufactures of iron and steel. We 
exported last year $3,859,000 worth, of \ *h $1,628,000 worth was 
purchased by the countries south of u 

Of steam engines and partsof machinery we exported last year 
$13,145,000 worth. Of this amount $6,460,000 worth went to the 
countries south of us. 

We think that these figures demonstrate as clearly as figure 
can demonstrate any problem in mat! atics that the stateme 
we made a moment ago thatG itain and Ireland and West- 
ern Europe is practically the only market for the surplusof agri- 
culture is correct; and furthermore that the people ol ith 
America desire implements of agriculture rather than the prod- 
ucts of agriculture. [Applause on t Democratic side. | 

While we sell butacomparatively small part of our agricultural 
products to South America, it is evident that we will sell less i 
the future. Agriculture is in the infancy of its development in 
South America. Prior to 1810 agriculture scarcely existed 
the territories that are now calledthe Argentine Republic. ¢ 
als there were not permitted to be cultivated. There cultivation 


was forbidden under the laws of Spain. Agriculture has only 
been developing there in a marked way since the adoption of the 
constitution of that country in 1853. 
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The Arg nt Republic, which promises to be one of the 
great ag tural nations of the world, has a very small par F 
her lands under cultivation—only 1.1 per cent of her total area 
is in a state of cultivation. Of the amount of her lands under 
cultivation in the year 1890, alittle over 33 per cent was in wheat, 
33 per cent mai corn), 16 per cent in alfalfa, 5 per cent in 
flax, and the remaining lands cultivated are in sugar cane, pea- 
nuts, tol 0, oats, rice, etc. So it will be seen that the Argen- 
tine Republic is producing the same important farm products 
which our agricultural people produce. 

Both Chile e and the Argentine Republic export cereals when 
their people are not in a state of war. There are said to be 75,- 


000.000 sheep the 


000,000 in the 


in Ar 
whole of South America. 


gentine Republic alone, and about 100,- 
Under the stock 


census 


4] 


of 1887 there were nearly 22,000,000 cattle in the Argentine Re- 
public. We have called the attention of the House to the fact 
that a very small amount of her lands are in a state of cultiva- 
tion. Compare this with the United States, which fsavery new 
agricultural country indeed. The farm lands of the United 


» 


States comprise 289 acres in every 1,000, and 153 acres in every 
1,000 is productive or improved area. So 15.3 per centof our landed 
area is producti' Illinois heads the list among all the States 


of the Union, having 72.9 per cent of her lands productive. Ohio 
comes second with 69.3 per cent productive, and Indiana third 
with 60.7 per cent productive. 

Thousands _— ens of thousands of sheep are slaughtered an- 


nually in the Argentine Republic, putin refrigerator ships, and 
carried to H¢ umburg and ifonnel, Cattle can be raised upon 
the pampas of the Argentine Republic for their hides and horns, 
and sheep for their pelts. They do not want our meat products 


in South America. Is it not entirely apparent that when the 
flouring mills of South America are developed that they will 
meet us with their flour in the West Indies, and the probabili- 


ties are that our markets in Central America and the West In- 
dies for agricultural produce is destined in the no distant future 
to diminish rather than increase. 


The total value of the different classes of agricultural products 
exported from the United States to South American countries 
for the fiscal year 1889 only amounted to $10,575,000 worth. 


Whil 
a5 compare d with our — s of acr ie ultural produce ts to the I 
Ki dom, W h ich pi “chase d from us an ring the last fisca 1] 
$376.000,000. 


e this se ems to be a large sum, yet how comparatively smé all, 
Tnited 
ip year 


arly 


Agricultural products exported to the United Kingdom fromthe United 
States for year ¢ nding June 30, 1891. 

















| Wax, t 


| 


Articles Values 
Animals 
SR ienadians Cake nhiatien6 5 ibteeehtihidipbintetinhitinimisinintpiina ttle $28, 622, 275 
Horses 141, 093 
Sheep 104, R25 
ee oe 990 
Tota 28, 869, 183 
Bones, hoofs, horns, ¢ 196, 277 
Breadstuff ee 
Barley 
Bread and bis 
Corn g. 
Corn meal 
UIT stn incan es/ ice daieibs canes iene Seemenedielimadictateda tds Bilis hans enna tedasiis eatale 105, 026 
Oatmeal 201,111 
WORD a irnts opine ine Rip eebhtiap ate S eek wire iiberbnd 27, 281, 400 
Wheat flour 33, 781,917 | 
A t r bread iffs, et 189, 248 | 
I ‘ 70, 167, 005 
Broom corn 5 30 
Casings for sausag : ‘ ; 241,316 
Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines 68, 539 
Cotton, unmanufactured 170, 863, 888 
Fruits, including nut 
Apples, dried 64,919 
Apples, green or ripe b : : 357, 192 
Fy i , preservec 
Canned 404, 197 
Other 26, 485 
All « er green, ripe, or dried 102, 589 
Nuts 5. 989 
961,311 
\& ipe igal 1 
(site 
(rea ‘ ‘ ips, and other soap stock 
Hair 1d Y tures of 
Hay ° 
Hides and in fur 151. 606 
Honey 35, 818 
Hops 2, 254, 001 
Oil-cake nd « ke ea 5 157 578 
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Agricultural products eLpo ted, el Continued. 
Art S Values. 

Oils ] 
Animal (not including whale and fish $433, 343 
Cotton seed ...... 571,512 
Linseed 100 
Total 1, 004, 855 

Provisions, comprising meat and dairy produ 


Meat products 
Beef products— 
Beef, canned. ae sauna — | 
Beef, fresh 
Beef, sulted or pic] 


6, 669, 


kled 

















Beef, other cured ; 
Tallow x 2, 574, 160 
Total . : ..-| 27,374,390 
Hog product = 
Bacon 30, 429, 839 
Hams --| 6,546,179 
Pork, fre sh ‘ 54, 172 
Pork, pickled 1, 316, 816 
Lard 11, 037, 910 
Total pa 49, 384, 916 
Mutton 18, 007 
VOleomargarine a 
Imitation butter 544 
ee ee ee 238, 449 
Total 238, 993 
Poultry and game 
All other meat products 
Dairy products— 
Butter 712, 082 
ND eS 6, 343, 749 
Milk 36, 443 
Total 7,092, O74 
Total provisions mi sslontaee diesicsaii ides caleeatailieata | 884, 637, 22 
Rice.. «15, 276 
Seeds: =, a 
Clover 509, 183 
I iat ined a ii a ee i Ee ee 84, 302 
IT a a 9, 900 
I ee eee ee Re ee Pe 89, 423 


All other 78, 826 





Total i 771, 634 
Molasses and sirup ue nae 564, 404 
Tobacco leaf stems and trimmings. Ka 6, 465, 027 
Vegetables: Poa 

a heres Se | #23, 213 


Onions 

Potatoes. 
Vegetables, c -anned . 
All other, including pickles 


Total 


an Al Ha ai 
Wine 
Wool 
Total agricultural products 
Total exports . 
Per cent of total 





G. BRC CK, 


Chief of Bureau. 
For the fiscal year 1891 our people exported to South Americé 
$33,226,000 worth of merchandise, of which amount $12,062,000 
consisted of agricultural products, so but little over 26 per cent 
of our exports to South America consisted of the products of ag- 


riculture. So we sold the United Kingdom last year more than 
thirty times as much agricultural produce as we did the whole 
of South America. In the same fiscal year we e mported to Eng- 
land $441,599,000 worth of merchandise. Nearly %376,000,000 
worth of this amount, as I have just remarked, consisted of 
purely agricultural products. So a little over 85 per cent of our 
exports to Great Britain and Ireland consisted of agricultural! 
produce, as against 26 per cent of our exports to South America. 
It is claimed by the protectionists and advocates of reciprocity 
that we ought to find a market for a large amount of our agri- 
cultural produce in Cuba. Under a recent census it seems that 
Cuba has only 1,525,000 people, of which 978,000 are Spaniards 
al Creoles, 10,600 whites, 44,000 Chinese coolies, and 484,249 ne- 
groes and mulattoes. Has any country in the world ever suc- 
ceeded in building up important commercial relations with a 
ee y oe the tropics having a mongrel population? Com- 
1arks the intellectual development of a people and goes 
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hand in hand with the higher order of intelligence, and the 
races of people which are purest blooded, most thoroughly intel- 
lectual, are the ones which excel most in commerce. 


Sir, the markets of our farmers are beyond the Atlantic. No | 


matter howrich the soil of old England and Europe may have been 
in the days of the Cesars and the Charlemagnes, it has been much 


impoverished by twenty centuries of cultivation except where | 


fertilized. 
Now, if it is the real purpose of these modern advocates of reci- 
procity to aid agriculture, why not have reciprocity with Canada? 


Canada, in its physical aspects, both as to soil and climatic con- | 


ditions, is more like the United States than any country on the 
globe, yet its lands are not so productive nor its crop seasons so 
long. It is a new country, comprising 40 per cent of the landed 
area of the British Empire, and contains a population of about 
5,000,000 people. In speech, manner, and habits of life, the peo- 
ple of Canada are very much like our own. 

Mr. Butterworth, a learned and distinguished Republican, on 
the floor of this House, during the first session of the Fifty-first 
Congress, said: 

In the years of 1883, 1884, and 1885 Canada purchased more from us than all 


the other islands and countries of the Western hemisphere, and during the | 


existence of the reciprocity treaty, from 1855 to 1866, she bougbt from us 
more than she sold to us the large sum of $59,136,256; and from the year 1850 
to 1889, inclusive, a period of forty years, there have been only seven years 
in which the balance of trade has been against us with that country. In 
thirty-three years it has been in our favor. 

Canada is the only country on the western hemisphere which buys more 
from us than she sells to us, and in the aggregate, during 1887, the balance 
against us in all the above-named countries and islands— 


Meaning all the countries in the Western Hemisphere south | 


of the Rio Grande— 


outside of Canada and including the Hawaiian Islands, amounted to #112,- | 


684,635. 

All the above countries and islands contain about 51,000,000 of inhabitants. 
Canada has only 5,000,000, and yet she buys from us within about 25 per cent 
of as much as they all purchased. If we include the South American and 
Central American States and Mexico, she purchases from us 25 per cent more 
than allofthem. Not only is thistrue, but upon a very large portion of the 


articles Which we purchase from these countries and admit free of duty, an | 


export duty is imposed by the country selling them to us and we offer no ra- 
taliatory legislation against it. 
* * * ~ * eS : 

Here are 51,000,000 to the south of us, With whom for the last forty years 
we have a balance of trade against us of $2,152,990,569, and yet we are seeking 
by every device known to diplomacy, aided by the strong arm of the Treas- 
ury, to further extend our trade with them, regardless of any revenues this 
trade may bring to the Treasury. Here are 5,000,000 of people to the north 
of us, With whom for the last forty years we have a balance in our favor of 


$252,117,912, and yet, instead of using national effort to extend and increase | 


our trade with them, we are sending out investigating committees to see if 
some injury, real or imaginiary, can not be hunted up or sought, and by 
virtue of Which we shall be enabled to frame some bill of indictmentagainst 
them. Can any fair, broad-minded, reasonable man tell us why this is so? 
Mr. Chairman, in the fiscal year 1888 there was imported into 
the United States from Canada of agricultural products and ani- 
mals $17,341,000 worth, and the United States exported to Can- 
ada $21,582,000; so it is seen that ourfarmers sold the Canadians 


$4,241,000 more in 1888 than the Canadian farmers sold the peo- | 


ple of the United States. 

In a reply to a letter which I addressed to Mr. S. G. Brock, 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, I received the following com- 
munication: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1892. 


DEAR Sir: In reply to your inquiry, I have toinform you that the total 


values of imports of merchandise and products of agriculture into the United | 


States from the Dominion of Canada during the years ending June 30 were: 
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| So, Mr. Chairman, this communication discloses the fact that 
| in the fiscal year 1890 our farmers sold to the Canadians $8,224,920 

worth more of agricultural products than we boughtof the Cana- 
| dians, and that in 1891 we sold them $7,907,530 worth of agricul- 
| tural products more than we bought of them. 

And it is seen that a larger per cent of our exports to Canada 
are agricultural than of our exports to South America. In fact, 
| the balance of trade with Canada in the last forty-two years, 

with the exception of seven years, has been in our favor. Then 
| why is it that the Republican party is opposed to reciprocity 
with Canada? We think it entirely apparant that absolute reci- 
procity with Canada would prove more beneficial to all the farm- 
| ers of the United States than reciprocity with any other nation 
| in the western hemisphere. The Republican party will not con- 
| sent to reciprocity with Canada. Its leaders want to remain in 

power. They know that New York is aclose State politically; 

that some of her farmers produce barley for brewing purposes, 
| agricultural and garden produce, and eggs for early marketing; 
| and they also presume that some of these farmers can be pre- 
| vailed upon to vote the Republican ticket by refusing reciproc- 
ity with Canada. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
| Millions of dollars wrested unjustly from all the people living 
in our country, due to a high tariff tax upon copper, simply be- 

‘ause a wealthy and influential corporation owns some great cop- 
| per mines in Michigan. Millions of money taken from our peo- 
| ple because there happens to be great lead deposits in Missouri. 
| Additional burdens imposed because of a borax mine in Montana. 
| Many millions added to the cost of one of the prime necessities 
of mankind because some land speculators insist that there are 
| deposits of tin in the Dakotas. Onerous taxes imposed upon our 
farmers purchasing fertilizers to again revive the fertility of 
| their wornout and exhausted fields, simply because of the phos- 
phate beds in South Carolina and Florida, and because afew peo- 
ple are engaged in the manufacture of fertilizers. 

How long will the people of the United States tolerate a party 
which seeks in every way to perpetuate its power by lending its 
| influence to mere localities as against the great mass of the peo- 
ple? We have always believed that legislation should contem- 
| plate the welfare of all the people, and that we should labor to 
| do the greatest good to the greatest number, and that the bur- 
| dens as well as the blessings of government should fall equally 
upon all. 

As I before remarked, a treaty of reciprocity was concluded 
with Germany on January 30, 1892. Without discussing in ex- 
| tenso the treaty stipulations and the schedule of custom-house 
| rates which is imposed by the German Government under the 

terms of this treaty, I will content myself by showing what the 
| rate of custom tax is, in fact, on our agricultural staples taken 

into Germany for consumption by her people 

Mr. Chairman, wheat is taxed 3.50 marks per 100 kilograms. 
| The value of a German mark in our money is 23 cents and 8 mills; 
and a kilogram is equal in round numbers to 2.204 pounds advoir- 
| dupois. Soto import into Germany 220.4 pounds of our wheat, 
| necessitates the payment of a customs duty of 83 cents and 3 mills 
of our money, the equivalent of 3.50 marks. Thisisa tax of over 
22 cents and 5 mills per bushel. Rye pays the same duty as wheat. 
| Butter is taxed 17 marks per 100 kilograms, that is to _ay, $4.046 
| for each 220.4 pounds. Pork slaughtered, fresh, and dressed 
| meat, with the exception of bacon, fresh or prepared pays the 


| same duty per pound as butter. Meat slaughtered, fresh. with 
the exception of pork, pays a duty of 15 marks per 100 kilograms. 


1890. 1891. | Corn, 1.6 marks per 100 kilograms, or about 13 cents per bushel. 

a 3 eter ee D Hogs, 5 markseach. Oxen, 25.50 marks each. 
Think what enormous prices are paid under this late treaty by 

Total v ia | $39,042,977 | #39, 087, 782 ; : 
Ton ae = citi wrcaniaia ; pe 503 = | the German consumer for our products of agriculture. Our ex- 
i —---————. | ports of agriculture are very largely produced in the Mississippi 
Per cent of agricultural products ...........--------| 42. 02 34. 94 Valley. They are shipped a thousand miles before they reach the 





Our statistics of exports to Canada are so defective that any deductions | 


drawn from them would be misleading. These defects, as is probably well 
known to you, are owing to the fact that there is no law requiring exporters 
to deliver to collectors at the border ports manifests of goods exported by 


them in cars and other land vehicles. The law only applies to exports in | 


vessels. Under these circumstances we feel obliged to use the Canadian offi- 


cial figures of their imports from the United States in place of our figures of 


exports. 


he total values of imports of merchandise and of products of agriculture pensive for the German consumer to g¢ 


into the Dominion of Canada from the United States during the years ending 
June 30 were: 


1890. i891 


| 
Total value of imports $60, 449,366 | $58, 044, O81 
». 


Total value of agricultural products. Scnieahiemsceetaa’ | 24,700, 423 











Per cent of agricultural products ......_-- rs) 





Very respectfully, 
= . S. G. BROCK, Chief of Bureau 


Hon. E. V. BROOKSHIRE, M. C., 
House of Representatives. Washington, D. C. 


21, 563, 625 


| Atlantic seaboard, and 3,000 miles as ocean freight, if destined 
for Germany. To all these freight charges insurance is added; 
|} and when the confines of Germany are reached the wheat and 
| rye in the cargo is taxed over 22 cents per bushel and the corn 
about 13 cents per bushel, and the oxen on foot 25.50 marks, or 
| $6.069 each. Wheat flour is taxed 7.30 marks per hundred kilo- 
| grams, or $1.737 per 220.4 pounds, so this will make it very ex- 
t ‘‘another barrel” of 
American flour, and since the duty is higher on flour than on 
| wheat it would seem that the duty will prevent the importation 
| of our flour into Germany entirely. _ 
| Hon. Mr. Dodge, our statistician, informs me that our returns 
April 1, 1892, showed the rate per 100 pounds on cattle in car 
i s, Chicago to Boston, to be 28 cents, so the freight on an ox 
ighing 1,500 pounds from Chicago to Boston would be $4.20; 





--| 40. 86 37.15 ( the statistician further says: ‘‘ The rate upon cattle per head, 


| Boston to Hamburg, April 1, 1892, was $13.20:” allow nothing 
for insurance, but add the customs duty, $6.069, and say the cost 
of the ox in Chicago was $80, so the ox in thestock yards at Ham- 


| burg has cost the importer $103.469., 
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: is only reciprocity in name. Itis not reciprocity in 
fact. These enormous taxes Rog ‘vied upon our agricultural ex- 
ports taken to Germany are the direct and immediate result of 


our refusal to trade with the nations of the Old World upon 
amicable terms. Germany, in aspiritof resentment toward our 
selfish, fettered, and restrained commercial policy, passed a law 
approved on the 6th day of March, 1883, prohibiting the importa- 
tion of hogs, pork, and sausage of American origin into her 
country for consumption. While American producer does 


not pay the freight, the insurance, and the enormous custom 
duties upon the oxen, the hogs, the wheat, and the corn which 
he exports to Germany, yet all these items of expense greatly 
increase the cost to the German consumer, and therefore lessens 
his ability to purchase our produce. Not only do these high 
custom duties lessen the ability of the German consumer to pur- 
chase our produce, but it seems that they will almost if not quite 
prevent the masses of the German people from consuming our 
pre duce except during pe riods of war and famine. 

The reason why Germany has consented to a repeal by treaty 
of the act of March 6, 1883, is because her people are in a par- 
tially destitute condition, and Russia and other countries of the 
Old World, which ordinarily supply her with the needed prod- 
ucts of agri oli , are unable to do so, because of the great dis- 
tress and destitution within their own borders. 

Reciprocity seems to be the slogan of the Republican party at 
the present time. Sir, in my judgment, this whole scheme of 
reciprocity is a snare and a delusion, and falls far short of devel- 
oping necessary markets for the surplus of agriculture, and it is 
but an artful contrivance for the perpetuation of the most selfish, 
oppressive, and unjust system of taxation ever fastened upon a 
free, loyal, and self-respecting people. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. | 

Section 3 of the McKinley tariff law is certainly very extraor- 
dinary indeed. It confers unprecedented and unheard of powers 
upon the President of the United States. It provides, in sub- 
stance, that whenever the President shall be satisfied that the 
Government of any country producing and sending us sugar, mo- 
lasses, coffee, tea, and hides, imposes duties on the products of 
the United States, which the President may in his judgment 
deem too high and unreasonable, he shall then order to be levied 
and collecte ed and paid a tariff tax upon the articles which I have 
named, coming from such foreign countries. He can order a tax 
of 3 cents a , po ind on coft e, 10 cents a pound on tea, 1} cents a 
pound on raw hides, 2 cents a pound on certain grades of sugar, 
and 4 cents a gallon on a certain grade of molasses. 

In a word, if the President of the United States should think 
that the Argentine Republic is taxing our en goods, 
which were there being imported, too much, then he can order 
a tax to be laid of a cent and a half a aaa on all the raw hides 
brought from the Argentine Republic into this country, to be used 
in making the boots and shoes of our people. 

Of course, the evident effect of this would be to make our peo- 
ple pay perhaps a cent and a half more per pound for imported 
raw hides that go into their shoes -_ boots. Again, suppose 
the people of Brazil. in South Ameri should insist on laying 
a high tariff tax u 1p yn our goods there take sn to be sold, then the 
President can, under this prov ision, lay a tax of 3 cents a pound 
on all the coffee brought into the United States from Brazil; 
thereby mak every man, woman, and child in the United 
tates pay 3 r pound more for coffee in order to retaliate 
acainst Brazil. T eee ater part of our coffee comes from Brazil. 
[f the people of Cuba shall insist on laying a tax on the prod- 

sent to her from the United States which the President shall 

Li high, then he can proceed to lay a high tax upon the 

sugar and molasses brought from that country into the United 
States, thereby making every man, woman, and child in the 
United States pay more for their molasses and sugar as a matter 
of retaliation towards Cuba. I am quite candid when I say that 
I do not believe this will result in any good to our people. 

Why should we confer this high power upon the President of 
the United States when it is purely the province of Congress to 
lay and collect taxes? It is provided in the ei 
Constitution that 

The Congress shall have } 
es to pay the del 





too 


‘hth section of the 








to lay and collect taxes, duties, imports 
provi for the common defense and gen- 











and exci 
eral welfare of the Ur ; but a 1 auti Ss, imports, and excises shall | 
be uniform through< Tnited States 

Why should we confer one of the highest powers ever given 
toa legislative body in the world upon the President? 


Suppose we had a man in the Presidential office who cared mor 
for mon y than official integrity, would it not be possil le for him 
to obtain large interests in the sugar and molasses in the ware- 
houses of our country, and thereupon pretend that Cuba and 
Brazil had given some offense and at once levy a duty on their | 
coseuel ys of sugar and molasses into our country, and thus 
increase in a single day the value of every pound of sugar and 
molasses in the United States? 
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Think of the millions of dollars worth of hides in the great tan- 
neries of our country. Could he not secure ‘a corner,” as they 
say in Wall street, on the merchandise of these tanneries, and 
thereupon find fault with the Argentine Re pu iblic and levy a tax 
of a cent and one-half per pound on all rawhides imported and 
thus increase in a day the price of every pair of boots and shoes 
purchased in our country? 

Could he not do the same with reference to coffee, millions of 
pounds of which are in the warehouses of our great ports of entry? 
Even conceding that he might exercise the authority given him 
under section 3 of the Me Kinley act in good faith, might it not 
create in the minds of the people a suspic ion which might result 
in destroying the influence and good name of the administration? 
A power which, when exercised, is liable to make millionaires of 
a few of our people between the rising and the setting of the sun 
is certainly a very dangerous power to confer upon the highest 
executive officer in our land, the administration of whose office 
should be kept free from even the shadow of suspicion and the 
taint of dishonor. 

Mr. Chairman, think of clothing the President of the United 
States with the power to impose taxes. The power to tax is one 
of the transcendent powers of the Government, and should al- 
ways remain under the immediate control of the people. Ow 
fathers so believed, and they were wise in their day and genera- 
tion. They believed that all revenue bills should originate in the 
House of Representatives, elected every two years directly by 
the people. ‘‘The power totax is the power todestroy.” There- 
fore it should be jealously guarded. The Czar of Russia and th« 
Sultan of Turkey are the only rulers except the President 
the United States of whom I have any knowledge who have in- 
trusted to them the high power to lay taxes. 

Mr. Chairman, the true American policy, in my judgment, 
to encourage trade with all the world; treat all nations wit 
equal friendship; enter into entangling alliance with none; bay 
the things we need where they are produced cheapest and 
our merchandise in the markets where our goods are dearest 
Let us not by law seek to defeat the orderly and beneficent pro 
ceedings incident to natural conditions. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side 

Mr. RAY. Mr. eens the Democratic party, on the tariff 
question, is the great American political and hypocritical crab; 
yet with ten legs reac - g in all directions it is so weak in th: 
joints it has not a single pair on which it can stand alone. 

[ read from the American Encyclopedia: 

One species digs deep holes in sandy beaches just above high-water mark 
and when overtaken away from its hole runs soswiftly over the sand that it 
s difficult to catch. 

I was forcibly reminded of this description by the action of th 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who has charge of 

this bill, who when overtaken by the gentleman from Maine, 
who was then addressing the House, by the answers given to his 
numerous and incoherent en, fled ey! to his ‘‘ hol 
and as he disappeared beneath thes sands cried, ““ What about th 
price of tin roofs?” 

If anything is wanting to show that the Democratic party, as 
a party, isfor free trade, the favorable report of this bill from th 
Committee on Ways and Means has supplied the proof. 

The cry of the party is that it wants free raw materials, and 
wool is classed by our Democratic friends as “raw material.” 
They absolutely ignore the fact that eight-tenths of the value o 
a pound of wool represents human labor and skill, and that wh 
you import wool free of duty you throw the American farmers 
and laborers out of employment and pay foreign farmers and 
workingmen the money ours ought to receive. 

Within the true definition of raw material everything is ex- 
cluded which represents human labor and skill. 

Does it require any argument to convince our Democrati 
friends that this country owes a duty to our farmers and farm 
laborers? Does not the cry come from every section that th 
farmers are having hard times, and shall we destroy the value « 
every little flock of sheep pasturing on the uplands and in tl 
valleys of this great country? 

Our farmers are coming to know that in diversified farming 
is the true road to prosperity. It is essential to guard agains! 
overproduction. With a protective duty on wool every farmer 
kno ws that he can make more money in proportion froma small 

lock of sheep than from his dairy or his grain. Andevery farm 
ia orer knows that if he would receive a fair compensation fo1 
histoil the employer must have agood and apaying market for the 
farm products. And both know that even if the tariff on wool in- 
creases the cost of a suit of clothes 5 per cent it brings back to 


| them better prices for products and labor to the extentof 20 per 


cent. And no one suffers; the farmerssupply the manufacturers, 
and the manufac naar s supply the farmers; laborers are kept in 
employment by both classes, and so all three classes share the 
gains and benefits of shutting out foreign competition, and all 
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are well fed and prosperous, while the Government collects the 
import duties, with them pays the expenses of the Government, 
the pensions of our soldiers, and we have home markets, the best 
in the world, and we keep our money at home, and the country 
grows ricber and freer and more independent. 

Mr. Ch man, as dissimilar as light is from darknes 
from colt virtue from vice, is the policy’of the Republican 
party from that of the Democratic. The Republican party had 
its origin and found its strength in the advocacy of freedom ani 
education, the war ming of human sympathy for the woes of man- 
kind, the elevation and purification of the race, and the} progress 
of mankind. The Democratic party, asa party, has ‘‘ hung back,” 
opposed progress, and has ever fought against the measures ad- 
vocated by the republican organization. The Democratic party 
has never adopted a republican idea or measure until years of ex- 
perience has proven its value, when it has been quick tocry ‘‘ We 
did it.’ 

From the foundation of this Government until to-day the ma- 
terial, social, educational, and moral growth of this nation has 
been stimulated by the idea of protection to American labor and 
home industries, —_ whe never this idea has been adopted and 
made effective in practice we have made rapid progress in al! 
that tends to build - end ennoble a people. Upon this doctrine 
the Republican party first seized as a measure necessary for the 
preservation of this nation in times of civil war, and it was con- 
tinued as a necessary means of preserving the credit of the Gov- 
ernment at home and abroad, and at last when the clouds of war 
rolled away, when the dangers of financial embarrassment wer‘ 
no more, When we stood upon a solid financial basis with a credit 
at home and abroad such as has been e njoys d by no other nation 
on the face of the earth we paused, took breath, and began to 
consider the real reason of such unparalleled success 

The Democratic predictions that we could never pay the na- 
tional debt, that our greenbacks were ‘‘ worthless rags,” and 
that a resumption of specie payment was impossible, were proy 
to be fictions, and even the Republican party was amazed at 
the situation. During the four years of internecine strife w 
had grown in population, in material wealth, in manufactures, 
and in the arts and sciences at an amazing rate. At the close of 
the war, North and South, the soldier boys from either army 
wentmarching home again to enjoy the blessingsof peace. KRail- 
roadscommenced to span the continent; greatcities grew amain 
upon the Western plains; new cities grew up throughout the 
South upon the ashes, and ruins, and desolations war had pro- 
duced, and in a short time the battle-blackened plains were cov- 
ered with fields of waving corn and ripening wheat, factories 
sprung up in Southern towns, the wheels of progress commenced 
to revolve with increased v igor and soon the ‘‘ New South,” sid 
by side with the North and the great West, combined to form a 
new nation more magnificent in its power and promise than a 
on the face of the globe. Such is our condition to-day, and we 
may we ask ones slyes the reason of this grand success. 

The Republican party answered the question twenty-six years 
ago as it answers it now—all these glorious results were and 
the legitimate outcome of a protective policy. We have ke} 
our money at home instead of spending it abroad, we have edu- 
cated and enriched ourselves instead of enriching European na- 
tions across the waters. We have enriched andennobled labor 
at home, and have so dignified the American workingman that 
upon the floor of this House or in the Cabinet of this nation he 
is the peer of an As stor O ‘a Vanderbilt. We have no nobility ex- 
cept the nobility of labor and character and brains. The most 
de spised man in this nation to-day is the one who, doing noth- 
ing, living on his income, accomplishes nothing and is nothi 
The man who mixes brawn with brain at 
plow attracts more attention, accomplishes more results, com 
mands more r¢ speck, and exerts more influence than any othe: 
citizen of the world 

And what has done all this? Protection to American | labo 
and home industries. Of this policy the Republican party fi 
its infancy has been the champion; of this pol icy from its birt 
the Democratic party has been the bitter and implacable foe. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Will the gentlemen yield to me for aques- 
tion? . 

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir 

Mr. PENDLETON. DoI understand the gentleman to attrib- 
ute the increase in the wealth of the country from 1865 until 18 > 
to a protective tariff ? 

Mr. RAY. Toa protective tariff, and to the labor, the brain, 
and the brawn of our people,and to the educational and me- 
chanical skill deve loped by a protective tariff, made possible by 
it, and which exists in such a hi gh degree in noother country on 
the face of the globe. , 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iam not through with my question. To 
what do you attribute the increase in wealth between the years 
1850 and 1860, and what kind of a tariff had we then? 
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Mr. PENDLETON. Can yout 1e hov h gold was 
mined in California between 1850 and 1 

r. RAY. I desire to call thea ntion of tl ( an to 
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Mr. MEREDITH. And they ar ed, without taxation, by 
gentlemen who provide the fat tocarry on Pt sidential elee ions 

Mr. PENDLETON. TI gentleman has not answered my 
question. My question was, how did he account for the increas 
in the wealth of thiscountry between 1850 and 1860? 

Mr. RAY. Bring me a page, get an arithmetic, and go and 
teach the gentleman how to read. [Laughter onthe Republica 
side. 

fr. PE ie TON You do not know; | that pla 

Mr. RAY. I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, to stand here and 
spend m5 ll in answering foolish or silly questions from gen 
tlemen on theotherside. I suggest that he get President Cleve- 
land’s encyclopzedia and learn something from it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ido not need an encyclopedia. 


Mr. REED. Then you are a lucky man 
Mr. PENDLETON, Ido notneed an encyclopedia, because ] 


know; and J am simply asking the gentleman to see if he knows. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, if we have gota man who 
knows, for Heaven’s sake let us hear from him. [Great laugh- 
ter.| He is the first man of that character who has appeared in 
the debate on the other side. Renewed laughter.] _ 

Mr. RAY. Iam always happy, I would say to the gentleman 
from Maine. to give instruction to the ignorant: but I do 
propose to stand here to-day ana run a kKkindergarien sci 
the Democrats of this Hou 
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I have too many contests with the Democratic party, and with 
individuals of that organization, to be easily frightened. I de- 
sire to say that I was too long brought up in the woods of New 
York to be scared by owls. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MEREDITH. That is an old chestnut. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I had said that it was the protec- 
tive policy of the Republican party which had placed this coun- 
try in such a fine condition, and that the Democratic party has 
been its bitter and implacable foe. 

And aimea at this policy is this bill. With the cry of ** tariff 
reform ”’ upon its lips, falsely placarded wit.. *‘ retrenchment and 
reform,” it now seeks to '‘ pull the wool” over the eyes of the 
workingmen of thisland. Arrayed in sheep's clothing, the Dem- 
ocratic wolf has crept into this Congress and is seeking to de- 
stroy the most beneficent feature of the McKinley tariff. The 
pretense is cheap clothing for the poor man; the real object is 
the destruction of the protective policy, the inevitable result of 


which would bethe ruin and degradation of the masses, the im- | 


poverishment of the American farmer, and the embarrassment 
of our national finances. The imports of wool from Australia 
and other foreign lands would cripple the wool-producing busi- 
ness in the United States, and the money carried abroad would 
be wrung from the ill-paid laborers of this Republic. The Dem- 
ocratic party is howling for more money, and by the enactment 
of its free silver coinage measure would degrade our currency 
and compel every creditor to accept 70 cents on a dollar in pay- 
ment of every debt and every veteran soldier pensioner to ac- 
cept 70 cents in lieu of the 100 to which he is entitled. 
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hand that has made all this success possible; that has given you. 


all this mental and material peepee: that has lifted you from 
the gloom of night into the broad blaze of a bright and glorious 
day? Ifnot, then defend your defender, preserve your preserver, 


and let us unitedly build up this nation as one grand whole, 


knowing no section or sectionalism and having but one purpose ' 


as we have but one flag, and let that purpose be the growth and 
prosperity of the forty-four United States. 

You may pose as tariff reformers, but you act like free trad- 
ers. The proposition before the House is free trade in wool. 
And this is but the first step you propose to take in the direction 
of free trade. Do youcare to confess how many bills you propose 
to report placing articles on the free list? Has not the Commit- 


| tee on Ways and Means been flooded with bills proposing such 


action? Has any one of them been reported adversely? And do 
not such measures, in every instance, emanate from Democratic 
sources? Will not this bill pass this House? Do you not pro- 
pose to go into the non-wool-producing districts in the coming 
election and cry ‘‘free trade in wool,” and has not every bill in- 
troduced been intended to affect a certain locality? You pro- 


| pose to go before the country astride of every question affecting 


Thus would this Government be made a party, the party, to | 
the most gigantic fraud ever perpetrated upon acommunity. If | 


that measure should become a law this Government would set 
its seal of approval upon repudiation and itself profit by the mis- 
ery of the old soldiers who gave it life and perpetuity. And hand 
in hand with that proposition comes this, the placing of wool on 
the free list. The gentlemen of the majority in this House are 
saying to every sheep-raiser and wool-producer in the United 
States that they must compete with the herders of Australia and 
South America, and to the Government that it must surrender 
the $25,000,000 duties annually collected on wool importations. 
Can the majority of this House tell us whence the revenue is 
to be derived to supply the deficiency in the Treasury thus cre- 
ated? Would you equalize the loss by paying our pensioners in a 
debased coin worth only 70 cents on the dollar? Would you de- 
grade and drive out of business the wool-growers and cheat the 
pensioners that you might create a market for foreign wool and 
enrich the silver kings’ If so, then pass these bills and let them 
go down in history as the twin progeny of a fraudulent Con- 


gress. 


Mr. Chairman, why is it that the Democratic party oppose | 


the most beneficent measures of the Republican party? Why 
does it constantly seek to tear down instead of build ap? Can it 
be denied that thirty years of almost unbroken protection has 
given us unexampled success and prosperity? Can you look 


abroad over this land of ours and say that general prosperity does | 


not attend our people as a whole’? The main and most virulent 
opposition comes from the South. Have gentlemen studied the 
figures and considered results as a prelude to this attack upon 


the financial and business interests of this country. Why do you 
not attack the McKinley tariff bill directly and go before the 
country squarely on that issue? Simply because you dare not. 
Because it was made the issue in the last campaign in Ohio, and 
McKinley and protection won by nearly 30,000 majority. 

Mr. CAPEHART. No; you were in a minority. 

Mr. DAVIS. A plurality the gentleman from New York 
means; not a majority. 

Mr. RAY. I beg pardon. At all events, it was not a Demo- 
cratic victory. It was a victory for Republicanism, for protec- 
tion, for McKinley, and for ex-Speaker REED, who worked hand 
in hand with him in the last Congress. [Applause.] 

Another reason why you do not attack the McKinley act di- 
rectly is because protection and honest money were made the is- 
sue in the last Presidential campaign, and protection won the day. 
You may try to blind the sotuhe, you may assert that you have 
unhorsed Mills and sent him to the rear, you may brag of the 
burial of Cleveland and his message, but you can not disguise the 
fact that the controlling minds in the Democratic party are de- 
termined to strike down the Republican doctrine of protection. 
When Morrison attacked the protective tariff in the Forty-eighth 
Congress the party shouted its approval; when Millsrenewed the 
onslaught he was cheered to the echo; when President Cleveland 
adopted the words of Mills and Morrison as the battle cry in the 
campaign of 1888, the party was jubilant and predicted an over- 
whelming victory. But the people repudiated the Democratic 
theories, and the result was a return to power of the Republican 
party in national affairs. This defeat has made youcautious, and 
this caution carried you in 1890 to the dire necessity of repudiat- 
ing your leaders of 1888, and your teachings of thirty years. 

In 1890, by fraud and false pretenses, by most stupendous lying 
to the people, by parading tin peddlers packed with lies accom- 
panied by lying carts packed with tin, you succeeded (with the 


| aid of most outrageous gerrymandering) in electing an over- 


the protective policy of the Government? Let us pause for a | 
moment and inguire what protection has done for the South in 


the last ten years of our history. 


Since 1880 her population has increased nearly 3,000,000, or 19.9 | 


er cent, of which increase 2,354,809 has been of her white popu- 


ation. Her actual wealth has increased more than three and | 


one-half billions of dollars, or 62.5 per cent. Her State debts 


| 


have decreased 18.4 per cent; her State revenues have increased | 
100 per cent; her banking capital has increased 86 per cent; her | 


manufactures have increased in number 64 per cent; the capital 


invested in manufactures has increased from $179,366,230 to $551,- | 


483,000, or 207 per cent, and the value of the product of these 
manufactories has more than doubled. Her cotton mills have 


whelming majority to this House. But you do not know what 
to do with it; you can not handle or control it; it is the most un- 
manageable mob ever assembled in the capitol of any nation since 
the days of the French revolution. Political death stares more 
than one-half your number in the face if you fail to redeem the 
promises made to the people in 1890. The political kindergarten 
from Massachusetts, so aptly described by the gentleman from 
Maine, promised sound finances and an honest dollar; the sock- 
less statesman from Western Kansas promised carloads of chea 

money to every constituent free of cost, that mortgages shoul 

not be foreclosed, and the establishment of a greatnational pawn 
shop for the deposit of all farm products, from a grain of corn to 
a head of cabbage, upon which each farmer might draw a sight 


| draft and have it honored in cash. Such a bill is now pending 


more than doubled in number, and the value of the product of | 


these mills has increased from $16,353,000 to $54,171,600, or more 
than 231 per cent. In 1880 she produced 290,772 tons of pig iron, 
while in 1890 she produced 1,684,663 tons, an increase of 480 per 
cent. Of steel in 1880 she produced 4,380 tons, while in 1890 she 
produced 183,625 tons. She increased her coal production 362 per 


cent, the value of the production of. the precious metals 218 per | 


cent, and of all minerals 877 per cent. She increased the value of 
her farm products 60 per cent, and of her live stock 54 per cent. 
And so I might go on in everything that goes to show material 
growth and prosperity. In education she has shown the same 
marked growth and improvement. 
increased only 19 per cent, the enrollment of pupils in her schools 
has increased 67 percent and the actual attendance 56 per cent, 
while she has increased her school revenues 1&3 per cent. 
Gentlemen, would you strike down the fostering, protecting 


in the Judiciary Committee. 

Free silver coinage was the bribe offered in the silver States 
with the blandest of smiles, while in New York the gold dollar, 
worth an hundred cents, wasaised to an unparalleled extent. 

Mr. DAVIS. Are the Republicans a unit on the money ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RAY. All good Republicans are. 

You have made these promises and now comes pay day. These 
various promises are outstanding and this Democratic Congress 
is called upon to pay up. But youcan not fill; the wind is out of 
your sails; you can not pass sectional bills without stirring up a 


| hurricane of wrath in all sections injuriously affected. You offer 


While her population has | 


free silver coinage for the one section, free wool for another, free 
binding-twine for another, free barley for another, free hops for 


| another.and free this or free that for some other, but that youmight 


do this without being too plainly exposed, without being stripped 
of your false garments which cover unlimited hypocrisy, you 
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were compelled in the beginning of the week to deny free speech 
to alarge and respec table numbe r of Democratic Representatives 
on this floor; to reverse the rulings of ex Speaker CARLISLE, 
whom you once delighted to honor and whose word was once law 
in all Demceratie wigwams. 

[ hold in my hand a bill introduced by the gentleman from 
Kansas Pr SIMPSON] with the aim of redeeming his promises 
to the people of his section. The sixth section of this bill pro- 
poses that the owner of agricultural products may deposit the 
same in a Government warehouse, that a warehouse rec eipt shall 
be issued by this Government, that then all such warehouse re- 
ceipts shall be negotiable by indorsement! Then follows this 
proposition—— 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does not the Government place gold in a 
warehouse or storehouse for the producers of gold? 

Mr. RAY. Thatis to protect it against the thieving of dis- | 
honest men. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Isit? Iam glad to learn that. 

Mr. RAY. Of course the Government takes care of its gold | 
by putting it in a safe place, just as you and I put our money, 
when we ‘have any, into a bank for safe-kee ~ping, or into our | 
pockets, that thieves may not steal it. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I thought the object of the Government in 
putting away the gold was to issue gold certificates upon it. 

Mr. RAY. That is done for the convenience of the public. 

Mr. SIMPSON. And Isuppose the gentleman thinks it would 
not be for the convenience of the public to issue certificates on | 
corn? 

Mr. RAY. Ifthe gentleman from Kansas is so happy as to have | 
any of those gold certificates about him, he can walk down to the 
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vaults of the Treasury at this particular moment so that it could 
take itout and extinguish th [Laughter 
on the Democratic side. | What [ did mean to say and what I do 
mean to say is this, that if the exigency should arise, we, under 
our protective policy, situated as we are, with the aid of internal 
taxes, could, before the suns of twelve months should rise and 
set, pay off every cent of the public debt without any great 
injury to the people of this country. And, Mr. Chairman, if we 
had not struck off in’-rnal taxes about ten years after the close 
of the war, the national debt would have been extinguished be- 
| fore this. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the gentleman says that the present rate of 
taxation does not produce revenue enough to pay the debt, what 
rate does he suppose would do it? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
any point to that question. 

Mr. RAY. No, there is no point to it. But, if we had not 
passed the McKinley tariff bill, which largely reduced taxe s (as 
pon the necessaries of life, we 
could pay $200,000,000 a year on the public debt w ithout detri- 
ment to the people. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Does not the gent pee know that after col- 
lecting from the people in taxes nearly double the original amount 
of the national debt, it would take mor: ) pounds of cotton, more 
bushels of wheat, more bushels of corn, more pounds of beef or 
pork, to pay that debt to-day than it would have taken at the 
close of the war, and this under your McKinley bill? 

Mr. RAY. I donot know any such thing’, and no sensible, well- 
informed person would ask such a question or make such a state- 
ment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. I 
ably ask it of a gent 





hole of the public debt. 


} ere does not seem to be 


f he did ask such a question he would prob- 
leman capable of giving an intelligent an- 


Treasury of the United States any day, at any hour between 9 | Swer. 
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o'clock in the morning and 3 o’clock in the afternoon, and receive Mr.RAY. The gentleman from Kansas astonishes me. [Laugh- 
for them good, honest dollars, each of them worth 100 cents the | ter.] 


world over. 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman from Kansas would desire 
under a free government to be put on an equality with the pro- 
ducer of gold and silver, and to have the products of the farm put 
on an equality with the products of the mine. The gentleman 
from Kansas asks only simple justice. 

Mr. RAY. 
that condition of e quality is his condition to- day if he would only 


make use of it. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to | 


the next proposition contained in this bill. Section 15 provides 
that— 

One year from and after the passage of this act the coinage of gold and sil 
ver coins above the denomination of 25 cents shall cease— 

No more gold money, no more silver money!— 

and that three years from the date of the passage of this act such coin 
shall no longer be legal tender, and the United States shall provide for the 
redemption of all such coin at their face value by exchanging them for legal- 


tender paper money, and manufacture them into bars and keep the same on 


sale. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 

Mr. RAY. 
from Kansas contemplates, all that we are to have for money 
will be a piece of paper representing a bushel of rotten potatoes 
engine! or a peck of round turnips, or a piece of paper which 
represents nothing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMPSON. 
New York that that paper money is the kind of currency with 


That is right. 


which the Government paid the people who fought the battles | 


of the war, and not only that, but they depreciated it further by 
excepting two kinds of debts that it would not pay. 
Mr. RAY. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 


from Kansas to the fact that when the war was over the Demo- | 


cratic party, the party with whom he has cast his fortunes as an 
aid-de-camp [laughter], the Democratic party cried out in thun- 
der tones that we never could redeem the greenbacks; that we 
1ever could pay our Government bonds; that we could not even 
pay the interest on the public debt. 


industry, and the result is that we have largely reduced the 
debt and could pay it any day we pleased; we have redeemed 
the greenbacks; every one of them outstanding is worth its dol- 
lar in gold, and the bonds which the Democratic party said wi 
never could pay command a premium of from 15 to 35 per cent 
in the markets of the world and draw only 2} to 3 per cent 
interest. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RAY. I will yield for any reasonable question. 

Mr. SCOTT. I want to ask a question right in the line of your 
speech. If the Government can pay the national debt at once 
why did it find it necessary to extend the 44 per cent bonds? 

Mr. RAY. It did not. 
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The gentleman from Kansas ought to realize that | Mr. RAY, Oh, yes: 


So that in the grand future which the gentleman | 


I would like to remind the gentleman from | 


But we keep right on in | 
our steady course of protection to American labor and American | 


I did not mean to be understood as say- | 
ing that the Government has the money in its pockets, or in the 


Mr. SIMPSON, 
Mr. RAY. 


No wonder. 
And when the gentlemen of this House read 
g 


| bill introduced by him, to which I have called attention, they 
| will be astonished. I ask leave to print it with my remarks, be- 


cause it is a curiosity. [Laughter.| 


| Mr. SIMPSON. It was introduced by request. 


‘introduced by request.” The gentle- 
man did not dare father it himself. He can not charge it to the 
Republican party, though. I believe he was put up to it by the 
Democratic party. [Laughter. | 
Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. At least, he is its father- 
in-law. [Laughter.]| 
| Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Its wet-nurse, I guess. 
Mr. RAY. Now, let me proceed. 
In 1824 Andrew Jackson said: 
| Providence bas filed our mountains and our plains with minerals, with 
| lead, iron, and ‘copper, and given us a climate and soil for the growing of 
hemp and wool.: These being the greatest materials of our national defense, 
| they ought to have extended to them adequate and fair protection, that our 
| manufacturers and laborers may be placed in a fair competition with those 
| of Europ2, and that we may have within our country a supply of those lead 
ing and imports ant articles so essential in war. We have been too long sub 


| ject to the policy of British merchants. Itis time we should become a little 
more Americ anized, and instead of feeding the paupers and laborers of Eng 
| land feed our own, or else in a short time by continuing our present policy 
| (that of the free-trade tariff of 1816) we shall all be rendered paupers ou1 
| selves. 

j ‘ : . = . 

In 1824 we had a tariff which gave us fair protection, and in 
| 1832, after eight years of protection under the acts of 1824 and 
| 1828, President Jackson said: 

Our country presents on every side marks of prosperity and hapy 
equalled perhaps in any other portion of the work 

And now the Democratic party proposes to ‘“‘go back” on 
Andrew Jackson and his teachings. But in doing it ther di 


vision, and bickering, and threats. Some want tostand by Jack- 

son and the truth, and their promises to their constituenci 

others are for temporizing, deceiving, delaying the issue. All 

begin to realize that a house divided against itself can not stand. 

Watchman, what of the night? How do you like the prospect? 
A MEMBER on the Democratic side. First rate. 


Mr. RAY. Yousay you like it “first rate.” Have you heard 
the news from New York? Have you heard the booming Repub- 
lican guns u pin the Empire State whic oretell the doom of the 
Democratic party if you continue the present policy of this House? 
Do you know that this is the prelude to an over, ming de 
mand for honest dollars, adequate appropriations, and a protec- 
tive tariff? The Republicans in this House are powerles Al- 

| most daily are we taunted with our small number and powerless 
condition. But while powerless in the roll call we are not pow 
| erless in debate, and we propose todefine our position so clea 

and so emphatically that the wayfaring man, though a Demo- 


crat, need not err in understanding us 
Why, sir. was most I rofoundly astonished but a few wee ks 
ago when a gentleman from Ohio upon the other side of thir House 








2002 


rose in his seat and undertook to define the position of the Dem- | Mr. SIMPSON. 


ocratic party upon the silvé 
him, ‘‘ Charge 
6trenu 
in other words, 


r question. Democrats rushed for 
bayonets!” all over the House, and by the most 
to close his mouth. There is not a Democrat in 
this House that dares to stand up to-day and in clear, unequivo- 
cal language define the position of the Democratic party as a 
party upon the question of the tariff and upon the question of an 
honest dollar. If such there be, I trust that during the contin- 

n of this debate he will improve the opportunity to tell the 
country just where the Democratic party stands on these two 
rreat quest 


L1ONS. 


i 
A 
} 
I 


1e hearts of the American people have responded and will 
continue to respond to the enunciation of those doctrines and 
principl 3s which carried into practice have made this the richest, 
grandest, and freest nation on the face ef the earth. 
thriving towns, busy 
4 ' 


erte clit 


factories, fruitful fields, educated and con- 
ens all attest the beneficent effect of a protective sys- 
[In 1886 New York State alone had 1,884,000laborers; and these 
laborers had on deposit in the savings banks the sum of $469,623,- 
000, an increase of 800 per cent since 1860, while the number of 
laborers had increased only 40 per cent, or an average to each 
depositor of $380. 

In free-trade England, including England, Scotland, Wales, and 
lreland, we find 15,181,000 laborers in 1886 with $436,000,000 on de- 
posit in the savings banks, anaverage of $29 toeachdepositor. In 
other words, 1,884,000 labors in New York have to their credit $33,- 
623.000 more than the 15,181,000 laborers of Great Britain. Such 
j t sus free trade. 


is rotectlon ve? 


we ! 


yus and continued efforts sought to smother free speech; | 
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| has given. 
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Now, I would like to say to the gentleman 
from New York, in reply to what he said concerning me, that I 
would rather start out with a monkey for an ancestor and, com- 
ing down, make progress and be able to ask such a question as I 
have asked, than to have started from a perfect pair in the Gar- 
den of Eden, and give such a foolish answer as the gentleman 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. Iam exceedingly sorry that the gentleman from 
Kansas is the progeny of a “pear.” I have supposed as much 


| from the bill introduced by him into this House under the title, 


Greatcities, | 


‘A bill to establish a department of finance and commerce, and 
for other purposes,” and to which I have referred, and from 
which I have read. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Your not being able to appreciate that bill is 
another evidence of your ignorance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Or sanity. 

Mr. RAY. Now, I do not desire to take up much more of the 
time of this House. I will fully answer the question of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas by printing with my remarks two or three 
tables which show the condition of workingmen in England and 


| in the United States to-day, and what it has been for many years 


Again, from 1846 to 1861, when | 
ad substantially free trade in the United States, the excess | 


. mac . | 
ofour imports overour exports was $432,000,000, and thatimmense | 


sum drained fromthe hard earnings of our people was sent abroad 
in cash to square the account. 

Mr. SIMPSON. If the gentleman will allow an interruption, 
J ld lik xplain for our information how it is 
that Great Britain under a free-trade policy or a policy nearly 
approaching free trade pays from one-third to one-half more 


‘ + 1 


ould like to ask him toe 


wages than any high-protective nation in Europe; and how it is | 


from 1846 to the present time she has more than doubled 
and trebled her commerce and increased her wealth to a greater 
nt than any nation on the face on the earth under (compari- 


tively Speaking) a free-trade policy? 
Mr. RAY. Well 
this House 


‘ +> 
OCYTALLC 51GC 


10W, in the Forty -eighth Congress a mem- 
from the city of New York arose on the Dem- 
and asked me that same silly question [laughter]; 
he answer that I then gave him I give tothe gentleman 
Kansas, which is the same in substance, he will say, as the 
i! 1 Servant gave 


to his mistress. 


pe oncalled, to golive 


‘anevasive answer.” When he told her the 

called she asked him: *‘ Did you give an evasive 

wel ‘* Yes,” said he, ‘‘I did.” ‘* Well, what wasit, Pat?” 

‘Well, [axed him was his grandmother a monkey.” 

ter | Now . I 
l 


] 
i 


person had 


answer?” 


lo not mean to apply that to the gentleman from 
I 


( 
[renewed laughter]; I would not be guilty of that 


Kansas at a 
discourtesy. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. RAY. Just wait a moment. I think everything in the 
world of you[addressing Mr.Stmpson]. I love you, because you 


are giving the Republican party lots of good election material. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I would rather have— 
Mr. RAY. Let me answer your question. I was proceeding 
tostate thatthe answer I gave in the Forty-eighth Congress was 
this, that the gentleman asking the question might just as well 


ask me why was the moon made of green cheese. My answer to 
the gentleman from Kansas is that every statement contained in 
his question is erroneous; no such condition of things exists to- 
h eondition of things has existed since 1845. 
(Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. SIMPSON. I wish to say to the 


aqay, nosuc 


gentleman that I would 


The CHAIRMAN. The 
York [Mr. Ray] has « 
Mr. GOODNIGHT. 
conclude his remarks. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I move 
New York be extended 
CHAIRMAN. 
GOODNIGHT. 


xpired. 


[ hope the gentleman will be allowed to 


that the time of the gentleman from 
[It requires unanimous consent. 


[ think it only proper courtesy that the 


gent an be allowed to conclude his remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
GOODNK submit any request? 


Mr. GOODNIGHT. 
man’s time b x te 
The CHAIRMAN 


i here 


[ have made the request that the gentle- 
| until he completes his remarks. 
there objection? 


>was no opDiect 


She had told him if acertain | 


| Republican paper. 


past. These tables will be a complete answer to the gentleman’s 
inquiry. 

Mr. TERRY. As the gentleman has been referring to the 
condition of laboring men in his own State of New York, will he 
kindly permit me at this point to read an extract from a Re- 
publican paper showing the condition of workingmen in the city 
of New York? It is very short. 

Mr. RAY. Read that in your own time. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is Republican authority. 

Mr. TERRY. It is from a Republican paper. 

Mr. RAY. What paper? 

Mr. TERRY. The Arkansas State Register. 

Mr. RAY. The what? 

Mr. TERRY. The Arkansas State Register. 

Mr. RAY. NowI can not consent— 

Mr. TERRY. It is a dispatch from the city of New York. 

Mr. RAY. I shall not consent to any such thing. I desire a 
page to bring me a geography; and I want the gentleman to study 
it. Ido not know of any Republican paper in the State of New 
York known as the Arkansas—what? [Renewed laughter.] 

Several MEMBERS. Register. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman wants to inject into my speech 
any articles from any Arkansas paper he will fail. 

Mr. TERRY. Isimply desired the gentleman toallow this to 
be read in connection with what he is saying. 

Mr. RAY. You simply desired to inject into my speech an 
article from an Arkansas paper. 

Mr. TERRY. I desired to inject a statement contained ina 
Istated thatitwas a Republican paper. One 


[Laughter.] 


| of its managers was Henry M. Cooper, secretary of the Repub- 


[Laugh- | 


lican State committee. I do not wonder that the gentleman 
makes some objection to that kind of a paper; but the objection 
is not due to the fact that it is an Arkansas paper, but, mor 
probably, to the fact that it is a Republican paper published in 
the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. RAY. I understood the gentleman to say that he wanted 
to read or have inserted in my remarks an article taken from a 
Republican paper published in the State of New York. 

Mr. TERRY. No, sir; I did not say published in the city of 
New York. 

Mr. RAY. And when I call for the name of the paper it turns 
out to be not a New York paper at all, but a paper published in 
Arkansas. Now, I object 

Mr. TERRY. I stated that I desired to read in the time of 
the gentleman, in connection with the remarks he was then mak- 





| ing, a statement from a Republican paper showing the condition 
| of the laboring men in his own Empire State of New York. The 
| gentleman refuses to permit it, although it is froma Republican 
| paper, and is a dispatch from the city of New York. 


time of the gentleman from New | 





Mr. RAY. If the gentleman will permit me to proceed 
Mr. TERRY. And the gentleman is now speaking by the 


| courtesy of the House. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I rise toa questionof order. 
The gentleman from New York has refused to be interrupted, 
and I think he should be permitted to proceed in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. RAY. LIshould be pleased to have the gentleman—I do 
not know what State he is from—— 

A MEMBER. Arkansas. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Arkansas may use in his own 
speech any article he sees fit to publish from any paper,whether 
published in the State of Arkansas or elsewhere. I have no pos- 
sible objection to that. But I know nothing whatever of the 


| paper to which he refers, or the editor of the paper, and hence 


'‘ T must object. 





And further than that, as I understand 


ee 
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Mr. TERRY. I do not want any misunderstanding in regard | I. Comparative wages England and the Ui tod States—Cont’ 
to this matter, 1] stated that it was 4 despatch from New York | 
| 














City, published ina Republican newspaper, and I do not suppes En United Stat 
that it would have been published in a paper of that political | (free trad protection 
complexion if it was detrimental to the Republican party. [Cries 
of ** Regular order!” ] sr eee enema | $367. 55 
, , : : “1 7 orsted (yearly average y2 50. 08 
é Mr. RAY. You have stated that over and over again until I | Linen - arly wer ge ) I> | 0798 
think you understand it yourself. [Laughter on the Republican | Ma hinists -- 7 9 | "18.00 
side.] Every member on the Republican side of the House un- + son 8.00 } 1.00 
: z . rinters (1,000 ¢ A ‘ 
derstood it a half an hour ago. en | fan 
Now, it is a dispatch, and | should want some information as to | Pattern-makers 7.50 | 18. 00 
its authenticity, of which I know nothing, as to where it comes Plumber 8 00 | 18.00 
. : R way e! nee “ , 
from, that I do not know, and a word of explanation of it, hafore | snoemakers...-- eel 2 4 
{ should be willing to accept it. Watchmakers 8. 0 18. 00 
Mr. Chairman, recurring again to these figures, during our 
out and out protection period, from 1876 to 1891, the excess of | J 
our exports over our imports has been $1,670,000,000, and this in i.— i / 
mense sum foreign nations has sent us in gold to pay the hal- | , The free-trader Bs © ympelled by the figures in Tan [to admit that the 
ance . : | American lab r gets much higher wast s than the English laborer, ! it he 
; —_* F 3 a ‘i insists that it cost the American 1avo0! nder protectiol nuch more for 
& Thus has protection triumphed over free trade. Thus 1s our | living expenses. What the fact 1s app in the following tat 
| material prosperity accounted for. Thus do we answer the 
: charge that the United States and her workingmen are impov- | Articles United tenela 
4 erished by a protective policy. nimamana 
j The following figures will answer the question of the gentle- | 
' ° . smn . tread lon " 9 
men on the other side and prove instructive: The following table a na ae , I 
. . ° ° ; a lou ;ounds ~w 
shows the gains in annual production during the last decade Of | Meats 0 > 
a free-trade tariff (1850 to 1260) and also between 1870 and 1880, | Potatoes 80 
under protection for the same articles: oon... 4 
= ee ——— SS ES Sugar ) 24 
. In favor Kerosene rallol 
ticles Free-trade Protection Keo ~ one 7 
Articles. |” period period of p soap poun 1) 
} | ue ion 
cassascmemt r 2 
| Per cent = “ ’ 
Fam DOP .noa-cono-=r-aeoneseo sere nn eee 846, 400, 000 366, 000, 000 | 44 | Income, 8300 to tov I yme, 8450 to $600 
Mining products ------------------77""" | 1,187, 000 | 12, 400, 000 940 | per yea per yeal 
2 Carpets ..---------------77"7" aimee | 2, 450,000 | 14, 300, 000 | 480 | items 
; Pig iron (toms) --------------- a csetapiatiinieat } 422, 804 | 2, 002, 366 | 370 smerican.| Englist American.| E1 
= Woolen goods ..----------------" 9777777" | 22 388, 000 | 89.757, 000 | 300 | LMCriCae —_— Americal _ 
Cotton goods --------------- 5 ARS 41.800, 000 | 73, 000, 000 | 74 
CRCAMINE .-.-<nnceoo<o--2-0nnnren sane aan 39, 700, 000 | 119, 000, 000 | 200 | «., 7 a : : 
All manutactures .--— ----2------ 7 -< <== 986. 684,000 | 2, 176,000, 000 | 159 | Subsisten $64. 00 $80. 00 B63. Of 78.7 
Railroad mileage, 1846 to 1860 (miles) - 22, 847 | Clothing So0 a. 10. 0» 10 
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Steam tonnage, 1846 to 1860 (toms) ----- 305, 508 | Fuel -- ; 6. 00 6. 00 6.00 
1 . Steam tonnage, 1866 to 1880 (toms) -----|---------- _..-| 1,847,783, 500 | 599 | Sundries Ye 3. > WV 
{ —_— —_$$_ ——————————— — - Total 100. 00 110. 00 100. 00 i 
) 3 The following table shows the purchasing power of farm prod- 


ucts during five years of free-trade tariff ending in 1850, and five Mr. Chairman, as the representative of on of the larg 
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One bushel wheat would | | facturers, and the laborers alike, s and with upraised hands as} 
me . Sacks.| Lbs Yards.| Lbs. | Lbs Yards. | ing that we sustain and perpet iate the prot tive tariff and plead- 
Inder free trade --------- 0.91 | 422 | 12.21 | 107.3 | 35.8 | 8.511 ine . est MOoNeyV Mhia ig the mi o + ear ; 
. Under protection eens 1. 80 | 19 16.27 | 134.0 | 57 95 | 11.04 | ing for hone : money. | nis is th J iT | of my cons ne’ 
One bushel of oats would | | | regardless 0! the party to which they belong. 

q wales | | Mr, Chairman, { beg leave to say that the county of Madison 

Inder free trade -- ..| 0.31 168 4.20 | 36.94) 12.33 | > 93 | in my district, is one ha larcest aera © hoe tun 4 

a Under protection ------- ) 0.53 240 4.80 17.07 | 3 oF | in my eaten ict, 18 Ont of the arp’ hop owing < inties Im UN 
Ten pounds of butter would | oe ““ | creat State of New York. The State of New York produce 
f are a sal iad | about 70 per cent of all the hops grown in the United States 
i nder free trade .--------) 11} 597 | 14.92 | 131.0 43.74 10.39 | There is¢ entective autyv 1ODS r.. have thousands of s} 
Under protection -------- 3 41 | 1,530| 31.04] 254.0 | 108.82 20.95 | aoe = protective duty on hops. Ww nave Thou. 
is Ten pounds of cheese would | | | | We produce wool. You propose to place hoth on the f ist. 
(in T yet 1 | T desire it known that when you strike at the protectiv' tarifi 
Tnder free trade. -------- 0.47 | 250 6.28 | 52.05 | 18.37 4.36 , . lz - ion ike 4} A a , cae 
3: } o e- “« “« when ou seek one b one to place the articl yn the free list 
Oo aa Pete el would. 1.37) 619 | 12.52 | 102.36 43.82 | 8. 43 in Ne : York State a 1 will late at t} inte! m be 
ne pound of wool wou “ rk State you will strike at ©" interests ¢ nem bers 
E y— | of your own party. You can pass this b ll: you may do it. You 
F Under free trade 0. 26 141 954) 31.06| 10.37 9 46 a“ hited] 1) do i ria4 ore : 1 \ 

J ade. -- - | ; os ° .* 2. undoubtedly will dO t. But l believe t iat you will be car ful te 
yn Under protection.....---| % 33) 296) 6.00) 49.16) 0.8 4.05 | j — ; y im © ae capt as ou os carerul Ww 
2 Ten pounds of Kentucky to- keep your free trade ane See ee i a rines and theor™. oul 

“bacco would buy— | of the campaign in New York State, if possibile. You will be 
in Under free trade-.------- } 0.43 931} 5.79 | 50.82| 46.97 | 4.03 | ready to assert that it was all for the sood of the Democrat 

Under protection ------ | si1| 526 | 10.66] 87.33) 37.38 | 7.19 7 43 a ie N. . hf ee 

| party 1n other sections; that you knew the bill would D killed 
— J - — the Senate; that in fact you really meant nothing 
ie . ° vs . 4) } al \ 
I. Comparative wages i England and ty United States. [ read an article the other o®) I wish I had the pape! 
= cere ; in the Albany Argus, the + ading Democratic paper publish | at 
d, ; | England United Stat« the capital of the Empire state, stati in substance, that this 
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want a well fed, warmly clad, well educated, and a moral people. 
With protection we can have all this; without it our people will 
be reduced to the condition of pauper labor in Europe. 

It is not my business to give warning. It is policy to let you 
run into all the dangers possible; but I stand here to proclaim 
that upon these questions of protection and honest money the 
Republican party stands firm and united, and in the coming 
election bound to be victorious. [Prolonged applause on the Re- 
publican side. } 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr.CoomBs] is recognized. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, in the few remarks that I 
shall make to this committee to-day I shall endeavor not to travel 
over the same ground that has been covered so well by gentle- 
men who have preceded me, but treat more of the tariff as it af- 
fects our foreign commerce. 

{ venture more boldly to speak of that phase of the subjectfrom 
the fact that nearly the whole of a long business life has been 
spent in the introduction into foreign countries of the products 
of our American factories. It will follow from this statement, 
naturally, that my relations with manufacturers are cordial, and 
that whatever I may say in relation to tariffs devised ostensibly 
for their protection does notarise from any antagonism, for their 
interests are my individual interests. I can not, however, asa 
good citizen forbear at this time and in this, the council house 


of the nation, from raising my voice and directing my best efforts | address. 


towards the clearing up of conditions which have become intol- 
erable, and which, in my opinion, threaten the stability of the 
Republic. 

Lagree with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], 
who opened this debate, that he would be better pleased were our 
tariff designed for revenue only, and with the gentleman from 


Georgia |[Mr. TURNER], who would have preferred that the tariff | 


to be discussed at this session of Congress, should have been a 
general scheme instead of an attack upon separate abuses of the 
existing laws. 

But 1 do not agree with the gentleman from Maine[Mr. DING- 
LEY] who opened the debate for the opposition, that the selec- 
tion of the article of wool as the object of attack implies any cow- 
ardice on the part of the Democratic party. 

There is no article which could have been selected that is 
more widespread in its production and to which the doctrine of 
protection is more firmly tied; and I think that I shall be able 
to show to you before Iam through that there is no duty im- 
posed in the whole tariff schedule which is more indefensible, and 
which so much stands in theway of the general prosperity of our 
country. Its effect upon woolen manufacturers, as explained by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts[Mr. STEVENS], has been tosur- 
round them with anetwork of complicated conditions that has pre- 
vented their normal growth, and due expansion, so that to-day 
they are further behind the rest of the world in their ability 
to compete than any other large industry of our country. For 
while nearly every other branch of manufacturing to-day is able 
to enter the markets of the world and compete with European 
competitors price for price and quality for quality, scarcely a dol- 
lar’s worth of woolen goods is exported from our shores, neither 
have they, notwithstanding the enormous protection which they 
have enjoyed, been able to drive the production of European 
looms from our markets. 

Such a result should have convinced the advocates of the pol- 


icy of a high tariff on wool of the fallacy of their theory, and led | 


to its abandonment. 
It has become apparent to all whose eyes are not blinded by 


} 
the wool growing and wool manufacturing industries is a signal 
f t 

ducing industry up the point of supplying our home demand, and 
has crippled the manufacturer, while it has been an enormous 
burden upon the consumer. 





mean the nerder, the man of capital who goes into the business 
of sheep-raising as an investment, but the farmer who keeps 
sheep in connection with his other agriculture. 

I make the following extract from a report on the subject of 
wool and wool-growing, written by one of the most experienced 
men in the business, and one of the best judges of wool in the 
world, a strong Republican, and a believer in a high protective 
tariff: 

It should also be mentioned thatin Oregon and Washington there are now 
many large flocks of sheep. The business is immensely profitable, although 
the flockmasters continually deny it. How could it be otherwise when they 
use the Government land largely without paying any rent forit? Only rich 
men can engage in this business, for the herders whom they hire to take care 
of the sheep have not the capital to buy sheep, and they could easily get em- 
ployment at something else. It is protecting an industry that benefits the 
rich more than the poor. 

Many sheep are kept in Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, and other Middle and 
Western States, but very few of the farmers have over 30 or 100 sheep. It is 
folly for the people of Ohio to want high duty on wool, for they need the 
sheep to eat the grass in the waste corners of their fields, and the benefit of 
the sheep manure on the land in addition makes the keeping of sheep very 
profitable. 


He is an earnest advocate of free wool, although, as I said be- 
fore, a high protectionist in everything else. 

We thus find that after all we may withhold any large expres- 
sions of sympathy for the legitimate farmer in calling upon him 
to consent to a measure which is of such general good. 

In order to make my next point clear I shall have to allude 
pointedly to the export business of the United States—its ex- 
port of manufactured goods in competition with those of Euro- 
pean manufacturers, and this shall be the principal object of my 


[ suppose that there is not a gentleman in this House who is 
aware of the enormous extent of this business, and who under- 
stands that we are to-day able to compete in any market of the 
world with European manufacturers, quality for quality and price 
forprice. I to-day unhesitatingly declare to you that the necessity 
for protection has ceased; that whatever may have been its 
mission in the past, it is accomplished; that the United States 
can compete on equal terms with any manufacturing nation of 
Europe in selling its present productions, with the exception of 
woolen goods and some classes of iron and fine mulls, fancy fabrics, 
and that even in refined bar iron and steel frequent small ship- 
ments are being made in competition with Europe. I believe 
that the classes of merchandise which must be excepted from 
this statement can be counted on the fingers of your two hands. 

[ make this statement carefully, asthe result of my actual busi- 


| ness experience, and I challenge proof to the contrary. I fur- 


thermore assert that the labor cost of our goods, including the 


| use of machinery, is less than the labor cost of that of any other 


country, notwithstanding we pay higher wages, and that this dif- 
ference is oftenso much in our favor that we overcome the higher 
cost of raw materials. 

This is a statement which should claim your attention, made 
as it is, not in the spirit of partisanship, but by a merchant who 
is careful of his reputation of veracity. If this statement is 
true, it goes tothe root of the matter and calls for an immediate 
change of policy on the part of the Government in dealing with 
this subject. 

The protectionist on the other side of the House may claim 
that it is the result of protection, and gentlemen on this side of 
the House who do not believe in the theory may say that it is in 
spite of protection and the result of natural causes. I shall not 
quarrel with either, but ask you to act in accordance with the 
facts, if upon investigation you find my statement to be correct. 
I also wish to state that the larger the percentage of labor bears 
to the cost of the completed article the more easily do we com- 
pete. For instance, we can not compete inan anchor, but we can 


. : : | and do compete in fine tools. 
rejudice that the attempt to tie together in a common interest | 


In my house it has been a standing rule to ask two questions 


< J . | when an article is brought to us to introduce into a foreign 
failure; for it has not in all these years brought the wool-pro- | 


The time has come when that forced alliance must be broken, | 


and in the interests of 


the long-waiting consumer the manufac- 


the world; he must have bis pick from the 2,000,000,000 pounds 
f 
000 produced in this country. This will enable him to begin the 
race of competition with the manufacturers of the Old World, 
in which the manufacturers of other classes of goods have been 
‘his must be done, not in the interest of the man- 
ufacturers alone, butinthe interestsof humanity. The time has 
come, late enough, when the consumers’ wants must be consid 
ered as against the claims of any class, no matter how widespread 
or how powerful it may be. 
There, however, is very little fear that the farmer will suffer 
any serious disadvantage. When I speak of the farmerI donot 


so successf 


of all varieties produced in the world instead of the 265,000- | 


market. ‘ 

The first question naturally was: ‘‘Is it adapted to the foreign 
market?” The second question was: ‘* Does the labor cost, includ- 
ing the machinery,exceed 65 percent?” If these questions were 
answered in the affirmative, we felt that wecould begin to intro- 


, : | duce those articles abroad. 
turer must be enabled to draw his supplies from the vast stores of | 


| 


The question naturally arises: How can we with high wages 
compete with the low wages of Europe? Itis because the methods 
and processes of our manufacturers are superior, and our me- 
chanics are more skillful and inventive than those of other nations. 

The Bureau of Statistics gives the following as the exporta- 
tions of the year 1891: 

Exports, 1891. 
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estimate as not much short of $50,000,000, which has been left out 
by the Bureau of Statistics for the reason that the Government has 
not provided any means for getting at it, and a bill has been in- 
troduced to remedy it. I refer to all goods leaving the United 
States bythe Canadian Pacific Railroad and shipped at Vancouver; 
also all goods crossing into Mexico by the railroads, which now | 
are by far the largest carriers of goods sold to Mexico by the | 
merchants and manufacturers of the United States. I am quite | 
satisfied that my estimate is under the mark. 

My attention was called to this matter by the statement in a | 
trade journal, of which the following is an extract: 

Itis known that enormous quantities of these goodsenter Mexico through | 
the zona libre, of which no particulars can be ascertained, and are thence 
distributed all over Mexico, if not further south. As to the Canadian fron- 
tier, it is known that 63,117 packages of dry goods were sent across it in 1891 
to Shanghai alone. 

I called at the office of the statistician and found, as I said 
above, that no provision exists for obtaining the proper data, and 
that frequent attention had been called to it. 

We thus find that the amount of exports of manufactured | 
goods exceeded $218,000,000, or fully 20 per cent of all exports. | 
Some of the productions of the forest and fisheries could also have | 
been fairly claimed as manufactures. 

Now, I come to the subject of wool again, and shall try to show | 
that free wool will give an immense impetus to this trade in that | 
it will not only more closely cement our relations with those | 
countries which produce wool, but will also go far to give return 
cargoes to vessels which we send out with our productions. 

One of the most formidable difficulties which we encounter in 
doing business with South America, Australia, New Zealand, | 
and Africa is in our inability to secure vessels to carry our 
freight, and, when secured, the rates are unfavorable as compared 
with our European competitors. In order that you may under- 
stand our difficult position in that respect, I will explain. We 
have, by our many years of discouragement of wool importa- 
tions from those countries, established the business in England, 
France, and Belgium. If we charter a vessel here to go to 
Buenes Ayres to carry a cargo of American goods, she does not 
come back to New York as arule, but takes a cargo of wool to 
Europe. 

If we charter a vessel to go to the African Cape colonies with 
a cargo, she does not often return direct to this country, but 
takes a cargo of wool or some other production to Europe, or if 
we charter a vessel for the same purpose to go to Australia or 
New Zealand, she does not come back to New York, for like the 
other she can not secure a return cargo, but goes to San Fran- 
cisco or Chile and takes grain to Liverpool. 

So the process of depletion of our shipping opportunities is 
constantly going on. The European merchant has the pick of 
the vessels, we have to take what he does not want, and ali be- 
cause there are no cargoes coming in this direction. 

In the year 1890 we could not obtain enough vessels in this coun- 
try to carry to Buenos Ayres American goods which we had sold 
to that market, and were obliged in some cases to charter ves- 
sels that were being unloaded in Buenos Ayres, 8,000 miles away, 
to come to this country in ballast to take our goods back to the 
same market. Think of the delay and impatient waiting for a 
vessel to come 8,000 miles to take back a cargo. 

I have known large orders for cargoes that were sent at great 
expense by cable, because the merchants wanted their goods 
quickly which were delayed a month or six weeks for lack of 
suitable vessels. This has been an enormous hindrance to trade, 
for if buyers can not count on some reasonable degree of prompt- 
ness in receiving their goods they will buy them elsewhere, 
although they do not please them so wellor are obliged to pay 
higher prices for them. 

Do you not think that a business that will grow under such 
unfavorable conditions has remarkable qualities of vitality? 

Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman will allow me toask whether 
that was before the Republican party put hides on the free list? 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, no. I will state to the gentleman that 
hides do not make large or bulky cargoes. They certainly do 
not make good cargoes for steamers. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, al- 
though I believe he has passed from the subject to which it re- 
lates. In the course of his remarks he stated that when an arti- 
cle was brought to him to be introduced into a foreign market 
the first question he would consider was whether the cost of pro- 
duction amounted to 65 per cent of the price. 

_Mr. COOMBS. No, the first question would be whether the ar- 
ticle was suitable for the market in which we desired to intro- 
duce it. The second question would be whether there was an 
undue proportion of raw material entering into that article. 

Mr. LOUD. Did you not state that one question which you 
felt bound to consider was whether the cost of production was 65 
per cent of the price? 


To the item of manufactures must be added an amount which I 
! 


} 
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Mr.COOMBS. Isaid that when the cost of labor, including use 
of machinery, was 65 per cent of the completed cost price we felt 
reasonably sure—of course there are always exceptions—that we 
could introduce the article into the foreign market. 

Mr. LOUD. The question which I desired to ask was whether 
in this country we produce any articles the cost of producing 
which does not amount to 65 per cent of the price? 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, yes, certainly. Take an anchor, 
The proportion of the raw material to the labor going 
Now, take a chisel 


for in- 
stance. 


into an anchor is very large. 


Mr. LOUD. Were you not speaking of the ultimate cost—not 
of the raw material? 
Mr. COOMBS. The !abor cost—not the ultimate cost. i think 


probably the gentleman and I fail to understand each other be- 
cause of a confusion of terms. 

Mr. LOUD. The ‘‘cost of production,” I 
say. 

Mr. COOMBS. Take, for instance, the watch which I carry 
Prebably not 5 per cent of the cost of that watch 
(excluding, of course, the case) is raw material. Probably 95 
per cent or more of the finished cost of that watch is labor. That 
watch we can sell all over the world. Now, take an anchor, in 
regard to which the cost of the raw material is 80 to 8 per cent 
of the total finished cost; and we can not export it on account of 
the extra cost of the raw material. But these margins are get- 
ting less and less every day. The cost of the raw material of 
iron will soon get where we can export even iron. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman define in this connection 
what ‘‘raw material” is? 

Mr. COOMBS. Well, I will speak of iron, for instance: 

Mr. LOUD. In the ground? 

Mr.COOMBS. No: [am taking this, the Vintonian, definition 
of raw material—a natural production the farthest down in the 
scale where it can become an article of commerce. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not your *‘ raw material” cost labor to pro- 
duce it? 

Mr.COOMBS. Certainly. I use the words ‘‘ raw material” 
in the sense in which we generally understand it. Now, in re- 
gard to iron I do not object, if you please, to going as far back 
as the ore, because I do not think the argument loses anything 
by going that far back. 

With free wool we shall be able to have return cargoes, and 
consequent opportunities for shipping our goods to our custom- 
ers. We can also establish steamship lines and thus reéstablish 
our mereantile marine without subsidies, which are useless unless 
the Government is prepared to pay the full freight on a return 
cargo in case of failure to secure one. 

There is another important advantage to be 
wool, and that is that if sold to this country it would be the be- 
ginning of a basis for exchange. We now receive from 90 to 95 
per cent of our payments for goods sold to our foreign customers 
either by exchange drawn upon England or drafts drawn upon 
our customers through English banks. The expense is heavy, 
often amounting in the aggregate to 2 or 3 per cent of loss. com- 
pared with what it would have been if wool had been sent to us 
in payment. 

Do you not think itis about time that we became financially in- 
dependent of countries with whose trade we are competing? 

| have pointed out to some of the members of the Committee 
on Ways and Means that it would be desirable, inasmuch as we 
have for so many years assisted by our mistaken policy in mak- 
ine smooth and cheap the channels of trade which those coun- 
tries have with Europe, fora couple of years to provide that wool 
shipped from those countries to us by way of Kurope should con- 


understood you to 


gained by free 


tinue to carry a small portion of the duty that is now charged 
upon it, while if shipp d direct to us from a port of the produe- 
ing country it should come free, at the same time admitting free 


of duty wool grown in Europe. 


Something of this kind is necessary in order to break up the 





habit of trade and divert it to our shor« I repeat, the chan- 
nels of the carrying trade to Europe and the banking arrange: 
ments are so perfected that without this provision we shall lose 


a large part of the benefit which the commerce of this country 


would receive from the removal of the duties [ sines rely hope 
that they will consider the matter seriously and bring in an 
ame ndme nt to that effect: later on the pro. ision could be can- 
ce led. 

The export trade in manufactured goods, although large, is 
still in its infaney, and has enormous possibilities for the future. 
Our manufacturers are only just awaker r to its importance. 
Those of them who are willing to conform their tyvle to the re- 


quirements of foreign countries are already reaping golden har- 
vests. The last year has been, on account of the bad condition 
of the trade of most of these countries, not as prosperous or as 
large as it otherwise would have been. If th pro p ty which 


prevailed from 1889 to 1890 had continued through 1891, instead 
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of there being $218,000,000 of exports of manufactured goods, it 
would have been something like $235,000,000. One of the great- 
est advantages to the American manufacturer will be that the 
surplus products of our factories will be absorbed by the foreign 
demand. 

Our overproduction, which has been brought about by too great 
a protection or fostering, has stimulated trusts. I charge it di- 
rectly to the overfostering of the protective policy that it has 
stimulated and almost made necessary the trusts and combina- 
tions which to-day are afflicting the country. Let our manufac- 
turers find themselves in competition with the outside world, ina 
good healthy competition, in a world-wide market, and trusts 
and combinations will vanish into thin air. 

What our manufacturers need is a world-wide market with 
fair profits, rather than a small market with large profits. 

W hat our mechanics need is steady employment at fair wages, 
not occasional employment at enormous wages. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. | 

This shutting ourselves up within ourselves has been unhealthy 
and has worked injury and demoralization to trade. I feel con- 
vinced that if ten or fifteen years ago the shackles had been 
stricken from our commerce, we to-day would have covered by 
our trade a much larger portion of the world than we do now. 
Our friends on the other side of the House—and I wish to say in 
speaking of the Republican party that I believe they are honest 
in holding their theories, although I believe just as strongly 
that they are mistaken—have seen the necessity for foreign trade 
and have inaugurated the policy of reciprocity. Ido not want 
to say anything against that policy. It is good as far as it goes, 
and | welcome every good that it will bring to us. 

But I say to you gentlemen that it is insufficient and can not 
be permanently successful for the reason that most of the South 
and Central American countries with which we wish to increase 
our transactions, and which are even now our‘most profitable cus- 
tomers, are not in a position to lower or reduce their customs 
charges. They need the receipts from their custom-houses to 
pay. the expenses of the administration of theirGovernments, and 
for interest on foreign loans; when we, a greatand rich country, 
go toone of these small, struggling republics, and attempt to 
drive a hard Yankee bargain with them, we doan unwise act 
and put lves in an unenviable position. 

Now, gentlemen, I think I have shown to you that by far the 
largest part of the goods which are produced in this country do 
not need the fostering of the tariff. It is wonderful to me, and 
fills me with amazement, when I see men who are exporting 
goods to South America, to Central America, even to England 
and France, coming to Congress and asking for additional pro- 
tection. If I can sell a keg of nails or any other goods which we 
manufacture to England or one of her colonies, I do not need 
protection on them, do I? 

Why, then, do they ask for protection? Simply, gentlemen, 
because they do not like to let go of the theory. It has become 
with them ingrained, and they are afraid to give it up. I say to 
them, ‘‘ take courage and trust to your own ability to go forward 
and take the markets of the world.” [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

‘The experience of the last few years proves conclusively that 
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in all articles of importance we are able to compete, through the | 


skill of our mechanics and the wisdom of our manufacturers, with 
all rival nations. England, France, and Germany fully see and 
appreciate our ability to divide with them the trade of the world. 

Now, gentlemen, if I have at all established my point that a 
protective tariff is not absolutely necessary for the continuance 
or perpetuity of our manufacturing industries, can I not call upon 
you, as representatives of the people, to drop partisan considera- 


tions in considering the interests of the whole country? [Ap- 
pia ise. | 
[ believe that the time has come when we can abandon the | 


policy of high protection, and when a tax on imports sufficient 
only to meet the requirements of the Government will be all that 
our manufacturers will require for theirsafety. I do not believe 
that the time will ever come again—and I agree with the gentle- 
men who have had charge of this matter—when any political 
party in this country will have the courage to formulate a tariff 
made up of schedules, with discriminating duties. 
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gested. The presentation of it involves no one but myself, and 
is only put forward to elicit discussion and criticism. It is as 
follows: 

‘The bill shall have four schedules. 

Schedule A—To be composed of articles free of duty, including 
all raw materials necessary in the manufacture of goods. 

Schedule B—To be composed of articles which, by their na- 
ture, should not pay a duty exceeding 10 per cent. 

Shedule C—To be composed of articles, principally wine, spirits, 
tobacco, cigars, cigarettes, and upon which a duty must be charged 
sufficient at least to protect manufacturers, who pay a tax under 
our internal-revenue laws. 

Schedule D—To be known as the schedule for the protection 
of labor, and which shall be made up from time to time in the 
manner hereinafter specified. 

All articles not covered by the preceding listsshall be grouped 
and known as ‘‘ unspecified,” and shall have a uniform rate of ad 
valorem duty as provided hereafter. 

The billshouldalso provide that as soon as Congress shall ascer- 
tain the amount of money necessary for the conduct of the Gov- 
ernment for the current year it shall submit areport to thesame, 
deducting therefrom the following items: 

(a) Surplus remaining over from preceding year. 

(b) Estimated income from internal revenue. 

(c) Estimated income from Schedule B. 

(d) Estimated income from Schedule C. 

(e) Estimated income from Schedule D. 

(f) Estimated income from all other sources. 

Which amounts, being deducted from the amount to be pro- 
vided for the expenses of the Government, will leave as a result 
the amount to be raised by import tax on all ‘‘unspecified” arti- 
cles. 

[t should, in its report to Congress, estimate the gross value of 
such importations for the current year and the percentage of 


| duty necessary to be levied on the same in order, as near as may 


be, to realize the amount ascertained as above. 

The bill should also provide that in case any manufacturer or 
manufacturers of goods or merchandise included in the class of 
‘* unspecified ” shall find that the item of labor cost, including 
the use of machinery, of his productions in this country, shall 
exceed that paid by the manufacturers of the same class of goods, 
made in foreign countries, he may present sworn proofs of th: 
same to the committee, with the demand that such articles shall 
be entered on schedule D. If, upon examination, the committee 
find that the statements are correct, or if they find that any dif- 
ference exists in favor of the foreign manufacturer, they shall 
cause that article, or class of articles, to be entered upon sched- 
ule D, with a specific duty equal to such difference, always pro- 
vided that the article is not protected by letters-patent issued by 
this Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman from New 
York that at 5 o’clock the House goes into recess. If he can not 
finish before that time and wants five or ten minutes, I suppose 
there will be no difficulty in getting it. How much more time 


| does the gentleman desire? 


Mr. COOMBS. Not over ten minutes. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire that the gentleman 
may have ten minutes on Monday. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The trouble is, the committee has to rise at 
5 o'clock. 

Mr. WALKER. Oh, well, let it be understood that the gen- 
tleman is to have ten minutes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would the gentleman from New York 
rather go on? 

Mr. COOMBS. 
be no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


I would just as soon goon on Monday, if there 


The gentleman can get ten or fifteen min- 


| utes. 


Our friends on the other side of the House have experienced | 


difficult is the result of their attempt to do that in the last 
Congress. Ido not wonder that they got into trouble with the 
people, because in the attempt to construct such schedules you 


Mr. WALKER. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion; it would not take a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts proceeds—— 

Mr. WALKER. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair announced that the time of the 
gentleman from New York hadexpired: since then there has been 


| no motion. 


have on one side greed and interested misrepresentations, and on | 


the ot er you 


obtainabl 


) { 


have a limited scope of information in hand or 
and a further and to my mind fully as important an 


obstacle is found in -the constant changes in the cost of produc- 
tion. 
[I have been encouraged to present the following sketch of 


plan for a tariff bill framed to avoid the difficulties above sug- 


Mr. WALKER. Laskif there is any objection to the gen 
tleman being allowed to proceed for ten minutes on Monday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
that the gentleman from New York be allowed to proceed for 
ten minutes on Monday. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As Monday will be District day, the gentle 
man can have that time on the next day that this bill is under 
consideration. 
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I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration | 
the bill (H. R. 6007) placing wool on the free list and to reduce | 
the duties on woolens, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Complying with the request of a number of 
gentlemen, I ask unanimous consent that members desiring to 
do so have leave to print remarks on the bill now pending. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

At the request of Mr. WIKE, leave of absence was granted to 
Mr. CABLE, for one week. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House now take a recess 
until 8 o’clock, for the consideration of business under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that the gentleman will 
withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I withdraw it, if there is executive or other 
business to come before the House. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WARWICK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled a bili (H. R. 6836) making appropriations to supyly a defi- 
ciency in the Department of Agriculture, and for other purposes: 

when the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House take a recess until 
8 o'clock. 

EXTENSION OF FREE POSTAL DELIVERY. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Will the gentieman with- 
draw it for a moment, until I can ask unanimous consent to print 
in the RECORD a memorial from the State Agricultural Board 
of New Jersey, in favor of the extension of free postal delivery. 
It is very short, and I only ask to have the body of the petition 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
mous consent to publish in the RECORD a memorial from the 
State Agricultural Board of New Jersey. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

The memorial is as follows: 

STATE OF NEW JERSEY, STATE BOARD OF AGRICULTURE, 
Office of Secretary 

Whereas the postal service is for the whole country and for all classes of 
citizens, and the benefits of the system should be apportioned in a manner 
as nearly uniform as possible to all classes of citizens, regardiess of places 
of residence; and 

Whereas the extension of the free-delivery service to the rural districts 
would work a practical revolution in the condition of country life: Ther: 

re 
7 he solved, That we are highly in favor of extending free postal delivery in 
our rural districts wherever practicable, and that we commend the action of 
our Postmaster-General, John Wanamaker, for his efforts to secure th: 
same, and that our committee on legislation urge our Senators and Mem 
bers of Congress to such legislation for the accomplishment of that project 

Your committee report favorably on this resolution. 

On motion, the report of the committee was concurred in. 

FRANKLIN DYE, 
Secretar 


The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, in ac- 
cordance with the rule of the House, a recess will now be taken 
until 8 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m., 
and was called to order by Mr. THoMAS O. TOWLES, the Chie! 
Clerk, who said: The House will please come toorder. The fol- 
lowing communication has been received from the Speaker: 

SPEAKER'S RooM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., March 11, 1892 

DEAR Sirk: I name Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN, of Tennessee, to perform the 

duties of the chair at this evening's session. 


Yours truly, 
CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker 





Hon. JAMES KERR, 

Clerk House of Representatives. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] will please 
take the chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session under 
the special rule, for the consideration of bills reported from the 
Committee on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and also bills for the removal of political disabilities. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MARTIN, and the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 
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| under the special rule. 


prescribes what is to be done when that 


2007 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, [ should like adivision, to show 
how many of us are here. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 3. 

The motion of Mr. MARTIN was agreed to, and the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the 
chair. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is inCommittee of the Whole 
The Clerk will report the unfinis’ied 
business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 723) granting a pension to Sarah L. Henderson. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of #20 pe 


| month, the name of Sarah L, Henderson, a hospital nurse during the « 


war 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will b 
laid aside, to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then is on laying the bill 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the chairman declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 62 and the 
noes I. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit a point of 
oraer " 

The CHAIRMAN (interposing). The Chair will announce th 
result. The yeas are 62 and the noes are 1; the ayes have it, and 
the bill is laid aside with a favorable recommendation. [Laugh- 
ter.] 


Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
man. 

Mr. BYNUM. Icall for the regular order. 

Mr. KILGORE. My point is that there is no quorum voting 
t -night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gent! 
in time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I was making it when the Chair took me of! 
the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas[Mr. Kin 
GORE] say that he rose for the purpose of making t poi 
order that no quorum voted? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes,sir. I rose for the purpose of making 
the point of order that there was no quorum voting, and for the 
purpose of calling att e which applies in such 
cases. The rule provides 

Mr. BYNUM. I object to the gentleman making a speech 
Debate is not in order. 

Mr. KILGORE. I havea right to state my purpose in making 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas states that he 
rose for the purpose of making the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HAUGAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE! 
made the point that there was ‘‘no quorum present,” 
there was ‘‘noquorum voting.” Now,a few daysago 
decided, I believe, that under the existing rules the point to be 
a good one must be that there is ‘‘no quorum voting. 

Mr. KILGORE, I did not state my point fully 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint the 
from Texas | Mr. KILGORE] and the gent 
MARTIN] to act as tellers. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I insist that it is sufficiently 

ell known to the Chair and to this committee that there is no 
quorum to-night, and I ask the Chair to pursue the rule which 


t fact is develope d in Co 


[ want to submita point of order, Mr. Chair- 


— 


eman did not make that point 
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gentieman 
eman from Indiana[Mr. 


mittee of the Whole. 
Mr. PICKLER. Regular order, Mr. 
Mr. KILGORE. 


Chairman. 
That is what [ am insisting upon, th: 





order. Do not be in ahurry about it: we shall have the regular 
order. 
Mr.OWENS. Well, I do not think you are in r lar order 
on this matter. [Laughter.| 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will observe the usual practice, 
which is to appoint tellers to determine regularly and with cer 
tainty whether there is a quorum present or not. The gentle 
man from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and the gentleman fri Indiana 
[Mr. MARTIN] will please act as tellers 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, [ would suggest to th: ntle- 


| man whodemands tellers that ifhe would withdraw that demand 
' and let us proceed to call the roll as the rule requires and thus 
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show that there is no quorum present, we have time now to order 
a call of the House and to bring the absentees here, and this is a | 
good night to set the example. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regularorderisdemanded. The tel- | 
lers will take their places. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- | 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CARUTH. Would a motion that the committee do now 

rise be in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. That motion would be in order. 
Mr. CARUTH. Then I move that the committee do now rise. 

Che question was taken on the motion of Mr. CARUTH; and the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Several members asked fora division. 

The CHAIRMAN. As many as are in favor of the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky that the committee do now rise 
will rise and remain standing until counted. 

Mr. PICKLER. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understood that the Chair had ordered 
tellers on the first motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had; but pending the order 
for tellers to ascertain the fact whether or not there was a 
quorum present the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] 
moved that the committee rise. That motion is in order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Why, in the palmy days of 
he Forty-ninth Congresss we had three sets of tellers on the 
floor at once. [Laughter.] 

The committee divided on the motion of Mr. CARUTH; and 


there were—ayes 60, noes 24. 
The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 60 and the 
noes are 24. The ayes have it, and the committee determines to 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
|Mr. MCMILLIN] having resumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY, from 
the Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under 

onsideration business on the Private Calendar and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. [Cries of ‘‘ No!” ‘* No!”] 

Mr. RAINES. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. Withdraw that demand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the House do now adjourn. Upon that motion the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. RAINES] demands the yeas and nays. As 
many as are in favor of the motion will rise and stand until 
counted. 

Only 16 members rose, not a sufficient number; and the yeas 
and nays were refused. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
lhe SPEAKER pvo tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
\ir. KILGORE. How many men rose and were counted? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Sixteen, and it requires seven- 
en to order the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Count the other side. 

several MEMBERS. Too late. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is too late. | 
‘The Chair had announced the result; but for that the demand of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin would have been in order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MARTIN that the 
House do now adjourn, and it was rejected. 

Mr. CARUTH. I wish to submit a parliamentary inquiry. I 


Mr. CARUTH. I move acail of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Cl 


want to know whether it is in order to move now a call of the 
Ho inc, 
Several MEMBERS. Yes. 
The SPEAKER pvo lempore. It is. 

| 


The Clerk will call the roll. 
K proces ded with the eall. The roll of absentees, as 
i is as follows: 





Brosius Coburn Dixon, 
Brown Cockran Dolliver, 
Buchanan, Va Compton Donovan, | 
Bullock Coolidge, Dunphy, | 
Bunn Coombs Durborow, | 
Bunting Covert Edmunds, i 
Burrows Cowles Elliott, | 
Bushne Cox, N. Y Ellis, 
Cable Craig, Pa English, 
Caldwe Crain, Tex Enloe, 
Capeha Crawford, Fellows, 
Catchir Culberson, Fitch, 
Cummings, Forman 
ow heatha? Cutting, Forney, 
Bran Chapir Dalzell Fyan, 
Braw (al Daniell, Geary, 
Breckin \rk. Clarke. Ala Dickerson, Geissenhainer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cobb. Al: Dingley Gillespie 


Greenleaf, 
Griswold 
Grout, 
Hamilton, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 


j Hayes, Iowa 


Hemphill, 


Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. C 
| Herbert, 


Hermann, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Houk, Tenn 
Huff 

Hull, 
Johnson, Ind 
Johnson, Ohio 


Johnstone, S. C 


Ketcham, 
Lagan 


Lockwood, 
Lodge, 
Long, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
McAleer, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
McDonald, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 
Newberry, 
Norton, 
Oates, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, R. I. 
Page, Md. 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Ray, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 


Robertson, La. 


Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 

Scull, 
Seerley, 
Shell, 
Shively, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Snow, 
Springer, 
Stackhouse, 
Stahinecker, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Steward, Ill, 


Marca 11, 


Tarnsney. 
Taylor, Il 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Tucker. 
Turpin, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Warwick, 
Washington, 
Watson, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wike, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Mass 
Williams, N. C. 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilson, W. Va 


name will be entered as present. 


Lanham, Pattison, Ohio Stewart, Tex. Winn, 
| Lapham, Paynter, Stone, C. W. Wise, 
| Lawson, Va Peel, Stone, W. A. Wolverton, 
Lawson, Ga. Pierce, Stone, Ky. Wright. 
| Lester, Va. Post, Storer, 
Lewis, Price, Stout. 
Little Quackenbush, Stump, 
Livingston, Randall, Sweet, 


After the conclusion of the call several members not recorded 
during the call had their names placed on the roll, in accord- 
ance with the rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, should there not be a second 
eall? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is notcustomary, as the Chair 
understands, to have asecond roll call under these circumstances, 
but as the Chair is informed anumber of members have come in 
since the first call 

Mr. BYNUM. Should we not have a second call? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the 
names of absentees will be called and excuses can be rendered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to be recorded as here. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iask unanimous consent that the Clerk be di- 
rected to call the roll again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There will now be a call of ab- 
sentees that excuses may be presented. That is the custom of 
the House, and will probably accomplish the purpose which gen- 
tlemen desire. The Clerk will now read the names of absentees. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why should gentlemen have their names 





| called as absentees when they are present? Iam here; I am not 


absent; Ido not want to be called as an absentee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the gentleman respond on 
the first call? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I did not. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Under the rules the gentleman's 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then am I to be regarded as absent? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Notatall. The Chair will stat 
that on this call excuses are in order for members who are ab- 
sent. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask whether it is not customary for 
members who come in during the call to have their names en- 
tered as present? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that those 
members who appear voluntarily during this proceeding are per- 
mitted to have their names entered by the Clerk. 

Mr. HEARD. I was here, and therefore desire to have my name 
entered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll of absentees. 

Mr. BYNUM (when the name of Mr. BROWN was called). Mr. 
Speaker. my colleague has leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will note the gentle- 
man from Indiana Mtr. BROWN ]as absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. MALLORY (when the name of Mr. BULLOCK was called). 
I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. BULLOCK, is absent on 
account of ill health. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ask that he 
be excused, or has he been excused? 

Mr. MALLORY. He has not been; I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Florida 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague [Mr. BULLOCK] be ex- 
cused from attendance on the session to-night on account of ill- 


| ness. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the gen- 


tleman is excused. 

Mr. KILGORE (before the cail of absentees was concluded). 
Mr. Speaker, I understand that the House of Representatives 
has been locked up pending this roll call. I submit that there is 
no rule authorizing the doors to be locked until the roll call is 
concluded 
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A MEMBER (to Mr. KILGORE). Why do you not kick them | 


down? [Laughter]. 

The SPEAKER | pro tempore. The Chair will have read the 
rule under which we are proceeding. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2. In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if 
there is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent mem- 


bers, and in all calls of the House the names of the members shall be c — 


by the Clerk, and the absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and 


those for whom no sufficient excuse is made may, by order of a majority of | 


those present, be sent for and arrested, wherever they may be found, by offi- 
cers to be appointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms for that purpose, and their at- 
tendance secured; and the House shall determine upon what condition they 
shall be discharged. 

Members who voluntarily appear shall, unless the House oiherwise direct 
be immediately admitted to the Hall of the House, and they shall report 
their names to the Clerk to be entered upon the Journal as present. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
rule. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The same old arbitrary 


The Chair will state to the gen- 


tleman from Texas that the roll was called and the names of the | 
The doors were then closed and not until then. | 
Now, the names of absentees are being called to enable the House | 


absentees noted. 


to receive excuses for the absence of members where excuses are 
to be given. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding was that the Clerk was 
still calling the roll and that gentlemen were responding. 

The SPEAKER pro oars. The roll had been called, but the 
gentleman from Texas will observe the rule further provides that 
a member who appears voluntarily, pending a call, may have his 
presence noted. The doors were no closed until after the time 
specified in the rule. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is what I wanted to know. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present proceeding is a 
mere matter of convenience to enable excuses to be offered for 
absent members. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask if the gentleman 
from Texas last year did not hold that the doors could not be 
closed? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed with th 
roll. 

AMERMAN (when Mr. GILLESPIE’S name was called 
Mr. GILLESPIE is absent from the House on a committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members absent by order of the 
House will of course be excused. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was not giving attention when the name 
of my colleague, Mr. FYAN, was called. I ask that he be excused 
on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRETZ (when Mr. HOLMAN’S name wascalled). I under- 
stand my friend, Mr. HOLMAN, is sick and unable to be present. 
I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MEREDITH (when the name of Mr. LAWSON of Virginia 
was called). I ask that my colleague, Mr. LAWSON of Virginia, 
be excused. I know he has been quite ill and unable to come 
here. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON] been excused from this call? 

The SPEAKER protempore. He has not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ThenTI ask that he be excused to-night. 1 
know that he is unwell. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARUTH. I ask that Mr. PAYNTER, Mr. GILLESPIE, 
Mr. FELLOWS, Mr. BELKNAP, and Mr. LONG be excused, as they 
are absent by order of the House attending a funeral. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members absent by order of the 
House will of course be excused. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to ask that my colleagues, Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE of Arkansas, Mr. CATE, and MCRAE be excused. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. On what grounds? 

Mr. MEREDITH. What is the reason? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILSON of Missouri and others objected. 

Mr. BAILEY (when the name of Mr. LONG was called). Mr. 
LONG is absent by order of the House attending the funeral of 
Mr. Kendall. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will of course 
be excused. 

Mr. LYNCH (when the name of Mr. MITCHELL was called). 1 


ask that Mr. MITCHELL be excused on account of sickness in | 


his family. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARUTH. I ask that Mr. MILLS be excused on account 
of sickness. 

There was no objection. 


‘ is 
fr. REILLY (when the name of Mr. MUTCHLER was called) 


My colleague is absent by leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a sufficient excuse. 

Mr. REILLY (when the name of Mr. O’NEILLof Pennsylvania 
| was called). I ask that my colleague be excused this evening on 
| account of his years and infirmity. He is not in the habit of 
leaving his room after nightfall, and this evening is very cold 
and inclement. 
| There was nc objection. 
| Mr. PAYNE (when the name of Mr. RAy was called). Mr. 
| RAY expected to leave town to-night on account of important 
| business, and I ask that he be excused. 

Mr. CARUTH. I object. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I move that he be excused. 

Mr. CARUTH. Noman has aright to have important busi- 

ness at night. [Laughter.] 

The motion of Mr. PAYNE was rejected. 
| Mr. BUTLER (when the name of Mr. SEERLEY was called). 
Mr. SEFRLEY is at home sick, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE (when the name of Mr. 
called). I ask that my colleague be excuss 
ness. 

There was no objection. 
| Mr. COX of Tennessee (when the name of Mr. 
| wascalled). Lask that my colleague, M 
on account of sickness. 

Mr.MEREDITH. Let me ask my friend from Tennessee what 
is the prevailing disease? Itseemsto becatching. [Laughter.] 

There being no objection, Mr. SNODGRASS was excused. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois (when Mr. SPRINGER’S name 
was called). Mycolleague, Mr. SPRINGER, is absent on account 
of sickness; I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. AMERMAN (when the name of Mr. STEWARD of Illinois 
was called). [ask that Mr. STEWARD of Lilinois be excused on 
account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois (when the name of Mr. STEW- 
ART of Texas was called). Mr. STEWART is not very well, and 
[ ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when the name of Mr. SWEET was calle« 

I ask that the gentleman from Idaho be excused on account of 
illness. 

There was no objection. 

Ir. BYRNS (when the name of Mr. TARSNEY was called). I 
ask that the gentleman from Missouri be excused on account of 
sickness. 

There was no obj jec tion. 

Mr. EVERETT (when the name of Mr. WINN was called I 
ask that my colleague, Mr. WINN, be excused on account of ill- 


ness, 


SHIVELY was 
cd on account of sick- 


SNODGRASS 
r. SNODGRASS, be excused 


Ther re was no ob jec tion. 

Mr. AMERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
ATKINSON, be excused on account of his lameness. It is diffi- 
cult for him to get about at night. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARUTH. I offer the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] rise? 

Mr. CHIPMAM. [wish to know how many members are pres- 
ent? 

The SPEAKER protempor The Clerk informs the Chair that 
116 members are present. The Clerk will report the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody ar 
of this House such of its members as are absent without leave 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment that all 


further proceedings under this call be suspended. It is evident 
that there are a great many of our members sick and it would be 
a great outrage to call them here to-night. Weare obliged to 


adjourn at half past ten anyway. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Pending the consideration of the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Kentueky | Mr. CARUTH 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.MILLER| movesthat all furthe 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 
| The motion of Mr. MILLER was disagreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of I! linois. a Speaker 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speak 

The SPEAKER pro tangere. F or what purpose does t 
tleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] rise’ 
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I desire 


to know whether, if we take the trouble to send the Sergeant-at- | 
Arms to bring the se gentlemen in, they will be counted to make | 


aquorum? [Manifestations of derision on the Democratic side. ]| 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. They will be counted if they re- 
spondunder the rules. Nototherwise. [Applause on the Demo- 
cnutie side. | 

Mr. OWENS. And if they do not they will be punished. 


Mr. BOUTELL Will th ey be counted uncer the decision of | 
the Supreme ( ourt? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, if the House so provides byrule. The 
decision of the Supreme Court authorizes the House to make a | 
rule to count—not the Spe aker. 

Mr. BABBITT. I move an amendment to the resolution of- 


fered by the gentleman from Kentucky. My amendment is to 
except h parties as are from the city. 


a) ant 
apsent 
The SI Ee AKER } The gentleman from Wisconsin 


ro tempore. 


Marcu 11, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (continuing). To which the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BABBITT] has offered an amendment 
which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. KILGORE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After the reading of the amend- 


ment the gentleman will be recognized to make a a parliamentary 
inquiry. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the resolution by adding the words “exc 
sent from the city.” 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro t sae The gentleman from Texas is 
recognized to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to inquire if a motion to lay this res- 
olution and the amendment on the table would be in order. I 


ept such parties as are ab 


| move that the resolution and amendment be laid on the table 


Mr. BOUTELLE. That will be business. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Idonot think it is in order 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the end 


| sought by the gentleman can be accomplished in the way ordi- 
| nar ily adopted, which would be to vote it down. 


{[Mr. BABBITT] moves an amendment to the resolution, which 
the Clerk will report. 

Mr. OWENS. I insist that that amendment is not in order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the House 
would have the authority to excuse any member, number of | 
members, or class of members it might see fit to excuse, and 

that this amendment is, therefore, in order. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, [rise toa parliamentary inquiry? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CURTIS. Will it be competent for this House, consti- 
tuted as it is, without a quorum, to extend the session beyond 


10:30 o’clock this evening? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the rule on 
this subject read in response to the parliamentary inquiry of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CURTIS]. The Chair will state 
that there was an amendment to the rule, as printed in the new 
code of rules, which amendment is not in the hands of the Clerk; 
but the memory of the is that it was the adoption, ver- 
batim, of the rule which the Clerk will now report 


Chair 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 
oO k, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
political disabi Liti s. and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be 
considered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o’clock and 30 min- 
ull 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state in response 
to the parliamentary inquiry made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CURTIS] that this is a rule of the House, under which 
this session is held, under which it begins at 8 o’clock, and 

which it terminates at half past ten. 
dent within the recollection of the 
the opinion, and thinks th 
when the f half past 
cific on the subject, 


Chair, the Chair inclines to 
at would be the proper 
ten should arrive, the rule being spe- 
whatever the 
whatever stage the House had reached, the House would adjourn. 
Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, is this resolution of the gen- 
an from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] debatable? 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 
Mr. DOCKERY. All motions incident to the call are not de- 
i e, I think. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. 


hour of 


That is the opinion of the Chair. 
Speaker, I would ask 


vr, MCKINNEY 
I would like 


The SPE. 


speaking at the same time). Mr. Speaker, 
to be heard on the question if I am in order. 
\KER pro tempore. 
1an from New Hampshire [Mr. MCKINNEY] and then the gen- 
tl man from New York [Mr. PAYNE], in the absence of objection. 
Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, this is the third time 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Is this de batable? ? 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not, except by 
unanimous consent 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The wesc will state his 


point of order. 
Mr. CARUTH. 


I It is that this resolution is not debatable. 
The SPEAKER 


pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not, and 


has so stated, if th point is made. Debate can only proceed by 
unal imous cor sel 
Mr. McKINNE Y. [ ask unanimous consent—— 
ir. CA AR UTH. L object. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer a substitute for the resolu- 
tion of man from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH]. 


Speaker, 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. I rise to a parliamentary in- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the resolu- 
tion offered by t entleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH]. 
* PICKLER { desire to offer a substitute. 


While there is no prece- | 


ruling, that | 


if the rule just | 


The Chair will hear the gentle- | 
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nature of the proceedings or | 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
offers a motion, 
an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a substitute 
for the motion and amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
kota will send up his substitute. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will rgad it: 


Whereas it has become evident that the opponents of pension legislation 
in this House do not intend that any such legislation—— 


Mr. DOCKERY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. PICKLER. LIhavethe floor. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’| 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thus far the C hair thinks the 
gentleman’s amendment is not in order. It does not yet appear 
to pertain to the call of the House, which is the question now 
before the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, Mr. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
man’s amendment is not in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I can not be taken off my feet 

{Loud cries of “Regular order!” during which Mr. 
proceeded to read his proposed substitute. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is the language of my substitute—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Wiséonsin to the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is the language of my substitute; and | 
want to see if the Chair is going to allow me to have this substi- 
tute read. The Chair recognized me to offer this substitute. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Sit down!” ‘‘Sit down!” and * Regular order !”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will ‘be inorder. The 
gentleman from South Dakotawill send up his substitute, and if 
it is in order it will be submitted and voted upon, and not other- 
wise. [Cries of ‘* That is right!”] 

Mr. OWENS. 
whether it is in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the Chair hold that I can not have the 
substitute read? [Cries of ‘‘Sit down!” and ‘‘ Regular order!” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman stated to the 
Chair that he desired to offer a substitute, and the Chair asked 
the gentleman to send it up. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will it be read? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be read if it is in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. How can it be determined whether it is in 
order until it is read? 

I believe, Mr. 
this House to offer this amendment. 

Mr. FITHIAN. 
is not in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. 


The gentleman from Kentucky 
to which the gentleman from Wisconsin offers 


The gentleman from South Da- 


Speaker. 


Chair thinks the gentle- 


PICKLER 


[Cries of ** Regular order!”’| 
I make the point of order that the gentleman 


I have the floor; you have not the floor. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I make the point that the gentleman is noi 
in order; and I have that right. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the substitute be reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the rule 
under which the House is proceeding. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the resolution be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE XVL. 
ON MOTIONS, THEIR PRECEDENCE, ETC 

1. Every motion made to the House and entertained by the Speaker shall 
be reduced to writing on the demand of any member, and shall be entered on 
the Journal with the name of the member making it, unless it is withdrawn 
the same day. 

The SPEAKER pro té mpgre. 


The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment, 


I ask the Chair to read the substitute and see 


Speaker, that I have the right as a member of | 
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Mr. BAILEY. I desire to make the point of order that the | 
j 
| 


House having ascertained the fact that there is no quorum here 
it is incompetent to do anything, except to proceed with the call 
or to adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
leman from Texas that the House is proceeding to take a vote 
on a resolution offered by the gentleman from Kentucky looking | 
to the arrest of members absent, to which the gentleman from | 
Wisconsin has offered an amendment, which excludes certain | 
members from its operations. Now the gentleman from South | 
Dakota offers a substitute, if that substitute is in order, and has | 
asked that it be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Precisely so; but, as I understand, the reso- | 
lution or substitute is not in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. How do you know? It has not been read. 
Mr. BAILEY. Enough of it has been read to show that it is 
not in order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If it is not in order it can not be 
offered as a substitute. The Chair thinks that the best way to 
determine whether it is in order asa substitute is to have it read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
way? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
it read. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it has become evident that the opponents of pension legislation 
in this House do not intend that any such legislation— 

My. BYNUM (interrupting the reading). I think it is per- 
fectly evident, Mr. Speaker, that that is out of order and a re- 
flection. 

The SPEAKER pro te nepore. 
so far as read is not in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. _I would like to know if the Chair is going to 


I asked the question in the interest of the 


The Chair thinks the preamble 


refuse now, after I have sent that resolution up to be read, to let | 


it be read. [Laughter.] Ifso, then gentlemen in the middle of 
a resolution can interrupt and take the Clerk off the floor. Can 
they take the Clerk off the floor, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Icall the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the reading of that resolution, Mr. 

Speaker, and I am entitled to it. Ifitis out of order the Speaker 
can say so after it is read: but these gentlemen have ne right 
to make a hubbub here and cry me down. 
risive cries on the Democratic side.}] The Clerk is reading this 
resolution, and they have no right to take him off the floor. 
[Great confusion in the Hall.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

kota will suspend—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I am quiet as a May morning, Mr. Speaker. 
Laughter.] The Speaker has ordered that resolution to be read. 
Cries of ‘‘ Louder!” ‘* Louder!” and much confusion. ] 

Mr. GRADY. The preamble is insulting. 

Mr. OWENS. Yes; it reflects on the whole of this side of the 
House. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
lation, it does not affect you. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, let us have order before the Chair 
gives its decision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order and 
gentlemen will resume their seats. 





The gentleman from South Da- 


acted until we have order, nor will the Chair recognize any gen- | 


tleman until order is restored. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not the floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. Indeed I have. [Laughter.] I am on the 
floor with my resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman mistakes the sit- 
uation. The gentleman offers an amendment, or what purports 
to be an amendment, which itself is not debatable, and the very 
offering of which ends his right to the floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then the Speaker holds that I must sit down, 
while I am offering the resolution. [Cries of ‘‘ Yes!” ‘‘ Yes!”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not recognize 
any gentlemen until order is restored. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the Speaker holds that a man who has 
offered a resolution can not hold the floor 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair asks the gentleman 
to give attention. It is notthe purpose of the Chair to require 
more of any gentleman than that he shall be in order, and desist 





from anything which is a disturbance of the proceedings of the 


House. 
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Mr. Speaker, is there any other possible | 


The Chair has decided to have 


The Clerk will read the resolu- | 


[Laughter and de- | 


If you are not an opponent of pension legis- { 


No business can be trans- | 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. That is right 
TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair has read carefully the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
| PICKLER] and not any part of itisin order. The Chair will state 


the case to the gentleman from South Dakota and upon the state- 
ment the gentleman himself will see that the Chair is correct. 
His resolution is a proposition to amend the rules of the 
House—— 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; it is not. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will read the resolu- 
lution. 

Mr. PICKLER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolu- 
tion. Gentlemen will please give attention. The Chair thinks 
that after the resolution is read the centleman will not insist. on 


It is a direction to the Committee on Rules. 


1 


| reflection, that itisinorder. The Clerk will read the resolution 


without the preamble. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Rules be directed, and they are hereby 
directed, to report a rule fixing the first and third Tuesdays in each month 
for the consideration of such bills as may, under the present rules, be con 
sidered at the Friday evening sessions 

The SPEAKER protempore. Now, this is a proposition which, 
under the rules of the House and under the terms of the rule in 
accordance with which the House is now assembled, can neither 
be introduced, referred, nor considered at this time. Further- 
more, a proposition to amend the rules of the House would not 
be in order as a substitute for the pending proposition, which 
looks alone to securing the attendance of a quorum, because th 
rules provide that proposed amendments to the rules shall go 
through the petition box. The gentleman’s proposition is clearly 
out of order. Pension nights can not be taken for the purpose 
of amending the rules. The substitute is not germane. The 
Chair has no disposition whatever to deal harshly 
tleman 

Mr. PICKLER. All I ask is that the proposition which I sent 
up be read, and then let it be determined whether it is in order 
or not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In recognition of the extremely courteous 
and manifestly proper and just statement of the Chair, I ask my 
friend from South Dakota to withdraw his substitute, which is 
manifestly out of order. [Applause on both sides. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was i 
every opportunity to the gentleman to see that his substitute was 
not in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I only asked that t solution I sent up be 
read. 

A MEMBER. It was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; not half of it has been read. 

Mr. HEARD. The resolution, but not the preamble, was read 

Mr. PICKLER. As the Chair has refused to allow my reso- 
lution as sent up to be read, [ say to the Maine 
that I will not withdraw it. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Theg 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [| Mr. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BABBITT. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. POWERS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. It will be 
necessary for me to make a preliminary statement in order to get 
at my question. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the rule under 
which the House is now assembled provides that we ar: 


with any gven- 


inclined to vlve 


gentieman [ro 


stion is now on the amend- 


BABBIT1 


to con- 





sider at these Friday evening sessions only subject-matters re- 

|lating to pensions and the removal of political disabilities. 
Now, I have noticed that on the call of the roll a lar; mber 
| of gentlemen have failed to respond to their names; I notice also 
that most of those are gentlemen who, within the last twenty- 
four or forty-eight hours, have delivered extended remarks in 
this House upon the subject of the tariff; and they a idoubt- 
edly ill in consequence of those sp [Laugh 

A MEMBER. Not soillasweare. [Renewed laughter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair doe nk the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] has propound a par- 
liamentary inquiry. [|Laughter.| 

Mr. POWERS. I was about to add a word, Mr. Speaker. In 
view of the fact that those speeches on both sides of the House 
are largely of a political character a t ho have 
delivered them are now all sick, | would like to know whether 
that is not a *‘ political disability?’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That ot a parliamentary in 
quiry. The amendment of the gentleman from Wiscons Mr. 

3ABBITT] being withdrawn, the question is on tl olution of 


the gentleman from Kentucky. 
The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. MCRAE. I move that the Ho adjourn 
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The motion was rej cted. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iask unanimous consent that the gontleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. MCKINNEY] be permitted to address 
the House. 

Mr. CARUTH. I object. 

[Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’] 

Mr. MCKINNEY. If that request were granted I would yield 
a portion of my time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that by unanimous consent the gentle- 
man from South Dakota be permitted to address the House. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BAILEY (after a pause Mr. Speaker, I understand that 
gentleman from Kentucky is withdrawn, and 
inanimous consent that the gentleman 
from New Hampshire be permitted to address the House. 

[Cries of ** Regular order !”’] 

Mr. BAILEY. I make the further request that the gentle- 
man from South Dakota be also permitted to address the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. All Laskisthatmy resolution be read. That 
is all I have asked. That has been refused. 

Mr. MCKINNEY (to Mr. PICKLER). 
in your resolution. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. No, I did not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
which cuts off all discussion. 

Ir. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I move, in view of the late- 
ness of the hour, that further proceedings under the call be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before that question is submitted, with all due 
respect to my friend from Missouri—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes prevailed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Upon that motion f demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeasand nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 8, nays 118, 


not voting 204; as follows: 


tne obj ction of the 
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[renew the request for 


[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ”] 
The regular order is demanded, 


YEAS—8. 
Alderson Epes, Kilgore, McAleer, 
Beeman Harter Mallory, Turner. 
NAYS—118. 
Allen Cobb, Mo Hooker, N. Y Parrett, 
Amerman Cooper, Houk, Ohio Patton, 
Andrew Cox, Tenn Johnson, N. Dak. Payne, 
Arnold Crosby, Jolley, Pearson, 
Babbitt Curtis, Jones, Pendleton, 
Bailey, Davis, Kem, Perkins, 
Baker, De Armond, Kribbs, Pickler, 
Barwig, De Forest, Kyle, Powers, 
Bentley, Doan, Lane, Raines, 
Boutelle, Dockery, Layton, Reilly, 
Bowman, Dungan, Lester, Ga Richardson. 
Bretz, Enochs, Lind, Robinson, Pa. 
Brickner, Everett, Loud, Rockwell, 
Broderick Fithian Lynch, Shonk, 
Brookshire, Flick, Martin, Simpson, 
Brunner, Fowler, McGann, Sperry, 
Bryan, Funston, McKaig, Stockdale 
Buchanan, N. J Gantz, McKeighan, Taylor, Tenn. 
Busey, Gorman McKenna, Taylor, V. A. 
Butler Grady. McKinney, Terry, 
Bynum Hall, McMillin, Townsend, 
Byrns Hallowell McRae. Van How, 
Cadmus Halvorson Meredith, Waugh, 
Caminetti Hare, Meyer, Wheeler, Mich 
Caruth Harries, Miller Williams, fl. 
Castle Haugen, Moses, Wilson, Ky. 
Causey, Haynes, Ohio O'Donnell, Wilson, Mo. 
Chipman, Heard O'Neil, Mass Youmans. 
Clark, Wyo Henderson, I] Otis, 
Clover Hoar Owens, 
NOT VOTING—204. 

Abbott Burrows, Cummings, Griswold, 
Alexander, Bushnell, Cutting, Gront, 
Atkinson Cable Dalzell, Hamilton, 
Bacon, Caldwell Daniell, Harmer, 
Bankhead Campbell Dickerson, Hatch, 
Bartine Capehart Dingley, Hayes, Iowa 
Belden Catchings Dixon, Hemphill, 
Belknap Cate Dolliver, Henderson, Iowa 
Beltzhoove. Cheatham Donovan, Henderson, N. C 
Bergen Chapin Dunphy, Herbert, 
Bingham Clancy, Durborow, Hermann, 
Blanchard Clarke, Ala Edmunds, Hitt, 

Bland Cobb, Ala Elliott, Holman, 
Blount Coburn, Ellis, Hooker; Miss. 
Boatner, Cockran English, Hopkins, Pa. 
Bower Coggswell. Enloe, Hopkins, 11. 
Branc! Compton Fellows, Houk, Tenn. 
Brawley Coolidge Fitch Huff 
Breckinridge, Ark. Coombs Forman, Hull, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Covert Forney, Johnson, Ind. 
srosius Cowles Fyan, Johnson, Ohio 
Brown ( N. ¥ Geary Johnstone, 8S. C. 
Buchanan, Va Craig,Pa Geissenhainer Ketcham, 
Bullock Crain, Tex Gillespie, Lagan, 

Bunn Crawford Goodnight, Lanham, 
Buntirg Culbers« Greenleaf Lapham, 


You tried tomake aspeech | 





Lawson, Va. O'Neill, Pa. Scull, Tillman, 
Lawson, Ga. O'Neill, Mo. Seerley, Tracey, 
Lester, Va Outhwaite, Shell, Tucker, 
Lewis, Page, R. I. Shively, Turpin, 
Little, Page, Md. Smith, Wadsworth, 
Livingston, Patterson, Tenn Snodgrass, Walker, 
Lockwood Pattison, Ohio Snow, Warner, 
Lodge, Paynter, Springer, Warwick, 
Long, Peel, Stackhouse, Washington, 
Magner, Pierce, Stahlnecker, Watson, 
Mansur, Post, Stephenson, Weadock, 
McClellan, Price, Stevens, Wever, 
McCreary, Quackenbush, Steward, Ill. Wheeler, Ala. 
McDonald, Randall, Stewart, Tex. White, 
Milliken, Ray, Stone, C. W. Whiting, 
Mills, Rayner, Stone, W. A. Wike, 
Mitchell, teed, Stone, Ky. Willcox, 
Montgomery, Reyburn, Storer, Williams, Mass. 

| Moore, Rife, Stout, Williams, N. C. 
Morse, Robertson, La Stump, Wilson, Wash. 
Mutchler, Rusk, Sweet, Wilson, W. Va. 
Newberry, Russell, Tarsney, Winn, 

| Norton, Sanford, Taylor, Ill Wise, 

| Oates, Sayers, Taylor, E. B. Wolverton, 
O’Ferrall, Scott, Taylor, J. D. Wright. 





So the House refused to adjourn. 

The following pairs were announced: Until further notice: 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BOWERS with Mr. PATTON. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. STOUT with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. LANE with Mr. Houxk of Tennessee. 

Mr. GILLESPIE with Mr. SHONK. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. BERGEN. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. REED. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WOLVERTON with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. SHELL with Mr. CUTTING. 

For this day: 

Mr. PAGE of Maryland with Mr. BELKNAP. 

Mr. MCDONALD with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. HARTER with Mr. TOWNSEND. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. TAYLOR of Illinois. 

Mr. SNOW with Mr. FLICK. 

Mr. DICKERSON with Mr. WILSON of Kentucky. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. LONG with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. CRAIG with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. FELLOWS with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. PIERCE with Mr. QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. PEEL with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. WILLCOX with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER, for ten days. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, the unavoidable absence of my 
colleague, Mr. O’FERRALL, is due to the fact that he was sud- 
denly called to his home in Virginia, and I desire to state this 
to the House, and move that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDREW. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] be excused from attendance to- 
night on account of serious illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARUTH. Iask that my colleague, Mr. STONE of Ken- 
tucky, who is lame, as the members of the House know, be ex- 


| cused. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. CAUSEY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. COMPTON] be excused on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CARUTSt Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to ask how 
many sick members there are as shown by the roll to-night? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not informed. 

Mr. CLOVER. Mr. WATSON of Georgia told me he was un- 
able to attend the meeting, and would like to be excused. 

Mr. CARUTH. On what account? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman says on account 
of sickness. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it is now past 10 o'clock, 
and I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CARUTH. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr.CARUTH. No business has intervened since the last vote 
was taken on the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri was to dispense with further proceedings under the call, 
on which the last vote was taken. 

The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes prevailed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. It is now but twenty-five 
minutes until this session must terminate under the rule, and 
will not the effect of ordering the yeas and nays absolve from all 
punishment the absentees who may be brought in during that 
period? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Is not that the situation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is argumentative. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see that the House do now adjourn, on which the yeas and nays 
are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion was rejected. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
ENGLISH] be excused from attendance to-night. 
ill health he is unable to be here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemanfrom New Jersey 
[Mr. FOWLER] asks unanimous consent that his colleague | Mr. 
ENGLISH] be excused from attendance to-night on account of ill 
health. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I also ask unanimous consent 
that my colleague [Mr. MCDONALD], who is necessarily absent 
from the city, be excused from attendance to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemanfron New Jersey 
makes the same request with reference to his colleague [Mr. Mc- 
DONALD]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.CHIPMAN. 
been issued, and whether they have gone forth? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
some time ago, and assoon as presented, and he supposes they 
are being executed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
pense is being incurred. 

Mr. OWENS. Why do they not come here then? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Chair does not think that 


On account of 


And a considerable ex- 





The Clerk read as follows: 

Members who voluntarily appear shall, unless the House otherwise direct 
be immediately admitted to the Hall of the House, and they shall report their 
names to the Clerk, to be entered upon the Journal as present. 

After a pause the deputy sergeant-at-arms appeared at the 
bar of the House accompanied by Mr. RANDALL and Mr. 
WALKER. 

The DEPUTY SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. Mr. Speaker, in obedi- 
ence to your warrant, directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms, to ar- 
rest absentee members, I have at the bar of the House Mr. 
WALKER and Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, in pursuance of the inquiry 
made a moment ago by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
ALLEN] I should like to inquire, respectfully, how it happens 
that Democratic members for whom the Sergeant-at-Arms is 
looking manage toslip in, under the rule, while Republican mem- 


| bers are brought in by the Sergeant-at-Arms? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not informed on 


| that subject, but supposes it to be accidental if it exists. 


Mr.PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, owing to the manifestations——- 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. RANDALL, you have been 
absent from the sitting of the House without its leave. What 


| excuse have you to offer? 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the only excuse I have to offer 


| is that I remained at the House until nearly the usual hour of 


adjournment this afternoon; and knowing that the evening ses- 


| sion was to be devoted to pension legislation, having no business of 


Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague [Mr. | 


that kind to present to the House, I quietly remained at my home. 
Within afew moments I was notified that there was a call of 


| the House, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms wished to bring me 


up here. I asked what was the penalty if I did not come, and I 
found it might be so severe that I cheerfully came with him. 
[Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has heard the state- 
ment of the gentleman. What is the will of the House? 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the gentleman be 


| purged of his contempt, and be permitted to take his seat. 


[rise to inquire whether the warrants have | 


The Chair signed the warrants | 


The assistant Sergeant-at-Arms | 


informs the House that the warrants were immediately put in | 


the hands of the officer, and sent out while the roll call was go- 
ing on. 

Mr.CARUTH. I wish to know how many members have re- 
sponded to the roll call? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
8 and the noes 115. 

Mr. CARUTH. I understand that 121 members are present, 
and of that number but 31 are Republicans. 


On the last vote the yeas were 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Thatisa larger proportion | 


than the number of fRepublican members compared with the 
total membership of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY They are not to blame for that. 
result of the last election. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. There will be less next time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I would not plead the baby 
act, if I was a Democrat in this House. 4 

Mr. CARUTH. You profess to be great friends of the Union 
soldier. Why do you not come here and yote p. asions? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Youarerunning this House, 
or trying to. 

Mr. CARUTH. Well, Iam succeeding just now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. How do you like it as far 
as you have gone? 

Pending the proceedings under the call, Mr. ALLEN said: 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the status of a member, where the 
Sergeant-at-Arms is out after him with a warrant, and he slips 
in here? [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In response tothe inquiry from 
= — from Mississippi the Chair will cause the rule to 

read. 


It is the | 


ee 


| and the noes 2. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
man’s age I hope that will be done. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. [Cries of ‘* Division!” 
amid laughter. ] 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 2 

Mr. WALKER. One more. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A gentleman in contempt can not vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 98, 
The ayes have it, and the gentleman isexcused. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker— , 

The SPEAKER pro le mpore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 


On account of the gentle- 


LLE. I rise toa point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. L[ask why it is that these gentlemen are 
not permitted to give their names to the Clerk under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tlemen from Maine that that rule applies to those who come in 
voluntarily without the interposition of the officers of the House. 
Those who are taken by the officers of the House under the rule 
have to be. brought here by the officers and dealt with in this 
way. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suppose the Speaker is perfectly well 
aware, as I am, that from time immemorial the officers of the 
House have been inclined to be variable in the strictness with 
which they carry out the letter of their instruction. I presume 
[am not straining the point in assuming that gentlemen have 
come here to-night under the escort of the officers of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms and have been permitted to come in and announce 
their presence, and I respectfully— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no knowledge of 
such a fact: and if it is true the Chair would think it improper. 
The Chair begs to assure the gentleman from Maine that the 
Chair is carrying out strictly the rules of the House. [Cries of 
‘* Regular order!”’} 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Permit me simply to say that I reg 
the sake of the fairness, propriety. and comeliness of this proceed- 
ing, where we have a large preponderance of Democratic mem- 
bers, that the officers have brought in no Democratic member 
here, while two Republicans have been brought in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can notstate why that 
should have occurred. Mr. WALKER, you have been absent 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Sergeant-at-Arms appears to have 
made a discrimination. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
none. 


ret for 


The Chair has been guilty of 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I know the Chair has not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. WALKER, you have been 
absent from the sittings of the House without its leave. What 
excuse have you to render for your absence? 


“Mr. WALKER. [I left the House at 5 o’clock and was on my 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. WARNER, you have been 
absent from the sitting of the House without its leave. What 


| excuse have you to offer? 


way to the House, with my hat and coat, and I said to the officer | 


of the Hous 
to wait and c 
I am here 
Mr. OWENS. 
to pay the expens 
Mr. DOCKERY. 
setts be e> 
The SPEAKER pro tempor: 


that I was on my way to the House, but would like 
me up with Mr. RANDALL and Mr. STEVENS; and 


i move thatthe gentleman be now fined enough 
having to send for the absentees. 
the gentleman from Massachu- 


S of 
I move that 
ccusecd. 


What amount of fine does the 


| a late hour. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I am a member of acommittee 
which is authorized by a special resolution to sit during the ses- 
sions of the House, and which was in session this evening until 
Not anticipating that the House would wait until 
after that committee had transacted its business and concluded 


| its sitting [laughter] I omitted to come here until notified 


that the House was still in session and that my presence was de- 


| sired, whereupon I came. 


gentleman from Ohio suggest? 
Mr. OWENS. An amount to pay the expenses of sending for 
absentees to-night—850. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to lay that motion on the table. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will put the motion 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iofferas asubstitute a motion that the gentle- 
man be excused. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, at the earnest solicitation of my 
beloved friend from Maine I now withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio is withdrawn, and the question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts be excused. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would have the House understand that it 
was no solicitation of mine that the gentleman withdraws his 
motion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. 
question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.- The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. My point of order is that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, by his own statement, is 
within the rule, and does not need an excuse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the gen- 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 


he would | 


e V ave to be excused by the House. 
Mr. WALKER. I was not brought here by the officer of the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has heard the state- 
ment of the gentleman from New York|[Mr. WARNER]. What 
is its pleasure. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I move that he be excused. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I understand that these gentle- 
men, Mr. WARNER and Mr. COOMBS, both members of the ma- 
jority, Democrats, are brought by the Sergeant-at-Arms to the 
bar of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is onthe motion of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH] that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. WARNER] be excused. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The time fixed by the rule 
for the termination of this session has arrived. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Jersey 
{[Mr. BUCHANAN] makes the point of order that the hour fixed 
by the rule for terminating this evening session has arrived, and, 
under the rule, the hour of 10:30 having arrived, the House stands 
adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 





| referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
tleman having been brought here by the officer, under the rule, | 


House, but simply waited to accompany Mr. RANDALL and Mr. | 


STEVENS. 

The SPEAKER 
brought the gentleman. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. The gentleman’s own state- 


pro tempore. 
I 


The officer reported that he 


ment brings him within the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The officer reported that he 
brought him to the bar of the House, and that is what the House 
is now acting upon. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I do not care what the 
officer said as against the statement of the gentleman from Mass- 
achusetts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey will give attention the Chair will state that he can only be 


wii 
pul 


| with an amendment. 


By Mr. HARRIES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 6562) granting a pension to William Colvill, of 
Minnesota, with an amendment. (Report No. 635. 

A bill (H. R. 5034) to increase the pension of Michael Lahey, 
Re port No. 636.) 

By Mr. FLICK, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 4022 
granting an increase of pension to John C. Ford. (Report No. 


| Ras 
| 0654.) 


| 4808) for the relief of James H. Willey. 
led by the report of the officer of the House, and that report | 


is that Mr. WALKER was arrested and brought here, and the | 


House can release him. 
“Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. But the gentleman’s state- 
ment is that he came here, and I will take the gentleman’s state- 


ment every time 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I exceedingly regret that I 
was absent from the House, and that I should cause it any em- 
barrassment for a moment. I was notified that there was acall of 
the House. I took my hat and coat and came here. [Cries of 
“On| 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. 
of the gentleman 


The question is on the motion 
from Missouri that the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts be cused. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
ruling. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 


motion prevailed, and the gentleman was excused. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey. I can not be taken off of 
my feet. I demand a ruling. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts was brought here by an officer of the 
Hous he House has heard his statement and has excused 
his 

Mr. BUCHANAN of 


New Jersey. Then the Chair takes the 


statement of an officer against that of a member of the House? 

The DEPUTY SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. Mr.Speaker, in obedience 
to your warrant | produce at the bar of the House the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. WARNER, the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. COOMBS, and tl ntleman from New York, Mr. QUACK- 
ENBUS 


o> 


By Mr. KRIBBS, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 3718) 
granting a pension to Charity W. Clark, mother of Edmond M. 
Clark, formerly of Company M, Seventeenth Pennsylvania Cav- 
alry. (Report No. 638. 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the same committee: A bill (TH. R. 3905 
granting a pension to Julia Bodley, with an amendment. (Re- 
port No. 639. 

By Mr. MCKINNEY, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 
Report No. 640.) 

By Mr. FLICK, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 888 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Mohan. (Report No. 641.) 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 1926) authorizing the President to place upon the re- 
tired list of the Army Sergeant Long and others, late of the Sig- 
nal Corps, United States Army, survivors of the Lady Franklin 
Bay Expedition. (Report No. 642.) 

By Mr. MCDONALD, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 3788) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly. 
(Report No. 643.) 

By Mr. NEWBERRY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
6033) for the relief of Quincy MeNeil. (Report No. 644.) 

By Mr. HULL, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 5649) for the relief of Lieut. F. W. Davis, and 
granting him an honorable discharge. (Report No. 645.) 

A bill (H. R. 4375) for the relief of Charles S. Blood. (Report 
No. 646.) 

By Mr. ROCKWELL, from the same committee: 
to place Henry Zell on the retired list of the Army. 
647.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims, the following bills, with a resolution that they be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims: A bill (H. R. 2827) for the re- 
lief of David K. Patterson, of Scott County, Miss.; a bill (H. 
R. 3678) for the relief of J. B. Fuller, of Benton County, Miss.; a 
bill (H. R. 2195) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen; a bill (H. R. 
2825) for the relief of Franklin Sessions; a bill (H. R. 2826) for 
the relief of Mary A. Dougherty and Marshall Davis, of Yazoo 
County, Miss.; a bill (H. R. 1449) for the relief of R. I. Cheek; 
a bill (H. R. 6242) for the payment of certain property of the In- 
dependent Order of Odd Fellows, of Okalona, Miss., destroyed 


A bill (S. 209) 
(Report No 
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by the United States Army; a bill (H. R. 7013) for the relief a 
the estate of Isaac Jones, of Adams C ounty, Miss.; and a bill ( 
R. 1841) for the relief of Thomas C. Jones. (Report No. 648. 

Also the following bills, with a resolution that they be referred 
to the Court of Claims: A bill (H. R. 5595) for the relief of the 
estate of Edward B. Willis, deceased, of Warren County, Miss.; a 
bill (H. R. 4790) for the relief of William Whittaker, of Warren 
County, Miss.; a bill (H. R. 1154) for the relief of the estate of 
D. B. Downing, late of Warren County, Miss.; a bill (H. R. 1157 
for the relief of Adeline L. Hebron, of Warren County, Miss.; a 
bill (H. R. 1023) for the relic ‘f of Samuel Scott; a bill (H. R. 1022 
for the relief of James Murphy; a bill (H.R. 1024) for the relief 
of Marcella M. Davis and Mary A. Doherty; a bill (H. R. 2915) 
- the relief of MargaretSumner, of Washington County, Miss.; 
a bill (H. R. 1017) for Se relief of Walter R. Billingslea; a bill 
(H. R. 1020) for the relief of Allen E.Anderson; abill (H. R. 1156) 
for the relief of the estate of Phoebe Cummings, of Warren 
County, Miss.; a bill (H.R. 1151) for the relief of the estate of 
Jarred R. Cook, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.; a bill 
(H.R. 1152) for the relief of P. T. O’Shea, of Warren County, 
Miss.; a bill(H. R. 1148) for the reliefof N. B. Lanier, of Warren 
County, Miss.; a bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of W. A. Hop- 
per, administrator of David Hopper, deceased; and a bill (H.R 
5595) for the relief of the estate of Edward B. Willis, deceased, 
of Warren County, Miss. (Report No. 649.) 

Also the following bills, with a resolution that they be referred 
to the Court of Claims: A bill (H. R. 7072) for the relief of La 
I ayette Female Seminary, of Colbert County, Ala.; a bill (H. R. 

39) for the relief of the La Grange College, of Colbe oP ounty, 
als.; a bill (H. R. 5528) for the relief of the Masonic Lodge of 
Tuscumbia, Colbert County, Ala.; a bill (H. R. 5539) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Brown; a bill (H. R. 5538) for the relief of T. C. 
Greenhill; a bill (H. R. 5536) for the relief of William S. Webb, 
of Lauderdale County, Ala.; a bill (H. R. 5535) for the relief of 
Giles W. Bass; a bill (H. R. 5534) for the relief of John R. Cald- 
well, of Jackson County, Ala.; a bill (H. R. 5533) for the relief 
- James O. Heard, of Florence, Ala.; a bill (H. R. 5531) for the 


lief of W. H. Rice, of Florence, Lauderdale County, Ala.; a | 
bill (I. R. 5530) for the relief of George Caperton, Jac :kson | 
County, Ala., and a bill (H. R. 5526) for the relief of Nancy J. | 


Watkins. (Report No. 650.) 

Also, the following bills, with aresolution that they be referred 
to the Court of Claims: A bill (H. R. 4297) for the relief of the 
estate of D. M. Sparks, late of Cherokee County, Ala.; a bill (H. 
R. 5769) e the relief of Franc is S. Jones, Marengo County, Ala.; 
a bill ( . 3028} for the re a Timothy Meaher, administra- 
tor of J. uM Meaher; a bill H. 4761) for the relief of Mrs. I 
J. Harville, of Dallas County, oa a bill (H. R. 4948) for the re- 
lief of A. J. Smith, of Bullock County, Ala.; a bill (H. R. 6169) 
for the relief of Mary S. Logan, wife of Dr. A. L. Logan, de- 
ceased, of Madison County, Ala.; and a bill (H. R. 4015) for the 
relief of Alfred B. Chum, of Jefferson County, Ala. (Report 
No. 651.) 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 24, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
to the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, a 
bill (H. R. 5193) for the relief of Sophia G. Mitchell ad Eliza 
Jane Mahon. (Report No. 652.) 


BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 7127) granting a pension to 
army nurses—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7128) to authorize 
the establishment of postal-te legraph service, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARVEY: A bill (H. R. 7129) to provide for allotment 
of lands in severalty to the Ottawa Indians in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK (by request): A bill (H. R. 7130) to regulate the 
right of way by vessels within the limits of the channel in and 
from Chesapeake Bay to the city of Baltimore—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 7131) to amend “an act 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, 
and for other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WIKE: A bill (H. R. 7132) to amend an act entitled 

**An act toallow three months’ pay a aearoved July 13, 
1866—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7133) to amend the act relative to discharges 
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for promotion and granting bounties to the volunteer soldiers in 
the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H.R.7184) amending the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1877, relating to pensions, so as to embrace the 
cases of persons who voluntarily enlisted in the Navy of the 
United States within its provisions—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEM (by request): A bill (H. R. 7135) extending re- 
lief to Indian citizens, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 7136) to enable the people of 
New Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and 
to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the orig- 
inal States—to the ¢ \oonanlide eon the Te rr on 8. 

By Mr. OATES (by request): A (H. 7137) to furnish a 
ee stable, and sufficient curr oney “te ‘the whole people of 

» United States, by enlarging the national system and reducing 
ioe rate of interest on bank loans to 6 per cent—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

by Mr. REILLY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 105) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to prepare and send tothe World’s 
Columbian Exposition models, drawings, etc., prepared or in- 
vented by women—to the S Committee on the Columbian 
Ix position. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 106) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Smithsonian Institution to send articles illustrative of the 
life and development of the industries of women to the World’s 
Columbian Exposition -to the Select Committee on the Colum- 
bien Exposition. 

sy Mr. MITCHELL: A joint resol ition (H. Res. 107) author- 
izing the State of Wisconsin to place in Statuary Hall, at the 
Capitol, the statue of Pére Marquette—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A resolution to make the assistant 
journal clerk of the House an annual position—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 7138) for the relief of Albert 
J. Pratt, administrator—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. AMERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7139) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of William Burke—to 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H.R. 7140) granting apension to Mary 
S. Esto h,ah ospital nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTLEY: A bill (H. R. 7141) for the relief of Frank 
E. Barney, lat Peace: \, Fourteenth United States Infan- 
try—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUSHNELL: A bill (H. R. 7142) for the relief of Robert 
Scott and Thomas Peacock—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. 
Kidd, Sie of Company F, Seventh Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 7144) for the relief of Catl 
erine Whitall—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COBURN: A bill (H. R. 7145) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Henry V.Clock—to the Committee on Militar 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNGAN: A bill (H. R. 7146) to pension Anna Morgan 
Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7147) for th elief of Francis Scala—to the 


Committee on Claims. 


. 7143) to increase the pension of Fletcher S 


By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H.R. 7148) granting a pen 
sion to Charlotte M. Bryson, widow of Andrew Bryson, late rear- 
admiral in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Pet 
sions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill(H. R. 7149) grant- 
ing to the State of North Dakotaa site and farm off the public 
domain for the reform school—to the Committee on the Publi 
Lands. 

By Mr. McK AIG A bill H. R. 7150 two re love Cf tain dis- 
abilities in the case of Ezekiel Ayres—to t Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R.7151) for the relief of Maria 
Louisa Simpson, widow of Dr. Richard re nch Simps y] to t 
Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 7152) granting a pension to W. 
H. Daniel, of Whitesburg, Ga.—to the Committee on Per ns. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 7153) for the relief of V am 
P. Buckmaster—to the Comm ittec 1 Claims 


By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 7154) for the relief of HL. J. Cos- 
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grove, George H. Martin, and Marshall De F. Wilder—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7155) granting a pension to Helen Lermond— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7156) for the relief of William N. Appleby— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7157) for the relief of James Stobaugh—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill 
Vaucil—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 7156 ranting a pension 
to John D. Wakley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H.R. 7160) for the relief of the heirs 
of Henry A. Lee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7161) for the re- 
lief of Cleaveland C. Creech—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


By Mr. WHEELER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7162) to re- 


move the charge of desertion from the military record of Jeffer- | 


son N. Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7163) to correct 
the military record of Alfred Karlin—to the Committee on Mil- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill 
W. Carmody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WIKE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7165) to increase the 
pension of Milton G. Smith and pay him a pension of $25 per 
month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7166) granting a 
pension to William F. Storey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
s10ns., 

By Mr. WINN: A bill (H. R. 7167) for the relief of Hiram A. 
Darnell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7168) for the relief of Walter R. W. Atkins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

(Inder clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Letter from Wayne Walling, on car-coup- 
ing—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of ministers of the gospel of 
Princeton, W. Va., against opening the World’s Fair on Sun- 
day—to the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of Clark Estey and 37 others, of 
fully Valley, N. Y., asking for free delivery of rural mails—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of William H. Caldwell and 16 others, of Free- 
town, N. Y., in regard to same—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENTLEY: Petition of citizens of Utica, N. Y., for 
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting 
State aid to sectarian religious institutions—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petitions of Rural, Dexter, Eureka, 
astern Star, South Dover, Maysville Center, East Dover, North 
Newport, and Sabasticook Granges, of Maine, to prevent gam- 
bing in farm products; also of same (except East Dover), favor- 
ing the pure-lard bill; and of the Rural, Eureka, Eastern Star, 
South Dover, Maysville Center, and Sabasticook Granges, to en- 
courage silk culture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Rural, Eureka, South Dover, Maysville Cen- 
ter, North Newport, and Sabasticook Granges, for free delivery 
of rural mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

\lso, petitions of the Eureka and Maysville Center Granges, 
to prohibit contracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the 
Committee 0n Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lagrange, Me., in favor of reform 
in the letting of mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of the Merchants’ Association 
of Milwaukee, Wis., disapproving of the free silver-coinage bill— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of 
New Jersey, in behalf of increased pay for Life-Saving Service— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUSHNELL: Petition of Hon.R. B. Showalter and 34 
other citizensof Grant County, Wis., for the relief of Robert Scott 
and Thomas Peacock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition from citizens of Allamakee County, 
lowa, praying the retention of tariff on barley—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers and petition of Samuel S. Ander- 
son, of Louisville, Ky., to accompany House bii. 7099, giving an 





| increase of pension to Samuel S. Anderson—to the Committee 


on Pensions. 
_By Mr. CASTLE (by request): Petition of the Philatelical So- 
ciety of Minneapolis, to place postage stamps on the free list—to 


| the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


H. R. 7158) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel | 


By Mr. COOLIDGE: Petitions of Montague Grange, of Massa- 
chusetts, favoring a pure-food law and to prevent gambling in 
farm products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a petition from the same body, for the pure-lard bill—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a petition of the same body, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition by Rev. Thomas J. Packard, of 
Maryland, and others, against the removal of the Southern Ute 


| Indians from their present reservation—to the Committee on I).- 
| dian Affairs. 


H.R. 7164) granting additional pension to James | 








By Mr. COX of New York: Protest of the New York Exchange, 
against the Hatch bill (H. R. 2699), the Washburn bill (S. 685), 
and the Peffer bill (S. 1268)—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, asking that no exposition or exhibition for which appro- 
priations are made by Congress shall be opened on Sunday—to 
the Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petitions of Rumford, Fryeburg, and Tops- 
ham Granges, of Maine, favoring the pure-lard bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions from the same bodies, for free delivery of rural 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the same bodies, to prevent gambling in farm 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Rumford Grange, to encourage silk culture— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, to prohibit contracts discredii- 
ing legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of Grand Council Royal Templars of Temp 
ance of New York, in regard to Columbian Exposition—to the 
Select Committee on the Columbian Exposition. 

By Mr. DIXON: Protest of citizens of Montana, against legisla- 
tion which will result in the removal of the military post at Mis- 
soula, Mont.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition from citizens of Daviess County, 
Mo., asking increased compensation of fourth-class postmasters— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Albert Thurber, Company C, One hundred 
and thirteenth Lllinois Volunteers, for removal of charges of 
desertion, and finding of general court martial—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Liberty Grange, Missouri, encouraging silk 


| culture, and to prevent gambling in farm products—to the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, extending free delivery of 
a mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Po: 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the same body, favoring pure-lard law—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the same body, prohibiting contracts discred- 
iting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition for increase of pay of postmaster 
at Mount Ida, Kans.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition for increase of pay of postmaster at Sugar Val- 
ley, Kans.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition for increase of pay of postmaster at Westphalia, 
Kans.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GEARY: Twelve petitions in regard to the Nicaragua 
Canal from the following places: Montesano, Wash.; Eureka, 
Sheridan, Knights Ferry, Placerville, Adin, Alturas, Newcastle, 
Ione, Tehama, Yuba City, and Fort Bragg, Cal.—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Marshall, Iowa, 
asking amendments to the Constitution—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARRIES: Numerous petitions protesting against the 
repeal of duty on barley or any modification thereof, signed by 
citizens of First Congressional district of Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition of mayor and many citizens of Del- 
aware, Ohio, against favoring any religious body or exempting 
property of churches from general burdens—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Centennial Grange, of Ohio, to prohibit con- 
tracts discrediting legal-tender currency—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 
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